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o BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,
LT PESHAWAR, = . |

" Service Appeal No. 769/2018
' Date of Institution ... 24.05.2018
Date of Decision - * ... 21,10.2021

Muhammad Igbal, Assistant Grade .Clerk (now Senlor Clerk)
District Police Chitral. R/O Sherkot, District Kohat.

... (Appellant)
VERSUS |
.' The Provmual Police Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and -
two others S _
N»(Respondenlts)
. SYED NOMAN ALT BUKHARI - S
- Advocate . - ; - --- . For.appellant.

' MR. MUHAMMAD ADEEL BUTT, = -
Additional Advocate General ‘ RS For respondents,
AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN == CHAIRMAN
MR. SALAH UD DIN . | .- - MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

_ uUDGMENT:

| SALAH-UD-D‘IN. 'MEMBER'— )

. Premse facts as alleged by the appellant |n h|s appeal
are .that the appellant served  as ASS|stant Grade

2*7/ Clerk/Accountant in the office of SP Invest:gatlon ng Kohat
= - and was later. on posted as Assistant Grade Clerk in the Office .

of Sp Investrgatlon Karak that upon report of Internal Auditor
.Range Office Kohat, Reglonal Police Officer Kohat ‘Region
Kohat sent a “complaint to the Deputy Inspector General
Headquarters. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar agamst the
‘appellant Wthh lecl to the |n|t|at|on of d|SC|pI|nary actlon
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R
e R agalnst the appellant on the allegatlons of mlsapproprlatlon of
an amount of Rs 30,71,480/+; that on conclusion of the
. " inquiry, the inquiry committee . recommended that the
' appellant be exonerated from the charges leveled agamst him,
however Deputy_ Insp_ector General .Headquarters Khyber ‘
Pakhtunkhwa . Peshawar sent.b'a.ck the inquiry to the Regional
Police Officer Kohat ~Region Kohat  for review of the
- observations made by the inquiry corn'mittee and submlsslon
of final reco'mmendation'S' 'that the inquiry . committee tnen
. nominated Accountant DPO Office Karak as well as Accountant
DPO Offlce Hangu as experts for assistance of the Members of
the inquiry commlttee, that the inquiry committee rechecked -
supporting .bills/vouchers of various heads of accounts without
associating the appellant in 'th_e whole process of rechecking
and ‘submitted ite report to the Regional Police Offiter Kohat
.' ‘Region Kohat, who sent letter dated 06 01. 2015 to the
Provincial Police Ofﬂcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, where
" in it was recommended that the appellant as well as the then
| : , SP Investigatlon ;Kohat were found guulty of oversight and
= } - / ’misma‘nagement in the drawl and disbursement of T.A/D.A
‘— " fund, therefore, the appellant should be glven major
- pumshment while action should also be taken against. the
then SP Investlgatlon Kohat and that the amount of T. A/D A
may also be ordered to be recovered from the concerned
ofﬂcers/ofﬂaals, that the a»ppellant was issued. final show-
- cause notice by the compet'ent Authoiri_ty,.'Who submitted his
| reply. and denied"the allegations leveled against him; that vide
- impugned order dated 06.07.2015, the appellant was awarded
major punishment by reverting him from the post of Assistant
. Grade Clerk BPS-16 to the post of Senio_r Clerk BPS-14, which
was challenged by the appeliant th'rough filing of de-partmental .

~ appeal, however the same was not responded, therefore, the

: appellant filed . Service Appeal bearmg No. 1404/2015 which

was deC|ded on 07.03.2018 by |ssumg direction to the

j ) | appellate Authorrty for deciding the departmental appeal of the
' " - appellant .wrthm a period. of vthree months; that the
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. proceedings of the earller |an|ry,

3

departmental appe‘al of the appellant was rejected vide order
dated 04.05.2018, hence the instant service appeal.

2-. Notlces were issued to the respondents who submitted

their comments, wherein they denled the assertions made by
the appellant in hlS appeal

3. Learned counsel for the appellant has_contended‘ that
the lnqdiry committee'so constituted for the inquiry in to the
matter by the competent Authorlty had already recommended
for exonerat|on of the -appellant from the charges Ieveled
against him, however the competent Authorlty in utter
violation of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants
(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules,” 2011' returned the mqunry‘

" report to ‘the Reglonal Police’ Officer Kohat for review and

submnssron of final recommendatlons that the Regional Pollce
Officer Kohat was already complamant in the matter

therefore, sendmg back - the lnqwry to him for review and

- submission 'of recOmmendations was against the relevant rules
~and pnncnples of . natural justice; that the Reg|onal Police -

Officer Kohat was not appointed. as inquiry officer in the

~ matter, however it is astonishing that he sent letter dated

06.01.2015 to the Provindial Police Officer  Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa -Peshawar, making _ recommendatlons of
awarding of major punishment ' to the appellant that the
appellant had performed h|s duty W|th honesty and devotion,
which is- manifested from the fact that the experts audit party

'of the Audftor General of Paklstan as well as Accountant
* General Khyberl Pakhtunkhwa - Peshawar have

regularized the period during which the appellant remained as

found

Pay Officer m the office of SP Investigation Kohat that the

appellant was . not at all assoaated during the revnew‘

therefore, he was
condemned unheard as no opportunity -‘of self defense was

provided to hlm that the whole exercise was mampulated at
" the behest of Regional Pollce Officer Kohat Region Kohat .and

the appellant was wrongly and |llegally awarded the impugned
_ penalty, that ‘while passmg "the

.lmpugned ,order, the
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competent AUthority has not at all complied the provision of

. FR-29, WhICh has rendered the |mpugned order as nulhty in

the eye of law

: '4., On the other hand Iearned Addltlonal Advocate General

for the respondents has argued that there were. complamts of
misapproprlatlon and carruption agalnst the appellant, which
led to the initiation of,dlsclpltnary action against the appeliant;

" that a prOper legal inquiry was k:onducted in the matter by

provudmg opportunity of self .defense as well as personal ’
hearing to the appeliant that the appellant was found guilty of .
oversight and m:smanagement in dlsbursement of T A/D.A

- fund, therefore, he was rightly awarded major penalty of

reduction from the post of Assistant Grade Clerk to the post of
Senior Clerk that the orders passed by competent as well as
appellate” Authority are stnct!y in accordance with Iaw/rules

therefore, the same may be kept intact and the appeai in hand
may be dlsm|ssed with cost

7

5. | We have h’eard the"arguments of learned counsel for the

- appellant as well as learned Additional Advocate General for

.the respondents and have perused the record.

6. A perusal of the record would show that the appellant
served as . Pay Officer . W|th ‘effect from 01 07.2012 to
06.06.2013 in the ofﬂce of SP Investlgataon Wlng Kohat and
was then transferred to the office of SP Investlgat|on Karak. In
wake_ of Internal Audit for the year 2012-2013 disciplinary
action: was initiated against -the appellant under Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Effrcuency & Discipline)

Rules, 2011 on the charges whlch are reproduced as below:-

"1 Vlde para -02 of the Internal Audit,
you have drawn TA bills of amountmg to
Rs. 2,76,605/- on the names of Police
Officials/Ministerial staff while according

to Attendance Register they were present
on duty in the ofﬁce

2 Vide Para -03 of the Internal Audit,
you - have drawh amounting to Rs.
15,99,950/- under the code cost of
Investlgatlon un-necessary for only




review and makmg final recommendatlons« was not

5 .
Hiring of Pr/vate Vehicles and not for any
other purpose which is against the
~orders/instructions  of the Worthy
Provincial - = Police  Officer,  Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar duly conveyed
to all Heads of Police Officers Khyber

. Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide Endst:
3307-47/C-I dated 10.05. 2007

3. Vide para- -05 of the Internal Audit,
you have drawn amounting to Rs.
11,00927/- under head of A03807-POL

Charges and didn’t produce the record of

ity i

4, Vide para -07 of the Internal Audit,
you have drawn -amounting - to Rs.
93,998/~ under head of A039901-Office

. Stationary by over writing and
Manipulations in the Stock Register.
‘Besides, any application is not available
to whom the Stationary items were
issued. Even-a single application duly
sanctioned/issued by any- Competent
Authority is not available on the record
as well as any APR.”

7. An mqwry committee comprlsmg of Add:tlonal SP Kohat

~and acting SP CTD Kohat was constltuted for mquury against
.the appellant On conclusmn ‘of the inquiry, the inquiry

commlttee submitted its report to- the competent Authority
with the flndlngs that the allegatlons leveled against the

appellant were not based on facts, therefore “he may be

exonerated from the charges leveled agamst him. The.’

» competent Authorlty, however sent back the mqwry report to

the Reglonal Police Officer Kohat Reglon Kohat vide letter
No. 3925/E-V dated 30 10. 2014 with the request to look in to
the matter, review the inquiry - report and to make final
recommendatlons The procedure requlred to be adopted by

competent Authorlty on recelpt of the inquiry report from the

lnqunry officer or mqwry committee has been prescnbed in

Rule-14  of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants
(Efﬁcnency & Discipline) Rules, 2011 On perusal of the
aforementmned rule, we are of the opinion that the procedure
so adopted by the competent Authority. by sendmg the inquiry
report to the Regional Police Ofﬂcer Kohat Region Kohat for

in




6

consonance With -Rule-i4 of Khyber Pakhfunk-hwa Government
Servants (Efficlency & ‘Disi:iplin_e)"Rules, 2011. 'I_'he Regional
Police. Officer Kohat was not an inquiry officer in the matter,
therefore, the order of the competen‘t‘Authority, seeking

review of t_he' inquiry from him and asking him to submit final
- recommendations in the matter was against the relevant rules

" and the proceedings S0 carried ‘o‘ut in-compliance of such order

of the competent Authority would be nullity in the eye of law.
It is also astoni‘s'hing that it was DIG Kohat Re'g.ion Kohat, who
vide " letter No. 173/RA dated 06.01.2015 submitted .
recommendations to the P‘rov'incial Police Officer Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peé'hawar, recommending that awarding = of
major punishment to the appellant..

8. Even otherwise too} the ‘appeliant was though charged

- for major misappropriation of an amount of RS. '3071480/-‘
' however the inquiry . committee had came to the conclusuon
that he was found ~guilty of oversight and mlsmanagement
"only in th_e disbursement of the fund amounting to . Rs.
276605/ allocated in ‘the head ‘of T.A/D.A. The inquiry
) comm|ttee ‘has not found the appellant guilty of any

mlsapproprlatlon or embezzlement and has also not given any

fmdmgs that the appellant was havnng any c_onnlvance ‘with the

officers/officials, who had allegedly drawn T.A/D.A without any

~ legal entitlement for the same.

9.  Moreover, the impugned order dated 06.07.2015 passed’

by the competent Authorlty would show that the competent
Authority has not specified the perlod for which the order of

reversion- of the appellant shall remain in field. The competent

~ Authorlty has thus not, followed F.R-29, WhICh is reproduced

for ready reference as below:-

"F.R.29. If a = Government
. servant is, on account of misconduct or
'mefﬁcrency, reduced to a lower grade or
post, or to a lower stage in his time-
..scale, the authority ordermg such
‘reduction shall state ‘the period for which
. it shall be effective and. whether, on
restoratlon it shall operate to postpone
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future /ncrements and /f so to what
_ extent” :

: 10. In view of the above dlscussmn the appeal in hand is .
allowed by . settlng a5|de the lmpugned orders. Durmg:
pendency of the appeal the appellant has been retired from
, serwce with effect from 19,11, 2020 (A N) vide notification -
| dated 27.11.2020, therefore, he shall be deemed to have been
restored to the post of Assistant Grade Clerk with all back
benefits and retired as such with effect from 19.11.2020
(A.N). 'Parties are left to bear thelr own costs. File be

g
consigned to the record room. | /

ANNOUNCED
21.10.2021 - | -/,

(SALAH UD-DIN)
MEMBER(JUDKHAL)

EEN)

CHAI RMAN

B T —




5

'@ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
® PESHAWAR,

Service Appeal No. 769/2018

Date of Institution ... 24.05.2018
Date of Decision .. 21.10.2021

Muhammad Igbal, Assistant Grade Clerk (now Senior Clerk)
District Police Chitral. R/O Sherkot, District Kohat.

.. (Appellant)
| VERSUS
|
’ The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and
two others.
(Respondents)
'SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI, | |
Advocate _ --- For appellant.
MR. MUHAMMAD ADEEL BUTT, ~
Additional Advocate General --- For respondents.
AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN . CHAIRMAN

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN -- MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
JUDGMENT:

'SALAH-UD-DIN, MEMBER:-

Precise facts as alleged by the appellant in his appea.l

‘évre that the  appellant served as Assistant Grade

j - Clerk/Accountant in the office of SP Investigation Wing K'oh_at
: ’ ; alnd 'wasilater on posted as Assistant Gravde Clerk in the Office
of SP Investigation Karak; that upon report of Internal Auditor

Ra'rige" Office Kohat, Regtonal Police Officer Kohat Region

Kohat sent a complaint to the Deputy Inspector General

Headquarters Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar against the-
appellant, which led to the initiation of disciplinary action
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against the appellant o'.n the allegatioﬁs of misappropriation of
an amount of Rs. 30,'71,'4'80/:; that on conclusion of the
inquiry, the inquiry committee recommended that the
appellant be exonerated from the charges leveled against him,
however Deputy Inspector General Headquarters Khybef

-Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar sent back the inquiry to the Regional

Police Officer Kohat Region Kchat for review of the

-observations made by the inquiry committee and submission

of final recommendations; that the inquiry committee then
nominated Accountant DPO Office Karak as well as Accountant

DPO Office Hangu as experts for assistance of the Members of

“the inquiry committee; that the inquiry committee rechecked

supporting bills/vouchers of various heads of accounts without
associating the appellant in the whole process of rechecking
and submitted its report to the Regional Police Officer Kohat
Region Kohat, who sent letter dated 06.01.2015 to the
Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, where
in it was recommended that the appéllant as well as the then
SP Investigation Kohat were found guilty of oversight and
mismanagement in the drawl and disbursement of T.A/D.A
fund, therefore, the appellant should be given major
punishment, while action should also be taken against the
then SP Investigation Kohat and that the amount of T.A/D.A

‘may also be ordered to be recovered from the concerned

officers/officials; that the appellant was issued final show-
cause notice by the competent Authority, who submitted his
reply and denied the allegations leveled against him; that vide
impugned order dated 06.07.2015, the appellant was awarded

- major punishment by reverting him from the post of Assistant

Grade Clerk BPS-16 to the post of Senior Clerk BPS-14, which
was challenged by the appellant through filing of departmental
appeal, however the same was not responded, -therefore, the
appellant filed Service Appéal bearing No. 1404/2015, which
was decided on -07.03.2018 by issuing direction to the
appellate Authority for deciding the departmental appeal of the
appetlant within a period of three months; that the




departmental appeal of the:appellant was reJected vide order
dated 04.05. 2018, hence the instant service appeal

2. Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted
their comments, wherein they denied the assertions made by

the appellant in his appeal.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that
the inquiry committee so constituted for the inquiry in to the
matter by the competent Authority had already recommended
for exoneration of the appéllant from the chargés leveled
against him, however the competent Authority in utter
violation of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants
(Efficiency_& Discipline) Rules, 2011, returned the inquiry
repbrt to the Regional Police Officer Kohat for review and
submission of final recommendations; that the Regional Police
Officer Kohat was already complainant in the matter,
therefore, sending back the inquiry to him for review and
submission of recommendations was against the relevant rules
and principles of natural justice; that the Regional Police
Officer Kohat was not appointed as inquiry officer in the
matter, however it is astonishing that he sent letter dated
06.01.2015 to the Provincial Police Officer Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, making recommendations of
awarding of major punishment to the appellant; that the
appellant had performed his duty with honesty and devotion,
which is manifested from the fact that the experts audit party

- of the Auditor General of Pakistan as well as Accountant

General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar have found
regularized the period during which the appellant remained as
Pay Officer in the office of SP Investigation Kohat; that the
appellant was not at all associated during the review
proceedings of the earlier inquiry, therefore, he was
condemned unheard as no opportunity of self defense was
provided to him; that the whole exercise was manipulated at
the behest of Regional Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat and
the appellant was wrongly and illegally awarded the impugned
penalty; that while passing the impugned order, the
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competent Authority has not at aII.CompIied the provision of .
FR-29, which has rendered the impugned order as nullity in

the eye of law.

4. On the other hand, learned Additional Advocate General

for the respondents has argued that there were complaints of

-misappropriation and corruption against the appeliant, which

led to the initiation of disciplinary action against the appellant;
that a propér legal inquiry was conducted in the matter by
providing opportunity of self defense as well as personal
hearing to the appellant; that the appellant was found guilty of

‘oversight and mismanagement in disbursement of T.A/D.A

fund, therefore, he was rightly awarded major penalty of
reduction from the post of Assistant Grade Clerk to the post of
Senior Clerk; that the orders passed by compétent as well as
appeilate Authority are strictly in accordance with law/rules,
therefore, the same may be kept intact and the appeal in hand

may be dismissed with cost.

5. We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the
appellant as well as learned Additional Advocate General for

the respondents and have perused the record.

6. A perusal of the record would show that the appellant
served as Pay Officer with effect from 01.07.2012 to
06.06.2013 in the office of SP Investigation Wing Kohat and
was then transferred to the office of SP Investigatioh Karak. In
wake of Internal Audit for the year 2012-2013, disciplinary
action was initiated against the appellant under Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline)

Rules, 2011 on the charges, which are reproduced as below:-
l
“1. Vide para-02 of the Internal Audit,
you have drawn TA bills of amounting to
Rs. 2,76,605/- on the names of Police
Officials/Ministerial staff while according
to Attendance Register they were present
on duty in the office. '

2. Vide Para-03 of the Internal Audit,
you have drawn amounting to Rs.
15,99,950/- under the code cost of
Investigation un-necessary for only
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Hiring of Private Vehicles and not for any
other purpose which is against the
orders/instructions * of- <the  Worthy
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar duly conveyed
to all Heads of Police Officers Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide Endst:
3307-47/C-I dated 10.05.2007.

3. Vide para-05 of the Internal Audit,
you have drawn amounting to Rs.
11,00927/- under head of A03807-POL
Charges and didn’t produce the record of
it.

4. Vide para-07 of the Internal Audit,
you have drawn amounting to Rs.
93,998/- under head of A039901-Office
Stationary by over writing and
Manipulations in the Stock Register.
Besides, any application is not available
to whom the Stationary items were
issued. Even a single application duly
sanctioned/issued by any Competent
Authority is not available on the record
as well as any APR.”

7. An inquiry committee comprising of Additional SP Kohat
and acting SP CTD Kohat was constituted for inquiry against
the appellant. On conclusion of the inquiry, the inquiry

- committee submitted its report to the competent Authority

with the findings that the allegations leveled against the
appellant were not based on facts, therefore, he may be
exonerated from the chargés leveled against ‘him. The
competent Authority, however sent back the inquiry report to
the Regional Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat vide letter
No. 3925/E-V dated 30.10.2014 with the request to look in to
the matter, review the inquiry report and to make final
recommendations. The procedure required to be adopted by
chpetent Authority on receipt of the inquiry report from the

inquiry officer or inquiry committee has been prescribed in

Rule-14 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants
(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011. On perusal of the
aforementioned rule, we are of the opinion that the procedure
so adopted by the combetent Authority by sending the inquiry
report to the Regional Police Officer Kohat Region‘ Kohat for

‘review and making final recommendations was not in
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consonance with Rule-14 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government
Servants (Efficiency &:A_‘Discipxlin__»e‘)_R_u_les, 2011.‘ The Regional
Police Officer Kohat was not an _inquify officer in the matter,
therefore, ‘th‘e order of the competent Authority, seeking

review of the inquiry from him and asking him to submit final

recommendations in the matter was against the relevant rules
and the prqceedings so carried out in compliance of such order
of the competent Authority would be nullity in the éye of law.
It is also astonishing that it was DIG Kohat Region Kohat, who
vide letter No. 173/RA dated 06.01.2015 submitted
recommendations to the Provincial Police 'Officer Khyber
bakhtuhkhwa Peshawar, recommending that awarding of

major punishment to the appellant.

8. Even otherwise too, the appellant was though charged
for major misappropriation of an amount of RS. 3071480/-,

however the inquiry committee had came to the conclusion

that he was found guilty of oversight and mismanagement

only in the disbursement of the fund amounting to Rs.
276605/- allocated in the head of T.A/D.A. The inquiry
committee has not found the appellant guilty of any
misappropriation or embezzlement and has also not given any
findings that the appellant was having any connivance with the
officers/officials, who had allegedly drawn T.A/D.A without any
legal entitlement for the same.

9.  Moreover, the impugned order dated 06.07.2015 passed
by the competent Authority would show that the ¢ompétent
Authority has not specified the period for which the order of
reversion of the appellant shall remain in field. The competent
Authority has thus not followed F.R-29, which is reproduced
for ready reference as below:- |

“F.R. 29. If a Government
servant is, on account of misconduct or
inefficiency, reduced to a lower grade or
post, or to a lower stage in his time-.
scale, the authority ordering such
reduction shall state the period for which
it shall be effective and whether, on
restoration it shall operate to postpone
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future increments and if so to what
extent”,

10. In view. of the z;!feebé dlscu55|on, the abpeal in hand is
allowed by - setting-aside the impugned orders. During
pendency of the appeal, the appellant has been retired from
service with effect from 19.11.2020 (A.N) vide notification
dated 27.11.2020, therefore, he shall be deemed to have been
restored to the post of Assistant Grade Clerk with all back

- benefits and retired as such with effect from 19.11.2020

(A.N). Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be
consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED |
21.10.2021 )7

(SALAH-UD-DIN)

| W% - MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
(AHMADSULTAN TAREEN) o |

CHAIRMAN




Service Appeal No.' 769/2018

ORDER

21.10.2021

Syed Noman Ali Bukhari,  Advocate, for the ‘appellant
present. Mr. Ishag Gul, DSP (Legal) aldngwith Mr. Muhammad
Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for the respondents

- present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on
file, the appeal in hand is allowed by setting-aside the impugned

orders. During pendency of the appeal, the appellant has been

retired from service with effect from 19.11.2020 (A.N) vide

~notification dated 27.11.2020, therefore, he shall be deemed to

have been restored to the post of Assistant Grade Clérk with all
back benefits and retired as such with effect from 19.11.2020
(A.N). Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned

to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
21.10.2021 .
(Ahmad Sultan Tareen) (Salah-ud-Din)

Chairman Member (Judicial = -
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19.—_03i2>021' o ' 'A'ppellant alongwith counsel and Mr. Muhammad Rasheed,
T Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Arif Saleem, ASI for the

: .respOnde'nts present. _ '

The representative of respondents has provided copies of |

| the documents comprising 153 pages, whieh are placed on

record subject to all just exceptions by the other side. To come .

up for arguments on 21.05.2021 before D.B.

- . .
H T7
1
8
S . .
) " NNy ——

(SALAH-UD-DIN) ' 2

'MEMBER (JUDICIAL) - ' - cHARMAN
Al~8 . 202f mzs mpswih ~ 19 e, Labeo H

WM’ZB )78 - z»_a%w/f;&m&

B it

Liadss

17.08.2021 ~ Since 17.08.2021 has been declared as Public holidayf on

account of Moharram therefore, case is adjourned to 21.10. 2021 for

5

Reader

" the same as before.




| .
14.10.2020 - Appellant alongwith counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah e
Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alé_ngWith' Mr.

Arif Saleem Stenographer for respondents are also present.

Learned Additional Advocate General requested that he
is indisposed of today having high Blood Pressure, due to which
he cannot argué the appeal. Requested for adjournment.‘ ‘

Adjourned on which to come up for arguments on 2&_1.2020

before D.B. A
\W{(\}/—Ur-Rehrﬁan Wazir) {(Muhamma
Member Member
09.11.2020 ~ Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabirullah :K'hattak,

Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Arif Saleem,
Steno for respondents present. '
The Bar is observing general strike, therefore, the

matter is adjourned to 18.01.2021 for hearing beforethe D.B.

(Mian Muha )
Member (E)

18.01.2021 Appellant is present in person. Mr. Kabirull'ah Khattak, - "
Additional Advocate General and Mr. Arif Saleem, ASI, for the -
respondents are also present. '

Appellant requested for adjournment that his counsel is not “- -
available today. Adjourned to 19.03.2021 on which~date file to

come up for arguments before D.B. —

| . (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) (MUHAMMAD JTAMAL -
: MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) | MEMBER (JUDICIAL) - |
;
|




~..4§

-.06.03:2020°*: -~ = ' ‘Counsel for the appellant present. ‘Addll': AG for
. respondents. present. Learned counsel for the appellant
seeks " ‘adjournment. Adjéurned. To come | up for
: arguments on.02.04.2020 before D.B.

29._06.2020 ' . Due to COVID-19, the case is adjourned to 11.08.2020

for the same.

11.08.2020 Due to summer vacations case to come up for the same on
~ 14.10.2020 before D.B. |

gl
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20.01.2020

12.12.2019

- Appellant with counsel preset{t;_mjl\'/ii'. Zla Ullah = o

learned Deputy District Attorney alongw1th Inayat Ullah H. C i

present. T camed counsel for the appellant seuks adjournment.

Adjourn. To come up for arguments on 12.12. 2019 before
D.B.

/P/ ~ : <\ 2 A -

. o |
. Mcmber Member l
3 . [

Due to general._ strike. of Khyber PakhtunkhWa" '}Baf:"'-'\

Council learned counsel for the apbeﬂant is not available today.
Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Arif - .
Saleem, ASl for the respondents present. Adjourned-'l'to

22.01.2020 for arguments before D.B..

(Ahm&assan) | (M. Amlr%a/m o .,-"‘5; :

Member Member

Due to general strike on the call of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ' - e
Bar Council, learned counsel for the appellant is not available
today. Mr. Usman Ghani learned District Attorney for the

respondents present. Adjourned to 06.03.2020 for arguments
before D.B. ‘ ‘
"N

(Hussain Shah) (M. Amin Khan Kundi) -
Member Member
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30.05.2019 . A‘ppel]ant" in ‘person and Mr. Muhammad Bilal, Head. Constable
B alongwith Mr. Riaz Alimad Paindakheil, Assistant AG for the feéﬁondents' |
present. Appellant requested for adjournment én the ground that his counsel

is not available today. Adjourned to 09.07.2019 forjargumehts.beforc\D.B. 1

e . ' (HUSSA SHAH) b (M AMIN KHAN KUNDI).

MEMBER ot MEMBER

09.07.2019 | Appellant in person present. Mr. Zia ,Ullah learned
- ' : - Deputy District Attorney present. Appellant seeksédjoumment .
| . . , .
on the ground that his counsel is not in attendance. Adjourn. To

come up for argdments on 05.09.2019 before D.B.

o . . | @d‘/
. o : Mjrjer , Member-

I 6&(29.2@19 - Appellant in person présenf. Mr Riaz Kahn Paindakhel
N learned Assistant Advocate General for the respondents

present. Appellant seeks adjournment as his counsel is ‘1_101: .‘in
' ‘ attendance. Adjourned. To come upi fo;é arguments on -

11.10.2019 before D.B.

¢

(Hussain Shah) M. Am‘irﬁg Kundi)

Member ‘ : Member

\
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- 07.03.2019 Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan learned

17.04.2019 -

~ Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr.

‘Adjourned to 30.05,2019 for arguments before D.B.

Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah |

Qaisar Alam H.C for the respondents present. Due to general
strige of the bar, the case is adjourned. To come up for rejoinder
and arguments on 07.03.2019 before D.B

e P

Member * . - ' Member

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Inayat Ullah H.C
present. Appellant seeks adjournment as his counsel is not

in attendance. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on{

17.04.2019 before D.B | / .
Merﬁn/%/eé/ Member

Clerk of counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Ahmad Paindakﬁeil,‘

Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Bilal Ahmad, Head Constable for !the
|

respondents present. Clerk of counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment on

the ground that learned counsel for the appellant is not available todlay.

(HUSSAIN SHAH) (M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
MEMBER MEMBER
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07.08.2018 Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate counsel for the - 2
appellant present. Mr. Arif Saleem, ASI alongwith Mr»
Kabirullah Khattak Addl: AG for respondents present and
made a request for adjoumment Granted. To come up for

written reply/comments on 27.09.2018 before Sd
‘ : \

Chairman

27.09.\201' 8 / Appellant Muhammad Igbal in person pfesentl.
- Mr. Arif Saleem, ASI alongwith Mr. l(abirullah

, Khattak Addl AG for the respondent% present. Wutten |

;.reply qubmltted To come up for rejoinder, if any, and =

arguments on 19.11.2018 before the D.B.

Chaffman

19.11.2018 l.ecarned counsel for appellant and Mr. Riaz
A Paindakheil learned Assistant Advocate General alongwith
Mr. Ishaq Gul DSP ILegal present. Learned counsel for

appellant submitted rejoinder which is placed on file and

sccks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on

- 08.01.2019 before D.IB.




Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Courf of

Case No.

"_74 ? /2018

S.No.

Date of order
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

2

peflant
curity &

~r

4

01/06/2018

13.06.2018

Deposited
. Process Fee

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Igbal resubmitted today by
Mr. Javed Igbal Gulbella Advocate, may be entered in the Institution

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

o e e
REGISTRAR -
This case is entrusted to Primary Bench preliminary hearing

to be put up there on

CHAIRMAN

Syed Numan Ali Shah, Advocate, junior to counsel

for the appellant present and heard on preliminary.

Contends that during the regular ‘enquiry initiated
against the appellant, he was exonerated from the
charge, however, the complainant was not agree to the

same findings.

Points raised need -consideration. The appeai is
admitted to full hearing, subject tg ?'ll legal objections, if
raised by the respondents . Tlxl"e‘w'éip'p‘ieilﬁ]ant is directed to
deposit security and process fee: within 10 days.
Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To

come up3 for written reply/comments on 07.08.2018

befofe S.B. ‘

Chairman

Y
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‘The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Igbal Assistant Grade Clerk District Police Chitral received - .

today i.e. on 24.05.2018 is ihcomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel

for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

2
| 1- Annexures G, J and K of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legible/better
one. :
o 1679 s ’
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. Zéﬁ 12018
Muhammad Igbal V/S Police Deptt:
INDEX
S.NO. | DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE | PAGE
1. Memoof Appeal | - 01-05
2. Copy of internal audit report A 06-09
3. Copy of charge sheet along with B 10-12
statement of allegations :
4. Copy of reply to charge sheet C 13-15
5. Copy of transfer order D 16
6. Copy of inquiry report E 17-20
7. Copy of letter dated 23.11.2015 F 21-24
8. Copy of 2™ inquiry report G 25-27
9. Copy of show cause notice H 28-29
10 Copy of reply to show cause notice 1 30
11. Copy of order dt: 06-07..20/5 J 31-33
12. | Copy of departmental appeal K 34-35:%]
13. Copy of judgment L 36-37
14. Copy of rejection order M 38
15 Copy of AG office audit report N 39-41
16. Wakalatnama =000 | e 42
APPELLANT
THROUGH: \%Qf
(ML.ASIF YOUSAFZALI)

ADVOCATE SUPREM URT,

&

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

f
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//”‘j BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEALNO._747 12018

Khyber Pakh mkhwa

Service Rrilsuna

Mr. Muhammad Igbal Assistant Grade Clerk Biary INo. -9’ é q——-
(now Senior Clerk) District Police Chitral. e 2 (,\ -5 *201?
R/O Sherkot, District Kohat. e ——

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwé, Peshawar.
2. The Deputy Inspector General, Headquarters, KPK, Peshawar.
3. The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE

TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED

04.5.2018 WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF

' THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 06.07.2015,

WHEREBY THE MAJOR PENALTY OF REDUCATION TO

Kﬁy LOWER POST OF SENIOR CLERK (BPS-14) HAS BEEN
witledtor

WA IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT WAS REJECTED FOR
%@gﬁmf%ﬁ? ~ NO GOOD GROUND.

\ 5 %PRAYER:
%% THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE
'%"’"”% ;i; ORDER DATED 04.05.2018 AND 06.07. 2015 MAY BE SET
e i ASIDE AND THE - RESPONDENTS MAY PLEASE BE
A g DIRECTED TO RESTORE THE APPELLANT ON HIS POST
2% g OF ASSISTANT (BPS-16) WITH ALL BACK AND
x> %‘ CONSEQUENTAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY

v/

WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND
APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARADED IN
FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.




RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
FACTS:

1. That the appellant was serving as Assistant Grade Clerk/ Accountant
in office of the SP Investigation Wing Kohat in accordance with
Rules, Regulations, procedure and law of Land.

2. That on the report of internal Auditor Range Office Kohat, the
respondent No.3 sent a complaint against the appellant to respondent
No.2, on the basis of which the appellant was charge sheeted along
with statement of allegations on 08.09.2014 and an inquiry Committee
comprising of Mr. Mansoor Aman, Addl: SP Kohat and Mr.
Ihsanullah Khan, Acting SP CTD Kohat, was constituted to dig out
the facts and submit its report. The appellant submitted his detail reply
to charge sheet and denied all the allegations. It is pertinent to
mentioned here that on the same day i.e 08.09.2014 the appellant was
transferred to Chitral on the basis of that complaint. (Copies of Range
Audit Report, Charge Sheet along with statement of allegations,

| reply to charge sheet and transfer order dated 08.09.2014 are
attached as Annexure-A,B,C&D).

3. That the inquiry was conducted by the inquiry Committee has
submitted its report on dated 30.09.2014 with the recommendation
that the appellant is to be exonerated from the charge leveled against
him. (copy of inquiry report is attached as Annexure- E)

4. That on receipt of Inquiry Report, the respondent No.2 sent the same
on 30.10.2014 to respondent No.3 (complainant) for reviewing the
Inquiry Report and submission of final recommendations and in
response to the said letter respondent No.3 for reviewing the
observation made by the Inquiry Committee, inserted/added two
others in the previous inquiry committee namely of Ameen Ullah,
Accountant DPO Office Karak and Israeel Khan, Accountant DPO
Office Hangu as expert/Assistance of the Inquiry Committee Officers.
| Which is evident from the comments called from respondent No.3 on
] the departmental appeal of the appellant through letter dated |
23.11.2015. (Copy of letter dated 23.11.2015 is attached as
" Annexure-F) ‘ .
|
5. That the Inquiry Committee re-checked supporting Bill/Vouchers of
the various head of accounts without associating th'e appellant in the
whole process of rechecking and re-submitted its report to the

o g it




respondent No.3, wherein the appellant was found guilty of oversight
and mismanagement in accuracy of disbursement in TA/DA funds
along with DDO, who is overall responsible for accuracy and
transparency in drawl and disbursement and recommended to recover
the amount from all official who received TA/DA. (Copy of 2™
inquiry report is attached as Annexure-G)

6. That final show cause notice was served to-the appellant which was
duly replied by the appellant in which he once again denied all the
allegations. (Copies of Final Show Cause and reply are attached as
Annexure-H&I).

7. That on the basis of above mentioned reason, major penalty of
reeducation to lower post of senior clerk (BPS-I4) was imposed upon
~the appellant vide order dated 06.07.2015. The appellant, béing
aggrieved from the aforesaid order, preferred a departmental appeal
on 07.07.2015 which was not responded within the statutory period of
ninety days. Copy of order dated 06.07.2015 and departmental
appeal are attached as Annexure-J&K)

8. That the appellant then filed service appeal No.1404/2015 in this
august Service Tribunal which was decided on 07.03.2018 in which
the august Tribunal observed that as the departmental authority has
not' yet decided the representation filed by the appellant against the
original order. Consequently in view of the submission made by the
learned counsel for the appellant the departmental authority is directed
to decide the representation of the appellant within a period of three
months of the receipt of this judgment and on the direction of this
august Tribunal the departmental authority rejected the departmental
appeal/representation on dated 04.05.2018. (Copies of Jjudgment
dated 07.03.2018 and rejection order dated 04.05.2018 are
attached as Annexure-L&M)

1. That now the appellant come to this august tribunal on the following
grounds amongst others,

GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned order dated 04.05.2018 and 06.07.2015 are against
the law, facts, norms of justice and material on record, therefore not
tenable and liable to be set aside.




B) That the appellant has been condernned unheard and has not been
treated according to law and rules.

C) That the whole proceeding adopted by the respondents after the
exoneration of the appellant by the first inquiry report is in clear
violation of law and rules.

D) That the appellant was charge sheeted on the recommendation of
respondent No.3, hence, he was assigned the role of complainant, then
asking his opinion upon the report of Inquiry Committee, hence,
terming him as investigator and thereafter getting his opinion for
awarding of punishment, hence, assigning him the role of judge is
beyond the legal frame work and not only against the law, procedure
and practice but also in clear violation of Article 10A of the
Constitution of Pakistan 1973.

E) That the notified and expert Audit party of the Auditor General of
Pakistan- and Accountant General, KPK, Peshawar, which have
conclusive value and binding effect, had already found regularize the
official act/work of the appellant for the subject period, hence, report
of the Internal Audit party has not statutory value as the same is just
preparation or adumbration for the external Audit of AG Office.
(Copy of AG office audit report is attached as Annexure-N)

F) That reversal of findings at the behest/wish/direction of respondent
No.3, who is complainant in the instant proceeding is neither just nor
fair being based on malafide, colorful action and biased erections.

G) That the Inquiry Committee re-checked supporting Bill/Vouchers of
the various head of accounts without associating the appellant in the
whole process of rechecking, which is violation of law and rules.

H) That the appellant was initially found innocent by the Inquiry
Committee but thereafter another Reviewing Inquiry Committee was
constituted by respondent No.3, which clearly reflects malafide on his
part. Moreover, even second Inquiry Report also did not recommend
the appellant for punishment but respondent No.3 astonishingly
recommended the appellant in his separate letter, memo for major
punishment without any proof/cogent reason.

I) That the entire act, action and the impugned order were passed against
the principle of natural justice, biased the complainant (Respondent




)

No.3) himself recommended the appellant for major punishment after
exoneration in initial inquiry the very factum was verified by the
second reviewing inquiry.

That principle of justice demand that no one should be a judge in his
own cause which is clearly violated in the instant case, hence, in no
manner, no analogy, on whatsoever principle of common law, equity
and good conscious is tenable. |

K) That the present case with which the appellant was saddled is

admittedly “ a case of no evidence” on the account of audit carried out
by AG Office.

L) That the appellant was vexed twice one in the shape of reduction in

rank and another transfer to a far flung and remote area of district
Chitral for a single alleged wrong, which was barred by Article 13 of
Constitution of Pakistan, 1973, Section 26 of the General Clauses Act,
1897 and section 403 Cr.P.C.

M)That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and

proofs at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the
appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT
Muhammad Igbal

THROUGH: \% Q ,

(ML.ASIF YOUSAFZAI)
ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT,

|

&

5!

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,
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o KBIKOHAT.. "
22013 CONDUCTED BY 8G AUDITORS KOHAT.

admis=! oo them.
G& i & Desigoation ¢ Period i Conveyance | Ration
i .1 Allow: Allow:
T !C Kalamat Khan | 0208/12 | 20210~ © 7491/-
FIR G N PR lo 30/6[13 ;
SR VEe Noor Waki 17117120 | 20210 7a91/-
| N 30/6/13
13 !~_j; | TowlRs. | 40420/ 14982/-

Fact
During the’ cowse of internal audit of SP Investigation Kohat it

i has been Pointed out that the following Police Officials were on LPR

from the date mentioped belfow bui they have regularly received

comverane  altowance and ration allowance  which was  not

. Suggestiun:-
P The saoums may be recovered from the official ~oncemed and )

depusited into Govi: Treasury under intimation e this office.

conveyancc alowance thereiore
the samc was siopped, und was
not paid to HC Kalama: Khan
which is evident from pay bitl ]
kept in this office record.
Moreover a proper case has been ;
taken up with DAO Kohat for .
recovery of conveyance
gllowance from the pension of

FC Noor wali. vid A~ 127 9)§
Jﬂ /7% 20/ o

,. a’
.
]
]
{ .
.
. o
~e Y J
\“‘r EEY
- iy b
S
“~

| Lnautbwrized unneccssa and fictitions expenditure of Rs.276603/:
' wnder head A03R05.TA Other.

1 During the course of audit it has beea obscrved that a sum of

! R.276605/- have been drawn out of TA otber and shows paid w the offke

| staff during the financial year 2012-3 but acoording to aucndance register

' of investication office Kohat, all the staff were remained present on luty
duriaz these days. Morcover tie TADA was shown paid for “‘BAKARE
SAKKART and DAK duty. :
INPNCT: -
i - sount was uanecessary Temoved from public excheguer.
me GNIMENDATION:- | o
: The mattn being a scrious inegularity is reponted which needs propes
{ e aifizsdion g verificatinn Father piogmr permission is required 10 be
| nen 1o sndit or the amouns may be noevered ivom (he offictuls cunceraed

L. o deposited into Gowvt: Treasury under i suaton te andit.

s, L ———— - ¥
: sentioned jrupose of journey as
1 “BAKARE SARKARY, :

1 . ol e el
: They were deputed for ™ official

The! official zwho iwere :posted .in
- . 1, — j
office were present 'in office then
G s Y Sy LT
were deputed Tor official duties to
oy e — T . 3
‘Peshawar ¢ during officc hous
-y —— L e < = ———
due to the reason their attendance,
—— | T L | e, R
arc - exits “according 10 register,

therefore they  ~have

duty

R - h .
s requested that - the -Fam “may
- =
please v di uppc\l.J ]
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Caption of Para’s Reply by ST Invest: Kohat- Remezks by DIG Comments by IGP ’ »
tInsuthorized Payment of Rs.S3402- on account of Convevance | As per Rules the officials were =
Allowance daring LPR. oot entitied ic YSCi‘,i\'C‘ dg‘-:% o
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‘)

Mlss m‘nvrxxl.(m of Rs.1599950/- 403933 Cost of Invcst:vatmn
Tsmt‘r-

l_
£ -'&wordmﬂ to she standing order No.3/2007 issued by the

{ Worthy Provincial Dolice Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

| vide his Cndst: No.3307-477C-1 datec 10/5/2007 the fund of cost of .

© investigation can be expended for the following specific pugpose and

i rate for cach purpose was fixed. Spot visits / preparation of site plan

preservation of the spot including vidzo / Photography / collection of

! evidence /identification of property.

- Arrest of accesed production ia court for remand. confession /

identification and meals / fare {or accuses. Unforeseen subject to

approval of Addl: IG ax a separate case. Sealing of Parcels and its

disparch ti FSL and return etc. in the office of sp Investigation Kohai

the whole budget has been shown utilized in full with ruthless only

! for one purpose i.e Hinng Charges and sot for any other purpose

i-which is against the rules and instruction.
RECOMMENDATION:-

The whole amount 15 required to be rzcovered and deposited tnto

Govt: Treasury under intirnation ¢ this office.

! The expendﬂure payment has beps:
made according to the standing order

Private vehicle have heen ennaoz,d
for the production of accused 1o
comts  proceeded o the spot
Pasniation of side plan elc. therefeors

-

charges. :
| Keeping in view the above the Perg
may please be dropped.

No.3/2007, in wost of the Bils |

the Pavincnl was spoal on hm.ao i

A TN D i

1 | IRREGULAR AND SUSPICIOUS EXPENDITURE OF
, R8.37396/-UNDER_ HEAD A1300]- TRANSPORT REPAIR
CHARGES.
; FACT;.

During the course of tnternal audit, various serious mregidantics
.:.v becn noticed detail is given holov:-
- A swn of Rs.8200/- were drawn on account of repair of Yehwle.
i PRP/2464 vide tranuport repair bill No. 39 According to cash memx.
The amo.y was piavable io Muhammad shafeel but in APR tix
I amwount has been disbwsed upon Noor Autas, Bannu road Kohat
! Similarly, a sum of Rs.9100/- were drawn on account of repair of
T vehicle No.2464 vide bill No.39.This amount was also shown paid to
Arsalen Shesha house instead of Noor Autos, Bannu road Kohat,
! Besides above obszrvation it is also mentioned here that the ahove -
; meentioned vehicle is not on the charzus of Kohat Kurcau of
fnv estigation Kohat,
-‘\ sum of Rs. 3744/- on accotmt of repair of Cinvt: Vehicle

.4 133/PR has been shown paict f0 Akhtiar Awos whereas
aocordmo to cash’ Mcmoa: the amount payable 10 Noor Aulos Aﬁhxq

i is evident from the available
record 2nd AP receipts ot the

actual climates  and their
SIERGIUTC  are  caist  on AP
- receipis. Which will be she wie 0

next audit.
It is requested that the Para ma’y
plcase be dropped.

e — e .y e
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payment has been mude ¢ the !

s -

Co!om B'mnu road Kohal. Estry éf re; ,:ur is also not necorded inthe
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available in history shect. A
The matter is reported forjustification and cnguiry under supervision

of a Gazctted officerand recovery from the responsible dealing

“hands undér intimation to all concerned.

Beside above irregularitics history sheets and log books are blanl: in-
complete since the year 2008 and in the absence of ATR ard wrong
APRs the whote exprndituic become suspicions and trregufar,
RECOMMENDAT.ON:- ~

The mater nacds jusiification and complction of fog »ooks as weil as
history sheets under mtimation to audit.

. n

!_

1

" RECOMMENDATION:-

‘dm T

| pratuction of secord ard APRs, It will presumed that the amauat has beep

Non- production of rocord amounting 1o R<.1100927/- undor head

A03807- POL Charpes

Fact:. -

According 1o mombly stawsment for the month of Tuge 2013 of P
iestigation of Police st sum of Rs.$000000;- were allecated 1o the office
of Superintendent of Pelive Investigation for capenditure under head
AO2807-POL charges during the financial year 2012/ 2013, Ihe atlocuted

» amount was utilzed infull but POL. hilis amouny ng to RS2R9W073/. wese

produced to audit whicx wete without APRs and POL bills amounting lo
Re. 0277 weie it prevduced e avdit fur scratiey.

The matter is reported “or justifivation and in cuse non- production ef record
recovery of Rs. 1100927/ trom the responsible officer / officia) and
depositing into Govt: Tressury,

ke matter sweds justification of APRs and in case of nen-

misappropriatd und thep a sum of Re. 150927/ will be suggested 1o be
fexcavered trom ghe of facer / officials.

N Al tllmlla-vc;ull 1 are available

. \'
T - TIETTITIE T s e R e s m et D L e meSsemeen ‘—:_._wme._.... SRommim e
hisiory sheet. T \——L
tAccording to Transport Repair bill No.64 a'sundof Ry [ 1372/ were 7
“shown drawn for repair of Govt: Vehicle No.7613 bul to nop- _ ;
“availability of APR i1 seems that the amount has not disbursed. ;
Besides above, entry of repair is alse not avaitable in histoiv sheet. * i
Similarly, according zo transport Repair bill No.78 2 sum of . i
Rs.4980/- for repair of vehicle No. 75552 apd 2 sum of Rs. 5900/ for |
repair of vehicle bearing Chasis No. 162632 have been shown i :
expended but neither APRs are available on record nor entry repair is +

—————
ap

- s o

on record which will be shown to
the next audit. ~

| requested that the Para may ' :
i please be dropped. Co i

1
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he payment has inads

fe

¢ Fara< Swspicious Fxpenditare of Rs.2595073/- Under Code A03307-POL ! :
f.6 ’—#*}ih‘;w & . . ! claimatates through direct checie EX
H ack- | T - B . N | e
!l ) ' During the course op internal Audit for the finaccial year 2012213 in i systen? 1ssued l)_\{ the DAO K ' L e | J
; ’ L2 office of superintendent of Poiwe Investigation Kobat POJ, Charges d’IOngh vender in the name of = / o
[ Dbl SMOURIRE 1o Ry 2899073/, wepe piuduced (v Awdit but APR, ofthese | Ghari Khan & sene PSO des ) R "
{ | Vil dufy anesead by Gazetted officer were not fund attacked with the bilis. Kohat. -4 poy 1 cash. £, ;' » 7< ! :
; Lopbooks have been found in complete in the absepzs of APR« the whale W is rec  ste 4 that the Para | -] A ; p— Jl e t
expenditure becomey suspicious. T ) =i : P s : - :
; P‘l‘he matrer is mpmcéj lor justification. production of APRs duty Please by dr opped. E : ; Wi i _‘2 ‘
_attested by the BDO wader intimation o audis. . | . : : %
‘ | Fictitious Expenditure of Rs, Y3998/ under Code A03901- Office i The issue chits are avaiiat}]mc_" én_ \t'r\hﬁ_‘—-‘m*-_ —_— 2
‘| stationery. : Ly fes I h o ‘r E !
. ! Inthe affice of Superintenden: of Police Invesngution Kohat it has - Tecord V,"h tch will b shown ?O : / . |
%% been abserved that 2 sum of Rs.93998/. were drawn nut of office statwonery | next audis. o $ :
I charges. The following observation and manipulation were notjced, Morcover cnry of fax roil ape
: According 10 Contingency Bill No.S a sum Oof RN.4992/- were shown CXIls on  stock register.  The A ,
A expended un Heouit of purchase c{ fux rofl vide Chzque }Io.(?{»RSSS-i daored cutting has heen altested hy 2| ' 2.
VSA0B/2012 bl entry has not made in stationery siovk register. Gazeited Officer, R . . ‘ X
Beside above Suationery items amounti ng to Rs 89006/ were shown P. o leren T B ; fn
purchased fzom die local market o, difforent dates. Sutionery siock regiceer | 11€ Para may please e dropped. | | =
catries s heén tound with overwriing and maripulsiions, Moioover : , " -
§anpteation ul Sestt veere demanded © whom stationery wene issued but m ! , v ( - ;
jvain . : : { Ny i
’ Paeng stagle apphantion dulb <, noned by any LRMDCent Suthonny i i ! X
A Gnavuitaile O e ' l -
i PRI dely atesied were demanced but ihe stk were no; vivgdeed inle ! : b
: presence of meipalition i Stk register, noeo-avalability of APy, nea- ! ! l ; =
i aviilabitity  of issued application. | has beeriobeerved that the amount i.e ] i
| Bs.93998/ - were drawn under code A03991. Otlice sationery charges but :é‘ , ' ‘
) actually the stutionery was pot Pwchased and the amoynt was R ! |
| mieayeors e, ; ¥ / - '
| RECOMMENDATION:. : l i | ,
¢ Allthe cetting in stock register neods justifs nca!i?n alse required 1o e i i ' .
R J Cj tetod by aGuzctied offices under mn’muuqr. 0 this office. [ ! l H
| ! ! 5 i s
g L l . 'I ' ‘ I . ’ it
——t T T —— e S i
,‘. . o . . [
s [

- — - S f

- - : : Investization Wing, Kohat.- :
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_PAGENO | ANNEXURE
- Gamni Trading Company . PHD\"- “JO . +_' ‘1. ""_[Q . cen, P 'D?:;;‘. _?,m \
—
. From*: The . Provincial Police Officer, .' i
i - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa i
. . Pestawar, ;.
L To 4
o - To The Regional Police Offlcer o ¥,
: : , Kohat Region, Kohat el LT
| No.@&%:__/&v - dated Peshawar the / C/ 2014;

Subject: - DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AND TRANSFER TO SOME REMOTE | |
REGION ON COMPLAINT BASIS T

Memb: '
Please refer to your office Memo No 7717/RA dated: 21.08. 2014

Please serve the attached charge sheet and statement of allegations o ‘ _
Muhammad iqbal Assfstant Grade Clerk of sp/ tnvestugatlon Karak and return it a
dupllcate copy as token of receipt for the record of this office, =~ - . Tk
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receipt of thys Charge Sheot to the Enquiry oy Icer,

CHARGE SHEFT .

I, Mubarak Zeb, Deputy? Inspé:tor Gen'eral of Police, HQrs: Khybey Pakhtu’nkhwa

’ PeShgwar as‘u.comp.etent authority, hereby'z:harge you Mr. Mohammad Igbat, ASstt: Gradg Clerk
presently posted in the office of SP, lnvgstigatif)n,- Karak as follows;- - _

o A5 reported by pp, Kohat thay Yhile you were posteq g Pay Officet in the office

of §p, lnvestfgation, at, after the coyrse of -lntcmat‘Aud some Major mfsapproprlation

it
arno'un,ting €0 Rs:. 30,71 »480/+) were foung on your part. Detait of the. same misapproprlatlo_n is
appended below:.. o , - )

amounting (4]
orriciats/Min‘steria( Staff while according ¢p Attendance

1. Vide para.q; of the Internal Audit, you haye draven TA pyys o
to " Re:
[

Register the;) Were preseny on duty in the office

code cost or

Khyber Pakhtunkhyyy, Peshawar duly conveyeq ry all Heaq

of Police Offices Khyber Pakhtw:khwa, Peshawar vide Endst;
307-47/C~Idated 10.05.2007. .

3. Vide Para-05 of (ha Internat Audit, g, have - drawn /

amounting Lo Rs:. 11.00927/. under. heay of A03807-poy,
Charges ang didn’t prodyce the recorg of :

Register, Basides, &Y. apnlication Is not availaple (g whom
the Stétionary items were fssuad, Even a single application
uly ’santtioned/issued by any Competent .Authority Is not
avaflable o the recorg B3 wells ag any ApR - .

2 ' 581d act of negt'fgence depiets height, of mef{icle'ncy, disobedienée,, !ndiscfpiin’e

YOl
attltugle _and,lac'k of pro!e_ssionausm which AMounts o grave mismnduct ON Your fiary
dfscfp{fna‘ry action against you. . :

3 By the reason of the above, yo,, appear to Dégyﬂty of miscohduct as defined fanulesnfi'
(i) of Khyber Pakhtun Govcmment Servarty (Ef(iciency & D!scipline} Rules.-

il ? b 11
. Tendergy Yourself liable to all.or any of the penaltlo; specified iy Rules.4 of the sajg ibid

4 You are, therefore requirec

ST Your written defence, if any, shoutd feach tp the enquiry officer wlthfn_the Speciffeq .

period failing which it shall pa Presumed thag You have py defence ¢ Put in and iy that ca
. ¢ b ) .t

€, exparte
action will pe- taken against you. : '

R L

warrantlng stern
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Sep. 10 2010

DISCIPLINARY ACTION -

, Mubarak Zeb,> Deputy inspector General of Pblice, HQrs: Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar as compatent authority, is of the opinfon that you, Mr, Mohammad (¢bat,
Asstt: Grade Clerk presently posted In the office of $P, Investigation, Karak have fen'dered you:sglf
ltable to be proceeded against as you have committed the following acts/omission within the meaning

of Rule 4'of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Clvil Servant Efficiency and Discipline Rules 2011,
| | ~ STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

. . As reported by RPO, Kohat that white he was posted as Pay Officer in the office
of . 5P, Investigation, Kohat, after the course of Internal Audit some Major misappropriation
{amounting to Rs:- 30,71,480/-) were found on his part,  Detail of the same misappropriation is
appended below:. | . :

" 1. Vide para-02 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn’ TA bills of
amounting to Rs; 276,605/ on. the names - of Police
offictals/Ministerial” Staff . while according to Attendance
Register they were present on duty in the office.

2. Vide para-03 of the Internal Audit, ‘he has drawn amounting
to Rs; - 15, 99,950/. under the code cost of Investigation
un-necessary for only Hiring of Prlvate Vehicles and not for
any other purpose which is against the orders/instructions of
the V/orthy Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar duly conveyed to all Heads of Police Offices
Khyber Pakhtunkhwra, Peshawar vide Cndst: 3307-47/¢

dated 10,05,2007,

3. Vide para.05 of the Intemal Audit, he has drawn amolnting |
to Rs:: 11,00927/- under head of AD3807-POL Charges while
he didn't produce the record of it

4. Vide para-07 of the tnternal Audit, he has drawn amounting
to Rs: - 93.998/- under head A039901-Office Stationary by
over writing and Manipulations In the Stock Register,
Sestdes, any application s not avaiable to whom the -
Stationary ftems ware issued. Even a single application duly
sanctioned/issued by any Competent Authority is not
available on the record as walls as any APR,

2. )

the above ailogatiqns, an enquiry committee consisting of the following is constituted under the Rules.

o Wl oo, pty p i1t
.ﬂ, )‘%”- j/"(éhﬂ//dz, /4‘(}'&6[: f:i) g //4);6(/ .

3. ‘ The enquiry committee shalt, tn accordarice with the provisions of the Ordinance,

provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record {(s5 findings and malke-within 25 days

of tho receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or the appropriate action against the
P Y :

accused, .
4, . The accused and a well vonversant representative of departmental shatl Join t-he.

proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the enquiry committee,

(MUBARAK ZEB) PSP
: , Deputy Inspectbr General of Police, HQrs:
g i : n Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
‘ . JW{L - Peshawar,

!
!

Bl
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For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused with reference o -
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Provincial Pojic, Officer Khyber Pakhtunktiy
Police of’ﬁcc_s Khyber Pakhnmkh\\-‘n, Peslia
10:05.2007 -

@ Peshaway duly conveved 1o alp 4 s of

't

.-
.

——— e

war vide Endst: N, 3307030 ited

11

. Ans: In reply to the audit objection el the Pars entioned aboyg the §p? v estigation Kol

———y 1
(‘l' as submitred reply (placed AWFLIAS e §p Investig:

.lli(Tﬁ";:TliiShT'c_;)l-\,muniu-!gcd that the
Cpn.\'mcnj has been made Mceording 1 he. standing order Nos32007 .4 MOSE Gl the Bl

) Cprivate vehicle havs boen tngaged I’df.lhc.produc:ion of accused 10 COUrts procecded )
3 e e S —— - —
A c._lllc 3POt pointation of sixfc'pl:'(nT‘tc—.'lllcrcfhr_é“lllc IRvmeni'a s Spein hiring charges. ?
—— - —“h-h— — e
<, C Keeping in view: the above ()¢ Para may please be dropped.

In this Yespect. i s submitted thay g0 a sum of Rs. 16.00000;. Were

Investisation Kohat under head cost of Inv

.

alloued o the Sp

estigation during the year 2012.203 which v ere utilized .
The investigations officers have submitied the bills on account of
cost of investigation which™werg s:a_ﬁétioncd‘by the' DO (sp

according to (e rules.'instructions.

Investigation Kohat). e hiflls were

ade 10 the owners! claimangg, The AQuiltiance ol duly sivned by the

% owners are available op rccord.tln such conditis the question  of mbapproprmuon.dOcs DO arise
BN . = —_—
-

A against me.

"Vide Parg .5 of internaf audit, yoy §
head of A 3807-poL charges ang

4, -« drawn ang the pavmeny was

LT NI 24 e Wit

o
La

ave drawn Amounting 1o (e Rs. Honya 7z ey

did noy produced record.of gy

The sp Investigaiion Kohai has stbmined eIy 1o the iy wWhich has heep placed oy
) © FIA The sp lnvés:igation Kohat in his rephy mentioned that all ihe

bills. vouchers ere gpe
ailable gy record which vy be

shown 1o DEX audyg

i

i

In this respect iy is submitied (ha; & sum of Rs ~400000¢y,. were alloged under head AG) :

’ 3807 ~ poy, chargey during e year 2002.204 3 which werg tiilized oy iy, Pchase o g

) POL from POL contracio; Ghazi Khan 2nd sons PS() Dealer Ky Kohw SOy {
» - has submine the POL higy R TS TN the paviment w . made 1o gy, o | i |

vendor cheque, Ay the POL bt have been Sanclioned by ihe COnpCien atthority | ‘

cheque Ny and actyy) pavee re
" Q4 " Vide Parry .7 of the intep,
AO 3901 oflice s

ceipts duly sipned by the dealer e avaluble op record,

al audit he has drawn dmounting 19 Rg. 939987 under head

Hionary by over Wrlting and
Beside any application g not i

<

anipuliion .y the staek regiser,
itable 1o whom the stationary: jie

single application duly sanctjoneg Lissued by gy any compeien, authority is ey oy

MS Were isae. Iiven

ailahie
o the recard g wellas am apr-

DAnsd . The sp Investigation Kohat also submitred reply of the

said objcetion (placed Fiy)
mentioning therey that issue ¢hirg

are aviilable o record which

b shown (o next oo
auwdit. The cutting hus beey, dtested by a G

- e -
AZeued Offieer.

In this fespect it s submitted (ha the Stationen articles were purehased e gy Proper
sancuioned of comperent authorine, Ajy the items were taken on spoe FCLISter ang issued
0 the officers 7 officials un their wrizno apphications fo officials nse i the olfiee \\'\::rl\.
The applications ar. avaiable o record, The PO Was e 1o deider: sipplice [y, '
whanl pavee receipis are Nailibie on recor,

LOCaL DISK ¢ OFFICE WORH tep DER HEA: CLARK CLNLRAS, Drarting s
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ORDER

Muhammad Iob sl Assistent Grade Clerk of SP/investiy
transferred .ang post

-l -

ooto ffe office

Ly

. complaint basis with < nmediets effect.

.
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(MUBARAT 7ER)

EI/J/I'—IO .)
For Provindial Pa ‘ce Ofﬁr’e

- KhyberiPakht mlhwa
Peshawr,

b&ltl’ (" A(tlfabi [ 'l"i.':"'~
of the Tistrict Plice Officer, CHite

-

Copy of abovc 3 forwannd for informatfon and necessary action to tive -

Addl IGP/H2rs:

m-mO. i‘\O.

Kiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshaviar. '
Deputy Ins; ector General of Pohr:m Kehat Region, Kohal w/r
TTVTIA dated: 21.08.2014, '

Deputy Insg >ctor General of Police, Malakand Region,
District Poli e Officer, Karak.

District Poli-e Officer, Crmrd[’

Office Supd Secret CRO Peshawa
's,u.i?d..

Polliee, Invest

ipation Karaly,

2o hig

R

e

WA

s

ol

LR P s

ot R S R




Amuas.e B

From: The  Add!: Superintendent of Policer
: "~ Kohat :
To: " The Deputy Inspecior Genera! of Police, - : i
- HQrs; Khyber Paklmmkhwa Deshawau %
No__> 2. /PAdated Kohatthe ¢ |G 12014 SRR
‘Subjectt  DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY. |
i Memo: - S

Kindly refer to your Memo No 3085/G-V datad 08,00 2014 {enclosed),

tis submitted that finding of the deparimental enquiry against Assistant Ciebe

A Clerk Muhammad Igbal including departmental enquiry file is ubm:tted herewith for 2 WL

perusal and further necessary action please. - m

Addi: S .»e:'intendsmi: oF Padin,
Hohat
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FINDING

A

IN DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST MUHAMMAD IQBAL ASSISTANT GRALE ;

This is "b""findiﬁg in deparimental enquiry against Muhammad lgbal Assiant
Grade Clerk for the allegations that: - L N _ -
1. Vide Para No 02 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn TA Bills of amounting o 12s,
1 276605/- 6n the names of officials / ministerial' staff . while accordi:ﬁg foy

attendance regisiar they were present on duty in the office.

- 2. Vide Para No 0367 the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting to Rs. 1589950/
: -under the .code ¢ost of investigalion un-necessary for only hiring of v
vehicles and not far any other purpose which is against the orders / inéi_r!.:rii:‘i-;)é'!s_;
f of the Worthy Provincial Police 'OFficer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesf1?,i'~"./.'-ai"is:!uij-,/ .
conveyed to all heads of Police Officer in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesiiwzg Vi

Endst: No 3307-47/C-| dated 10.05.2007. :
3. - Vide Para No 05 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting to Rs. 11 G_)OQQ 7/
| under head of AO3807 - POL Charges and dig not prodiuce the record of i. ,
| » 4, Vide Para No 07 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting to Rs. 93508/.
| L under head AO3901 ~ Office Stationary by overwriting manipulation i the sinek
, S ‘ , register. Besides, any apbiication is not available to whom the stationary iierms
S : were issued. Even a single application duly sanctioned / issued iy oy
; R ‘competent authority is not available on the record as wAelI as ai“ij{t APR.
. g 3' On thesel a!léga!ionﬁs he was issued with charge sheel and éimo‘:rw—'zh!_ of
. , aﬂegallon‘s The undersigned were appointed as enquiry committee to conduct ENGUINY. e (e
matter ' :
Oh receipt of fhe enquiry file, necessary enquiry proceedings were adoutodd,
Summoned resp'qndent Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad lgbal, Range Auditor Khayal i ziir,
- PWs present Senior Clerk Aftab‘ur Rehman Pay Officer, Naib Pay Officer Shad Hussain, flaoil,
Arshid Mehmood, Junior Clerk Safi Ullah, ASI Zardad Reader gp Investigéatio,n,"'Fe!e’phm‘m
Operator Sharif Khan, Acting PA sp inves-tigation Risal Khan, heard them in npersor it
. recorded their statements, '
| Opportunity of cross quesfi-on was given to the reépcmdenl‘ Muhamn;.ar.! Iejbai
which he availed. |
' Thé respondent Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammac fgbat the ihen Pay Oificor,
- Investigation Wing, Kohat stated in his statement that he has alreédyfm,lbmitted & detailed ronly
of the charge sheet which may please be considered as his present reply to the: anciry
‘colnimittee‘, however.. vide which it is learrjt that he had remained posted as Pay L)ﬁi(;ﬂ‘::‘"
!rjryesﬁgatibn Wing, Kohait during the period ‘fl'om.01.07:20'12 to 06.06.2013. On OG{)\’:‘).,‘LE(‘."» 13 he
walxs transferred to fnvestigation Wing Karak on ac!ministratNe grounds vide De;)u@ Inaneainy
Gg[eneral of Police, Kohat Region, Kohat order Endst: No 4024-28/EC dated 06.06.2012 feomy
enic"losed). While giving the charge he handed over complete record to his prc-.:c{ec.és.ig:-.:y: e
L -Sl_l‘ibject audit has been_:carriedout in October 2013 and at thét days he was Berng iy

Investigation Wihg, Karak, therefore, it was the sole responsibility of his pradecessor fo oy
I . :
{ N

the record to the Audit Party as all the record was lying in the office of vestigation Wi,

Kohat. As in routine in every government office whenever Aucdit Party is conduciing Audii .+ iy

.




e e v vt e [t—.

i proceeded to Peshawar and some other places upon the orders of senjors and dicl officinl ok

‘Previous period, the present déaiing hand is responsible 1o produce the requisite record bhotfwe
the Audit Party for processingiit - o

As far as the objections raised in the audit note, the superintendent of Polic.
Inve_sti‘gation Wing, Kohat has already submitted Para-wise comments of all the objeriion:
mentioned in the charge sheet (copy.of audit note and:comments on it is enclosed)-.

. The respondent further mentioned after the above Internal Audit, the proper At
was carfied obt by the Auditor of Accountant General Office, Khyber Fakhtunkhwa, Peshaws.r.
They have also cgrried out Audit of the same period and found all the record available i {ha
office. ’F:he Audit Party' had récorded 06 0IJj@ctibﬂs in the Audit Note which were f;‘-.xf,er-«'.;n
discussed in the DAC meeting held in CPO Peshawar on 18.07.2014 in the supervision of
Director'i General Audit, AG Office, Khyber Pakhtlmkhwa, Peshawar and Budget Officar 120
Peshawar. After discussion and perusal of record, the Audit objections were set‘aside / dropnad
(copy of Audit Note is enclosed for ready reference). The respondent stated that he has drawn
all the amount on the proper sanction / approval of competent Authority and the amount was
disbursed upon the claimants / owners.

The Range Auditor Khayal Faqir stated in his statement that he has conductad
Internal Audit of Investigation Wing, Kohat for the year 2012-13. During the course of Audii (e
concerned staff of Account Branch have not produced complete record o him, therefore, he nae
recorded the said observations. '

During cross question by the undersigned when he was asked thai ihe
respondent Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Igbal was present ‘during the course of Audit. ¢le

RIS

said that he was not present because he was serving in Karak District. He was further asterd
thel the present staff was directed 16 prodine the record. He replied that thay were divectact 1o

PPN, W

- —

produce the complete record but they failed to do so. He was asked that the respondent i
produce copy of S_;__a_r]giqg Qr‘d;er regarding payment of cost of investigation and there i By

doubt in its authenticity. He replied that the standing order is correct.

Besides this, statement of Senior Clerk Aftab ur Rehman presently posted se

RN

Pay Officer. KBI Kohat, Junior Clerk Shad Hussain APO and Arshid Mehmood of Account

Branch were recarded. in their statement they disclosed that during Audit days their offi

o WA

recently shifted from 1% floor to ground floor and some official files were misplaced oo,

e ettt i e oo S ————

the complete record could not be prodﬁbéd to Audit \PérAty.‘ Later-on, after thorough search, the

same record was found out and is available in the office and will he produced if requisitioned by
anyone. ' ‘
Junior Clerk Safi Ullah of the affice of SP Investigation Kohat stated that he s

X.,
Y.

| Afterwards prepared TA Bills. which was subsequently drawn. The amount has been recebs i &,

him properly. '

, Similarly, other office staff such as ASI Zardad reader to SpP Investigaiio,,

Telephone Operalor Shanil Khan and acting 1°A Risal Khan have conabormled e veison o;
. F -

! Junior Clerk Safi Ullah that they had proceeded to various official assignments and nave

)
received TA properly.

During the course of enquiry some of the bills pertaining 1o POL Chargos, Hin:

| Charges and stationary were checked and found correct such as amount shown draw s

stated by the relevant official / firms received one. Statement of Manager Ghazi Khian Poiralei

Kohat. contracter / supplier of POL to Police Department of this district, WS recordad e afimn
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thorough perusal of the exisling drawn bill / record slated that the amounts of these bills hzve
been received to him. He also verified the statement of cheques of the penod of audii viwdar
report whsch is placed on enquiry file.

' : Similarty, one of. the lnveshgahon Officer Si Abdul Rehman disclosed i his
statement that admittedly he used to engage: pnvate vehicles in connection with investig:tion

r \f@// purpose and afterward he was submitting bifls lhereof which were correctly drawn and tha
M <k,

payiment !hereof received Lo him regularly during the period of the aforesaid Pay Officer.

oS .
: 2 \ ' ‘So far overwriting in the stationary record in duly maintained / stock register, ftoin

C& thorough examination it is learnt that it has beon based purely on clerical mistake basis bes: 5S

—

; pnor to thn period under report when prcwous record was checkﬁd similar cutling was alan

! i found out which has been attested by Gazetted officer for attes tat[on of c,uttmg Moreovar,

e —— . e

ppilcattons for the granl of stationary by various officials, clnly mnrilmmd were found f“ﬂ“-(‘u

pn record and necessary compilation / reconciliation was made with the maintained registen ed

. e, bea s o ———

—— -

nd found correcl. Aclual payees recelpt (/\PR) were found available on record copy of i
same are placed on file for read{( relerence. '
Statement of stationary supplier / contractor was recorded who after thornugh

!
i'examination of the existing bills duly drawn in his favour, disclosed that all the payment iis
|

A,
————

been correctly received to him.

FINDINGS

From the enquiry so far conducted we the enquiry committee came to ihe

conclusion that no m:;aporopnahon or malafide in connecuon with drawl ~f TA bill

?766051- \was found out on the part of the said offchal Drawl of 1599905/- under the codgs v

g_fmlny_qg!gatl,on :sﬁ_found drawn hased on rules / regulation and nothing any illegality or
| irregularity on his part. Rs. 93998/-_under head A03901-Office Stationary was also found

—

i . drawn accordance with exlstmg record, correctly disbursed. Similarly, complete record of 1O

‘Chalges amounting to Rs. 1100927/- allegedly not produce during Audit, produced, examine: I’
and correct. .

N The delay in correspondenco and non-production of record is the responai ki Hy f

e rem st e i s

then D[)O and his pay officer, who i is still the Pay Officer of tnvestigation Wing Kohat,

e OIS —a———

Thereforo “we” thc enqunry committee - are. ol lhe view_ that.allegations - hevele:;

agamsl'Assnstanl Grade_ Clerk Muhammad lqbal are “hot”based “on- N - facts, -hence l.fu_u
_h*'—-———-__

CT0, Kohat

—Kohat

recommended to be exonerated from the charges™) R
sabmme‘_«a_ﬁzé&:@:j
Superintendent of Police, Addl: Buperintendant of Polins '

Eu sy

S arsue -

L

4

-

PN aarag 3

. -



- -
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INSPlECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE @

- KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
PESHAWAR

Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927
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AL 1 No "7_5 / /EV  Dated Peshawar the ol.3 # // /2015
gl Sl 4y

L e
The Reglonal Police Offlcer

noted above.

Kohat.

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AND TRANSFER TO SOME
REMCTE REGICN ON ('OMPLAINT BASIS.

Please refer to your Letter No 7717/A Dated 21.08.2014,

An enquiry was initiated against Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad
reverted as Senior Clerk on the Score of the following Allegations that;-

office of

s i e o aa . -

M1 GROUNDS OF ENQUIRY.

on the subject’

Igbal (now

Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad Igbal {now Senior Clerk) While posted as Accountant in

the SP,

i

ii.

iii.

iv,

vi,

Vide Para No 02, TA Biils amounting to Rs: - 2, 76,605/- were drawn
by the defaulter official in the names of Police officials/Ministerial
Staff while according to the Attendance Register, they were duly
present on duty in their offices. '

Vide Para No 03, an amount of Rs.13, 99,950/- was drawn under the
code cost of Investigation un-necessarily only for Hiring Charges of
Private Vehicles and not for any other purpose which is against the
Orders/Instructions of the Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar already conveyed to all Heads of Police
Offices Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, vide Order Endst: No 3307-47/C-| Dated
10.05.2007. C

Vide Para No 05, an amount of Rs. 11,00977/- was drawn by him under
Head of A-03807-POL- Chalges and didn’t produce the relevant record
of it to the Auditor.

Vide Para No 07, an amount of Rs. 93, 998/ was also drawn by him
under Head A-039501-Office Stationary- by maklng over wrltmg in the
reievant register and - domg Mampulatlon in’ the Stock Reglster
Besides, no ‘single appllcatlon duly sanctloned by the ‘Competent
Authorlty was found by th| Auditor, to whom the Stationary articles
were issued.

To probe into the matter, &- -Committee was constlttued co*nprlsmg of
the following Officers to dlq out the facts and submit their |eport to
the Competent Authority. ' : : ‘

1). Mr. Manfoor Amaan Addl SP Kohat
2). Mr. ‘lhsan Ullah Khan SP CTD Kohat

Taking the rogmzance of the said Allegations Asstt Grade Clerk
Muhammad Iqbal was transferred to Chltral District vide thls office
Letter No 3092-99/E-V Dated 08.09. 2014 on complaint basis.

,_ T

Investigation, Kohat was . charged with the following allegations during the
: internal Audit carried out by Range Auditor Kohat that:-




..
T

FINDINGS OF THE ENQUIRY.

After conducti‘ng proper Enquiry into -the allegations levelled against him, the

[ T ———
—_—

EEE S i.:'f-‘f.*

:; ‘Enquiry Committee recorded the Statements of all officials and observed the whole

| ;ymatter from each and every angle to dig out the facts. But nothing was proved against

| [nim as all sort of drawal made by him under the above mentioned Heads were found in

| |proper ways even under the relevant Rules and Procedures. Therefore, he was

: -recommended to be exonerated from the charges leveled against him vide Letter No.
52/PA Dated 30.09.2014. ' '

3. OBSERVATIONS MADE BY DIG, HQRS: ON THE FINDINGS REPORT.

i.  On submission of the Finding Report of the said Enquiry Committee before your good
self, the following observations were made on it; -

“ The Enquiry Report has been sent to this office directly by SP.
May be returned to RPO, Kohat with the request to look into the
matter, review the Enquiry Report, make a Final Recommendations
and send report to CPO, accordingly”.

!
f i in view of above, Regional Police Office, Kohat Region was addressed vide Letter
i 'No 3925/E-V Dated 30.10.2014.

RE-CONSTITUTION OF ENQUIRY COMMITTEE FOR REVIEWING OF ITS
FINDINGS REPORT

- T

L In response to the same letter, Regional Police Officer, Kohat recalled the

“Enquiry Officers and Region Auditors and pointed out the deficiency in the Enquiry. The
Enquiry Committee narrated that due to non-availability of Technical Expert, the
Enquiry was finalized without detail. Accordingly, the Enquiry File was given to the said
Committee for reviewing and report. In order to avoid the technical deficiency in the
Subject Enquiry, the following Asstt: Grade Clerks were also called for to assist the
Enquiry Committee to finalize the Enquiry in the light of this office Letter as quoted
above accordingty. -

+ Ameen Ullah, Accountant DPO, Office Karak.
» Israeel Khan, Accountant, DPO, Office, Hangu.

I B ‘ Therefore, the Enquiry Committee with the assistance of above mentioned
+ Account knowing Clerks have checked thoroughly all supporting vouche_rs/TA bills and
+ submitted Para wise fresh report on the basis of utilized funds. :

'PARA NO 01 EXPENDITURE UNDER HEAD OF TA OTHERS AMOUNTING TO RS:-
'276605/- .
1

All TA bills in the names' of those officials who are mentioned by name in Audit
Para No 1 were thoroughly checked-according to the Attendance Register of the office
i of SP, Investigation, Kohat. The observations made by the Range Auditor are correct,
except some payment 'of. the following officials which are already shown in
Attendance Register for the purpose of .official duty. Therefore, an amount of Rs: -
15,959/- is required to be deducted from the total amount of Rs:- 276605/- However,
the name of FC Fayaz Khan and HC Dalil Khan mentioned at Serial No 09 and 16 were
not found in the Attendance Register while they have claimed a sum of Rs:- 13 960/
and Rs;- 9150/- : : ‘

- - v
et e 2 S SN S
A, DA ¢ A -

e

s

ii.

iii.

HC Ibne Raza
Asstt: Grade Clerk

" 5208/-

9251/

FC Arshad Mehmood 1500/-

Total - -*

- 15959/




4
N

In view of above, the review committee also made suggestion that a sum of
’ Rs.15959/- may be Re-trenched and the remaining amount is required to be deducted
from the claimant as they have already admitted during cross questioning of
departmental proceedings for reviewing the TA Bills.

: PARA NO 02 EXPENDITURE OF RS.15, 99,950/- UNDER OF COST OF INVESTIGATION
CHARGES :

All supporting bills of the subject head of account 'were checked thoroughly
one by one in the light of specific purpose and fix rates already recorded by the
Auditor in Para No 02. The observations made by-the Range Auditor is quite clear, but
according to the Standing Order No 06 more than 70% Funds were required to be
. finalized on hiring/conveyance chargss in connection with purpose of preparation of -
. Site Plan, collection of evidence and its onward dispatch to laboratory including
: travehng cost, traveling of Police party to scene of crime of witness, arrest of accused
person travelling of Police party, Side Inspection, Identification Parade to end from
| Jail/Court etc, whlle the said purpose have already been indicated by the Claimant in
A " such cost of bills. Hence, the cost of Investigations Fund have been utilized and J
T ;;correctly drawn under the rules. Therefore, the same payment was made regutarly to> =~
i ’._ithe concerned Officers during-Financial year 2012-13. So the Para in question has been
' 'recommended to be settled.

' PARA NO 03 EXPENDITURE OF RS.93998/- UNDER HEAD OF OFFICE STATIONARY
CHARGES

Recommendations of the Audit Party is quite ctear regarding cutting in Stock
* Register which was required to be attested by the Gazetted Officer which have already
been attested by the DDO concerned. Therefore, the Para has been recommended for
© settlement.

_PARA NO 04 EXPENDITURE OF RS.1100927/- UNDER HEAD OF -
POCHARGES

Complete Record on account of POL charges have been checked which is
available in the office of SP, Investigation Kohat. Hence, the same Para has been
recommended for settiement.

iPARA NO 05 EXPENDITURE OF RS.37396/- UNDER HEAD OF TRASNFPORT REPAIR.

oo S ' . .

! Under this Head, the Observations made by Range Auditor are correct. But APR
! jis required to be signed from ‘the concerned supplier and to -be attested from a
"Gazetted Officer i.e. DDO concerned "After that the Pare is recommended to be
isettled.

:REVIEW REPORT OF ENQUIRY COMMITTEE

- The above mentioned Report was submutted to the Reglonal Police Offlcer Kohat by the
Enquiry Committee with the contents that Audmng is aspecialized job which requires '
meticulous perusing and understanding ofiFinancial Documents. Therefore, Pay Officers of
4 1 Karak and Hangu were requisitioned-to pulsue the record and give their expert opinions on
the charges leveled against Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad Igbal. Both the Pay Officers have

" furnished their report wherein they have found mismanagement and embezzlement in
TA/DA whereas in the rest of the; charges they have .found no omission which can be
rectified. They have further stated that in the tight of expert ‘report,’ thIS Committee has
found Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad Igbal as guilty of over sight and mis- management in
drawl of disbursement in TA/DA funds along with DDO,- who' is overal! responsmle for
accuracy and transparency in drawl and dlsbursement whlle the amount IS recommended to
be recovered from all officials who have received this TA/DA.” '

' 6: aRECOMMENDATlONS OF RPO KOHAT,
l
;‘ On receiving the above menttoned ‘Review Report submitted by the Enqmry Commtttee
_Regional Police Officer, Kohat has_ sent a letter to this offlce with the récommendations
that +Asstt: Grade Clerk ‘Mohammad Igbal should be glven Major Pumshment due to-
' orruptlon and mis-management in draw! and disbursement of TA/DA. Slmllarly, DDO ire. ' \
‘ ,'b%\r' Mohammad Idrees Khan the then SP, investigation Kohat has atso been recommended

“for ! _necessary Legal action being found guitty of oversight and mis-management in draw!

DTS » .
.,..; - -

- SR
.. and disbursement of TA/DA. - - <



7{!'/ .
7. ISSUENCE OF FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.

After the recommendations of Regional Police Officer, Kohat, he was issqeq}ﬁ:nal
Show Cause Notice on the review Findings Report of Enquiry Committee _vide this office
Letter No 1183/E-V Dated 24.02.2015.

8. REPLY TO FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.

In response to the same, he submitted his reply with the contents that:-

“The Enquiry Committee in their Initial Report submitted to the high ups has exonerated
_him from the charges/ allegations leveted against him while in the second Review Enquiry
iReport has held him guilty of the oversigit and mis-management in drawl of TA/DA Funds
‘and recommended that the amount to be recovered from the officials who have received
, ‘tpe TA/DA amount. He has further subniitted that SP, Investigation, Kohat has already
e aian’fied the objections and has submitted his reply to the RPO, Kohat that the official who

‘o ere posted in the office were present in the office and then they were deputed for

official duties to Peshawar etc: during official hours. Due to this reason, their Attendance

I s . . .
| was existing in the Attendance Register. They were deputed for official duty hence,

their journey was mentioned by the officials as “BAKAR-E-SARKAR”. All the TA Bills were

received to Account Branch through proper channel. After proper scrutiny according to TA

Rules, the claimants were paid the amount of their TA/DA with the proper permission of

. w . the DDO. The DDO has sanctioned the bills and his signatures are existing on each and

', . your office to proceed further into the matter.

every TA Bill. The concerned Claimants admitted during the course of Enquiry that they
have submitted their bills and received the amount correctly. Therefore, requested for
exoneration of the charges and to file the Enquiry. He also requested to give a chance
before your good self for personal hearing.

After submission his reply of Final Show Cause Notice, he has appeared before the
Competent Authority on 15.04.2015 for personal hearing and questioned about the matter
but could not satisfy the Competent Authority i.e. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Hars:
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. “

A Hence, in the light of the recommendations of Regional Police Officer, Kohat vide
his office Letter No 173/RA Dated 06.01.2015, he was awarded Major Punishment of
" teversion from Asstt: Grade Clerk to Senior Clerk vide this office Order Endst: No 4559-67/E-
. V Dated 06.07.2015.

“-"l_ e Now, the said official has submitted the instant Appeal against the said

| punishment to the next higher Forum ie. the Worthy Additional Inspector General of Police,

f Hagrs: Khyber pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar for setting aside the said punishment which was

' awarded to him by Deputy Inspector General of Police, Haqrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. :

Upon perusal of his application, the Competent Authority, has asked comments from

C - e . -

(PERWEZ ELAHL)
Registrar,
For inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

o ] Peshawar.




sUAdated ¥ sathe o :

v‘;:'»}"h:‘

= s it -, T r——

u!:PAFU.m HI\L CHOIMKRY

ORI Ny e Ty
s subdn;

E0d gy

PR G e e
ing of {inan-.ai

€t vide above fofes
cond o

eranmental ency Liry. howay ‘2f, aiter the observation of De-\
Genera! of Po.;ca Kohzt :i glor L<ona:,
e oL ——

Dy ey

- tho: Cuzhy Ly ,Je’USn the ;

puty ’nspector

=rs of '—iangu & Karak wera ::4'..1..,.uoned t
e;: rd and mv: ‘he.. a):perz oplmon on the charges levalad

shzet, Bo h pay off.vers e furnished thei; reponnerein they have foung mwma.wgemcnt and
—
emoez -1em*'n in TA/DA chsrges WRErEss i the res of

the charges they foum CMISSIONS which
can be ’—lc‘:“ec‘ :

’

g C-,-' Sxpert rapars attached with ihie ENquiry regort, this cernmittes finds

ad 'qGal gui II’ of owralo ht

2 Clerk Niham; mMa

drw! "'m' ol au\,rsnn‘enn in

Elﬂ aa.qu.en\,

T

2and mis vwa_gagen‘.un.‘ in

ith 5DO, ), who is Overzii responsibie for accuracy

ecommended 1o “o recavered

in drawf and

Tt e —

CISbU’ScF‘ ertvwhile ihe ar’* antis

S

:‘rou. all g uf::cnl:. wito hfl‘.-"

- ...h,..._

Submitteq Dig

i
Supermtendent of Police, Addi: bup\ rn)tcndont of !’ohc,o
CTD. Kohat : ,lﬁohal

&d in the charge

e

RS

5
N
K5




N
ra

o]

=7 =~

, 4-»:‘2-75;
Rioan - 1

Better Copy Annexure-G

From The Addl: Superintendent of Police
Kohat. ‘-
To The Deputy Inspector General of Police

Kohat Region, Kohat.

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY.

Memo:-

In continuation of this office Memo No. 52.PA dated

30.09.2010 _

It is submitted that auditing is a specialize and understating of
financial document. The early enquiry sent vide above retired letter was
conducted as a routine departmental enquiry, however, after the observation
of Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region, pay officers of Hangu
& Karak were requisitioned to thoroughly peruse the record and give their
expert opinion on the charges leveled in the charge sheet. Both pay officers
have furnished their report wherein they have found mismanagement and
embezzlement in TA/DA charges whereas in the rest of the charges they
found omissions which can be rectified.

In the light of expert report attached with the enquiry report,
this committee finds Pay Officer Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Igbal
guilty of oversight and management in drawl and disbursement in TA/DA

funds along with. DDO, who is overall responsible for accuracy and -
. transparency in drawl and disbursement while the amount is recommended
to be recovered from all the officials who have received this TA/DA amount. -

Submitted please.
Superintendent of Police, " Addt: Superintendent of Police

CTD, Kohat. ‘ : Kohairt.




PARA NO. 3 EXPENDITURE OF RS. 93998/- UNDER HEAD OF
'THE STATIONARY CHARGES. ’

Recommendations of the Audit party is quite
clearly regarding caution in stock register which was required to be attested
by the gazzated officer which was already been attested by DDO concerned
Therefore the Para is recommends settlement please.

PARA NO. 4 EXPENDITURE OF RS. 93998/- UNDER HEAD OF THE
STATIONARY CHARGES

Complete record on account of POL charges are
thoroughly checked which is available in the office of SP Investigation
Kobhat. Hence para recommended for settlement.

PARA NO. 5 EXPENDITURE OF RS. 37396/- UNDER HEAD OF
TRANSPORT REPAIR.

. Observation made by Range Auditor is correct, but APR is
required to be sign from the concerned supplier and also required to attest
from gazzated officer i.e DDO is concerned. After that the Para is
recommended to be settled, please.

Israeel Khan Ameen Ullah
Assistant Grade Clerk/ Assistant Grade Clerk/
Pay Officer, DPO Officer, Hangu. Pay Officer, DPO Officer, Hangu




REPORT REGARDING RE-CHECKING SUPPORTiNG BILLS / VOUCHERS OF
VARIONS HEAD OF _ACCOUNTS FOR THE YEAR 201243 IN LIGHT o
SHSESL_AUDIT 7V ORT OF P inves Tigy KOHAT, WHICH ©-
TR BYRAT I aUnToR KOMAT |

We i

ollowing Assistant Ciarks A A T
SupetiiinHent of Polic> Kohat for the subject 2ited Fripese, vide his office SHNE

No.2 2.1l dated /5. Lr2erl

For furiter process ay suppqr;:i;mg Viou:
head o :,icf'courft are thuroughly checked. in ioh! of aaey

Nt view und subni., r
Parawisa report an the HESIS 10 Liltize e fud.

zhers / bilis of the- follonvn:

PARA NO.4 EXPENDITURE UNNER HEAD OF TA OTHER AMOUNTING TO _
RS. 276605/- . - T

In this connectior ajl su'p_porting TAbills in the name of t

fi
which are by name mentioned i~ aydit para No. 1 are thoroughdjshecked in light of o ‘ ;
altendance register of the office ¢ 3

hose officials

+ 5P lnvestigation Kohat. The oL:igrvation made by ‘ |
" Range Auditor is correct, except . yme paymern: of the following : =icials which are o \
already shown in attendance re-::-gr for the purpose of - icial duty. Therefore, the o \
below amount is required to be - Aucted from the to. amou:. »f Rs. 276605/.. o "
- Moreover, thz name of FC Fayyaz <han and HC Dalil Kr.an meniioned at $.No. 09 . -
and 16“a‘re nat found in the attendanc s register, while the: have been claimed 3 g
sumof Rs. 15£50/- and R, 9150/ resgactively. ' _ - ' ’* |
1. HCibne Raze ' . 5208/- R 3
_ 2, Asst Grade Clerk Igbat ! '3an : s 9251/ : '
b 3. i'C Arshad Mehmoog '. Re 500/ i
. Total; —Rs. 3959/ o !‘
In view of above it is Sug csted that a sum of Rg. 15959/- may please g
:be Re-trenched and the femaining amount js F2quired to be deducted from the claimant,
:as they have a!re’aqy 2een admitted during crc‘:-?:-s question of departmental enquiry for
receiving the TA amounts, S S 8
IF::\‘I%:T?GOAT?ON éiiNRDé?éRE OF RS, 159995&.--‘__-‘_LJ_[\§,1{§;"{ .HEAD OF COST oF
V\Inthm‘nnection that it is subn: Jad that the suppoding bill of the
subject cited head of accour'g are thoroughly checke:. ne by one in light 6f specific .
'ur?B‘ose and fix rates already recordeq by Auditor in pars Mo 2 so Swring the course . o
of fhe said bilis the observation h‘.ade by Range Audiior i quite cicar, but accordirw:g %0 .
_‘-.['s'tanding order No. 8 more than 0% funds are regui g be utilized on ifr‘;'r;‘ngj; N |
""jcﬂ:onveyance charges in conrection vith the PUmG - of pieparation of sita piars,
"‘-‘ghveyance of evidence to iaboraz‘;:y including trave|; Heost traveliing of police party 1,
scene ‘of crine of wilhesses, armest of accused PRI havelling of police: partv, id. ¢
_'vlif';}'speclion, i(:!zﬁrpti?’ice_ltior*. Larade (o end from &l o a:f:.., vélile the saic PUrpose haye |
f'élready'beeri ;:indfca.ted by the cfafhaant in éhch Ot bil!é. Therefore, the' cost of i
'\ ihVestigzition fund are utiiizeq and correctly grawn Unear the rules and the SaMe payment
b1\ N ’




Uy received by the Contemned clificers during 1l :
Thevefore. the'para is recemmendar

0 5e seliad, clease,

CTPARA NG . »A‘II'(PEND!I'Q;;:E CF _RS. 93558/. URDEs @_‘;‘L}_‘;‘_Qikx’f_}fv{' ;
STATIOf + CHARGES '
Recommenda:rc:"g a7 tha Audsr.pany 15 auils clear reiarding cutiir. . oy :
SISCK fegining which WA rrauwred (¢ be allesizd by the voesated ofiicer which e
already baen altested oy e DEO cencemed Thersiore e PATA S rocommends s
Selticinent phise,

. CANA MO ¢ EXPENDITURE OF RS. 1100927/- UNDER HEAD OF POL CHARGES -
' : ' lete record on account of PO

Comp

“Wwhich i3 availabie in the

L charges are thoroughly checked
€ office of SF Investigation Koh

T ;
at. Hence para recommended for '

settlemant

PARANO. 5 EXPENDITURE OF RS. 37296/- UNDER HEAD OF 'I'RANSF’OR“Il~ RéPAIR
K y Range Auditor is correct, but APR s requireq
ned supplier zrid alac, required to attes! fro‘fﬁ Qaéznted officor
€ para is rece nmendead to be scttled, please,

‘0 be sicn from the concer

Le DDO s concerned. After that-u

". -‘\ ' ‘\
NN sl o S
\'\‘ Y \\ 59‘/:/ “'/‘,‘ h - . R A
Y, . 5 - -t
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Isragel Khan,

ex Ameen Ullah,
Assistan‘t.Grade Clerk/ ' Assistant Grade Clerk/
Pay Officer, Dpo Office Hangu : Pay Officer, DPO Office Karak

&,
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OFFICLE OF THE A

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE

~ 'KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, e

- CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,PESHAWAR ﬂ
No. /157 /E-V, dated Peshawan /.9 /2015
LT B poteo o -
: The  District Police Officer, - -

- Chitral,

o B s snns) '
M YUR

s -

Ef;: gl
v O

Subject:  DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY. AND TRANSFER TO SOME
| . REMOTE REGION ON COMPLAINT BASIS/FINAL - SHOW
CAUSE NOTICE. -

Memo:

Please refer to Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region’s letter No.77l7/RA
dated 21.08.2014, on the subject noted above., ' |

Please serve the attached Show Cause Notice upon the 1hcn Assistant Grade -
. Clerk Muhammad Igbal presently posted in your office and return its duplicate copy cluly '

- signed by the recipient as token of receipt for the record of this office.

W(Z@ - | | | i (PE

RWEZ ELAHT)
Registrar '

For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

- :i Peshawar.,
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
PESHAWAR

Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927

/SE-V Dated Peshawar the /2015

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE. '

WHEREAS, you Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad Igbal white posted

to office of the SP, Investigation, Kohat, has committed gross miscunduct as
defined in Govt. servants (Efficiency and Discipline Rules 2011), resultantly
you were Charge Sheeted and served with a statement of allegations and Mr.
Mansoor Aman Addl: SP/Kohat and Ihsan Ullah, Acting SP, CTD, Kohat were
appointed as Enquiry Officers to conduct the Subject Enquiry.

WHEREAS, the Enquiry Committee has finalized the Enquiry
proceedings, giving you full opportunities of defence i.e. personal hearing as
well as cross examination of the witnesses and the statements of all PWS
were recorded in your presence, besides audience to relevant record.
Consequent upon the completion of Enquiry proceeding, the Enquiry
Committee held you guilty of oversight and mis-management in drawal of
TA/DA funds. A copy of the findings of the Enquiry Officer is enclosed.

TN

AND WHEREAS, on going through the finding and recommendation
of Enquiry Committee, the materizl placed on record and other connected
papers including your defence before the said Inquiry Officers; | am satisfied
that you have committed the misconduct and are guilty of the charges leveled
against you as per statement of allegations conveyed to you which stands
proved and render you liable to be awarded punishment under the said rules.

NOW THEREFORE, |, Mubarak Zeb DIG/Headquarters Khyber
& pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar a as Competent ';Z\_Tsthor_ity-have-tentatively'decidedj
\tO'impose"upon'yy,"any"one‘or'more-penalties-including-the_jpenaLtyjqu

“dismissal”from- Service” Tunder_Section-4-of “Govt._servants _(Efficiency_and

¢Discipline R0lEs 1974/ (amended.in.2011).

5.

You are, therefore, required to show cause within seven days of
the receipt of this Final Show Cause Notice, as to why the aforesaid penalty
should not be imposed upon you, failing which it shall be presumed that you
have no defence to offer and an exparte action shall be taken against you.
Meanwhile also intimate that whiether. you desire to be heard in person or

otherwise. -~ /Q
: .

-
ppet =
(MUBARAK ZEB)PSP
WL AN IG/HQrs.
w5 _"’i}‘@%‘g For Inspector General of Police,
Wl
% Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Pesh@:l—’
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PAGE MO - &

. - ﬂ
STATEMENT OF MUHTAMMAD 1QBAIL ASSISTANT GRADE CLERK 'i’lllC[

THEN PAY OFFICER INVESTIGATION WING KOuAT

Respected Sir,

In response 1o the final show cause notice issucd by the Worthy l)cpuly inspector
General of Palice HQrs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide Memo No. 1183/):-v dated
24.02.2015. '

. I is submitted than the cnquiry committee in their iniial report subunitied 1o the
high ups vide Memo No, S2YASP dated SO.0G2001 has exonerated me {rom the

allegations leveled against me (copy enclosed al FIA). And in (he second report the

commitice held me guilty of the oversight and mis-mamtgcmcﬁl—'if\_:-(_[rfzi_\yl,()L’ll\/.i’)/\ )
funds and recommended that the amount (o be recovered from all the olficials who have,

received the TA/DA amount.

-

In this respeet. it is submitted that the: Superintendent of Police Investigation
Wing Kohat has already clarified the objecticn and submitied reply (o the Deputy
Inspector General of Police Koha Region Kohat (copy  enclosed  at A1) The
‘Superintendent of Police Investigation Fohat in his reply has mentioned that the olficiaf
who were posted in the office were present i the office and then they were deputed for
olhcial duties 1o Peshawar ete during olTice hours, due to the reason ther :ll.lcmluncc are
exists in the attendance register. They weye deputed for oflicial duty therefore they have
mentioned purposc of Journey as™ BAK AR ¥ SARKAR™

The TA bills were received 1o the Account Branch through proper chaniel and the

Same were scrutinized according to the T'A rules, The claimants were patd the amount of

TP M . . S gem g —— g - ¢ —— o —
Uheir=t A-clai nron‘-lI)c—.propcrwpcl‘ln|sxmn"(_>_f_‘uu_.~__ DDOCERC DO s wana toned the bills. )

—

zi‘nd’h’i':}'a;igu:u_utcs,_zll‘t:*c.x_i‘s'ling_on cwr.y.m|(I_I';T;h_-,biII.J/\-II-:lw-cluinumls adimitied Tlh_rfng,j
T . . __'___-_'I'_'_'o i . - v
the course_of. enquiry-that -they.have_ submiftcd "bil 5 and srecctved.the.amountcorredily )

copy ol thcii S@atciments arc cnclosced). Y
QE2PY OLICIT Statements arc ¢

Itis therefore requested tha | may kindly be exoncraied from e charpes feveled

against me and the Enquiry may kindly be filed please.

[tis further requested that | may Kindly be given o chance 1o appear belore your

good self for personal hearing please.

t

t - | |

Yours Obediently,

v

(MUHAMMAD IQB/\L)
Assistant Grade Clork .
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OFFICE OF THE R -
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA :
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE —

PESHAWAR
Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210917

" 955‘({? JE-V, Dated Peshawar the é ..—~> 12015
o ORDER .

This srder . will dispose of the Departmental Enquiry against Assth: Grnc!e Clerk
Mohammad Irihal who while posted in Investigation Wing, KKohat committed the following, acts
of omission/commission: - 5 o
2. As rerorted by RPO, Kohat that while he was posted as Pay Ofﬂce'r-‘ in the ofi ;,CF:. v
Investigation, Kohat, after the course of [nternal Audit -some Major .mlsar{mf:;a-::_-d-z -:-‘
© amounting v fsi- 30,71,480/- were found on hiz part. Oetail of the same misappropriat:on i.
as under: - _

i). Vide para-02 of the internal Audit, he has drawn TA .
bills of amouriiing to Rs: 2,76,605/- in the names of
Police officials/Ministerial Staff while according to
Attendance Repister they were present on duty in the
office. ' : =

ii). Vide para-03 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn
amounting to Rs: - 15, 99,950/- under the code cost
of Investigation for only Hiring of Privale Vehicles and
not for any other purpose which is against the
orders/instructions of the Worthy Provincial Police
Officer, FKhvber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar duly
convayed o all Meads of Police Offices Khyber
vaxilunkdiwa, Peshawar vide Endst: 3307-47/C
_dated 10.05.2007.

ill).Vide para-05 of the Internal Audit, he' has. drawn
amounting to Rs:- 11,00927/- under head of A03807-
POL Charges and didn’t produce the record of it.

iv). Vide para-07 of the Internal Audil, he has drawn
amounting to Rs: - 93 ,998/- under head AD39901-
Office Stationary by over writing and Manipulations in
the Stock Register. Besides, no appticalion was
available to whom the Stationary items were issued,
Even a single application duly sanctioned/issued by
any Cumipatent Autherity was not available on the
record as weils as any APR, ' '

3. Oui the score of above mentioned allegations, he was issued Charge Sheet with Statemer:
of Allegations and & Committee comprising of the following Qfficers was constitted b o o
into the matter under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Efficiency and Discipiite = -
1973 (p:nended in 2011). ' :
«  Mr, Mansoor Aman, Add! : SP Kohot.

) v N e UWlaly, Acting ED, €TD, V.ohnt.
1:  During the course cof enquiry, the Erquiry Committee checked the whola racand of 1
relevanl heads of Accounts maintained in the office of 5P, Investigation, Kohat with Cu ‘
,'~.cicour|::; “nowing Ministerial Staff minutely. But no mis-appropriations were found v Lo or L )
mantionad relevant heads of Accounts except under head of TA/DA on the part of JL ittt Grac s
Clerk i shammad Igbal. The detail of the same i as under:- ‘ -
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Better Copy Annexure-J
ORDER

This order will dispose of the Departmental Enquiry against Assistant
Grade Clerk Mohammad Igbal who while posted in investigation wing, .
Kohat committed the following acts of omission/commission: o
2. Asreported by RPO, Kohat that while he was posted as Pay Officer in 1
the Office of Investigation, Kohat, after the course of internal Audit some
Major misappropriate amount to Rs. 30,71,480/- were found on his part.

Detail of the same misappropriation as under:-

1. Vide Para-2 of the internal Audit, he has drawn
TA bills of amounting to Rs. 2,76,605/- in the
names of Police officials/Ministerial Staff while
according to Attendance Register they were
present on duty in the office.

il. Vide Para-03 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn
“amounting to Rs. 15, 99, 950/- under the code cost
of investigation for only Hiring of Private
Vehicles and not for any other purpose which is
“against the orders/instructions of the Worthy
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar duly conveyed to all Heads of Police
Officers Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide
Endst: 3307-47/C-1 dated 10.05.2007.

li.  Vide Para-05 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn
amount to Rs. 11,00927/- under head of A03807-
POL charges and didn’t produce the record of it.

iv.  Vide Para-07 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn
b amounting to Rs. 93, 998/- under head A039901-
L _ - Office Stationary by over writing and
Manipulations in the Stock Register. Besides, no
application was available to whom the station
items were issued. Even a single application duly
sanctioned/issued by any Competent authority
was not available on the record as well as any
| . : APR.

Sheet with statement of allegations and a committee comprising of the

| 3. On the score of above mentioned allegations, he was issued Charge o
following officers was constitute into the matter under the Khyber
|
|
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Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Efficiency and Dlsc;1phnary Rules 1973

(amended in 2011)

. Mr. Mansoor Aman, Addl: SP Kohat.
. Mr. Thsan Ullah, Acting CTD, Kohat.

4. During the course of enquiry, the Enquiry Committee checked the

whole record of the relevant head of Accounts maintained in the office of

- SP, Investigation Kohat with the Accounts knowing Ministerial Staff

minutely. But no mis-appropriations were found in mentioned relevant heads

of Accounts except under head of TA/DA on the part of Assistant Grade
Clerk Mohammad Igbal. The detail of the same is as under:-




OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GEMERAL OF POLICF,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE

PESHAWAR
Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091.921092/

~s

PARA N'O 01 EXPENDITURE UNER THE HEAD OF TA OTHERS AMOUNTING TO RS:- 2,76.605/-

5. AUTABills in the names of those officials who were mentlened by name in Audit Fors 2]
1 were thoroughly checked. According to the Attendance Register maintained in the Dffice L7
the SP, Investigation, Kohat, the observations made by the Range Audi;or were found correct
except some payment of the following officials which are already shown ir; Attendance Rez'eter
for the Purpose of official duzy. Tnerefore, an amount of Rs: - 15,959/. is required to he
aeducted from Ui Lulal emeunt of Re "'1,'766,'_0_3:_‘_"3 .

{ SNo__| Name, Rank/Designation of Official | AMOUnt t5 be recavered |
J i. | Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad Ighal |. 9251/. ~»
3| HC Ibne Raza 5208/- ;
W T FCArshad Methmood 1500/ —— ]
Totai amount 189567 )

6. Moreover, the names of FC Fayaz Khan and HC Dalll Khan mentioned at Serial No 09 and 16
were not found in the Attendance Reglslur while they have claimod a tum of Rs: - 13,9600/ and
Rs: - 9150/- respectively. Therefore, the Enquiry Committee made a sugaestion that a rinp of
R3:- 13959/- imay be re-trenched from the whote amount as stated above and the reig.in;
amount is required to be deducted from the claimants as they have already admittad S,

cross questicning in the departmental proceedings as per the detail list of clafinun: pr

under the relevant head of Accounts accordingly.

below: -
[S. No | Name of Officer/Otticial Total Retranched |Met Razo wrable
verable Amount | Amount Amount _ \/J
T FC Viahced Gul 1o.65 12600/ - - ST
[ 2. | FCS. ibne Raza 436507~ 5204/ 7 3Gl T
| 3. ] FCFaqirshan 271607- p— 27160.- ;
K ! Asstt: Mohammad Iqbal 33420/- 92517 a 24169/ —]
3. FCARId fAahmood 740407- w1500/ -
6. [ JC Shad Hussain R YECL 2 T C
7 JC Safi Ullah 19420/-
8. [ FCNoor Zaman 5w I
9. .__|.FC Faynz Khan 13960/-
0. AS| 2ardad Khan 114057-
AL JFCRisalkhan 129857- :
17. FC Sharif Khan 14420/ .
3. __ [ JC Mashhkoor Hussain 124907 7 T
4. | JCTatheer Hussain 85557- -
15, THCDall Kbt 7 57507 - G50
- Total 7766057 L7 I VA
7. Ine amount may be recuvered from the clalmante for depositing in thr Gavt: Freasury

Committee Report
Police Officer, Koh

8. The Enquiry Committee has found Asstt: Grade Clerk as guilty of over sight aud 1,
Management in drawal and disbursement in TA/DA-funds. Therefore, in the light of the Enquiry

+ he was recommended to be awarded Major Punishment by the Regionz’
at being a supervisory officer,

9. rence, on submisslons of Finding of the Enquiry Committee, hp was isaesl Hinaf e -
(,.\usg Nutice with a chance to appear betore the vundersigned, In response to il .. .
- submitted his reply

and also appeared in Ciderly Room for personal hearing o fure u.-i-

undersigned but eve

A than he coutd not give satisfactory reply,
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"~ OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE PESHAWAR

PARA NO 01 EXPENDITURE UNDER THE HEAD OF TA OTHERS
AMOUNTING TO RS. 2, 76.605/- K

- 5. All TA Bills in the names of those officials who were mentioned by
name in Audit 1 were thoroughly checked. According to the Atténdance
Register maintained in the Office of the SP, Investigation, Kohat, the
observation made by the Range Auditor were found correct except some .
payment of the following officials which are already shown in Attendance
Register for the purpose of official duty. Therefore, an amount of Rs. 15,

~ 959/- is required to be deduced from the total amount of Rs. 7, 766, 05/-

|

6.  Moreover, the names of FC Fayaz Khan and HC Dalil Khan
mentioned at Serial No. 09 and 16 were not found in the Attendance ,
Register while they have claimed a sum of Rs. 13, 960/- and Rs 9150/- '
respectively. Therefore, the Enquiry Committee made a suggestlon that a
sum of Rs. 13959/- may be re-trenched from the whole amount as stated
above and the amount is required to be deducted from the claimants as they
have already admitted cross questioning in the departmental proceedmgs as
per the detail list of claimants given below:-

7. The amount may be recovered from the claimants for deposmng in the
Govt: Treasury under the relevant head of Accounts accordmgly :

8. The Enquiry Committee has found Assistant Grade Clerk as guilty of
over sight and not management in drawal and disbursement in TA/DA
funds. Therefore, in the light of the Enquiry Committee Report, he was
recommended to be awarded Major Punishment by the Reglonal Police
Officer, Kohat being a supervisory officer. — . e

9. Hence, on submission of Finding of the Enqulry Committee, he was. :
issued final show notice with a chance to appear before the undersigned. In
response to the submitted his reply and also appeared r1n Order]y Room for
personal hearing before the undersigned but even thane he could not gwev ]
satisfactory reply. [ ;




OFFICE OF THE -
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF .POLICE -
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 3
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE

PESHAWAR
Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927

10 Ou going through the findings/recommendations of the Enquiry Committee, the
material placed on record, I, MUBARAK ZEB, PSP Deputy Inspector General of Police Khwhpr
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar (Competent Authority) while taking a lenient view, hereby ordzr +;
revert the atove mentioned delinquent official Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad fgbal 10 N
lower rank/post as Senfor Clerk in'(BFS-14) with immediate effect, ‘ '

11. Marcover, SP, Investigation, Kohat {s hereby directed to recover the illegal
disbursed amount of Rs: 2, 60,641/ from all concerned clatmant offictaly and v deparin i~
the Govt: Treasury accordingly under intimation to this office.

Deputy Inspector General of Police, HGre:
Khyber Fakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. | /-

No.(/S'a)’?..-‘]‘ /E-V Datad Peshawar the 0/--—)' /2015

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary aclic 1o
~the:- - o

1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region with reference to his office Letter No 7717/RA Dated
21.08.2014. : ' . ' !
Regional Police Officer, Malakand Regicn at Saidu Sharif Swat. .

Dlstrict Police Officer, Kohat. .

Vistrict Folice Officer, Chitral,

SP, Investigation, Kohat.

Addl: 5P, Kohat,

Acting SP, CTD, Kohat,

Reqistrar, CPO, Peshawnr.

Otfice Supdt: Secret, CPO, Poshavar.

PO NP N
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE PESHAWAR

'10.  On going through the findings/recommendations of the Enquiry
Committee, the material placed on record, I, MUBARAK ZEB, PSP Deputy
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar (Competent
Authority) while taking a lenient view, hereby order is revert the above
mentioned delinquent official Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Igbal

Lower Rank/post as Senior Clerk in BPS-14 with immediate effect.

11.  Moreover, SP, Investigation, Kohat is hereby directed to recover the
illegal disbursed of Rs. 2, 60, 641/- from all concerned claimant officials and
to deposit in the Govt. Treasury accordingly under the intimation to this
office. ‘

(MUBARAK ZEB) PSP
Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.
No. 4559-67/E-V Dated Peshawar 06/2015
Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-
1. Regional Police Officer, Kohat Regional with reference to his office
letter No. 7717/RA dated 21.08.2014. , :
Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.
District Police Officer, Kohat.
District Police Officer, Chitral.
SP, Investigation, Kohat.
Addl SP, Kohat.
Acting SP, CTD, Peshawar.
Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.
Office Supdt: Secret, CPO, Peshawar.

e e e
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The A(l(hlum.ﬂ Inspector Geners
I\ln hcr l’ thlttunkhwa Peshawar

e s K
-ﬂ‘ .
o l’mpzrch.umd

o . ‘:t{ﬁ ) ) ///

i Ponee,

.

~REPRESENTATION AGAINST FIIE. ORDER OF WORTIIY_DIGP /
| ‘HQRS SKHYBER  PAKHTUNKIIWA  PESHAWAR _VIDE  OFFICE i,
- ORDER NO. 4558-67/1- Y. DATED 06.07.2015, , oo
P ) “-f& - =
5) -’3 ‘}" .
. %lgltespecml ‘ah- %ﬁ; A
2, 5 ""’:V ;ff 1t is \llhllllllul that T have been awarded punishinent of rexersion from the post

55% ~:\>N\l.ml (ur.l(lc G Ier o the post of senior Clerk BPS- 14 vide order No., quoted as subject

J«-*? ((.op\ enclosed i ¥ /'\ on the basis of aflegations reproduced below:-

AL o H o Vide pam-()2 of the Internal Audit. be has drawn TA bills of amounting 1o Rs.
2.76.605/- in the names of Police official/Ministerial StafT while according to
Attendance Register they were preseni on duty in the office.

. Vide para-03 of the Internal Audit. he has drwn amounting 1o Rs. 15.99.950/-
under-the code cost of Investivation for only | hiring of Private Vehicles and not
for any other purpose which is azinnst the ordersf/instructions of the Worthy
Provineial Police Oflicer. Kbyber Palhtunkhwa, Peshawar, duly conveyed to

all Heads of Police Offices Khyvber Pakhtunkhwa, vide Lndst: 3307-47/C-1
dated 10.05.2007.

i oy i Vide para-03 of the ternal At i has driwn amounting o Rs, 11.00927/-

| AN wiider head ol AO3S07 POL Clinees aad did not produced the record of i, =

; o ~;.i\" Vide para-07 ol the Intermd Audit, e has drawn wnounting o Rs.93 ‘)‘)8/~ . '-":-;}
b A e E 0 unde r'h ad AQ39901 office Statiotary by over writing and Maniputations in e
Ea . the \lock Register. Besides. no application was available 1o whom  the i* .
iy N \lalmnarv Hems were issued. Fyen i single application dulv sanctioned/ issucd -
g . ' h\' m\' mmpucm Anthority was nov avaitable on the record as well as any o
f% CE AR, ;
of AR HE in lhls,iconmumn bowas charpe shecied and an cnguiry. commitltee was
: et «'ii 5 um\mulul comprising ihe folovans Police Officers vide DIG/grs KPK : '
5| R Peshawilr order 1ndst: No. AORSN died 08.09.2014 -
1

"Mr. Mansoor Aman Additonal Sp .'\oh.u

" Mr. Ths lnull th Acting SP CID Koh:e .
af - The cnqun\' committee alter thorow:: h and minute enquiry. submigted linding 4
. ,rcpml to lhc DIGP/grs KK Pestiaeonr vide Memo No. S2PAL dated

AdE =30.00, "Ol 1 (Copy enclased at 170, The cnquiry commitiee recommended the '
?é § .||1p\llanl to be exonerated Srom the i Hes

v

v

|
v On lhc}ruupt of the enguiry Nnding upml to the DIG/Igrs KPK Peshawar, -

» Lo

=g the suine was returned 10 the UPO) Kohat tor recording his views /

:%sirccmnmuulalmm Al this st s, g ol vicwss recommendation of another

e
iwaot'lucrfovcr the views and recammendation of enquiry commitice is also

5 Ve,

1%

!

PSS e
m

T nfg 'f:ﬁ ks ﬁw;u\uu According ol -~ulc~; vide chapter-X1 P-170 of the Law of
T "'*gif"".f[)qmrllnm1lul enquiries againsi wie vl Scrvant, reversal of Imdlm_ al the
Y .‘f'“‘l‘i(.‘llL‘\lﬁ{i}:\lllhml/ul Offeers e thu Just nor fair, (Copy ol the order
W, cm!mul at 70,

; - :’3 N th l(l’O Koha dirceted the .00

mdu ol RO Kehat is oty
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catdduct reenguiny into the maner. This
st e rdes and ciear interterence i the

,{_{ ; ; proces§es of impartiad enuniy VooAnthe RPO. Kohat was not competer:
0 ! authority 1o passed order of e against Mistrial S1ali neither nominated
' _. ¢ supervisory officer nor memni aauiey committee in the arders passed by
st ) - the worthy PO K her ;:.li"!q‘.:x"\‘c Peshowar or DIGP Nlgrs KPK
o Peshawar,
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+. Acting upoi the orders of RPG KNohat the enquiry commitive conductad re- o/
cuquiry inte the matier. subssitied another report to the RPO Kohal vide memo
Noc ISOPAL dated 20122014 {Cony enclosed ar 17Dy, A finding report in
the one and the same enquiry is not under standable and not mentioned in any
rules e eiticiency and discipline vales. Taw of departmental enquirics against
Govie Civit servants or i Police rules. The enquiry commitice in the 2™
tnding report held the appethan poiliy of oversight and mismanagement in:
Sdrand and disbursdment of TADA fimd alonewith DHOL and recommended
that amount be recovered from sl the officials who have reccived the TA/DA
dount, : . : .
The enquiny commiitice in his report also did not recommended the
appetlant tor punishiment, \ ‘ :
The RPOC Kebiat i his sepasaie meme fetter iecommended (he appellant Tor :
Major punishiment without any copent proolfreason, C !
The competent authority awarded the appellant Major punishment of reversion
to the post.of senior clerk merely or the basis of recommendation of RPO
Kohat not an the reconmmendation of e enquiry conunitter which is clearly
mentioned i his order passed against the appellant vide para No. 8 of the said
order and did not considercd the findings reports and recommendation of 1.0+,
which s towlly un-justice wnd auainst rules, As per Law of Departmental
enguires ayainst Civil servanis rules vide p-171 Chapter X1 (Capy enclosed at’
Fo s exonerstion fram charpes not to e infered by imphicaton. '
CPRAYER: Y
Noevping o vica the above e i s humbly requested i e order of
punishinent passed by the worthy DIGHgre KUK Poshonear vide No. ASI8-670-V dated
06072015 may Kindly be set e side,

fite

Uis pertinent o subimit here b e appellant has been transterred 1o District -
Chitral oncomplaint basis vide order No 300259482V dated 08,09 0011 (Copy enclosed
FAGY betore completion of departmental enguiry v hicehis ogainst the principle of justice.
Fherefore the appelant mav also be rranstered that from’ Chiteal a8 an interim
reliet

Fhopped thay vour soodsets sl spoeide me

rustices bl pray Tor your fong
i and prospering please

Your's Obediently

ENVEUTEANMN DA D TOBAL)
Dated 07.07.2013

Senior Clerk oltice of the
PYPCY Cliead
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Better Copy Annexure-K

Before: The Additional Inspector General Police, Hqrs
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Through: Proper Channel

Subject: REPRESENTATION AGAINST THE ORDER _OF
WORTHY DIGP / HORS KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR VIDE OFFICE ORDER NO. 4558-67/E-V,
DATED 06.07.201S.

Respected Sir,

It is submitted that I have been awarded punishment of
reversion from the post of Assistant Grade Clerk to the post of Senior Clerk
BPS-14 vide order No. quoted as subject (Copy enclosed at F/A on the basis
of allegations reproduced below:-

i. Vide Para-02 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting to Rs.
2, 76, 605/- in the names of Police officials/Ministerial Staff while
according to Attendance Register they were present on duty in the
office.

il. Vide Para 03 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amount to Rs 135,
99, 950/- under the code cost of Investigation for only Hiring of
Private vehicles and not for any other purpose which is against the
orders/instructions of the Worthy Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar duly conveyed to all Heads of
Police Offices Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, vide Endst. 3307-47/C-1
dated 10.05.2007.

iii.  Vide Para-05 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amount to Rs. 11,
009227/- under head of A03807 POL. Charges and did not
produced the record of it.

iv.  Vide Para 07 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting to Rs.
93, 998/- under head A039901 office stationary by over writing
and Manipulations in the Stock Register. Besides, no application
was available to whom the Stationary items were issued. Even a
single application duly sanctioned/ issued by any competent
authority was not available on the record as well as any APR.

I. In this connection, I was charge sheeted and an enquiry
committed was constituted comprising the following Police
Officers vide DIG/Hqrs KPK Peshawar order Endst. No. 3085/E-V
dated 08.09.2014.

1. Mr. Mansoor Aman, Addl: SP Kohat.
it. ~ Mr.Thsan Ullah, Acting CTD, Kohat

2. On the receipt of the inquiry findings report to the DIG/Hqrs KPK
Peshawar, the same was returned to the PPO, Kohat for recording
his views / recommendations. At this stage asking of views/




recommendations of another officer over the views and
recommendation of enquiry committee is also speaks un-justice.
According in the rules vide chapter-XI P-170 of the Law of
Departmental enquiries against the Govt/ Civil Servant, reversal of

. finding at the behest of Authorized Officers neither just nor fair.

3. The RPO, Kohat directed to conduct re-enquiry into the matter. This
order of RPO Kobhat is totally against the rules and clear interference
in the processes of impartial enquiry. As the RPO, Kohat was not
competent authority to passed order of enquires against Ministerial
Staff neither nominated supervisory officer nor member enquiry
committee in the orders passed by the worthy PPO Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar or DIGP/Hqrs KPK Peshawar.

4. Acting upon the orders of RPO Kohat the enquiry committee
conducted re-enquiry into the matter, submitted another report to the
RPO Kohat vide memo No. 159/PA. dated 29.12.2011. copy
enclosed at F/D. A 2" finding report in the one and the same enquiry
is not under standable and not mentioned in any rules i.e efficiency
and discipline rules, law of departmental enquiries against Govt.
Civil Servants or in police rules. The enquiry committee in the 2™
finding report held the appellant guilty of oversight and
mismanagement in drawl and disbursement of TA.DA find
alongwith DDO, and recommended that amount be recovered from
all the officials who have received the TA/DA amount.

5. The enquiry committee in his 2™ report also did not recommend the
appellant for punishment.

6. The RPO, Kohat in his separate memo letter recommended the
appellant for Major punishment without any cogent proof/reason.

7. The competent authority awarded the appellant Major punishment of
reversion to the post of senior clerk merely on the basis of
recommendation of RPO Kohat not on the recommendation of the
enquiry committee which is clearly mentioned in his order passed
against the appellant vide Para No. 8 of the said order and did not
considered the findings reports and recommendatlon E.Os, which is
totally un-justice and against rules. As per Law of Departmental
enquires against Civil Servant rules vide P-171 Chapter XI (Copy
enclosed at F F), exoneration from charges not {to be inferred by
implication.

PRAYER:

Keeping in view the above facts above fact it is humbly
requested that order of punishment passed by the worthy DIG Hqrs KPK
Peshawar Vide No. 4558-67/F-V, dated 06.07.2015 may kindly be set aside.

It is pertinent to submit here that the appellant has been
transferred to District Chitral on complaint basis vide order No. 3092-99/F-




. . B
L . s

[ 72
‘4.(.{? MN

; . , A
-V, dated 08709.2014 (Copy enclosed F/G) before completion of .
- departmental enquiry which is against the principles of justice. .
Therefore the appellant may also be transferred that from -
Chitral as an interim relief, - ' ,
. I hopped that your good sell will provide me Justice. I will pray
- for your long life and prosperity please. '

Your’s obediently
(MUHAMMAD IQBAL)
SENIOR CLERK office of the

S ' DPO Chitral.
3 Dated 07.07.2015
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- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SFRVICE TRIBUNAL

Service Appeal No. 1404/2015 e

Date of Institution ... 1412, 2015 A
Date of Decision = ... 07 03 2018 T e UL T

t" r
el S e Muhammad Igbal, Assistant Grade Clerk (now Semor o
; 151 .- . . * Clerk) District Police Chitral. S

;j" .« R/o Sherkot, Distfict Kohat S Appellant L e

AN LT l IGP/PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar'and two- others .
R . ' . -'--'--Respondent&

2 BESAl SAUPRRES M - MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL MEMBER (J) .I.',earn‘ed J
~( .""1:':; | counsel for, the appellant and Mr. Rjaa Ahmed .Pamda Khell " “
i SN Assnstant AG alongW1th Mr. - Arif Saleem, ASI for the respondents.,"’,;.- g

e " p‘r,esent.

e 2 Argurhents heard. File perused. - RS :

" Learned counsel for the appellant argued. that the appellant has-f e s

_,.preferred the present appeal against theorder dated 06 07 2015 ' ' ‘
. whereby the appellant has been reverted from the post of Asswtant“

2 Grade Clerk (BPS-16) to Senior Clerk (BPS 14) Further argued‘:_ . |
_'that the replesentanon of the appellant was not responded Further -

'j‘argued that the. appellant was 1nformed that the departmenta]

LS

- authm 1ty has képt the representation of the appellant pendmg due to

'.
1ha

RN the present appeal Leamed counsel for the appellant requested that T
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dlrectmns may be issued to the departmental a

| repzesentatnon filed by the appella

Consequently in vi
decnde the 1eplesentatlon of the appell

' “tmental leprescntatlon of the appel

' . may Flu se

ANNOUNCED
| 07032018 07.03.2018
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dated0607 2015. - T
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-4 Admlttedly the departmental authonty has n

‘“replesentataon filed by ths appellant against the ongmal order

ew of the submlsswn made by the learnecl

bdﬁnsel for the appellant the departmental authorl

\

-ty

Needless to mentlon that after

months of the lccelpt of this order

the decmon of the depar

rvice appeal there agamst in accordan

The present appeal is dlsposed of accordingly. Partl

b'ear their own costs. File be consngned to the record room' :
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OFFICE OF THE : m A

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE%

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE
& PESHAWAR 14
R : Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927 -
No 22 Y3-UFE-y, Dated Peshawar the, & {{705/2018.

ORDER. | - .

This order will dispose of the departmental representation submitted by Senior Clerk
Muhammad Igbal against his reversion order from Astt: Grade Clerk (BPS-16) to lower rank of

Senior Clerk (BPS-14).

_ Brief facts of the case are that several complaints regarding embezzlement against
Astt: ‘Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal Pay Officer of SP/Investigation Kohat were received to RPO/Kohat.
Upon which internal Audit was carried out and after the course of internal audit some major "mis-
appropriation were found on his part. On the score of above mentioned allegations he was issued Charge
Sheet with statement of allegations and enquiry Committee was constituted to probe into the matter.The
enquiry Committee in his finding report intimated that they are of the view that allegation leveled against
Astt: Grade Clerk Muhammad Igbal are not based on facts, hence he is recommended to be exonerated from
the charges.After perusal of which the competent authority returned the same enquiry to RPO/Kohat with the
request to look into the matter, review enquiry report, make a final recommendation.

The Enquiry Committee checked the whole record of the relevant heads of accounts and
mis-appropriations were found in TA/DA on the part of Asstt: Grade Clerk Muhammad lqbal, and found him -
guilty of over sight and mis-management in drawal and disbursement in TA/DA funds. The RPO/Kohat being
a supervisory officer recommended the accused official for major punishment.

In view of the above, he was issued Final Show Cause Notice with a chance to appear before the
competent authority.In response he submitted his reply and also appeared in OR for personal hearing, but
even than he could not give satisfactory reply. Thus, major punishment of reversion was awarded to.
Muhammad Igbal from Astt: Grade Clerk (BPS-16) to lower rank Senior Clerk (BPS-14) by the competent -
authority vide Order No. 4558-67/E-V, dated 06.07.2015.

~ Against the said order he submitted departmental appeal/representation to the next higher authority.

In this connection, he was called in OR held on 02-05-2018 at CPO Peshawar, wherein the appellant was
heard in person in detail but he failed to offer any plausible grounds/reason in his defense.Hence, his appeal

has no substance.

Keeping in view the position explained above,‘the departmental appeal/representation submitted by
the Senior Clerk Muhammad Igbal is hereby rejected/filed by the competent Authority.

Order announced.

Sd/-
Addl:Inspector General of Police HQrs,
For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Endst: No. & date even.
Copy forwarded to the:-

Add!: Inspector General of Police: HQrs, CPO Peshawar

Deputy Inspector General of Police: HQrs, CPO Peshawar

Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region

Assistant Inspector General of Police Legal, CPO Peshawar.

“PA to the Assistant Inspector General of Police Estt:, CPQ Peshawar.
Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.

Office Supdt: Secret & CPB, CPO, Peshawar.
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_ For Inspectgr-General of Police,
[ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
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ACEDEPLT:

T,

JON KOHAT FC¥: THE YEAR 2012-2013 CONDUCTED BY AG AUDITORS.

g e i - e e pgmeaile s i A~ ;
AUDIT NOTE ON THE ACCOUNT OF SP INVESTIGAT

Caption of Para’s.

Reply by SP Inves¥-Kohat

.. .Remarks by DIG

KBIKOHAT.

Cominents by {GP

EXCESS PAYMENT OF RS.389640 ON ACCOUNT OF NON
DEDUCTION OF VARIOUS FUNDS. ) .

Criteria:-
~ According to police department nbtification various deductions are

made from the pay of staff as mentioned below:-

S# | Designation | BF WE | EDU | NPE | SF | MF Mis | Total

1 Steno/Insp: | 35 15 75. 20 |3 2 50 | 190

2 SI/ ASI 35 |30 {75 20 |s. |1 20 | 186
3 SC/IC 35 |30 |75 20 |5 1 20 | 151

4 HC/EC 35 {15 150 10 |3 1 20 1150

5 Class 1V 15 |5 10 5 1 1 10 | 47

Fact:- .
While going through the accounts record of SP Investigation Kohat for the

year 2012-14, it was noticed that various funds a rates given above were not
recovered and deposited in the pank, which resulted into overpayment of
Rs. 389640 *2 to 111 No. of police official (detail atached with original

| para and also handed over to concerned pay officer).

The amount is based on financial year 201172012 and 201272013, therefore
effort should be made for recovery from previous years as well along with
the officials who transferred out.

Reply of the department:-
Detail reply will be given after consulting the record and ex-pay officer.

Regommcndations:-
The recovery may be made under intimation to audit and responsibility may
recovery of the funds

The salary of Police contingent has been
shifted to banks. Individual are receiving
Pay from bank through Cheque. They
are not depositing the ‘departmental
funds. They have been directed time and
again o deposit the funds regularly but
in wvain. -In this connection
correspondence are under process made,
between AG KPK and IGP KPK
Peshawar to introduce a strategy for the
depositing / recovery of departmental
funds. Moreover the Folice officers /
Officials receiving pay through DDO are
regularly depositing the funds.

The Para n:sy please be dropped.

be fixed against the conccmcd staff responsible for
. and deposit into the bank. :
A- 258 ON ’ W, The Individual has been retired oo pension. The
266 RIA. . DAO Kohat has been addressed vide this office
owance is pot during the fcave. Memo No.1278dt:1t 10312014,

" ‘While going through the

Recommendations:-

According to supplementary Rulc 7-A. conveyance all

accounts record of SP Investigation Kobat for the year 20122013 it
was noticed that a sum of Rs.72258 was paid to 15 No.of police officials detail attached in
original para & handed over 10 concemed pay officer) during the period of eared leave which is
not admissible and needs recovery under intimation to audit.

Reply of the department:- o )

Detail reply will be given after consitlting the record and ex- pay cfficer.

The recovery may be under intimation to audit and responsibility may be fixed against the

| concerned staff responsible for recovery of the fund and deposit into the bank.
.

to recovere the amount of over payment from has
pension at on early datc. While payment of
Conveyance sllowance was uul made it. HC
kalamat Khan. Moreover recovery has been made
from ASI Ghulam Rabani. The Para may please be

dropped.




il Recommendations:-

payment of previous year liability from current years budget is irregular
which needs justification and regularization from competent forum uader
intimation to audit. : :

Detail inquiry may be conducted as the bills of 2011 were also paid from the
Cumrent years budget and why the bill were delayed so long.

IRREGULAR EXPENDITURE, OF RS.95114 ON ACCOUNT OF

PURCHASE QF DIFFERENT STORE ITEMS. -
CRITERIA:-

According to Para 144 of GFR VOL-1 at least 03 quotations shell be
obtained for ensuring economy measures if the bill is equal is equal to or
greater than Rs.4000/- )

Facts:- .
While going through the accounts record of SP Investigation Kohat for the

year 2012-2013.it was noticed that a sum of Rs.951 14/- was shown incurred
on the purchase.of different store items. The expenditure is held irregular on
the ground that either quotation was called nor any comparative statement
were found on the record. Payment was done on mere single hand receipt.
More over no receipt and issue was available on stock. The same needs
Justification and regularization under intimation to audit. :

S# | Name of Description | Cheque | Date Amounﬂ
supplier . No,

1. | Nacem & New toner | 07791291 27/4/13 5000/-

i Company ) ;

2" Do Newtoner | 0778769 | 3/4/13 4300/-

3 Kohat New toner | 0779951 | 4/6/13 5000/-
Computer )

4 Ayaz sons Stationery 0779958 | 3/5/13 4650/-

1.5 Do _{ Stationery | 0779362 | 9/1/13 5000/-

6 Do Stationery * | 0690318 3/10/13 27858/-

7 Do | _Stationery 0687216 | 15/8/12 14815/-.

8 Do o Staticrery 0688585 | 15/8/12 | 4992/.

19 [ Do Stationery 0688571 | 15/8/12 | 9304/-

10 |De . .0 Stationery | 0688581 | 15/8/12 4895/-

1 }s&K , Furniture 0779949 | 4/6/13 4300/-
Furniture Repair . C

12 - { Al Sayed Furniture 0779602 | 16/5113 | 5000/-
Furniture . Repair '
. . Total 95114/-

Rs..

] department:-

The Purchase has been made in the
competency of the” DDOs after
observing all coddie formalities required
under the rules. The purchase was made
in various date as and when necessary,
The amount of each bill was not huge to
adope open tender system. It s
requested that the Para may please be
dropped.




7 Recomﬁcnd'atic)n:-
1 Inquiry may be conducted against
GFR and for Fixing responsibi

the conicerned staff for deiibgration of the

lity beside regularization from the competent

forum under intimation to audit:-

Criteria. .
. According to par

audit.
" Facts:-
While going through the accoun

Reply of the department:-

Recommendations:-

Detail reply will be given after con

Internal audit may be conducted an

NON PRODUCTION OF INT ERNAL AUDIT REPORT.

a 13 of GFR, internal audit is required to be an officer not
working in the accounts once in a year and the report should be sent to

ts record of SP Investigation Kohat for the
year 2012/2013, it was noticed that internal audit was not carried out which
o is violation of General Financial Rules. C

sulting the record and ex-pay officer.

d réport be produced to audit.

A Proper audit cell is performing at CPO
Peshawar and they are conducting

‘internal audit regularly. The Para may

please be dropped.

-Superin nderft of Police,

Investigation Wing Kohat.
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v “VAKALAT NAMA

NO. /2018

© INTHE COURT OF _Sot 1urle ﬂ_év-/ MW

” w&mbgL_j?L&/ | (Appellant)
- | (Petitioner)

(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

W?(/ D*%J%' (Respondenf)
| (Defendant)
I/We, A_MM .Z;/én/ ‘

Do hereby appoint and constitute M. Asif Yousafzai, Advocate Supreme Court
Peshawar, to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for
me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability for
his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on
my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter.
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any stage of the
‘proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

Dated /20 WN/(Q/*

(CLIENT)

ACCEPTED

Pis

M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI

Advocate Supreme Court
Peshawar.

OFFICE:

Room # FR-8, 4™ Floor,
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar,
Cantt: Peshawar

Cell: (0333-9103240)




T That the appellant has got no cause of action. ‘
2. That the appeal is not maintainable inthe present form.
3. That the appet!ant has not come to this Hon: Trrbunal with clean hands
4, That the appeal is badly time barred o '
5. Thatthe appealis bad for misjoinder of unn_eceSS'ary part_tes and non-joinder of necessary parties.
EACTS:- | | | |
1, Pertains to record.
2. Pertains to record.

3 Pertains to record.

" 4. - Correct to the extent that enquiry commlttee has submrtted its report wrth the recommendatior
that the appelfant is to be exonerated from the charges leveled against hrm but the competen
authority returned enqurry report with the request to look into the matter, rewew the i rnqurry repor _
and make final recommendation, ' .

5. | Correct, the i mqurry committee held ‘him- gurtty of the charge and submitted mqurry report to the .
competent authority with recommendations . L !"
8. Pertains to record. | ' o | | |
7. That the “appellant was found’ gunlty of oversrght -and mrsmanagement in" accuracy of
o disbursement in TA/DA funds and awarded punlshrnent to reductron from Assrstant Grade Cterk to
the post of Senior Clerk, - - ’
8. Pertains to record, however rt is submrtted that'in pursuance of ;udgment of the Honorable
" Tribunal dated 07.03. 2018 the . departmental representatron / appeal was processed by.
competent authority at CPO Peshawar The appellant was heard in person in orderly room held
~ on 02.05. 2018, but the appettant failed to offer any plausible ground /reasons in his defense.
Therefore the departmentat appeal ! representatrorr of the appeliant was rejected vrde order dated
04.05.2018. ' ' .
9. -The appellant has got no cause of actron fo f ie the rnstant appeal
GROUNDS : .
A. Incorrect. The orders were passed by the authorrtles (n accordance with law & rutes after proper
: departmental’ proceedings conducted on. ments :
B.

4

BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
KHYBER YBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

'frvrce appeal No. 769/2018

.+ Juhammad Igbal, Assistant Grade Clerk

Now Senior Clerk) District Police Chitral =~ .~ Appellant.
_ VERSUS -
"Provincial Police Officer, _. S 4
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, and others : ' e “Respondents. |

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS
Respectrvelv Sheweth:-

Parawise comments are submitted as under:-

Preliminary Obijections:- _

Incorrect, the appellant was assocrated durmg course of i mqurry proceedings, heard in person by
the competent authormes but. falled o defend hrmsetf

——iA e T







a routine matter

4sis’o
facts and because of others sufficient grounds therefore it has been remanded back vide ‘letter
No. 3925/E-V dated 30.10. 2014 for reviewing inquiry report and submission of final
recommendations as per rules 14 sub rule 6 of the Government Servants s (E & D) Rule- 2011,

Incorrect. Infact the mrtral inquiry report was remanded back to Inquiry Committee for rev ewrng '

~and submission of final recommendations, upon which inquiry committee has submitted i:s final

- recommendation report vide No. 24. 12 2014, Hence, no fundamental right -of the appellam was

violated.

Incorrect, there is mechanism of internal audit of the accounts.

Incorrect the competent authonty was not satisfied therefore |t has been returned to the aquiry
committee under rule 14'sub rule-6 KPK Govemnment Servant (E & D) 2011 for reviewing ard final
recommendation. Upon ‘which in the light of expert report the i mqurry commrttee submitted iis final’
report and recommended the appelfant for major punishment, ' '

Incorrect, the appellant was assocrated with the rnqurry proceedrngs and in the lrght of i mquzry :

‘report the appellant was held gurlty of oversight and’ mismanagement in drawl and drsburs ament

in TA/DA founds. S o ' ?
Correct to the extent that the appellant was rnrtrally exonerated by the enquiry commlttee Lut the .
competent authority was not satisfied therefore it has been returned to the mqurry com mitfee
under rule 14 sub rule-6KPK Government Servant (E & D) 2011 for reviewing an' final
recommendation. Upon which in'the I|ght of expert report the | inquiry committee submitted | is final
report and recommended the appettant for major punishment. .

Incorrect. The whole inquiry proceedrngs were mrtrated in accordance wath law & rules in whi ch
the appellant was held Quily. o

Incorrect. Infact the charges leveled against the appellant have been proved in a sroper
departmental procéedings conducted in accordance with law and rules.

Incorrect, a proper departmental proceedings was initiated agarnst the appellant on the cha ges of

mrsmanagement and embezztement purely on merlts and in accordance with law and rlles in

- which he was held gurlty

Incorrect, the appellant has not been fmalrzed twrce as transfer / posting of government ser rant is

The respondents may also be aIlowed to advance any other grounds at the ttrne of hearrng l

~ tPolice, . = " Provincial Police Officer
ad-Quarters, KPK Peshawar o - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
'(Respondent No. 2)° ' SR g (Respondent No. 1)
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-B}EFORE THE HONCRABLE SERVICE TRIBUNA
‘ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR -

Service appeal No, 769/2018 -

Muhammad Igbal, Assistant Grade Clerk ‘

{Now Senior Clerk) District Police Chitral e Appellant
VERSWGS

Provincial Police Officer,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, and othérs ................... Respond,ents'

COUNTER AFEIDAVIT

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby
solemnly affirm and declare - on- oath that contents of parawise

Lomments are correct and true to the best of our knoWiedge and belief.
Nothing has been concealed from this Hon: Tribunal.

B Ve |
Dy: Inspector Gepéral of Polide,

Provincial Police Officer,
ead QuartersTKPK Peshawar . Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
(Respondent No. 2) » '

. (Respondent No, 1)

\

Regional Pgli
oh

e s e b

;\T*‘T':‘x) :
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“BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

=

- Service Appeal No. 769/2018

- Muhammad Igbal VS | Police Deptt:

................

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

(1-5)

All objections raised by the respondents are incorrect 9nd baseless.
Rather the respondents are estopped to raise any objection due to
their own conduct.

FACTS:

1.

Admitted correct by the respondents as the service record of the
appellant is present with the department.

Admitted correct by the respondents as the service record of the
appellant is present with the department.

Admitted correct by the respondents as the service record of the
appellant is present with the department.

It is correct that the appellant was exonerated by the inquiry
committee but the respondent No.3 instead of giving
recommendation on that inquiry report inserted other two person for
rechecking supporting/Bill Vouchers of various head of accounts
without associating the appellant in the whole process of rechecking
which is against the name of justice and fair play.

It is correct that the appellant held responsible by the inquiry
committee, but without associating in the whole process of
rechecking, which is not permissible under the law.

Admitted correct by the respondents as the service'rgcord of the
appellant is present with the department.




Incorrect. The appellant was found guilty without providing proper
opportunity of defence which is violation of law and rules therefore
the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

Incorrect. No opportunity of defence and personal hearing was
provided to the appellant and the departmental appeal of the
appellant was rejected without good ground.

Incorrect. The appellant has good cause of action to file this instant
appeal in this Honourable Tribunal which is liable to bé accepted.

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect. The impugned orders are not in-accordance with law,
B facts, norms of justice and material on record, therefore not tenable
and liable to set aside.

B) Incorrect. No proper opportunity of defence was provided to the
appellant during the whole proceeding.

C) Incorrect. While para C of the appeal is correct. |

D) Incorrect. While para D of the appeal is correct.

E) Incorrect. While para E of the appeal is correct.

F) Incorrect. Respondent No.3 was the complainant in the instant case
which cannot reviewing inquiry committee which was already
exonerated by the inquiry committee.

G) Incorrect. The inquiry committee rechecked supporting/Bill
Vouchers of various head of accounts without associating the -
appellant in the whole process of rechecking, Wthh is violation of
law and rules.

H) Incorrect. While para H of the appeal is correct.

I) Incorrect. The inquiry proceediﬁg was not in accordance as no
proper opportunity of defence was provided to the appellant during
the inquiry proceeding but despite that the appellant was held

responsible which is not permissible under the law and rules.

J)  Not replied accordlng to para C of the appeal Moreover para C of
the appeal is correct. f

K) Incorrect. While para K of the appeal is coﬁ'rect.

Incorrect. While para L of the appeal is coxfrect.







M) Legal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeai of appellant
may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT

. \9%‘“ 4
Through: -~

M.ASIF YOUS Al
ADVOCATE SUPR OURT

&
(TAIMUR AYYKHAN)
ADVOCATE HIGH.COURT.

AFFIDAVIT
It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are true and
- correct to the best of my knowledge and belief,
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" h ) KHYQKR PAKHTUNKWA All.  communications should - be

Cod . A . - addressed to the Registrar KPK Service

SERVICE TRIBI;]_NAL; PESHAWAR Tribunal and not any official by name.

No. 23O T B '
: Ph:- 091-9212281
Fax:- (191-9213262
Dated: / é / {9‘ 12021

To

The Deputy Inspector General of Police Headquarters,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.: i

Subject:  JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 769/2018 MR: MUHAMMAD IQBAL.

| am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dgt%df:’:

21.10.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance:

Encl: As above -

i
& __ﬂ".xg,; .
REGISTRAR - ;
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA‘.\;\\ // /
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ¥~ S

PESHAWAR e s
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e T ‘ mc;«: ow'rm;, | .

S \._.,- e ;NSPBCTOR GENERAL OF POLICL, _ .

T iotht - CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, L
s SO ~KHVBFR PAKHTU\'KHWA PFSHAWAR .

. L B i -;ja-i.?'pate;x;g‘-»z,{;;/zm -
f wo*rmcmmN - R o .

do. ‘fi"i/ ?7 JE, Kﬂmﬁmmummwk on a:rammg the age.

| mperannuauon “Senior Clerk Muhammad Iqbal of Police Trannmg School Kﬂhat s herc
etxrcd from serv;cc VAR f }9 il 2020 (A N) -

t

- e ot The L e .
Widngmetnr Ceteral OF ulie . S . )
Frane i*»Li\': or P kvl ::,1; ) ' Sd/ .
3 B Y A ‘ RA’ BABAR SAEFD ?SP B
,' misa 3 2-'5” e ... Deputy Inspector General of Police, H
i i “M//j/), s o For Inspector (‘encralof!’ohc
- . ' - ' Khyber Pakhtun}shwa,
Peshawar
Euishﬂﬂ..&mn, :

Com rorwardcd to the: -

Denuty Inspecior General of Police, HQrs: Khyberf’akhtunkhwa Peshawar. -

T Superintendent of Police. Training Khyber Pakhtunkhwa w/r to hxs office [etter
k N0.9516/Trg: dated 16.11.2020.

v Directar, Police Training School, Kohat.
"o Distnet Accounts Officer, Kohat.
a Registrar (PO, Pcshawar

o " Office bupenmcndem:s,Sccret& cP Branch CPO, Pcshawar T
© AlG/Establishment

o , , For Inspector General of Pol
s : - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
ﬁ c : | - Peshawar.
ff ‘ T o ) .\" .

. . ) %ﬁ'\ ’ . ) ) B . ) — e ‘—' . _. N R \
2d with CaimScanner -




OL[CE, . . r‘"'s '

INSPTC m;u v\Lﬂcf{ gf:p;(tt'
CENTRAL POLIE 0 & ppSHAWAR “
KIIVBER PAKITUNKHW ‘

pated: 2.7/11/2020

oru)u

Nao. 4 ' * police Training
‘sz_g {21 /L V. Whereas Senior Clerk Muliammad fybal (BP5-14) 0l Police 1

Sc I .
hoot Kohat has notavailed Ly faying ar his cradit, \
' ' R 2 said
A flﬂd whereas, 365-days leave encashment is 1dm|-;;,1hiu to the s
Of’twn
i Lieu ofLIR under the Civil Servant Revised Leave Rules, 1981 which is admi

Scheol

ssible

v him 4 1 i
' him accarding to his Leave Account Form duly verified by Director Police Training
GHETS
Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred upon me. under
Rules 2012
les 20{2} of the Khyber Pakhtunidiwa Civil Scrvant Revised Leave Rules 1981, sanction i3

!u-mbv accorded. to 1he eucashment of 365-days_leave salary in Licu of IPR to

Seuior_Clerk Muh.nu_mi lqbal_of Police Training_School Kohat in terms of Finance

Departinent letter No. S0 FR FD5.2/2005/Vol-V, daterl 13.12.2012. ' ‘

th"i nfThe .
Vv bepesorse Gensrad GF Polive
Praduing, Whvber Mfakbini i, -S(i/' )

Pushiwas . RAI BABAR SAELD prsp
l}‘»:*s‘uw':_gw%.}fé ot Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs,
m -:36/[,3’)4);6%- ' Fur Inspecror General of Police,

. - Khyher Pakhtuihkhiva,
Peshawar

Endst: No, & date even,
Copy forwardm! o the: -

o Deputy !nspeuor (n.nr:m! of Palice, HOQrs: Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

o Deputy Inspector General of Police, Finance & Procurement Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Feshawar. .

C) Superintendent of [’uhw Training Khyher Pakhiunkbwa w/r to his office leter
Ma. ‘.LS__.]_QQ: o daied 16.11.2020.

o Director, Police Training Schoel, Kehat,

= District Accounts Officer, Kohat.

& Regisirar CPO, Peshawar,

o Budget Officer, CPO Peshawar.

o Office Superin téndents, Secret & G Branch CPD, Peshawar,

£ A - V. J
(Zf\ll()(fi{". ABARAFRIDI) PSP
Altfgtablishment
For Enspccmg%@al of Palice,




- Tot - - The Inspector General of Police,

phons No: 9260112. ~  ~ o S E :
rax - No: 92601de - - .’ T / o
From: - The Regional Police Officer, o ‘

Kohat Region, Kohat.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, __Peshawar." '

No. 3306 EC, Dited Kohat the_ &2/ o3 [2016.

Subject: - .+ DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY ' AND. ‘TRANSFER 'TO_ SOME
. REMOTE.REGION ON COMPLAINT BASIS. . '

MEMO:

'S

It iscsubmitted that Senior  Clerk ‘Muhammad Igbal

‘:presently posted at district Upper Dir has ‘preférred a service appeal in

Service Tribunal for setting aside the punishment order of reversion from

the rank of Asstt: Grade Clerk to Senior Clerk vide your office order

, Ends't:' N_074559—67/E—V, dated 06.07.2015..0n his service appeal, para

wise comments have beeri requisitioned from this office by Service

Tribunal.

1t is, therefore, requestéd' that his ganquiry file may

kindly be sent to this office in connection with his service appeal piease.




\.

- n, ‘

OFFICE OF THE

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
- PESHAWAR -
Ph: 091-9210545 Fax;-qéi'-qg;p_pé,zi
No 5‘5 (Y /E-V bated Peshawar the , — 3 12016
o o o Tk
The Regional Police Officer, R '
Kohat Region. N - . ~
SUBJECT DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AND TRANSFER TO REMOTE =
REGION ON COMPLAINT BASIS OF MUHAMMAD IQBAL EX-
ASSTT GRADE CLERK '
MEMO: |
Please refer to this office Letter No 1306/ EC Dated 02.03.2016, on the
subject noted above, : - —
The Enquiry File (in.Photo State) containing of 578 pages of Ex-Asstt:
Grade Clerk Muhammad Igbal (now Senior Clerk) is sent herewith in connection with
his Service Appeal which may please be acknowledged. '
/ 7213 For Inspector General of Police,
. S ,?1 ! b Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
o gy ‘ Peshawar.
go 8Ll A
9% /
o 2= J
AN
N
X
’\) !
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-From: The Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Kohat Region, Kohat.

To: ~ The Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

No. 27 V] /RA, Dated kohat the 2\ [ & /2014,

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AND TRANSFER TO

SOME REMOTE REGION ON COMPLAINT BASIS.

MemO: - WA PROANCE dr o

Kindly refer to this office Endst: No.10189/A, dated 27.12.2013

alongwith Audit Note.
- It is submitted that several complaints regarding embezzlement against
Asstt: Grade Clerk Muhammad Igbal the then Pay Officer, SP Investigation office Kohat
was received to the undersigned. Therefore he was transferred to the office of SP
Investigation Karak on complaint basis and Internal Audit under five head of accounts
on the accounts of SP Investigation Kohat, pertaining to the posting period of Pay

Officer Muhammad Igbal, presently posted in the office of SP Investigation, Karak was

carried out.

AN

174

After the course of internal audit, contents of the complaints were
proved against him and it has been ¢ame to know that heavy amount was mis-
appropriated.

The audit report was conveyed to SP Investigation Kohkat under
intimation to CPO Peshawar vide this office Endst: quoted above. The concerned office
failed to submit sound and cogent reply therefore the same was returned vide this
office Memo: No. 5665/RA, dated 11.6.2014 for reply within a week time followed by
reminder No. 6238/A, dated 27.6.2014 but all in vain. (Photo copies are submitted

herewith for ready reference}.
Detail amounts of some major mis-appropriation are appended below:-

T 1. Para No. 2. TA bills amounting to Rs. 276605/~ were drawn on the
names of * Police officials/Ministerial Staff  while according to

attendance register they were present on duty in the office.

2. Para No.3:- Mis-appropriation of Rs. 15,99,950/- under code Cost
of - investigation ©  were drawn un-necessary for only Hiring of

private vehicles and not for any other purpose which is also

&/ against the o.‘ders/instruétion of the Worthy Provincial Police Officér,

Khyber Pakhcunkhwa, Peshawar, conveyed,’to all heads of Pol,g'_c’s_g/ o

-

* Offices of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide Endst: No. 3:07-47/C-h. dated
©10.5.2007.




' J,' 3. Para No. 5:- Non production of record amounting to Rs.11 00027/
- under head A03807- POL charges
4, Para No. 7:- Mis-appropriation of Rs. 93998/- under head A03901-
-Office Stationery by overwriting and Manipulatioris in stock register.
Besides, any applications is not available to whom the Stationery items
were issued. Even a single application duly  sanctioned/issued by any
. competent authority is not available on record as well as any APR.
It is therefore requested that departmental enquiry may kindly be
- initiated against- Asstt: Grade Clerk Muhammad Igbal the then Pay Offlcer of SP
Invr=st1gat1on Kohat, prnsen'ly posted in the office of SP i invesiigation }\dru < for recovery
ot Rs. 30,71,480/- or production of solld proof/supporting docum,ents/proper & Valid
record under the rules duly completed in all respect.
It is further requested that he may please be transferred and posted
on complaint to some remote Region of the Province with the orders to be not posted in

future on.any independent or Account post, please.

No . o /RA,

Copy of above is-forwarded for information to the Superintendent of
Police, Investigation Kohat with reference to this office Memo: No. 56‘65/RA, dated 11.6.2014
foliowed by reminder Nc. 6238/A, dated 27.6.2014.
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Theé Deputy Inspector General

of Po'llice,'
Kohat Region, Kohat. o

A0+ The Superintendent of Police,
3 ' Investigation Wing, Kohat.
No: §¢ éé__,_,_____/RA, Dated Kohat the /4 — /9014,

Subject: INTERNAL AUDIT ON THE ACCOUNTS OF SUPERINTENDENT

.. OFPOLICE, INVESTIGATION KOHAT FOR THE FINANCIAL
YEAR 2012.13,
YEAR 2012-13,

Memo: -

Deputy Inspéblzﬁeneral of Police,
"~ Kohat Region, Kohat.




The Dy: Inspector General of Police,
Kohat Region, Kohat.

To: - The Superintendent of Police, __} {

Investigation Wing, Kohat.

No. 6 23 & JA, Dé.ted Kohat the ')_’Z / 6 /2014,

Subject:- INTERNAL AUDIT ON THEE - ACCOUNTS OF
SUPERINTENDENT . OF POLICE, INVESTIGATION
KOHAT FOR THE FINANCIAL YEAR 2012-2013.

MEMO :

Please refer to your office Memo: No. 302 1/PQ, dated
26.05.2014 and this office Memo: No. 5665/RA, dated 11.06.2014.

The requisite report is still awaited, which may be expedited.

- N
- \
/l
1
5 o

* Dy;Inspector General of Police,
[ Kohat Region, Kohat!
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KOHAT REGION g

Sanctioned Strength of Kohat Region

S

RPO (BS-20)
Sanction - ]
Present : I
Shortfall . 0
Excess ) ] 0 ]
S. No . Post Held Name of officer ) B.S ' E:st:;:f
1. - { DIG/Kohat, Region Kohat l Dr. Ishtiag Ahmad Khan 20 14.04.2013
Sanctioned Strength of Kohat District
DPOs Sp -ASsP DSP DSP Legal
(BS—19L (BS-18) (BS-17) (BS-17) (BS-17)
Sanction l | 1 1 )
Present I 0 ] 2 !
Shortfall 0 ] 0 0 0
__Excess 0 0 0 | 0
i
S. No  Post Held Name of officer  BS D::fi.:f
1. DPO/Kohat Mr. Muhammad Saleem 18 29.07.2013
1. ASP/HQrs: Kohat Mr. Mansoor Aman, ASP 17 05:09.2013
2. SDPO/Lachi, Kohat Mr. Sona Khan, Inspector 16 06.08.2013
3. SDPO/City Kohat Mr. Lal Farid DSP 17 11.09.2012
4. _ | SDPO/Saddar Kohat Mr. Mirzali Khan DSP 17 30.01.2014 |
| 5. DSP/Legal Region office Kohat Mr. Imtiaz Gul, DSP/Legal 17 30.07.2013
6. At the disposal of RPO Kohat Shoukat Ali Shah Acling DSP 16 25.10.2013__

Sanctioned Strength of Kohat Investigation

Sp - ASsP DSp DSP Legal
g (BS-18) __(BS-17) BS-17) (BS-17).
Sanction ' 1 0 0 0
Present DSP is working as SP/Invest: 0 0 0
Shortfall 1 , 0 0 0
Excess : 0 0 ] 0 0
s No | _ . Post Held ﬁ Name of officer - | pg§ _j::;:g
L. SP/Inves: Kohat Mr. Bashir Ahmad Syed, DSP 17 03.09.2013
] _ | :

I TR TR T




/ ‘ From : ‘The  Provincial Polics Officer,
Khyber Pa](htwfkhwa Pc shawar.

To : All " Heads of Police Offices,
: in Khyber Pakh: unkhwa

All  Office Superintr ndents

' in CPQ, : :
No. 727~ %/ /BN dated Pesh warthe OF [ og 2014
Subject . PUNISHMENT, “

Memo o
As approvecf by the Worthy Provincial Police Officer, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar disciplinary case: o; ministerial staff will be dealt by the

officers noted against their deSJgnahons -

- : —

| S.NO. | DESIGNATION
1. Addl: IGP/HQrs: . Ofﬁce Supermtendents & Qtenogrdphels

————

2. | DIG/HQrs: &sswtants Steno Typlsts & Seriior C]erks
3. AIG;’Es§ablis_hment Jun ior Clelks & Class v

—————— )

~
L

The above mentioned ¢ fficers are also authou7ed to issue tr ansfer
/ posting orders of the above menhoned N inisterial Staff, Thereforf" Explanaticns /
Charge sheet with Statements of A]Iegallo' will also be issued under their signature

ﬁ'\
please,

//
{(MTAN MEMMMAD AS}HF‘)
Addl: JGP/HQrs;
For Provinciz a! Police 0 ‘iticer,

1vber Pakhturdmwa Peshawar

LN

I

/s
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From - . The  Provincial Police Officer,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. ‘ | , .
Peshavyar ,

To : | The  Regional Police Officer,
Kohat Regron, Kohat

No._{32 55 /E-V dated Peshawar the é?/ ? /2014,

'Subject DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AND TRANSFER TO SOME REMOTE
‘ " REGION ON COMPLAINT BASIS '

temo: Please refer td your office Memo No. 7717 /RA, dated: 21.08.2014.

Please serve the attached charge sheet and statement of- allegatlons upon
Muharnmad Igbal Assistant Grade Cterk of SP/!nvestrgatlon Karak and return its
~ duplicate copy as token of receipt for the record of this office.

o

: ) : )
Encl: (1) o ' ‘ ,l) R |
| T ) -:’ . ___'_ - ,.;/. \\er?)“/ (S ,’«
. . " ) . \ = (L.__;'r" 7 h
. 3, ’ e T _/_ e
e N (FARHAD A/Ll) I
/! ‘\ Registrar -
i For Provmc1al Pollce Officer,
Jo Khyber PakHtunk bwa
Foye Peghawar !
;‘k_‘

E:\lMPORTANT BACKUP\NEW SYSTEM- E-HI\SERVE UPON.DOC
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/ ~ CHARGE SHEET

. : I, Mubarak Zeb, D
Peshawar as a competent author
presently posted in the office of S

eputy Inspector General of Police,
ity, hereby charge you Mr. Mohamm
P, Investigation, Karak as follows:-

As reported by RPO, Kohat that while you were posted as Pay Officer in the office
of SP, Investigation, Kohat, after the course of |

. nternal Audit some Major misappropriation
{(amounting to Rs:- 30,71,480/-) were found on your part. Detail of the same misappropriation is
appended below:-

HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
ad Igbal, Asstt: Grade Clerk

-

1. Vide para-02 of the Internal Audit,

amounting to Rs: 2,76,605/- on the names of Police
officials/Ministerial Staff while according to Attendance
Register they were present on duty in the office.

2. Vide para-03 of the Internal Audit, you have drawn
amounting to Rs: - 15, 99.950,- under the code cost of
Investigation un-necessary for only Hiring of Private Vehicles

and not for any other purpose which is against the
orders/instructions of the Worthy Pr

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar dul
of Police Offices Khyber Pakhtunkh
3307-47/C-1 dated 10.05.2007.

3. Vide para-05 of the Internal  Audit, you have drawn

amounting to Rs:- 11,00927/- under head of A03807-PoL
Charges and didn’t produce the record of it.

you have drawn TA bills of

b

Y conveyed to all Heads
wa, Peshawar vide Endst:

4. Vide para-07 of the Intern
amounting to Rs: - 93,998/-
Stationary by over writing and
Register. Besides, any applicatio
the Stationary items were issued. Even a single application

duly sanctioned/issued by any Competent Authority is not
available on the record as wells as any APR, :

2 Your said act of ne
attitude and lack of professionalis
disciplinary action against you. .
3. By the reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct as defined in Rules-3
{i) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government s

ervants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules- 2011, and have
rendered yourself tiable to all or any of the penalties specified in Rules-4 of the said ibid.

al Audit, you have drawn
under head A039901-Office
Manipulations in the Stock
n is not available to whom .

gligence depicts height of inefficiency,

disobedience, indiscipline
m which amounts to grave misconduct on

your part warranting stern

4. You are, therefore required to submit your written defence within 07 days of the
receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer.
5

. Your written defence, if any, should reach to the enquiry officer within the specified
period failing which it shall be presumed that

you have no defence to put in and in that case, exparte
action will be taken against you.
6. Also intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise,

7. Statement of allegation is enclosed herewith,

-

(MUBARAK ZEB) PSP
, Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs:
W Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

/ ¢ . 7% Peshawar.
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

l, Mubarak Zeb, Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar as competent authority, is of the opinion that you, Mr. Mohammad lgbal,
Asstt: Grade Clerk presently posted in the office of SP, Investigation, Karak have rendered yourself
liable to be proceeded against as you have committed the following acts/omission within the meaning
of Rule 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Efficiency and Discipline Rules 2011.

N.STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION
S TN UF ALLEGATION

As reported by RPO, Kohat that while he was posted as Pay Officer in the office
of SpP, Investigation, Kohat, after th course of Internal Audit some Major misappropriation

e
{amounting to Rs:- 30,71,480/-) were found on his part. Detail of the same misappropriation is
appended below:-

1. Vide para-02 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn TA bills of
amounting to Rs: 2,76,605/- on the names of Police
officials/Ministerial Staff while according to Attendance
Register they were present on duty in the office.

2. Vide para-03 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting
to Rs: - 15, 99,950/- under the Fode cost of Investigation
un-necessary for only Hiring of Private Vehicles and not for
any other purpose which is against the orders/ instructions of
the Worthy Provincial Potice Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

dated 10.05.2007.

3. Vide para-05 of the Internat Audit, he has drawn amounting

to Rs:- 11,00927/- under head of A03807-POL Charges while
he didn’t produce the record of it,

4. Vide para-07 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting
to Rs: - 93,998/- under head A039901-Office Stationary by
over writing and Manipulations in the Stock Register,
Besides, any application is not available to whom the
Stationary items were issued. Even a single application duly
sanctioned/issued by any Competent Authority is not
available on the record as wells as any APR,

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused with reference to

the above allegations, an enquiry committee consisting of the following is constituted under the Rules.

i, /V’f}’ - //\,{444 wtla g, 41:-1"7'1?" P Tp Kotat

3. The enquiry committee shall, in accordance with the provisions of the Ordinance,
provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its findings and make within 25 days

of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or the appropriate action against the
accused.

4, The accused and a well conversant representative of departmental shall join the
proceedings on the date, time and Place fixed by the enquiry committee.

(MUBARAK ZEB) Psp

Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs:
i Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
- Peshawar.,

e:important backup\new system-e-E\charge theet isnured to gsst bﬂe clerk mohummad fgba of kohat seglendoc
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DEPARTURE REPORT. . ‘
In compliance with ' ihe order of

worthy Provin le]hp(alll,v
: Officer, Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Peshawar vide orde

V,dated 08.09.2014, | submit my departure report to-day on 15.09.2014 (AN)
please. - '

r Endst:No 3092- GO/E-

-

4.);11)
- Assistant Grade Clerk

\JIL

Inv: Offica Karalk

OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE INVESTIGAITON WiNG KARK:

No. € éaglﬁlnv: dated Karak the, f < ( % /2014,

Copy of above for favou:"gf ihformaiion is submitted to-

1. '-/ The Additional Inspector General ch Jolica /Hre: Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Poenawar

2. The Addl:inspector General of Police, Investialion Kn yber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. .
3. The Deputy Inspecior General of Police, Kohat Region Koha! |
4. The Depuly inspécior Generaj of Pohre Malakand i(cg,;ioi‘. :
5 The District Police Officer Chitral.
i 6. The Superintendeni of Police, Invesiigation Wing, Kohat,
7.

The DI‘tI‘JLf Accounts Officer Kohat,

Superintendent of 2ok 3}

o

Ihvestigation Wing, Karak




Phone No: 9260112.
Fax Fax No: 9260114,

From: - : “The Dy: Inspector General of Police
‘ - Kohat Region, Kohat.

§

To:- - | The Inspectbr General of ?oiice,.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
' Peshawar :
No, 8822 /EC, Dated Kohat the >N, 5{;/2014
Subject: - DEPARMNIAL ENQQIRY AND TMSFER T
- SOME REMOTE REGIOﬂ _ON COMPLAINT BASIS.,
MEM
Kindly refer to youf office Memo: No. 3085/ E—V, dated

08.09.2014.

It is “submitted that charge. sheet and ‘statement of

.allé'gations in respect of Asstt: Grade Clerk Muhammad igbal - of

SP Investigation office Karak has properly been -served upon hzm

Duphcate copy of the same duly signed is enclosed herethh as token oi

receipt please.

No. / __/EC,

Copy to the SP Investloatlon Karak for information w/r
to_his office Memo: 5683 / nv: da‘rcd 17. OQ 2014 for information.

A
¢ Géngral of Pohce,
(g_,x _/I\Ohat '
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CHARGE SHEET

I, Mubarak Zeb, Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQ:s: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar 2s.a. competent authority, hereby charge you Mr. Mohammad Igbal, Asstt: Grade Clerk
plesently posted in the office of SP. investigation, Karak as follows:-

As reported by RPO, Kohat that while you were posted as Pay Officer in the office
of SP, hvestigation, Kohat, afLer the course of Internal Audit some Major misappropriation
(amounting to Rs:- 30,71 480/ -) were found on your patt. De&all of the same misappropriation is
appended below:- ,

1. Vide para-02 of the Internal Audit, you have drawn TA bills of
amounting to Rs:_2,76.605/- on the names of Police
officials/Mintsteriat Staff while according to Attendance
Register they were present on duty in the office,

2. Vide para-03 of the Internal Audit, you have drawn
amounting ta Rs; - 15, 99,950/- under the code cost of
investigation un- necessaty for only Hir ing of Private Vehicles
and not for any other purpose which is against the
orders/instructions of the Worlhy Provineial Potice Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar duly conveyed to all Heads
of Police Offices Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide Endst:
3307-47/C-1 dated 10.05.2007,

3. Vide para-05 of (he Internal Audit, you have drawn
amounting to Rsi 11,00927/- under head of A03B07-POL

A - AL INN 3 4SS /¢ S}

Charges and didn’t produce the record of it..

4. Vide para-07 of the Internal Audit, you have drawn
amounting to Rs: - 93,998/- under head A039901-Office
Statlonary by over writing and Manipulatfons in the Stock
Register, Besides, any . olication is not available to whom
the Stationary items were issued. Even a single application
duly sanctioned/issued by any Competent Authority is not
availahle on the record as wells as any APR.

2 Your sald act of negligence depicts height of inefficiency, disobedience, indiscipline
attituce and lack of professionalism which amounts to grave misconduct on your part warrantlng stern

- discd plinary action agalnst you.

3. . By the reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct as defined in Rules-3
(i) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules- 2011, and have
rendered yourself liable to all-or any of the penalties specified i Rules 4 of the said ibid.

4. You are, therefore required to submit your written defence within 07 days of the

* receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer,

5. Your written defence, if any, should reach to the enquiw ‘officer within the specified

perted failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and in that case, exparte
action will be taken against you.

"

6. © Also intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise.

7. Statement of allegation is enclosed herewith.

i U\ Deputy inspector eneral of Police, HQI‘.&.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshgwar.
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: I, Mubarak Zeb Daputy lnspector ‘General of police drs: Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar as competent authorixy, is of the opinion that you, Mr, iwhammad lgbat,
asstt? Grage Clerk presently pos:ed in the office ot 5P, lvestigation, Karak have rendered youusglf

. liable to be proceeded against 4s you have committed the following acts/omisston within the meaning
of Rule 4.0f the “hyber Pakhtunikhwa Civil Servant thcwncy and Discipline Rules 2011,

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

As reported by RPO, Kohat that while he was posted as Pay Officer in the office
of 5P, investigation, Kohat after the course of interpal Audit some Major mlsapproprianon
(amounting to Rs:- 30,71,480/-) were found on his part. Detail of the same misappropriation is
appended balow:-

1. Vide para-02 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn TA bills of
amounting to Rs; 2,76,605/- on the names of Police
officials/Ministerial Staff while according to Attendance
Register they wete present on duty in the office.

2. Vide para-03 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting
to Rs: - 15, 99,950/ under the code cost of Investigation
un-necessary for only Hmng of Private Vehicles and not for
any other purpose which is against the orders/instructions of
the Worthy Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar duly conveyed to all Heads of Police Offices
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide Endst: 3307-47,C!
dated 10.05.2007.

3. Vide para-05 of the Internal Audit, be has drawn amoun.i;
to Re:- 11,00927/- under head of AD3807-POL Charges while
he didn't produce the record of it.

4, Vide para-07 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting
i ‘ to Rs: - 93,998/- under head AD33901-Office Stationary by
over writing and Manipulations in the Stock Register.
; 4 Besides, any application is not available to whom the
4] Statjonary items were issued. Even a single application duly
l sanctioned/issued by -any Competent Authority is not
available on the record as wells as.any APR.

2. For the purpose of scruumz:ng the conduct of the said accused with reference to
the a)on: allegations, an enquiry committee consisting of the following is constituted under the Rules.

i ﬂ’/" /’&24’1 SO, A?Mﬂ'\ , /ld/// j /Qslwf
#, %’- ﬂl«é%na//aé, 4—6?:»—3" ff)»(??D'/éMﬁ,?/"

. T . o
Be. L " The enquity committee shall, in accordance with the provisions of .the Ordinance,
provnde reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its findings and make within 25 days.

.. of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or the approprlate action. against the - -

- accusc-d

I R The arcused and a well conversant :epresontative of departmental shall jom lhe
proceedmgs on the date, time and place fixed by the enquiry committee.

- (MU RAK ZEB) PSP
Deputy Inspectpr General of Police, HQrs*
Khy er Pakhtunkhwa,

3%{ Peshawar,
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Phone No: 9260112.

Fax__ No: _M

From: - . The Dv Inspectm General of Pqu*c
» : ' kohat Region, Kohat:

To: - . Th? th.pc(tm (1encl al of Police..” )
Khyber P'akhlunkhvvd o o I
Peshawar . T /

- _/EC, Dated Kohat the 5 / g’_/zom

" Subject: - nmmm%wsrm TO - a

No, gga" .

Kindly refer to youf office Memq: Nb’.. 3085/ E-V, ‘dated’

© 08.09:2014.

It is submitted thut t,harge shwt and statemenl of -
allcganons in rPspcct of Asstt: Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqb’ll of
SP Investtgatxon office Karak has- propcr]v been served PO, hun

Duplicate copy of the same duly s1gncd is enclosed hercwlth as token ot
receipt please.

C0pv to the SPInvestigation Karak for mformdtion- w/r
to his office Memo: 5683 fnv: dated 17.09. 2014 for information. ’




! Phone No: 9260112,
Eex. Noi 9260114.

From: - The Dy Impector General of Polu,e,
Kohat Region, Kohat.

To: - ’I:]lc lnspectorﬁGeneral of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
_ Peshawar.
No; (Z)‘S\SQ" /L,C Datcd Kohat the_[) /. Q 2 /2014, .
Subjecti- ABPLICATION OF _HC _RANGEEN KHAN_ OF
S © 'DISTRICT POLICE KOHAT, - -
.Liém_,@o:-_ |

Kindly refer to your office Memo: No. 2871/E-V, daied

. '21.08.2014.
. It is submitted that charge sheet and statement of

allegltlons in’ respect of Senior Clerk Shah Zaman of DPO oifice Kohat
u.pxpperly been served upon him, Duplicate copy of the same duly

signed is‘enclosed herewith us token of receipt pléase.

T ., . D;znspe e 1 of Police.
e e -KohatRegion /Kohat

no_ 3383 e,
o Copy to the Addl: SP Kohat / E.O for information w/1
to his ofﬁce Memo: No. 14, dated 05.09.2014.

y / // ) +
ngral’of Policy,
iopsKohat
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Addl: Superintendent of Police
Kohat

:!‘
Tor The Deputy !nsp@ctor General of Police,
‘ HQrs: Khyber Pekhtunkhwa, Peshawszr
No_ 32 /PA dated Kohat the 3 O_Lj‘ 12014,
Subject: CEPARTMIENTAL l-NuU..‘

Memo: - '
Kindly refer to vour Memo No '3085/}“-\/ dated 08.09.2014 (enclosed).

ftis submitted that flnding of the deoartmcnta; enguiry against A

st Assistant Grade
Clerk Muhammad Igbal including denartmental enquiry fite is submitted herewith for favour of

perusal and further neces ssary action please.
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FINDING

This is a ﬁnding in departmental enquiry against Muhammad lgbal Assistant
Grade Clerk for the allegations that: - o ,

1. Vide Para No 02 of the Internal Audit,'h.e has drawn TA Bills of amounting to Rs.
276605/~ on the names of officials / :ﬁinisteriai staff while according o
atlendance registér they were present on duty in the office.

2, Vide Para No 03 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting to Rs. 1599950/.-
under the code cost of investigation un-necessary for only hiring of private

of the Worthy l;;ovfnciaf Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkh‘\'fva, Peshawar duly
conveyed to all heads of Police Officer in Khyper Pakhturikhwa, Peshawar vide
.Endst: No 3307-47/C-| dated 10.05.2007.

3. Vide Para No 05 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting to Rs. 1100927/.
under head of A03807 — POL Charges and did not broduce the record of it,.

4. Vide Para No 07 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting to' Rs. 93998/.
under head AO3901 - Office Stationary by overwriting manipulation in the stock
register. Besides, any application is not availabi'e to whom the stationary items
were issued. Even g3 single application duly sanctioned ; issued by any
competent authority is not available on the recorgd as well as any APR.

'Arshid Mehmood, Juniér Clerk Safi Ullah AS| Zardad Reader SP Inveétigétion, Telephone
- Operator Sharif Khan, Abting PA SP Investigation Risal Khan, heard them in person and
recorded their statements. - ’
Opportunity of cross question was given to the respondent- Muhammad Igbay
which he availed, |
' Thé respondent Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Igbal the then Pay Officer,
Investigation ang; Kohat stated in his statement that he hag aireédy submitted a detaileq reply
-of the. charge sheet which may please be considered as his present reply to the enquUiry
.committee, however, vide which it is learnt that he had remained posted as Pay AOfficer




previous period, the present dealing hand is responsible to produce eZuisitexécord befure
the Audit Party for processing it.

As far as the objections raised in the audit note, the superintendent of Falice
Investigation Wing, Kohat has already submitted Para-wise comments of all the objections

nantioned in the charge sheet (copy of audit note and comments on it is enclosed).

The respondent further mentioned after the above Internal Audit, the proper Audit
was carried out by the Auditor of Accountant General Office, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
They have also carried out Audit of the same period and found all the record available in the
cffice. The Audit Party had recorded 06 objections in the Audit Note which were later-on
discussed in the DAC meeting neld in CPO Peshawar on 18.07.2014 in the supervision of
Director General Audit, AG Office, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and Budget Officer CPO
Peshawar. After discussion and perusal of record, the Audit objections were set aside / droppad
(copy of Audit Note is enclosed for ready reference). The respondent stated that he has drawn
ail the amount on the proper sanction / approval of competent Authority and the amount was
disbursed upon the claimants / owners.

The Range Auditor Khayal Fagir stated in his statement that he has conducted
Internal Audit of Investigation Wing, Kohat for the year 2012-13. During the course of Audit the
concerned staff of Account Branch have not produced complete record to him, therefore, he has

=}

recorded the said observations.

. During cross question by the undersigned whnn he was asked that the
respondent Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad labal was present during the course of Audit. He
said that he was not present because he was serving in Karak District. e was further asked
that the present staff was directed to produce the record. He replied that they were directed o
produce the complete record but they failed to do so. He was asked that the respondent has
produce copy of Standing Order regarding payment of cost of investigation and thers is any
doubt in its authenticity. He repiied that the standing order is correct.

Besides this, statement of Senior Clerk Aftab ur Rehman presently posted as
Pay Officer, KBI Kohat, Junior Clerk Shad Hussain APO and Arshid Mehmood of Account
Branch were recorded. In their statement they disclosed that during Audit days their office was

ccently shifted from 1% floor to ground floor and some officiat files were misplaced therefare
the complete record could not be produced to Audit Party. Later-on, after thorough search. the
same record was found out and is available in the office and will he produced if requisiticned by
anyone.

Junior Clerk Safi Ultah of the office of SP investigation Kohat stated that he had
proceeded to Peshawar and some other places upon the orders of seniors and did official duty.
Aﬁerwardé prepared TA Bills, which was subsequently drawn. The amount has been received to
him properly. o

Similarly, other office staff such as ASI Zardad reader to SP Investigation,
Telephone Operator Sharif Khan and acting PA Risal Khan have corroborated the version r{E
Junior Clerk Safi Ullah that they had procesded to various official as ssignments and have
received TA properly.

Buring the course of enquiry some of the bills pertaining to POL Charges. Hiring

Charges and stationary were checked and found correct such as amourt shown dravm wers

’

stated by the relevant official / firms received one. Statement of Manager Ghazi Khan Pef.o'n.rr .

Kohat, contractor / supplier of POL to Police Department of this d!strrc&,:was racorded. He affer




tﬁo?ough perusal of the existing drawn biil / record stated that the an@e bills | naw 2

been received to him. He also verified the statement of cheques of the period of audit under
. repori which i is placed on enqunry file.

_ - Similarly, one of the Investigation Officer SI Abdul Rehman disclosed in his
‘statement that admittedly he used to engage private vehicles in connection with investigation
purpose and afterward he was subm:ttmg bills thereof which were correctly drawn and the
" payment thereof received to him regularly during the period of the aforesaid Pay Officer.

So far overwriting in the stationary record in duly maintained ! stock register, from
thorough examination it is learnt that it has been based purely on clerical mistake basis because
prior to the period under report when previous record was checked simiar cutting was also
found out which has been attested by Gazetted officer for attestation of cutting. Moreover,.
applications for the grant of stationary by various ofﬂcaals duly sanc’tioned were found existed
on record and necessary compliatlon / reconciliation was made with the maintained registered
and found correct. Actual payees receipt (APR) were found available on record copy of the

same are placed on file for ready reference.

Statement of staﬁonary supplier / contractor was recorded who after thorough
examination of the existing bilis “duly drawn in his favour, disclosed that all the payment has
been correctly received to him. w

FINDINGS

From the enqwry so far conducted we the enquiry committee came to the
conclusion that no misappropriation or malaﬁde in connection with drawl of TA Rills Rs.
276605/- was found out on the part of the said official. Drawl of 1599905/- under the code cost
of mvestlgation is found drawn based on rules / reguiation ‘and nothmg any ‘“c‘C}d“ty or
irregularity on his part. Rs. 93998/- under head A03901-Office” Statlonarv was 9!30 found
drawn, accordance with existing record, correctly disbursed. Simslarly complete record of POL

Charges amountlng to Rs. 1100927/- allegedly not produce during Audit, produced, examined
and correct. . |

‘The delay in correspondence and non- -production of record is the I‘“‘SpOh%Ibll ty of
then DDOrand his pay officer, who is still the Pay Officer of Investigation Wing Kohat.

Therefore we the enquiry committee are of the view that allegataons 1eveleo
against Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Igbal are not based on facts, hence he is
recommended to be exonerated from the charges.

Submitted please. .
/

/

e

1

Superintendent of Police, ' Addi: Superintendent of Police

CTD, Kohat \30%% '

e
/

Y,




ORDER SHEET

18.09.2014

Departmental Enquiry file of Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Igbal received
today on 18.09.2014. Summoned the defauiter Assistant. Grade Clerk and ;-
Range Auditor Khayal Faqir, Region Office Kohat on 24.09.2014 at- 1000 hrs

who conducted the said internal Audit,
A
Y

Enc&iry Officer Enquiry Ofﬁcér

24.09.2014

Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad igbal the then Pay Officer, KB Kohat and
Range Auditor Khayai Fagir appeared and recorded their statements. All the
relevant record produced before the enquiry committee and checked. The
present Pay Officer of KBI Kohat namely Aftab ur.Rehman, Shad Hussain and
Arshid Mehmood, SI Abdur Rehman the then Investigation Officer, KB| have
been summoned for 26.09.2014 at 1000 hrs.

v
Enquiry Officer

s

V

Enq&ry Officer

26.09.2014

29.09.2014

——

All of them present, recorded their statements. Summoned Junior Clerk Safi
Ullah, ASI Zardad Reader to SP KBI,

Khan PA to SP KBI, POL Supplier Habib Ullah of Ghazi Khan Patro| bump,
Stationary Contractor Ajaz Shah of Shah Trade Centre, Main Bazaar Kohat for

29.09.2014. '
A
N
i) 1
Enquiry Officer

Enquiry Officer

All of them present, heayd in person and recorded their statements.\
. =

Enquiry Off_icer Enquify Officer




OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT _
. Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

No. \ ST  /PAdated Kohatthe 2o / ol /2021

OFFICE ORDER

In order to streamline the transfer/postlng of Naib Courts in
the dlstnct a committee under the head of SP Investlgatlon Kohat comprising of
the followmg officer is hereby constituted.

1. DSP Legal, Kohat
2 DSP HQrs Kohat
3 Reader & OHC of SP Investigation Office Kohat

The commiftee shall nominate suitable/ efficiént official have
good reputation for posting within 03 days.

A
DISTRICT-POLICE GFFICER,
KOHAT
No_ 1S ¥ /PA dated_2¢: fo! / 2021

Copy of above is forwarded for mformation & neceqsary
action to the:- :

1. Superintendent of Police Investigation Wing Kohat

2. . Al conoerned

POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT '
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STATEMENT OF MUHAMMAD IQBAL ASSISTANT GRADE CLERK
THE THAN PAY OFFICER INVESTIGATION WING KOHAT -

Sir, . :

. In response to the charge sheet issced by the Deputy 'inspgcior General of Police HQrs

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide office Memo No. 3085/E-V dated 08.09.2014 received through the

. Depuiv fuspector General of Police vide his office Endst: No. 8350 / EC dated 10.09.2014.
it is submitted that 1 have been charge sheeted for thé allegatibns that while 1 was posted

as pay officer Kohat Bureau of Investigation Kohat during the year 20]2-20]3; After the course of
internal audit some major misappropriation amounting (o the Rs. 3.07,1480/- were found on my part.

The Auditor Region O*fﬁcc Kohat has prepared the following audit Paras during the
vourse of internat audit for the year 2012-2013. ‘

I *Vide Para — 2 of the internal audit. you have drawn TA bills of amdunting to Rs.
2,76.605/- on the names of Police Officials/ Ministerial staff while according to
attendance register they were present on duty in the office’

1 Ans: In response to the objection mentioned above, it is submitted that the Superintendant of
Police Investigation wing Kohat has already clarified the objection and submiited reply
to the Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Region Kehat { Copy enclosed at F/A ).
The superintendant of Police investigation in his reply has mentioned that the officials

" who were posted in office were present in office then were deputed for official dnties to
Peshawar etc during office hours, due to the reason their attendance aré exits according 1o
the register. They were deputed for official duty therefore they have mentioned purpose
of journey as ‘BAKARE SARKAR". It is requested that the Para may please be dropped.
[tis worth to mention here that the auditor in his report has not mentioned the following
details in his objection which are in rotation pre-requisite about which I could suhmit

explanatory reply: -

1. Name of officers/ officials to whom the TA has been paid.
2. Dates on which they have claimed the TA.
3.+ How much amount Ras been paid to each and every individual?

Beside this | have drawn all the Budget allonied to the SP lnvestigation Kohat during the
year 2012-2013 and disbursed upon the claimants/owners who have submitted bills and their receipts in
shape ol acquittance roll/ vouchers and actual payee receipts. are available on record.

The bills so far drawn were claimed by the Police officers / officials and were sanctioned
by the DDO (SP Investigation Kohat). ) .

it is alse worth mentioning here that the auditor in his report not mentioned that the
amount has been misappropriated/ embezzled and not distributed upon the claimants/owners by the pay
officer, but it has been mentioned that either proper pe!‘missirm is required to the shown 1o audit or the

- amount may be recovered from the ofticials concerned and deposited into Govt: treasury. Which is
cvident from the enclosed audit not placed at F/A. On the other side the audiior has not nominated the
olficials from whom the amount is recoverable.

2Q. ‘Vide Para ~ 3 of internal audit. he has drawn amounting Rs. 15. 99,950/ vnder

Code cost of investigation un- necessary for hiring of private vehicles and not

For any other purpose which is against the orders / instructions of the Worthy
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Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar duly conveyed w all  heads of
Police offices [Khyber Pakhtunkhwu; Peshawar vide gndst: No. 3307-47/C-1 dajed
10.05.2007." R

2. Ans: In reply to the audi objection of thé Para mentioned above the Sp Investigation Koyt
Has submitted reply (placed at F/AJ The SP Investigation in his reply mentioned that the
payment has been made aci‘cording. to the standing order No. 372007, In most. of the hills
privafe vehicle have heen engaged for the production of accused to courts proceeded 10
the spot pointation of side plan ete. therefore the payment was spent on hiring charges,

Keeping in view the aboveé the Para may please be dropped. .

&
In this respect it is submitted that the a sum of Rs. 16.00000/- were allotted to the S

~Investigation Kohat' under head cost of Investigation during the vear 2012-2013 which were utilized
according (o the rtxies/iristi’ucliOﬂs. 'I"hé investigations officers have submitted the bills on account of
cost of i_nvestigalioi:n which were sanctioned by the DDO (SP Investigation f(olml‘). The bills were
drawn and the payment was made (o the owners/ élailllallts. The acquittance rolls duly signed by the
owners are available on record. Jn stich condition the question of iﬁisapproprial‘:ion does not arise
against me, ‘ | ’

2.3 “Vide Para -5 of interyyal audit, vou have drawn amounting to the Rs. 1106027/ imder

head of AQ 3807-PO1. charggzs and did not produced record of jr.?

Ans.3 The SP Investigation Kohat has submitted reply 1o the audit which has been placed ar

F/A. The Sp Investigation Kohqt i his reply mentioned that at! the bills. vouchers ¢te are

available on record which will be shown to next audit”

In this respect it s submitted that a sum of Rs .4000000:- wete allotted under head AQ

3807 - POL charges during the year 2012-2613 wiich were utilized on the purchass of

POL from POL contractor Ghazi Khan and sons PSO Dealer KDA Kohat. The confractor

has submitted the POI. bills on inonrhiy basis and the pavment was made to him through

vendor cheque, Al} the POL 'bills have beep sanctioned by fhe competent authority,

cheque No. and actual payee receipts duly signed by the dealer arc avaitable on record,
04 - " Vide Parra -7 of the internal audit he has drawn amounting 10 Rs. 93998/ under head
AO 3901 - office stationary by over writing and manipulation in the stock regisier,

Beside any application is not available to whom (he stationary items were issued. Fven

single application duly sanctioned / issued by the anxy competent authority is not available -

on the record as well as any APR"

Ansd The SP Investigation Kohat also submitted reply of the said objection {placed ar REVE

mentioning therein thar issue chits are available on record which will be shown 10" nex;
audit. The cutting has been attested by a Gazetted Officer:.

In this réspect it is submitted that {he Stationery articies were purchased. on the Proper
sanctioned of competent authority, A‘.llllhe items were taken on stock regisier and issued
to th'e officers / officials on thejr written applications for officials use in the office work.
The applications are available on record. The payment was made to dealer/ supplics. The

actual payee receipts are available on record,
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It is worth mentioning here that the Auditors of the office of Accountant General Khvber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar have conducted Audit of the same period i.e 2012-2013 and cheeked all the
relevant record and found available at office. The Auditors of AG office have taken 06 objections. Reply
of the same was conveyed. The objections were discussed in the DAC meeting held at C.P.O Pesliawar on
18.07.2014 in the supervision of Director Audit AG office Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and were
dropped. (Photocopy enclosed at F/B)

Besides this the Auditor C.P. o) Peshawar has also conducted audit of the same pmod and
all the ;ulcvant record has also been checked by auditor. :

It is pertinent to mention het:e that when the aforesaid internal audit was carrying out, this
tme I was serving in Investigation Wing Karak and unexpectedly the undersigned was informed
regarding the subject audit neither by Investigation Wing Kohat nor by the auditor. If 1 was informed I
could be able to praduce all the relevant record to the auditors which was lying in the said office. This
record now can be requisitioned by the honorable enquirv officers for examination and its authenticity.

Keeping in view the facts explam above. it is humblv requested that I may kindly be

exonerated from the atlegations leveled against me and the enquiry may kmdly be filled please.

Yours obediently

(Muhaynmad Igb )‘K'\Q\ Li

Assistant Grade Clerk.
The then Pay Officer KBI Kolmt
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KB}I\OHAT

ATDET \'OTE ON THE, ACCOUNT QOF SP II\TESTIC ATION KOHAT FOR THE YE "01.-2013 CO\IDUCTED BY DEG AUDITORS KOHAT.

T Caption of Para’s

ch]vy by SP Imvest: Kohat

mA‘kS by DIG

CQI:[]E?’IK.S bv GP

on account off Conv

E_— uthorized Payment of Rs.S\dGZ/-
owance duzing LPR.

WwFact

I Durmo the course of internal audit of 5P

© has been Pointed out that the following Pols
from 1he date mentioped below but they
converance allowance and ration a
admissible to them.

evance

é:

=stigation Kohat it
cials were on LPR
ave regularly received
wance which was aot

'GE | Name & Designation | Period / Conveyance | Ration
) Allow: Alow:
1 T HC Kalamat Khan | 020812 | 20210~ ¢ 748U-
1o 36/6/13 :
12 C Noor Walt 11/12t0 | 20210 - 7491/
i : 30/6/13. '
3 T 7| TowmlRs." j40420i-- | 14982

: Suegestion:- /
The umoust smay ke
dzposited ine Gove Treassy under ntimazion o this offica.

recoverad from the official concemned and

As per Rules the officials were
pot  entitled - ic  recéive
conveyance allowance therefore
the same was stopped, and was
not paid to HC Kalama: Khan
which is evident from pay bill
kept in this office record.
Moreover a proper case has beep
taken up with DAQO Kohat for :
TECOVErY of CONYEYRnce
allowance from the pension of

FC Noor.wali. V/l( Rig- /3/77/6:
HE 11> ag/q ‘

£

Unauthytized vroecessary aod fictitions expenditure of Rs.276603/-

under head A03805-TA Other,
" Duripg the course of audit it has been observed that a sum of
R 276405/ have been draven out of TA ather and shown patd w the office
; during the fiawcial vear 2012-15 bul acoording to attendaace register
im »ctwawu office Kohat, all the staff were remeined pmscnl pa duty
uriag these days. Moreover the TADA was shown paid for “BAXARE
? ¥ ‘Rt\."x.l'{ and DAK day.
IMPACT: '
Fie smount was unnecessary removed from peblic c’(c-ht:qucr.
BECOMMENDATION: -

-The matter being a scrious irmegolarity i reporied which needs nﬂ,pex
fuatificition and verification. Tither proper pr‘rmmx‘n is required 0 be
showa o zudit or the amount may be recavered from ihe oificials cuncerred
L ~d depasited inte Govi: Treasury under intismadon to aadit

The official who wers posted in
office were present in office then
were deputed for Gfﬁc:ai duties i
Peshawar etc duriug office hous
due to the reason their attendance
!are exits according 1o register.
: They were deputed for official
duty  therefore they  have
menlioned purpose of journey. 4s
“BAKARE SARKAR™ :
It is requested that the Pam mw%
please be deopped. e
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