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CHAIRMAN 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

JUDGMENT-

SALAH-UD-DIN. MFMRFR--

Precise facts as alleged by the appellant in his appeal 
thatare the appellant served as Assistant

Clerk/Accountant in the office of SP Investigation Wing Kohat 

and was iater.on posted as Assistant Grade Cierk in the Office 

of SP Investigation Karak; that upon report of Internal Auditor 

Range Office Kohat, Regional Police 

Kohat sent a complaint to the 

Headquarters Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Grade
-/ •

Officer Kohat' Region 

Deputy Inspector Generai

Peshawar lagainst the 
appeiiant, which ded to the initiation of disciplinary action

I'
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. against the appellant on the allegations of misappropriation of 

an amount of Rs.j 30,71,480/"; 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 Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar sent, back the inquiry to the Regional 

Police Officer Kohat . Region Kohat 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 appellant 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 majof 

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 Appeal 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 

appellant within a period. of three months; that the

/
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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 appellant from the charges leveled 

against him, however the competent Authority in utter 

violation of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, .2011, returned the inquiry 

report to. the Regional Police Officer Kohat for review and 

submission of final recommendations; that the Regional Police 

Officer Kohat w.as already complainant in the matter,
t •

therefore, sending back the inquiry to him for review and

___ submission of recommendations was against the reievant ruies
' /- 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 

recommendations ofPakhtunkhwa Peshawar, making
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 

have foundGeneral Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

regLilarized the period during which the appellant,remained as 

Pay Officer in the office of SP Investigation Kohat; 

appellant was not at all
that the 

associated during the review
f

therefore, heproceedings of , the earlier inquiry, 

condemned unheard
was

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 all complied the provision of 

FR-29, which has rendered the impugned order as nullity in 

the eye of law.

On the other hand, learned Additional Advocate General 

for the respondents has argued that there were complaints of 

misappropriation and corruption against the appellant, which 

led to the initiation of disciplinary action against the appellant; 

that a proper 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 competent as well as 

appellate 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. ■
✓

We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the 

appellant as well as learned Additional Advocate 

the respondents and have perused the record.

4.

5.

General for

6. perusal of the record would show that the appellant 

served as Pay Officer with effect from 01.07.2012 to 

Kohat and, 06.06.2013 in the office of SP Investigation Wing 

was then transferred to the office of SP Investigation Karak. In 

wake of Internal Audit for the year 2012-2013, disciplinary 

under Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) 

Rules, 2011 on the charges, which are reproduced

action: was initiated against the appellant

as below:-

1. Vide para-02 of the Internal Audit, 
you have drawn TA bills of amounting to 
R.S. 2,76,605/- on the names of Police 
Officials/Ministerial staff while according 
to Attendance Register they were present 
on duty in the office.

Vide Para-03 of the Internal Audit, 
you have drawn amounting to Rs.

under the code cost of 
Investigation. un-necessary for only

2.
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5 .

HiYing of Private Vehicles and not for any 
other purpose which is against the 
orders/instructions 
Provincial Police

V_..'

of the Worthy
KhyberOfficer,

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 bf 
it:

4. Vide para-07 of the Internal Audit, 
you have drawn amounting to Rs. 
93,998/- under head of A039901-0ffice 
Stationary
Manipulations in the Stock Register. 
Besides, any application is not available 
to whom the Stationary items 
issued. Even a single application duly 
sanctioned/issued by any Competent 
Authority is, not available bn the record 
as well as any APR."

by over writing and

were

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 aliegations leveled 

appellant were not based on facts, therefore, he 

exonerated from the charges leveled against him. The

~v -/.

against the
may be

competent Authority, however sent back the inquiry report to 

the Regionai Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat vide ietter 

No. 3925/E-V dated 30.10.2014 with the 

the matter,
request to look in to 

review the inquiry report and to make final
recommendations. The procedure required to be adopted by 

competent 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 perusar of the 

aforementioned rule, are of the opinion that the procedure 

so adopted by the competent Authority by sending, the inquiry 

report to the Regional Police Officer Kohat Region 

review and making final

we

Kohat for 

recommendations was not in
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consonance with Rule-14 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 

Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011. The Regional 

Police. Officer Kohat was not an inquiry officer in the matter, 

therefore; the 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 proceedings so carried out in compliance of such order 

of the competent Authority would be nullity in the eye 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 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, recommending that awarding of 

major punishment to the appellant.

’•s..:-'

. 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 competent 

Authority has not specified the period for which the order of 

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

Authority has thus hot, followed F.R-29, which is reproduced 

for ready reference as below:-

T.R. 29. If 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.

a

the authority ordering such 
reduction shall state the period for which 
it shall be effective and whether, 
restoration it shall operate to postpone

on



f a
\'

7

future increments and if so to what 
extent"

;v_--

10. In view of the above discussion, the appeal in hand is 

allowed by setting-aside the impugned orders, 

pendency of .the appeal, the appellant has been retired from
During

, 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 ^ /,

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

i

(AHMAD^SmTAN TAREEN) 

CHAIRMAN

i

1

I .

/
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MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER:-

Precise facts as alleged by the appellant in his appeal 
are that the appellant served as Assistant Grade 

Clerk/Accountant in the office of SP Investigation Wing Kohat 
. and was later on posted as Assistant Grade Clerk in the Office 

of SP Investigation Karak; that upon report of Internal Auditor 

Range Office Kohat, Regional 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

A
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against the appellant on the allegations of misappropriation 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 against him, 

however Deputy Inspector General Headquarters Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar sent back the inquiry to the Regional 

Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat 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 appellant 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 Appeal 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 

appellant within a period of three months; that the

T-
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departmental appeal of the .appellant was rejected vide order 

dated 04.05.2018/hence the instant service appeal.

Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted 

their comments, wherein they denied the assertions made by 

the appellant in his appeal.

2.

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 appellant from the charges leveled 

against him, however the competent Authority in utter 

violation of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

(Efficiency 8t Discipline) Rules, 2011, returned the inquiry 

report 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

3.

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 all complied the provision of 

FR-29, which has rendered the impugned order as nullity in 

the eye of law.

On the other hand, learned Additional Advocate General 

for the respondents has argued that there were complaints of 

misappropriation and corruption against the appellant, which 

led to the initiation of disciplinary action against the appellant; 

that a proper 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 competent as well as 

appellate 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.

4.

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.

5.

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 Investigation 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:-

’’ 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.

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

2.
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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: 
3307-47/0-1 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

0

it.

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."

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 charges 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 

competent 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 competent Authority by sending the inquiry 

report to the Regional Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat for 

review and making final recommendations was not in

4.

7.
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consonance with Rule-14 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 

Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011. The Regional 

Police Officer Kohat was not an inquiry officer in the matter, 

therefore, the 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 proceedings so carried out in compliance of such order 

of the competent Authority would be nullity in the eye 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 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, recommending that awarding of 

major punishment to the appellant.

0

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

8.

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.

Moreover, the impugned order dated 06.07.2015 passed 

by the competent Authority would show that the competent 

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:-

9.

"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 above discussioh, 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 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 7 - /,21.10.2021

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)ij

i

(AHMAD^LTAN TA'REEN) 
CHAIRMAN



Service Appeal No. 769/2018,€p

ORDER Syed Noman AN Bukhari, Advocate, for the appellant 

present. Mr. Ishaq Gul, DSP (Legal) alongwith 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 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.

21.10.2021

ANNOUNCED
21.10.2021

(Ahmad StiTfean Tareen) 
Chairman

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (Judicial

I
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19.03.2021 Appellant alongwith counsel and Mr. Muhammad Rasheed, 
Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Arif Saleem, ASI for the 

■ respondents present.
The representative of respondents has provided copies of 

the documents comprising 153 pages, which 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.r
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) CHA MAN

- 5 •

17.08.2021 Since 17.08.2021 has been declared as Public holiday on 

account of Moharram, therefore, case is adjourned to 21.10.2021 for 

the same as before.

Reader

*s

\.



Appellant alongwith counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. 

Arif Saleem Stenographer for respondents are also present.

14.10.2020

Learned Additional Advocate General requested that he 

is indisposed of today having high Blood Pressure, due to which 

he cannot argue the appeal. Requested for adjournment. 

Adjourned on which to 

before D.B.

come up for arguments on 1.2020

(Muhamma^TB-
Member

■a l K-h-iq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member

Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

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 beh^'the D.B.

09.11.2020

)(Mian Muhai™ 
Member (E)

Appellant is present in person. Mr. Kabirullah 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 whicjr^ate file to 

come up for arguments before D.B.

18.01.2021

(MUHAMMAD JA'M'A-b-KHA 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

i-. •
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Counsel for the appellant present. AddI: AG for 

respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant 

seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 02.04.2020 before D.B.

\
06.03^.2020 I

i*,*

%
Member

^ ’ -2 ^
<

29.06.2020 Due to COVID-19, the case is adjourned to 11.08.2020 

for the same.

i

\

11.08.2020 Due to summer vacations case to come up for the same on 

14.10.2020 before D.B.

f.

\ \

'i: '
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C-w
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Appellant with counsel present/|||i^A Zia ■
Vj;«< k ■* *

f 'x‘

. •14..10.2019
Vi.\ •

learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Inayat Ullah H.C 

present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. 

Adjourn. To come up for arguments on 12.12.2019 before 

D.B.
J

MemberMember

Due to general strike of, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa IBaf
1 ■

Council learned counsel for the appellant is not available today.

Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Arif 

Saleem, ASI for the respondents present. Adjourned to 

2d.01.2020 for arguments before D.B. T

12.12.2019

i*

;r

(M. Ami(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member Member

1.

Due to general strike on the call of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

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.

20.01.2020

■

t

\t

//J
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) ' 

Member
(Hussain Shah) 

Member

:•
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30.05.2019 Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Bilal, Head Constable 

alongwith Mr. Riaz Ahmad Paindakheil, Assistant AG for the respondents 

; present. Appellant requested for adjournment on the ground that his counsel 

., is not available today. Adjourned to 09.07.2019 for'arguments.before D.B.

H
(HUSSAIN SHAH) 

MEMBER
(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 

^ MEMBER

. .t

09.07.2019 Appellant in person present. Mr. Zia . Ullah learned 

Deputy District Attorney present. Appellant seeks adjournment , 

on the ground that his counsel is not in attendance. Adjourn. To 

come up for arguments on 05.09.2019 before D.B.
f

!
■ ■

Member Member

i \
Appellant in person present. Mr. Riaz Kahn Paindakhel 

learned Assistant Advocate General for the respondents 

present. Appellant seeks adjournment as his counsel is not.in 

attendance. Adjourned. To come up for; arguments bn
•• I

11.10.2019 before D.B.

05..09.2019

f

7
(M. Amin/Khan Kundi) 

i Member
(Hussain Shah) 

Member

I-.

A
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08.01,2019 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. 

Qaisar Alam H.C for the respondents present. Due to general 

strijceof the bar, the case is adjourned. To come up for rejoinder 

and arguments on 07.03.2019 before D.B
/ \r -A

MemberMember

Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan learned 

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

07.03.2019

f '

Member

17.04.2019 Clerk of counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Ahmad Paindakheil, 

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

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

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

Adjourned to 30.05^019 for arguments before D.B.

(HUSSAIN SHAH) 
MEMBER

(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

i'
t ■
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y-(
Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate counsel for the 

appellant present. Mr. Arif Saleem, ASI alongwith Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents present and 

made a request for adjournment. Granted. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 27.09.2018 before S>R

07.08.2018

Chairman

27.09.2018 Appellant Muhammad Iqbal in person present. 

Mr. Arif Saleem, ASI alongwith Mr. Kabirullah 

, Khattak, AddL AG for the respondents present. Written 

reply submitted.'To come up for rejoinder, if any, and 

arguments on 19.11.2018 before the D.B.

Ch^l^man

19.11.2018 L.carned counsel for appellant and Mr. Riaz 

, Paindakheil learned Assistant Advocate General alongwith 

Mr. Ishaq Gul DSP Legal present. Learned counsel for 

appellant submitted rejoinder which is placed on file and' 

seeks adjournment. Adjourn, 'fo come up for arguments on 

08.01.2019 before D.B.

Member

- r.*
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Form- A' % "

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

72018Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

1 2 3

01/06/2018 The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Iqbal resubmitted today by 

Mr. Javed Iqbal Gulbella Advocate, may be entered in the Institution 

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

1

REGISTRAR ^
This case is entrusted to Primary Bench preliminary hearing 

to be put up there on ^

2-

CHAIRMAN

Syed Numan Ali Shah, Advocate, junior to counsel 

for the appellant present and heard on preliminary.

13.06.2018

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.
4

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is 

admitted to lull hearing, subject^to all legal objections, if 

raised by the respondents . The''appellant is directed to 

deposit security and process fee within 10 days. 

Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To 

come up' for written reply/comments on 07.08.2018 

before S.B.

-I
/ /I

Appellant Deposited 
Security iI Process Fee

A

Chairman
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Iqbal Assistant Grade Clerk District Police Chitral received 

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

for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

!
V-

l':.‘
■ r
V r.

1- Annexures G, J and K of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legible/better 
one.

Dt.MfpL_

• ?;

ys.LNo.

72018.

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR. r''

^ Mr.M.Asif Yousafzai Adv. Pesh.

-r
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t BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. 7^^ /2018

Muhammad Iqbal V/S Police Deptt:

INDEX

DOCUMENTS PAGES.NO. ANNEXURE
Memo of Appeal 01-051.
Copy of internal audit report A 06-092.
Copy of charge sheet along with 
statement of allegations

10-123. B

Copy of reply to charge sheet4. C 13-15
Copy of transfer order D 165.
Copy of inquiry report 17-206. E
Copy of letter dated 23.11.2015 21-24F7.
Copy of inquiry report G 25-278.
Copy of show cause notice 28-29H9.
Copy of reply to show cause notice 3010 I
Copy of order dt: Oi '67'^O^S 31-33J11.
Copy of departmental appeal 34-35 :12. K
Copy of judgment 36-3713. L
Copy of rejection order 38M14.
Copy of AG office audit report 39-41N15
Wakalat nama 4216.

APPELLANT

/
THROUGH:

(M.ASIF YOUSAFZAI) 

ADVOCATE SUPREME^URT,

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

I

-l;



RF.FORE THF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

iM- /2018APPEAL NO.
Kliyber

Scrx'icc

|[>aiiryMr. Muhammad Iqbal Assistant Grade Clerk 
(now Senior Clerk) District Police Chitral. 
R/O Sherkot, District Kohat.

Out-ccL

(Appellant)

VERSUS

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

(Respondents)

UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICEAPPEAL
TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 

WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF04.5.2018
THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 06.07.2015, 
WHEREBY THE MAJOR PENALTY OF REDUCATION TO 

POST OF SENIOR CLERK (BPS-14) HAS BEEN 

UPON THE APPELLANT WAS REJECTED FOR
LOWER 

imposed
NO GOOD GROUND.

PRAYER:
\

S fj ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 

DATED 04.05.2018 AND 06.07.2015 MAY BE SET 

RESPONDENTS MAY PLEASE BE

THAT ON THE 

ORDERSa-i ASIDE AND THE 
DIRECTED TO RESTORE THE APPELLANT ON HIS POST

ALL BACK AND 

ANY OTHER REMEDY

ft
V tfQ
-> fts.

ASSISTANT (BPS-16) WITHOF
CONSEQUENTAL BENEFITS.
WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 

THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARADED IN

a

APPOPRIATE 

FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

'V;'. ;



)
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, AddI: 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 tlie appellant in the 

whole process of rechecking and re-submitted its report to the

l



respondent No.3, wherein the appellant was found guilty of oversight 
an mismanagement in accuracy of disbursement in TA/DA funds 

aong with DDO, who is overall responsible for 

transparency in drawl and disbursement and 

the amount from all official

accuracy and 

recommended to recover 
who received TA/DA. (Copy of 2"“ 

as Annexure-G)inquiry report is attached

6. That final show
Hnlv 1- ^ appellant which wasduly replied by the appellant in which he onee again denied all the

birrs'" “
7. That on the basis of above mentioned reason, major penalty of 

reeducation to lower post of senior clerk (BPS-14) was imposed upon
the appellant vide order dated 06.07.2015. The appellant being 

aggrieved from the aforesaid order, preferred a departmental’ appeal 
on 07.07.2015 which was not responded within the statutoiy period of 

ninety days. Copy of order dated 06.07.2015 

appeal are attached as Annexure-J&K}
and departmental

8. That the appellant then filed service appeal No. 1404/2015 in this 

-- on 07.03.2018 in which 

as the departmental authority has 

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 

to decide the

august Service Tribunal which was decided 

the august Tribunal observed that
not yet decided the

is directed
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 judgment 
dated 07.03.2018 and rejection order dated 04.05.2018 

attached as Annexure-L&M)
are

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

the followingon

GROUNDS:
i

A) That the impugned order dated 04.05.2018 and 06.07.2015 

the law, facts, norms of justice and material 
tenable and liable to be set aside.

are against 
on record, therefore not



B) That the appellant has been condemned 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 lOA 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 BillA^ouchers 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.

J) 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 Iqbal

THROUGH:

(M.ASIF YOUSAFZAI) 

ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT,

(TAIMUR ALI 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,

■‘•r.
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^<5^ • V KBIKOHAT.^

r>N: THE ACCQITNT OF SP INVESTIGATION KOHAT FOR TOK CTAR 201272013 CONPUCrBOBY DIG AUPITORS KQHAX

Comments by IGPReajsxfcs by DiUReply by S? Invest: KohatC-aption of Para's -I
£

No. !csi A.s per Rules -he onidals were
ei)tiii<xl

rcfnaiithorizcH Payment of Rs-S5402.- on account of Conveyaocc
Altowancc doring LPR?
F;u'i;

j-
Para.r:»

vl t
I;

receive
conveyance aJI*.)u-ancc chereforc \ 
(he same was S\oppc<i. and was 
not paid to IIC Kalamar Khan 
which is evident from pay bill

icnotf No.i< §
■iiDuring the-course of internal aiklit of SP invesiisaiion Kohat it 

i ha^ hcizn Pointed out that the following Police Officials were on LPR 
from th* date, mentioned below but they have regularly received 

allowance and ration allowance which was not

S.
.2.

■ <
kepi in this office record. 
Moreover a proper case has been > 
taken up wiUi DAO Kohar for 

conveyance

co(nc*-;s-'.cc
&adjr.tss.!' c to tlicm.

4> ' Conveyance Ration
Allow: 

202 to;. 7441/.

Periodfi D»-sii:nnik.->n I:y:c !1 AJiow: T1ofrecovery 
allowance from llie pension of 
FCNoorwali.

' ;IC Kalanut Khan | 02/0S/12 
to 30/6/13 
Ul 1/12 to 
30/6/13

hi
.1..... 20210 7441/-t ! rC Noor VV'ali
i' I

i
14982/-i 40420/-Toial Rs.1.1__

i\i. SuggtslMjfi:- 
j The atnuuat nuy 
I <ie|)0>kcd into Govi; Treastuy under intimation to thisofnee,

b? recovered from the official '•onccmecl and > -jo f-..lI2r: i t.'!
-1 •i'i

tu- L.^.—_____________
A*\\y^ I IjoaulLmriyed 

A \ anderhead A03{*05‘TA Other.
V I>uTtng Lhc course of audit it ha.'; hero <*bscrved that a sum of

' Ks 2766as/- havr.bccii draw-n out of TA other and shown paid lu ilic oftke
i ^ah’da'ing the financial vcai2012-J 3 but according 10 attendance register ^
of mvc«isatiou office Kohat. all the staff were remained present on .-luty 
duria; UKvedavT.- Moreover tjicT/v7)A wa.«; shown paid for"B.AKARH 

* SAlolvir and DAK dut>'. 
iMJ'.nVT:

The: official: who :wcrc: postctl. in 
,office wcrc prcscfu in office ihci^ 
.wcic'ciepulcd for official duties lo 
Peshawar.Uc during office hou ;s S 
"due tcTthc re.\soirtheir aueii^Qce, 

wits - according lo rcgls^r. 
They were deputed lof*^official
duty____________________ ^
rjiailiomxl'iMiposc of journey,!^ ; 
“B.A1G\RK SARKARV.'^::^^^^^ ^
Il^i.s rcquc.'acil llKH-tlie-ram'maY : 
'please l*c diopjKr^l. J j

Iiniiircc%<ai^- nnd fictitiog; cxucndiUirx' of Rs.27d6(l5/-
I

;
I

I
I

■n

J i I. > 
i.'i

z-
iliev 'ha^'cl lie re fore.

was unneccsvir>' removed from publk c;^chequc.t.
-KW uMMRN.DA.TION:-.

.Dk heinc a serious, incpolarltv is reponed which needs proper 
.. :uf\zuk.n ju-d verification. Tdthcr p.-?f»:r permission is required 10 be

to .-siidit orilK* jrrwuiit may be n r*'\-ercd from the officials ourverned 
. i-.j dcpo.Micd into Ciovi: Treasury urs1e: imunalioit to .mdii.

>

L.
' 1..^

I o
•:n
4’1

i- 4 ■Vor M

CO»igtrM« •• •O- •*.* V.«iO« S*» ' *1 •!*
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,*.:rr Ea^^M^aallMHBiSmaaaai: ■ •

il
IvPrfiTJriatiim of Rs.t595^50/- A€3953- Cost of Investigation.

A fe^ACT:-
I- ■' h

The expenditure payment has beki 
made according to ihe standing ortte 
No.3/2007, in ihosi of tb6 bi3ls 
Private vehicle have been engascd 
for the prodiKilidn of accused ro

1=.'

I i
Cl
i;

According to the standing order No.3/2(X>7 issued by the 
Woiili)' Piovincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhiwnkhvva. Peshawar 
vide his Endst: No,3307“47?C*I dated 10/5/200? the fund of cost of 

: ir, vestigcition can be expended for the following specific purpose and \ 
i rale for each purposewas fixed. Spot visits/preparation of site plan ’the was spent on hirm
j preservation of the spot including video / Photography / collection of charges.
! evidence /'identification of propeny.
; Arrest of accused production in court for re niancl. confession / 

idcRtifieaiion and meaJs / fare for accuses. L'nforesccn subject to 
approval of Add!: IG as a separate case. Sealing of Parcels and its 
di.sparch ti FSL end return etc. in the office of SP Investigation Kohai 
the v«,'ho}c budget has been sfiown utilized in lull with ruthless only 
fer one purpose i.e Hiring Charges and not fc»r any other puqxDsc 

( Which is aitainst the Riles and instruction.
RKCOMMENDATION:-

I •

- icourfs proceeded to the spot 
Pomi;!(i<^r. of .side pi.in etc. therelcts I

I;
4iI

I a
j

ii.1

O
Keeping in view the above the Paia 
may plea.se lx- dropped.

3I

T*

ij2i4' ift I

( i

XI
T.
Q

The v.T,o!e amount is required ro be recovered and depo.sited into 
Govi: Treasury under intimation k'» this office.

i IT!t

OO:
Para ! mRKCl l.AR ANDSllSPrCIOUS EXPENDITTJRK Ol'
4 . RSA73%/-1:NDI-R head A13afl?~ TR.^VNSPOR r HltPAIk

! CHARGES.
F.'VCT;

During the coun:e of interna! audit, various soj’ious trreyularitics ; 
have been noticed tbuiil Is given bclow;- 
A stun of RS.S200/- were drawn on account of repair of Veiiicic 

I PRP/2464 vide transport repair bill No. 39 According to cash memo, 
i The amr.ni:/. vva.s payable to Muhammad shafccl but in .APR tlx- 
j anjoun' has boon disbursed upon No<>r Autos, Bunrju road Kniiar.
: Simila rly, a sum of R5.9100/- were draw'n on account of repair of 

vehicle No.2dfv1 vide bill No.39.This amount was also showm p.iid to 
Arsalan Shesha house iri.vtcadofNoor Autos. Bannu road Kohat. 
Besides above observation it is also mentioned here that the above - 

• mentioned vehicle is not on the charges of Kohat Rurenu of 
invc.'tigutioa Koliat,
.A sum of Ks.3744/- on account of repair ot Ciovt; V’chicle 

.1 N0.4183/PR hhs been shown paid ii.i Akhtar Autos whereas
atoededing to cash Memo: the amcaini payable to Noor Autos Ashiq 

I Colony Barinii road Kohal. Entry- of repair is also not recorded in the

k is evident from (hr available 
record and AP receipts ttv^.t die 

I payment has been madv ic the 
i actual climates and th.cir 

.signature arc exist on /J?
• receipts. Whic/i will be shewn hj 

next audit
k is requested that the Para may I 
please be dropped. *

(LjJ 4-
I I'J;;o -JI ■

i
f'J;
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■J-S

I;
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'v .i- ifrr

. c.;

4*hisiory sheer ~ *
. According to Transport Repair bill No/>4 a'suju of Rt.j p? 
ishowTi drawn lor repair of Govt; Veliide No.76l3 but to ' 
avaiiability of APR ii seems that the amoutiE has not disbui^tt! 
Besides alw, euLr y of repaii is also not available in lustoiy sfieet 
Similarly, according :o irmsport Repair bill No.78 a sum of 
Rs.4O80/. for repair t-f vehicle No.75553 and a sum of Rs s9C>0/ ^or 
repair of vehicle bearing Chasis No. 162632 have been shouti 
expended but neither Ai’Rs arc available on record nor 
available in history sheet.
Tlic matte; is reponed for justification and enquiry uixier supervi 
of a Garetted officcrand recovery from the responsible dcalins 
hands under intimation to al I conccmcd. 

i Beside above iircguliritics history sheets and log books arc Wanl: m- 
; c omplete since the yoar 2008 and in the absence of APR snd 
: APRS the .vvlKdc cxfvnJiluic become suspicions and irrccular
; RECOMMENDATION:-

The mauei ncvrcEjus JTication and completion of log Ixwks as wed as 
history sliccts under rniimation to audit.

I
5w

2/- wereI

:S?iiron- L.J
'.I

:
5

ii
ilia

r

f L'
■a.

1
f

ii 1entry-repair is 1^::•
•4; §: ; Iisjon .

?•

i

/ 'vTong

^0■ -5.S

*71

5;
.1 Itl>;

i
i'ara bon- production of record oinounting to R^^nnwt?/. ^—

A03S07- PO[. Chaiy»c««.-
Pact;.
Atcordin;' ic‘ itonihlv viatcmenl lor the montlt of .lurje72013 of SP 
In-.cscigjuoji of Pvliccn .turn of Rs.4(XKXXX}/- were ollocjicd ir. Lie ufikc 

, 01 SupcrjTrtcndcnt of I>«lu i* Invc,>.tigation for expenditure unde; head 
■ At)3S07.POL charyos Juring the financial year 20J 2 / 20J3. 'ib: aJli^ated 
; amount was iiti;»7.ei1 infull but K)L. hills amouniing lo K.s 2Hyix/73/.

, I produced to audit vvhicn were whhoui APRs and POL bills amoimiiD* lo 
Ks.l !(>!.iy2A‘-w-cic oioduced le audit fw sciuliny. *
Die nuilcr is reported 'or juslification and in ease non- pryduclion of rrecrfl > 
recovm of Rs.l 100927/. Imm the responsible officer/offtcia) and 
depositing into GoM: J r<i.i5urv
KECOMMFI.VOATION:-

QAll tlie bills •vouvJk;i ate available 
axord which will be shtnvTi ro 

I the next audit.
IWrequested thut the Pars 

I please be dropped.

5.
onUJ 4-o I'.l

Mi i - j
injy

£iU r.'
f'.i:

--r- !

»
: f1 'he iTuiici needs jitslificsibn of APRs and in case of jion- 

pt;xl.KMun o: rco-.:d atd APRs. It will prc^iumcd that the aoinuntlus Nv,, 
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nANNEXURE-" O '
11" FPOM : ^mni Trading Con^r;^^,,

PHONE ^J0. : +2371, 2219 . Sep. 1,0 201J c

l

From': ■ The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
Peshawar.

i-I l
■

\ii '••0: ■ h/Y: - ?• ■
To : ' /■ 7

i The Regional' Police Officer, 
Kohat Region, Kohat

dated Peshawar the

I

J^2£^I_/E-VNo., ■i.
/20^4,

™ TRANSFER TO SOME REMOTE

t:
\

Subject: i
f.

Memo:
, Please refer to your office Memo No. 

Please'
7717/RA, dated; 21.08.2014.

, ,, , . ^ and statement of allegations ofo,
Muhammad Iqbal Assistant Grade Clerk of SP/Investigation, Karak

record Of this office.

d
!

and return it; gduplicate copy as token of receipt for the
ii1
hi

End:
;
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ORDER : ^
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/V.uhammcid lo,L;il Assiotciit Grade Clerk ot SP/lnvoiti^atic 
transferred -and posted to the office of trie 

^ complaint basis with i Timediate effect.

Karok ii] h. veby 

O'istrict PoUce^ Officer^Cllitr .:. on : r■;

I / O i.

(MUB^RAr: ZEB) 
DlG/rlQ-':;.

For Provinc/ial Po ice Officeiy 
:KhybGi-J PoKhl.jnkhwa 

Peshaw;-,r.

/
r

.i-
dated Peshaw'ar / dl7j2^^

Copy of above forwarded for informatfon and necessary action to the ■
f:■/._/E*V

1. AddlrlGP/Ht^rs: Knyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
Deputy Insi ector General of Police, Kohat Rer?ion 
fAemo: No. ■:7riiV^\ dated: 21.08.2014.
DopuLy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Re^n'on. 
District l^oli :e Officer, Karok.
District Poli '.c Officer, ChitraL 
■Office Supd;: Secret CPO Peshawar.
SupeU; ,or Polioe, Inveatici^tion Karal-r,,
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A^JNEXURE-"Addl: Superintendent of PoliceT 
Kohat

I

Deputy Inspector General of Police, • 
HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshpwar

<ri£j/PA dated Kohat the ■ /_/2014

Subject. DEPARTiVIENTAL ENQUIRY

Memo: -
Kindly refer to your Memo No 3085/G-V dated 0f3.09.301 <) {enclosed),

It is submitted that finding of the departmental enquiry against Assistant C'.i;]',!'-: 
Clerk Muhammad Iqbal including depaitmenta! enquiry file is submitted herewith for fovou^' oi 

perusal and further, necessary action please.
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Aidd!’. Simej'intondsn'f of 
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RNDING !
IRD^ARTIVIENTAI. enquiry

AGAJNgT MUHAMMAD lOR/tl 

This is a- finding in depariniental
Grade Clerk for the allegations that:-

=_MS!8TANT GRAOr t

enquiry agairirU iVluhamrnad Iqbal

1. Vide Para No 

276605A
02 of the Interna! Audit, he has drawn TA Bills 

on the names of officials
of amounting to fis. 

acGordifig (o
/ ministerial staff, while

attendance register they were present 

Vide Para No 03 of the Interna! Audit, 

under the code cost of

int on duty in the office.

. lie has drawn amounting to Rs. 1599950/-
2.

investigation unnecessary for only hiring of privote
against the orders / instructions

vehicles and not far 

of the Worthy Provincial Police
any other purpose which is

Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Ppsho''./'>-
a, aeaa, Pa,„ ................... Pa)........ ...  p;,,,.. ,

Endst: No 3307-47/C-l dated 10.05.2007,

Vide Para No 05 of the Internal Audit 

under head of AO3807

3.
he has drawn amounting to Rs. 110099/a 

" Charges and did not produce the 
V,de Para No 07 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn 

under head AO3901

record of i|. 

amounting fo Rs. 93999/-
4.

Office Stationary by overwriting 

any application is not available to whom
manipulation in the stockregister. Besides, 

were issued. Even
the stationary itorns

„ . . "" application duly sanctioned / issued
competent authority is not available on the record as well any

Hs any APR

On these allegations he 
affegations- The undersigned 

matter.

was issued with charge shoel

enquiry committee to conduct
and stalerrt'-'ni, ■f.d 

enquiry, inio
were appointed as

On receipt of the
necessary enquiry proceedings 

respondent Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad

present Senior Clerk Aftab'ur Rehman Pay Officer 
Arshid Mehmood. Junior Clerk

Summoned 

PWs

wei'e adfMjtrv.i,
Iqbal, Range AucMtor Khaya) P.aq 

. Naib Pay Officer Shad Muscain
ir

. Pr.iib
SP Investigation, Telephone

Risal Khan, heard them

Safi Ullah, AS! Zardad Reader 

■ Acting PA SP tnvestigationOperator Sharif Khan

recorded their statements. in person r.-^nd

Opportunity of cross question was oi
given to the respondent Muhammadwhich he availed. Iqbal

The^ respondenl AssislanI Grade Clerk Muhammad label iho
nvest,gallon Wing. Kohal skated in his slalement that he h 

Of the charge sheet which

ihon Pay .:)ifir.;r,
ns already'submitted a detaiior; r-^nly

™i,W, «e wIm, T’°. " ■""•i

was transferred to Investigation Wing Karak 

General of Police. Kohat Region.

On 06.05,201:.-: Im
on administrative grounds vide Df3|:)uty Inspec 

Kohat order Endst: No 4024~28/EC 
enclosed). While giving the charge he handed

subject audit has been carried out in October 2013 

investigation Wing,, Kaiak. therefore, it was the sole 

the record to the Audit Party

dated 05.05.201.2 I’cof-jy

over complete record to his predecessov . 'Ak;'. 

was seu'inq in'

c A.-'’

Investignti.dn
office whenever Audit Parly is conduciing Audii

III

and at that days he

lospoiisibility of his piedecossor i, 
was lying in the offine of

Kohat. As in routine in every government

■Wfm
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previous period, the present dealing hand 

the Audit Party for processing it'
IS responsible to produce the requisite record betore

As far as the objections raised in 

Investigation Wing, Kohat has already submitted 

mentioned in

the audit note, the superintendent oi' Pclic

Pe--a-wise comments of all the objecti
the charge sheet foopy.of audit note and:Comm6nts

on it is enclosed),
I The respondent further mentioned after the above Internal Audit

was carried obt by the Auditor of Accountant General 
I They have alfjo carried out Audit of the 

office. Ihe Audit Party had recorded

the proper 
Office, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshcwcic

same period and found all (he record available

1
in ilrc

06 objections in the Audit Note which were Inter-tju
discussed in ^the DAC meeting held in CPD Peshawar 

Director General Audit, AG Office
on 18.07.201''l in the supervision of 

Peshawar and Budget Officer Cl'-’':)Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar. After discussion and perusal of record

m
, the Audit objections v^/ere set aside / dropped 

enclosed for ready reference). The respondent stated that he 

on the proper sanction / approval of

i (copy of Audit Note isg has drawn
competent Authority and the arnouin

all the amount 

disbursed upon the claimants / V'.'os
owners.

Range Auditor Khayal Faqir stated i 
Internal Audit of Investigation Wing, Kohat for the year 2012 

concerned staff of Account Branch h 

recorded the said observations.

os
The

in his statement that he has conduc.fed 

-13. During the course of Audi! (he 
not produced complete record to him, therefore, he Par, 'avG;

During cross question by the undersigned 

respondent Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal 

said that he was not present because he 

that the present staff was direc'.ed lo prodi

when he was asked thai tiie 

was present during the course of Audit, l ie 
was serving in Karak District: He was further asked 
fce the record. He replied that they were direcied );> ^

c.,„ o, 0*, ppp, p, ppp
d^ubt in Its authenticity. He replied that the standing order is correct.

Besides this, statement of Senior Clerk Aftab 
Pay Officer. KBI Kohat, Junior Clerk

/ <

ur Rehman presently posted
P, . Hussain APO and Arshid Mehmood of ,«,cc..uiii
Branc were recorded. JnJheir statement they disclosed thai during Audit days their office "

^ shifted from 1^' floor to ground floor

as

'■''as
--------------- ------------- --- some official files were triisplaced thei;-;,..".

to Audit Party: Later-on, after thorough search, iP:

's available
anyone.

.

in the office and will be produced if requisitioned by

Junior Clerk Saf, Ullah of the office o' SP Investigation Kohat stated that he had 

t proceeded lo Peshawar and some other places upon the orders of seniors and did official date

: Afterwards prepared TA Bills, which was subsequently drawn The anx.uni has been lecex ,i ■ : 

him properly.

}

Similarly, other office staff such as ASI Zardad reader to SP Investiqaiic'i!

■ C'.'iii.dioialcM.I 111,') ion 

assignments .and I'lavo

\
lolefjhone Operator Slianf Khan and acting 1'A l-tiyal Khan hnvo 

: Junior Clerk Safi Ullah that they had proceeded
\\ ; M

to various official
received TA properly.

, During Ihe course of enquiry sonic of the bills pertaining lo POL Gh.iucios,
j Clpirges and rJationary were checked and found correct such as .amount sliown drmv, 

stated by the relevant official / firms received

'iiii:",i
1 •/'.'f'',;

tNai® • k:Stalemenl of Manager Gha/.i Khan f 
Kohat. contractor / supplier of POL to Police Deparlnienl of this disiric!

one. ■’oirekjUM'i
• -

. was recorded I le .-'U;-'

■. '7,
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PAGE NO.
thorough perusal of the existing drawn bill / record slated that the amounts of these bills lir^ve 

been received to him. He also verified the statement of cheques of the period of audit urrdor 

report, which is placed on enquiry file.

‘ Similarly, one of. the Investigation Officer SI Abdul Rehman disclosed hi his

statement that admittedly he used to engage private vehicles in connection with invesiigrjtion 

purpose and afterward he was submitting bills thereof which were correctly drawn and the 

I- payment fhereof received to him regularly during the period of the aforesaid Pay Officer.

So far overwriting in the stationary record in duly maintained / slock registrar, I'torn 

thorough examination it is learnt that it has been based purely on clerical nnist^e basis heco-use 

prio'" to the period under report when previous record was checked similar cutting was also 
Wound, out which has been attested by Gazetted officer for attestation of cutting. Moreover, ■ 

lappiications for the grant of stationary by various officials, duly sanctioned were found oxisiod 

jn record and necessary compilation / reconciliation was made with the maintained registoied

were found available on record copy of iiio

f

j

I

I

s
and found correct. Actual payees receipt (APR) 

same are placed on file for ready refeTence.

Statement of stationary supplier / contractor was recorded who after thorough

L

J
I.

I

I [examination of the existing bills duly drawn in his favour, disclosed that all the payment ’t ias 

been correctly received to him.•o
i

*
V

FINDINGS

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

conclusion that no misappropriation or malafide in connection v/ilh drawl TA Bills 

276605/- was found out on the part of the said official, Drawl of 1509905/- under the codo 

of investigation is found drawn based on rules / regulation and notlVmg ^iny illeqaiilv ur 

irregularity on his port. Rs. 9399S/-_under head A0390'l-0ffice Stationary was also foiin-i

f^xisting record, correctly disbursed. Similarly, complete record of i-'OL 

Charges amounting to Rs. 1100927/- allegedly not produce during Audit, produced, exMiriiiK;:..! 

and correct.

r
;

The delay in correspondence and non-production of record is the resporv-ihili-y ■. f 

then DDO and his pay officer, who is still the Pay Officer of Investigation Wing Kohat,.

Therefor eT we'the'enquiry committee-are .of. the^vicw. that, allegalions'levokv!-^ 

against'~Assistant“Grade~Cle'rk^MuharnnTadTlab^l T^e^ nor based ^IvTacts. - hence - l ie - is _ 

recommended to be exonerated from the charges,"^

SubTnilteii please.

? -

j

I
Superintendeni. of Police, 

CTD, KohaL
Addl: feilperinteticjsnt: of I'hutice 

—-Kohat
1I
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR

Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927

,’i

! !
;i

1 i

;
• t r

No /E-V Dated Peshawar the <^3^ // /2015
• ■ '

The Regional Police Officer*

Kohat.

t.

‘.'I-i-
<:\ ‘O':.5

•i: ji
1 i

1 fe'- > 'I ;1

r'"'II'M
■Ih! : SUBJECT:- DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AND TRANSFER TO SOME 

REMOTE REGION ON COMPLAINT BASIS.

•1ii ifik|f! I, r
'! 1 MEMO;H'II

vI

on the subjectI Please refer to your Letter No 7717/A Dated 21.08.2014'Xu•if. t.i >V'1
V' noted above.If1

'i i
.-r;,! An enquiry was initiated against Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad 

' reverted as Senior Clerk on the Score of the following Allegations that:-
Iqbal (now

I

1“

' I •’

"v: ■

'h1 JI

i'. GROUNDS OF ENQUIRY.: I I ,».
I ;•

;
.,1; Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad Iqbal (now Senior Clerk) While posted as Accountant in 

office of the SP, Investigation, Kohat was. charged with the following allegations during the 
! internal Audit carried out by Range Auditor Kohat that:*

y. I■i

''i1

I
I • ■

Vide Para No 02, TA Bills 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.15, 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-l Dated 
10.05.2007.

1.

• i.i-5' |!'|Sl I

1

11.!fi ; i'S it!:Is 11 i iijsf!m ■j ’i
■i :

V

:lpi'1 (; Vide Para No 05, an amount of Rs. 11,00977/- was drawn by him under 
Head of A-03807-POL'Charges and didn’t produce the relevant record 
of it to the Auditor.
Vide Para No 07, ari amount of Rs. 93,998/- was also drawn by him 
under Head A-039901-Office Stationary by making over writihg in the 
relevant register and doing Manipulation- in the Stock Register. 
Besides, no single application cluly sanctioned by the Competent 
Authority was found by the Auditor, to whom the Stationary articles 
were issued.

To probe into the matter, a Committee was constituted comprising of 
the following Officers to dig out the facts and submit their r.epqrt to 
the Competent Authority.

111.! i"..' ^ . •'■’ 
n I

I

! li♦
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•i ■;
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1) . Mr. Mansoor Amaan, Addl: SP, Kohat.
2) . Mr.ihsan Ullah Khan, SP, Cfb, Kohat.

Taking the cognizance of the said Allegations, Asstt: Grade Clerk 
Muhammad Iqbal was transferred to'Chitral District vide this office 
Letter No 3092-99/E-V Dated 08.09.201,4 on complaint basis.
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’<■ I.'
:< 2.. FINDINGS OF THE ENQUIRY.

After conducting proper Enquiry into-the allegations levelled against him, the 
Enquiry Committee recorded the Statements of all officials and observed the whole 
matter from each and every angle to dig out the facts. But nothing was proved against 
him 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.

li!'

’' 'V'hi''"*1
I'4!

:;.i
■'

it uI'A-X ■11

\ •iiT

•l.J,
I

! niL 3. OBSERVATIONS MADE BY DIG. HORS; ON THE FINDINGS REPORT.:i
• A "1 ; ..I'1

On submission of the Finding Report of the said Enquiry Committee before your good 
self, the following observations were made on it: •

i.*1 iI /
li 'll 4 II

■
t 'I ■1

I I “ 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”.

I

I!
f

'.'S ;■(

: ■'I I i1
i II -

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

ii.
1,1 'I

' 'i -5*. ^

Ii
T'\ 4. RE-CONSTITUTION OF ENQUIRY COMMITTEE FOR REVIEWING OF ITS 

FINDINGS REPORTEn Ii ♦If! r
J .di

i M

! i. 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 
Enquii'y Committee narrated that due to non-availability of Technical Expert, the 
Enquiry was finalized without detail. Accordingly, the Enquiry File was given to the .-^aid 
Committee for reviewing and report. In order to avpid 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 accordingly.

:! ✓|| ♦
j ■t 411!

!
;

'l!
1 'flP' jVjl' i''"''1 itI

1 ; I ; •*

Ir
I

• Ameen Ullah, Accountant DPO, Office Karak.
• Israeel Khan, Accountant, DPO, Office, Hangu.

(
*»

;l

I

-1- m ii. Therefore, the Enquiry Committee with the assistance of above mentioned 
Account knowing Clerks have checked thoroughly all supporting vouchers/TA bills and 

I ‘ submitted Para wise fresh report on the basis of utilized funds.

!• I

4

'■Jlll
>1. t
III

> ' PARA NO 01 EXPENDITURE UNDER HEAD OF TA OTHERS AMOUNTING TO RS:-.. 1 I «. 276605/-V rfif; (
I to4

!: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 

: 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/-

■ i
t 5;

1 J ;;
II I

1

;•-1

I

ii I

:
I’ ■X

HC Ibne Raza 5208/-
Asstt: Grade Clerk 9251/- 
FC Arshad Mehmood 1500/-

i.»
ii.I
iii.■:

Total • 15959/.
'sll'* fi
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iV
i^-'i 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 theJA Bills.

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

\ t••
Ji- 4 ,■1:
i! l i. ■''!

lifeII •-H 1
i

h
I -• (1( 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 charges in connection with purpose of preparation of 
]' Site Plan, collection of evidence and its onward dispatch to laboratory including 
•: traveling cost, traveling of Police party to scene of crime of witness, arrest of accused 
ij person travelling of Police party. Side Inspection, Identification Parade to end from 
(I bail/Court etc, while the said purpose have already been indicated by the Claimant in 

such cost of bills. Hence, the cost of Investigations Fund have been utilized and ■/ 
’{Correctly drawn under the rules. Therefore, the same payment was made regularly to' 
'{he concerned Officers during Financial year 2012-13. So, the Para in question has been 

recommended to be settled.

;
I(

:11

: ♦j V I

U
I

’i'
hMi:.'.'i
,1I X-

\,1
! .I*. 5! V I

I ■i I
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> PARA NO 03 EXPENDITURE OF RS.93998/- UNDER HEAD OF OFFICE STATIONARY 
CHARGES

!!i'of ■’? t .1

fi:;1
i't

1> IRecommendations of the Audit Party is quite clear 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 J

Iii'ki',

|{i|'Ir It ■f.;: ' 1
1?'’i

^ .t
i >t

}

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 settlement.

(
I. I

kI: ;
{ I1

■Ifi H) . >[| jPARA NO 05 EXPENDITURE OF RS.37396/- UNDER HEAD OF TRASNFPORT REPAIR.
ir’-,. I:!t

!
;

Under this Head, the Observations made by Range Auditor are correct. But APR 
is 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 
settled.

5. REVIEW REPORT OF ENQUIRY COMMITTEE.

- The above mentioned Report was submitted to the Regional Police Officer Kohat by the 
Enquiry Committee with the contents that Auditing is a specialized job which requires 
meticulous perusing and understanding oh Financial Documents. Therefore, Pay Officers of 

. , ^ j'l’ •! Karak and Hangu were requisitioned to pursue the record and give their expert opinions on 
' '' p ] 1 the charges leveled against Asstt: Grade,Clerk Mohammad Iqbal. Both the Pay Officers have

furnished their report vyherein 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 light of expert.'feport, this Committee has 
found Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad Iqbal as guilty of over sight-and mis-management in 
drawl of disbursement in TA/DA funds along with DDO, who is overall rpponsibte^ for 
accuracy and,transparency in drawl and disbursement while the amount isVecpmmended to 
be recovered from all officials who have received this TA/DA.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF RPO. KOHAT. ■
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|! On receiving the above mentioned Review Report submitted by the Enquiry Committee,
, Regional Police Officer, Kohat has_sent a letter to this office with the recommendations 

thjt*Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad Iqbal should be given Major Punishment due to 
j ^o|fuption and mis-managemeht in drawl and disbursement of TA/DA. Similarly, DDO i.'e.

' ' , /{\r| Mohammad Idrees Khan the then SP, investigation Kohat has also been recommended

for riecessai'y Legal action being found'guilty of oversight and mis-management in drav/l 
and disbursement of TA/DA. • '
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7. ISSUENCE OF FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE^
recommendations of Regional Police Officer, Kohat, he was issued..-Final 

review Findings Report of Enquiry Committee vide this office

I*' V-
( After the

Show Cause Notice on the 
Letter No 1183/E-V Dated 24.02.2015.

i ! ;
. ■.

•I ;

8. REPLY TO FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.
I

i I"

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 

the charges/allegations leveled against him while in the second Review Enquiry
in drawl of TA/DA Funds

lifei

t 1
him from

L ^ ‘ Report has held him guilty of the oversight and mis-management
the amount to be recovered from the officials who have received 

further subr.ritted that SP, Investigation, Kohat has already

rLt

f •and recommended that
the TA/OA amount. He has - ^ u
iarified the objections and has submitted his reply to the RPO, Kohat that the official who 

Xere 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 
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 T 
Rules the claimants were paid the amount of their TA/DA with the proper permission of 
the DDO The DDO has sanctioned the bills and his signatures are existing on each and 

concerned Claimants admitted during the course of Enquiry that they 
and received the amount correctly. Therefore, requested for

m t *■

1i'l >', I I

'I-!

k!‘!t It;'
I ' ft ;!

■

1!i I

It i '■ every TA Bill. The 
have submitted their bills 
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, Hqrs.

.'llI•I
>1

^ I1

!

i

i r

t* Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.t

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 

' reversion from Asstt: Grade Clerk to Senior Clerk vide this office Order Endst: No 4559-67/E-

I

i '
{

i-ii j,' V Dated 06.07.2015.
Now, the said official has submitted the tn r

■ punishment to the next higher Forum i.e. the Worthy Additional Inspector General of Police 
Hqrs- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar for setting aside the said punishment which was 

■ ^ ^ General of Police, Hqrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

instant Appeal against the said
1

•1 ii,

I i A
awarded to him by Deputy Inspector 
Peshawar.

i
■]*

Ii!'■

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

. your office to proceed further into the matter.

■I

:

f . :
i . t

'i
i

• i ♦

4; (PERV£Z ELAHl) 
Re^trar,

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
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officers have furnished-her 
ernbezitiemen; in TAJOA
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Better Copy Annexure-G

From The Addl: Superintendent of Police 
Kohat.

The Deputy Inspector General of Police 
Kohat Region, Kohat.

To

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 
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.

was

In the light of expert report attached with the enquiry report, 
this committee finds Pay Officer Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal 
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, 
CTD, Kohat.

Addt: Superintendent of Police 
Kohat.



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 
Kohat. 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 
Assistant Grade Clerk/

Pay Officer, DPO Officer, Hangu.

Ameen Ullah 
Assistant Grade Clerk/

Pay Officer, DPO Officer, Hangu

B
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attendance register of the office 

Range Auditor is correct, except ome 

already shown in attendance 
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all supporl,noTA bills in the name Of those officials

audit para No. t are thoroughpohecked ,n light of 
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paynaen: of the following cTcals which 
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p^G£ m . •; ff.-v 1^ I. ;■■OFFICE OF THE 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

V POLICE OFFICE,PESHAWAR

c t

;■

/EW, dated Peshawai;:^^/^ /2015

The District Police Ofii 
Chitrah

iccr. •

Subject: Departmental enquiry
REMOTE REGION 
CAUSE NOTirr

AND TRANSFER TO 
ON COMPLAINT BASIS/FINAL SOME

SHOW ::»
Memo: '

Please refer-to Regional Police 

dated 21.08.2014, on the subject noted above,

Nolice „p«„ ,l,c„ g™,I.
Clerk Muhammad Iqbal presently posted in 

signed by the recipient as token of receipt for the

Officer, Kohat Region’s letter No.7717/RA
i

f*

your office and return its duplicate copy duly 

record of this office. I

i
(PER Z ELAHI) 

Registrar 
For Inspector General of Police 

Khyber Pakhlunkhvva, 
Peshawar.

*
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V.kGt NO.
OFFICE OF THE

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR
Ph; 091-9210545 Fax; 091-9210927

/2015Dated Peshawar the/SE-V
f

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.

; WHEREAS, you Asstt: Grade Clerk Mohammad Iqbal while'posted
to office of the SP, Investigation, Kohat, has committed gross misconduct 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 Officerjs enclgs^d. |

3^ and whereas, on going through the finding and recommendation
of Enquiry Committee, the material placed on record and other connected 
papers including your defence before the said Inquiry Officers; I am satisfiec 
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.

*-

2.

f

I I

.. i

S'

NOW THEREFORE, I, Mubarak Zeb DIG/Headquarters Khyber 
^ Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar a as Competent guthority have ■tentatively^deci^;:)

^to" impose" upon" you,~~any "one "or* more "penalties "including "the p_en^y^fj^ 
'Kdismis^l"ffom"S^ice’,ljJn“derJSection_C^or.Govtr7servahts_(Efficiency_and 

cDisciplihe.RulesIl 974/(amerTdeci iin .201.1)'.

A.

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 whether you desire to be hear^in person or
otherwise.

t'

t

(MUBARAK ZEB)PSP 

piG/HQrs.
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

r. A-'Pes

&•.r--S

i



i
irl \

ANN£XURi> J^. ■■PAGE W
SIAIEMICN'I' OF MUUAMMAD IQIIAI TSSIST-W'I' f'i?vnr

(:m:uk tiifrKc.spcL’led S\i\

In response lo the linal show

General ofl^ilicc MQrs Khyber I'akluunkiiwa 

24.02.2015.

cause notice iI.S.SUCCI by the Worthy Deputy In.speelor

I I <S5/I>V dated

7
I’cshawar vide Memo No.

?Il is siibniitied tliat the
eiiquirv committee in their initial tvport .submitted to'ihe

■ high ups vide Memo No. 52/ASI* dated i
d.^^^OI'l ha.s e.Noneraied me IVoiii the 

agamsrmc (copy enclosed a, )7A). And in the second report (he 

guilty of the oversight and mi —'' ' ' '

r’• ;e
allegations leveled f

comniilicc hold 

Ainds and 

received the TA/DA

me
niis-incinagcnKmriii.(lra\vL'oJ^rA/r)A_|} 

10 be rccovcied froin ell Ihe ..lllcinls who hove.

r.-
recommended that the amount

amount. i

111 lliis respecl. ii is siibniitied ihnl ihe Siiperinicndcm 

Wing Kuhat has already clariried 

Inspector General oi'

oI holico Investigation
i-tile ohjcetini and submitted reply to the Deputy 

(copy enclo.setl iit .l7l|). 'I'he 
"1 bis reply luis niemioned lluii Hu; ol'licial

" I

Police Kohat Region Kohal 
Supenniondcnl of Police Investigation Kohal iA

Iy

k who were posted in the ofllce
ice were presen, ,n ihe olllee i,„d .hen ibey were ilcpnled lor 

otliu.il dimes lo Pcshnwiir etc din ing olllce hours, due

CPn Ilo the reason llielr attendance

mee register. They ,vere depulcil Itir ollieini duly therelore ihey have 
mentioned purpose orjourney as'* 13AK.AK I

‘n. areexists in the attend; ly

77
x'-}

•:SAKKAR",7:;
I he I A bills were recci\'cd to the Aceouni Urnneh ihroiigli proper ehnnnel 

scrulmizcd according lo ilie TA rule.s. The elainiaui.s
and (lie 

wore paid the amount of

•SLinci i(TnrtriT“bTi hT5

same were

lllyarjl A>dainronnK-,pr(ipcr.pcrnii.ssioird|- i1I)|)cJ.C_l lit^TljIxri 

r(^opy dC tlVcif staicfnenl.s

i;i.s

y; Ali-fhe-claimanis-admiUedTlmiiT^ 

s.ancl occei vcd^iiicT

>s< ■
■■

amount^eoneetly ■ 7
are enclo.sedl ^

Il is therefore rei,nested tha, I may kindly he e.souuraied In 

against me and the hni|niry may kindly be liled please.

II is liMlIier reimesicd that I may kindiv he given a chance ,o

good sell for personal hearing please.

V

Ihc chiirges leveled)in

%

appear hclbre your
%

\
i

Yours Dbcdiciulv.

(MUIIAMMAI.) IQIIAI.j 
Assistant (iradc Clerk

: I5"^ . A-'v

• 1
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AMNEXURE-"
S-'

OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE . 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTrL\L POLICE OFFICE 

PESHAWAR
Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927r

r
Peshawar the ^^&s Dated/E-V,No

ORDER
Thi-. oHier wIU dispose nl the Departmental Enquiry against Asstt: Grade Clerk 

Mohammad Iq'oal who while posted in investi^otlon WinR, Rohnt committed the foUov/tn^, ccts
of omission/commission: • . ... .

As reported by RPO., Kohat that while he was posted as Pay Officer, in the "
tnvestipation. Kohat, after the course of Interpal Audit-some Major misappicprid.i 

^ ky.- 30,71,480/’- Wire found on his part. Detail of the samp misappropnot'.on i.
2.

amountinfi 
as under: •

ti'i

i) . Vide pora-02 of the internal Audit, he has drawn TA
bills of amounting to Rs; 2.76.605/- in the names of 
Police officials/Atinisteiinl Staff while according to 
Atiot\dan(;c Rerister they v/erc present on duty in the 
office.

ii) . Vide para-03 oi the Internal Aticlit., he lias drawn
atnounting to Rs: ■ \ ^ 99.95Q/- under the code cost 
of Investigation for only Hiring of Private Vehicles and 
not for any other purpose which is against tlio 
orders/instructions of the Worthy Provincial 
Officer. Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar 
conv.oyed to nit Heads of Police Offices 
Pakhluni'Jv.vn, Pesiiawar vide Endst: 
dated 10-C5.20G7.

ill).Vide para-05 nf the Internal Audit, he has drawn . , 
amounting to Ks;- 11.00927/- under liead of A03807- 
POL Charges and didn't produce the record of it.

iv). Vide* paro-07 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn 
amounting to Rs; - 93,998/- under head A039901- 
Offlcc Stationary by over writing and Mnnipulations in 
the Slock Register. Besides, no application was 
available to v/hom the Stationary items were issued.
Even a single application duly sanclionod/issued by 
fluy Cuiiipetent Autherity was not avsiUble on the 
record as weils as any APR.

••

■;>

>:■

3307-47/C-l
i

'S-.

fOr. ihc score of above mentioned allegations, he was issued Charge Sheet with Statemer 
of AllcK.itions and a Committee comprising of the following Officers was constitute J f n -vi; 
into the matter.under tlie Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Efficiency and Divcipl'i--.'
1973 (amended In 2011).

3.

• Mr. Mansoor Amiin, Add! ; SP Kohat.
- M.. Il.jo.. Ullak, Acting CP, CTO, Kohat.

n.' During the course of enquiry, the Enquiry Committee checked the whole recr.’d of 'h 
fe’evar-it heads of Accounts maintained in the office of 5P, Investigation, Kohat witti 
Adcounis knowing Ministerial Staff minutely. But no mis-appropriations were found i.‘. ..
mentioned .relevant heads of Accounts except under head of TA/DA on the part u! brae
Cllerk .v-jhammod Iqbal. The detail of tfu! same ii. as undor:*

t
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Better Copy Annexure-J

ORDER

This order will dispose of the Departmental Enquiry against Assistant 
Grade Clerk Mohammad Iqbal who while posted in investigation wing, 
Kohat committed the following acts of omission/commission:_

As reported by RPO, Kohat that while he was posted as Pay Officer in 
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:-

2.

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.

1.

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-l dated 10.05.2007.

11.

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.

111.

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 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.

IV.

3. On the score of above mentioned allegations, he was issued Charge 
Sheet with statement of allegations and a committee comprising of the 
following officers was constitute into the matter under the Khyber
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Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules 1973 
(amended in 2011)

. Mr. Mansoor Aman, Addl: SP Kohat.

. Mr. Ihsan 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 Iqbal. The detail of the same is as under:-

;

.'f

: J-"
■ !•;r-

•:l:

;•
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{
OFFICE OF THE 

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 
KHYDER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICi: 

PESHAWAR
Ph; 091-9210545 Tax: 091-921092/

w
\tm . >• ?1^

mi p

'/fa VI' .PARA NO 01 EXPENDITURE UHER THE HEAD OFTA OTHERS AMOUNTING TO RS:- 2.76.605/-
e!

Al. TA Bills in the names of those officials who were mentioned by name in Audit Fc-.^ i-j 
ih c**D , checked. According to the Attendance Register maintained in the Offire u
the 5P. Investigation, Kohat. the observations made by the Range Auditor were found correct 
except some payment of the following officials which are already shown in Attendance Re:ittGr
for Hie Purpose of official du-y. Tnerefore. on amount of Rs: • 15.959/- is'required'o he 
ORduciedr.uM,il,cluUUmeuMof,Rci-2;766:05/r-----  requireu lo oc

5. • f
1

2»
<

/s

S No----- JjamCiJqnk/Pesignation o( uificial I Amn..nr m ko
»• I A\ssttr Grade Clerk Mohammad Iqbal -------------------------------------
ji. jTiC IbnFfiaza ______

FC Arshad Mchmood
____Totai amount

f .
9251/- I75208/-

iii. IZ].1500/- -a15959/- I

were'noTfouniln rhTAlr°nH'^ at .Serinl No 09

■ ,S'; •, ‘iS;
.~u,
fac?oir proccedins, a, per the detoil list of ,,v,e;

<
and 16

#1
t:'IS. No Nam^f Officcr/afficiai Total

verable Amount 
12600/-

__  27160/-
Z 33420/-

Retrenched
Amount

|Mot R.DCO'ory.bIff 
Amount j

~____' •
38-M2/- ■“

___ J7160/.
- 2-1U)9~ •
Z__22_5'10>'
•__ ~Z7<fK~-

i'9j;To)-

____i'.i96b/-
ri405/"

__Jji98D7"''7‘'
I'Mpo'/- ' ’

ll^oZ ■ ,
------------ ------- j"^

under

management in dr^w'^'l'^IId^^bui^ern^n^ln^A^DA funds'"™
Committee Report, he was recommended iL 'f’S light of the Enquiry
Police Officer, Kohat being a supervisory^officer.^ awarded Major Ponishment by the Regiona:

C .Hoe NoUce w'iih''a"cl'i:'”"’ Con.miitee
.ubmittad his repi^ :a:;r^aU7;^p';:;i.]";n“'s,i,';r,rp7;::"'.7r'

' dersigned but even than he could not give satisfactory reply.

f1. ) FC v/aheed Cul No. 65
rc s. ibne Raza 
t C Paqlr Shan " "
Asstt: MohammacTinn/u 
f'C Afshid'/Ajhmnod '
JCShad Hussain
JC Safi UlMIi-------------
PC Noof 2aman 
f cTavoz Klian ^
ASI Zardad Khan

~Fc Risai Khnn 
_EC SharU Khan ' 
J^MasrihoorHiisMin ^

I JC Tatheer Hus^n 
JhC P^atU KhnH

520R/- t I3.
f4.

's: ^7251/-
“'-t500/T7.4010

"??306
19420

6.
7. i

3/30/ f9.
13960T5;" t11405^11.
12905/ I17..
14420/

”12490/
8U?57~

"9T5o7~
276^05/-

13
14
15.

Total 1'59S7/........

aiid >,it

i9.
ho w,i^ is:iip{| »

In rcspofir.c to ll. 
personal hcaiinj;; i ; iv/o tl:.;*
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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/-

All TA Bills in the names of those officials who were mentioned by 
name in Audit 1 were thoroughly checked. According to the Attendance 
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/-

5.

Moreover, the names of FC Fayaz Khan and HC Dalil Khan 
mentioned at Serial No. 09 and 16 were not found in the Attendance

I

Register while they have claimed a sum of Rs. 13, 960/- and Rs. 9150/- 
respectively. Therefore, the Enquiry Committee made a suggestion 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 proceedings as 
per the detail list of claimants given below:- ;

6.

I.

The amount may be recovered from the claimants for depositing in the 
Govt: Treasury under the relevant head of Accounts accordingly, i
7.

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 Regional Police 
Officer, Kohat being a supervisory officer. ^^

8.

Hence, on submission of Finding of the Enquiry 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 lin Orderly Room for 

personal hearing before the undersigned but even thane he could not give 
satisfactory reply. I

9.

I

I
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rOFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE 

PESHAWAR
Phr O9t-9210545 Fox: 091-921097.7

!■

I3
•V

■-■f

!.
f;
■10. 0(1 sioing through the flnding5/r(?comrnendaHons of the Enquiry Committsc. the

matenal placed on record, I, MUBARAK ZEB, PSP Deputy Inspector General of Police Khvhn>- 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar (Competent Authority) while taking a lenient view, hereby ordrr - - 
revert the aboye mentioned delinquent official Asstt; Grade Clerk Mohammad Inb.ii 'r- 
l^cr rank/post as Senlor_Clerk in VBF5-14) v/ith immediate effect-------------------- ------ -

.Moreover, SP, Investigation, Kohat is hereby directed to recover the illeoal 
disbursed amount of Rs: 2, 60,6^1/- from .U concerned claimant offld.urcJJ.U LuXo'^
the Govt. Treasury accordingly under intimation to this office.

, <
11.

r*

:5
!

(MUBAraD«&0)P$r--------
Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQr^: 

Khybcr vakhtunkhwa, 
Ppfiawai'. ly

/E*V Datod Poshawar file /2oas
Copy of above ts forwarded for information and neccsiitiry acLiC'i I'-'the:-

2^".or201^°'*” Officer, Kohat Region with reference to his office Letter No 7717/RA D

St^ThohceomS'"'’''''■

-1. Disirict Pulice Officer, Chltrd.
5. SP, Investigation, Kohat. ,
6. Adcli: 5P, Kohat.
7. Acting SP, CTD. Kohiji.
8. '^-'yistrar. CPO. Peshav/nr.
9. Office Supdt: Secret. CPC, Peshawar.

1,
atod

t

\

m■
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE PESHAWAR

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

10.

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.

11.

(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.

2. Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.
3. District Police Officer, Kohat.
4. District Police Officer, Chitral.
5. SP, Investigation, Kohat.
6. Addl SP, Kohat.
7. Acting SP, CTD, Peshawar.
8. Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.
9. Office Supdt: Secret, CPO, Peshawar.

i
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AWWEXURE-:I hc Additionn! Inspector (.tMiin.i P 
■ Kli>i)crJ»:ikhiunkh\M! I\sh;

*Uf^'
■ , Proper channel
v-:,': M

MPUKSKM'A riOiN AC.’AINS I niK ORDKK OK 
' M-Qi^S^^KlIYnKR PAKimiNKIIWA PKSHAWa i< 
OROKR no. 4558-67/K-V. ^

oiifc, ii(|rs.

3ti\\ nr

K
VVORTIIY DICP /
- VI Die OKKICK - *>

•V,

M
r%“ ;'^v;lnie^l jMinishmenl nl'ie\ersion iVoin iho nosl;;s :t........ *

1. VkIl para-o: ol ihc Inlcnuil Auihi. ho has drawn T/\ bills ol'amounling to Rs 
2.76.605/- Ml iho names of Police onicial/Minisierial Siair 
Ailondanec Rciiisler ihcy were preseai on dulv in the ori'icc.
Vide para-O.' ol ihc Inlerna! Audi;, lie has drawn ainouniini.'. h) Rs. 15.09,950/- 
under ihc code cost ol'Investi-aiion tbr only | lihng ol'Private Vehicles and not 
or any other purpose w'hieh is auamsi the order.s/instruelions of the Worthy 

1 myincutl Police t)rncer. Kh>ber P:-;.htunkhwa. Peshawar, ilulv conveyed lo 
all Heads ol Police Ofllecs Rhvher l^akhlunklnva 
ilaicti 10.0.^.2007.
VitR para-O.'' ol the Internal Aiiihi. Ik- lias drawn amouiihuii lo Rs I 1 IH)^)'>7/- 
uru er head orA0.AS(17 PO|. ( i.aiyas and did not produced the rec<Hd ol'il.

lie para-07 ol the Inteinal .Aiidil. iic has ilrawn anuniniiin.' to. Rs.9.1.998/- 
tinder ltcad AO.lOOOl ol'liec Slaiini.arv by over wrilinp and Manipulalions in

no application was available
Stationary items were issued. !•

'i f 
■ #

ow:-

wiiilc according lo
i',
li n.' w

M
'i

::
-i ■ •a

I '''I M- 

. ■’

A-

vide laidsl: 3.107-^17/CM . »,-n

# III.•V,

IV.

mitiP«IM

»•,
y-

r,-
5to whom the

'• •ingle application dnlv sanclioncil/ issued 
by any^eompeteni Anthoritx- was no’ available on Ihc record :
APR.

• In .his|connoclic.n. I w.. -hcciccl <uu! .n cnq.niA cemmmeo vvas
. "nsliUtol o.,npns,ny ihv ioik.v.,:,. |•oli,x ()ir,cas vide OlCI/Ilqis K|>1<

\ oshaw;^order l-.ndsl: No. lo::.^\ , .Jawd 0S.()9.2Oid 
Mr. Mansoor Aman Additional SI' Rohai 

Mr. Ih.^rnullah Aeliiig .SP Cm Kuha;.
-ii The onTuiiy connni.icc .dk-r ilio.ouvh ,„i,nMc cnquii v. suhnnllcd llndinn

, .;().() 201.1 (C „py cncinso.i nl l /l>,!. 11,v cnc|ui,y co.n.niliov rvco.nmvndcd the 
appellant to he e.\onetaled rrom iIk- . ieiiges.

'I''- Knl,„i lur ,vc.,rdi„,u his views )
'■ ' '■’* ivvomiiK-ndiitiiiii or;iiiolhci-

enquiiios a.au,st7y^hcs,gyA...... . omw.

PUCLSSCS ol mipaiiia! enqaay. i!;u RP(). Kohal w'a.s not 
aiilhority to passed order tU' 
supervi.sorv olllcer nor 

■ the w6rlh> PP(J Kfr.her 
IVshawar.

|vA'

IS well as any

i
• -.J'>19

•#’.I:I
i i■<

• A

Ae I.
A. II.

fJ*i.
.

»•
V 2.

*1
ffl

emjuiry commilice is also 
ales vide ciiapter-XI P-I7() ol'the Law of 

e-o PA.'iyil Servant, reversal ol' Itmling al the 
iK -iher just nor

tl:--

• ni

lair, (('opy of the order is

( eompeler’ 
nominated 

the orders passed by 
HRiP /ilqrs KPK

ti. MOi-"'' i‘Uams( Mistrial StaiV ncilher 
V'piiiv eommiiiee in 

Peshawar
meinr..
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PAGENOlmM
Aclin;^ uituii iIk‘ oaicrs t'l KI’O Kt.'lijii (Ik- tjiK|iiiry coiiiiini.icc ctiiKluctccl.,ro- 
ciKiuiry Ink* ihc HKiUor. suhiniikM .muihc!' icpori in llic KI’O Kuluil 
Ni*. i.iaioi.1;., •'). i ?...!() 1-I. {{, (M'lS oiickisotl ai i'/D). “I"'* ruHtins,'. rc|inrt in
i\w one niki iho sanio onquio' is !iot uiulcr slanchiblo anti nol iiK'nlioncd in any 
lulos i.o c!!!Ck‘!K-y anJ discipinic rules, law oi deparinu’iilui cncjuiries against 
Ciovt; Ci\iS seiaaius or in I’olicc rules. The eiujuir) commitlc'c in the 2"^' 
hiuiing report held the appeih

'■/

menu)

guilly t)l oversight and mismantigemenl in: 
drawl and dishursemenl of l A lVX iiind aionguilh 1)1)0. anti ivounnieiided 
that aniouni he i'eeo\ei'ed h'oin a.il liie oliieials \tlio h;i\e iveeixed the T.A/1)A

nil

amouni.
Ihe eiK}tin_\ eommuiee in his report also LiitI nol ivetminiendcd' the 
appellant tor piinishmenl

I !k‘ IvPO, kohal in his
hV

''I'paiale nieino teller i 
X'lajoi punisiuiK’iii \sii!uuil iin\ e<.’'.\'n! prool'I'eastin. 
The coinpelenl aulhoiit\

leeonmieiicled the appellaiil lot' an^
irdeii ihe appellantMajor pnnishnienl of 
merely oi' 'he basis ol reeommendalitm of RPQ

awi
to the peisi oi senit)r clerk 
KeOal iu)i on ihe I'eeommendalioii of the

reversion

i b
entpiiry eominiilee uhieh is clearly 

mentioned m his order jiassed tigainsl the appcltunl vide ptira N'o. K oi'lhc said 
order and did not eonsuiered the findings reports and recommendation of I'.Os, 
\\hieh is lolallv iin-instice anti against rules. .As per Law tif Departmental 
eruiuires against C’i\ i! servants rutes '.'itle 0-171 Chapter .XI (Ctipy eneloscd at 
^11). L.\oni,a;;ikin ti'oin eliargA's no' lo he irderi'etl hN' iinpliealion.

I’K.AVl-k:
Keeping in \ ic\‘. tlie e.ho'. e laek.. ii is htimbh retpiesied ilsal ihe ortler of 

punishmenl passed hy ihe uorliix DKi.lkMv ki’K Keshawar title No. -I.^XS hy.d-i-V. dated 
•. Kk.O /.2oi e mav knull v !\'

)\\C

s^'l • a- side.
It IS penmen; to snhmn here that m.e appellant has been iisinslerred lo District 

(dmral on etmipiaim basis vide order No.ikoy.eo/iyv, qatetl OX,(0.201-1 (Copy enclosed 
^/C.iheioreeompieum.lofdepanmenlal enumr;.. v.liieh is ag.ainsl the prineiple of justice. 

Iheielbre the apjvllani ma_\' also iv irtinslerred that from (.'hiirtil t is an interimrelicty
1 iuijipei! that \iiiir g.oodsel! hi ea-..-,adeA:

O' me nisi iee. I i II pi a} for \ our long
iile .and iuosperil_\ piea.se

\ t'Lir's ()bedienlly

< MI 0 KyPAl,)
-Senior ('lurk ofliee of the

Daletl 07.07..:'()!.s

. Dl’<-M-Inlrai

.'fc V •'

71. e,

■vIkIS'
-x;

mM; ••

of
v;.'
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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 06.07.2015.

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:-

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.
Vide Para 03 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amount 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 Offices Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, vide Endst. 3307-47/C-1 
dated 10.05.2007.

1.

11.

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.

111.

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.
In this connection, I was charge sheeted and an enquiry 

committed

IV.

1.
was constituted comprising the following Police 

Officers vide DIG/Hqrs KPK Peshawar order Endst. No. 3085/E-V 
dated 08.09.2014.

Mr. Mansoor Aman, Addl: SP Kohat.
Mr. Ihsan 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/

1.
11.



'V-

recommendations of another officer over the views and 
recommendation of enquiry comniittee 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 Kohat 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 
eommittee 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 recommendation 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-



s.V *r-j

V, dated 08.09.2014 (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.

1

Your’s obediently 
(MUHAMMAD IQBAL) 

SENIOR CLERK office of the 
DPO Chitral.

Dated 07.07.2015

:

1
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Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrates^ '. > • r"•Sr. ■ Date of 
order/ 
proceedings

:> .No ■ n

3.r-

■i V

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAK.HTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

^ Service Appeal No. 1404/2015 ■ ■ .

... 14.12.2015 
. 07.03:2() 18

if
I.,

. . *.•I •. ..i

F- ■ P- .*
Date of Institution 
Date of Decision

Miihammad Iqbal, Assistant Grade Clerk (now Senior', 
Clerk) District Police Chitral.
R/o Sherkot, District Kohat

■> •

V
/•*

■ ■

;
i. . yf: —-—Appellant

IGP/PPG IChyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two others.,;. -
Respondents.;

i*

* ,1f-- ,.T

t • , .. X
07.03,2018.-. tVAt.-V.JUDGMENT

o, .

MlfHAMMAn HAMID MUGHAL. MEMBER (J): ' teaniedI-
>

counsel for, the appellant and Mi’. Riaz Ahrned -.Paih^a--/I^ei,h^ 

-Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Arif Saleem,, ASI/for thd-respondents, 

present.

2." Arguments heard. File perused.

'3'. . Learned counsel for the appellant argued^that the appellant has;

t

.V

4

'
•• S

.7i

I
:

•j* «•' ?

i -
9.W-f.

■=?
... V

.. preferred the present appeal against the order'dated 06.07.2015

■ - whereby the appellant has been reverted from. the. post of Assistant
r' : --i- ■ 'v ‘ ■

FESTiEIj)’o^ade Clerk (BPS- J6) to Senior Clerk (BPS,-l'4);; :FurtherX^;gue^ 

■that the representation, of the appellant was not responded-Turther

.informed t^at: the . departmental-

I .• • •
t; -

t - '• ■

'A; v' ATI
L.'

argued that the appellant
: ?>erywc: rrit'-u-nal. *

. - authority has kept the representation of the appellant-pending due to.

was
V .

V
! i
■ • o' >

.■.. the’present appeal. Learned counsel for the appellant.requested,that;I,• \ •Cr

V.;

A'
s'

P:-- -

; ^ • ,>>' ■’ '

'•J ' ^
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ntal authority to aecide;the ■. 

appellant against the .tmpttgnei^oraerj.
to the departme 

representation filed by the 

dated 06.07.2015.

. 4-.. .'^Admittedly the departme 

representation filed by th 

■ Consequently ■ in

... »• • . •/ •: r;,i

ntal authority has riot yet decided, the

appellant against the. original order... | 

made ■ by,, the -ieame.d
T.

of the submissionviewi. V

for the appellant the departme,ital authority:iS;4ire=teA,tP '

ppellant within ai'penpd of tl^ee..
tV ‘I

, Needless to ..mention that after ,

•t

counsel 

... deeide the representation

r
.r

?

c* of the a • •.

.months of the receipt of this order
of the depaitmental representation of :the iap^elf^nt fe

the decision
' %r accordahce with 1aw7ia,Jes.

/t/ ' y . • •*
^ '' file service appeal there against in • - ..t.

. may-
r

ed of accdrdingly. piliies.af^ leftvo be 

File be consigned to the record room.

V

’'.The-present appeal is dispos 

bear their own costs

;
••.»

• t. ■( •.- ....
;

c I

. Ir.: . I

■At^OirNCED
07.03.2018

C' •;
G- .•
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. 1. X*
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iM-
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ervfi, i' , •icc i •• -P, ^G7^oJ. -PDele cS'Prcr-.-rj-':; 
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:■V.r" OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA . 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE 

PESHAWAR 
Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 091-9210927

^7 05/2018.

14

Peshawar the,No Dated

ORDER.
This order will dispose of the departmental representation submitted by Senior Clerk

order from Astt: Grade Clerk (BPS-16) to lower rank ofMuhammad Iqbal against his reversion 
Senior Clerk (BPS-14).

that several complaints regarding embezzlement against
received to RPO/Kohat.. Brief facts of the case are

Astf Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal Pay Officer of SP/Investigation Kohat ^
Upon which internal Audit was carried out and after the course of internal audit some major mis-

enquiry Committee in his finding report intimated that they are of the view that allegation leveled agains 
Astf Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal are not based on facts, hence he is recommended to be exonerated from 
tire charges.After perusal of which the competent authority returned the same enquiry to RPO/Kohat with the

enquiry report, make a final recommendation.

were

request to look into the matter, review
whole record of the relevant heads of accounts andThe Enquiry Committee checked the , , . . . r j i •

mis-appropriations were found in TA/DA on the part of Asstt: Grade Clerk Muhammad qbal and found him 
guilty^of over sight and mis-management in drawal and disbursement m TA/DA funds. 1 he 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 tlie 
competent authority.In response he submitted his reply and also appeared in OR for personal 
even than he could not give satisfactory reply.Thus, major punishment of reversion was awarded to 
Muhammad Iqbal from Astt: Grade Clerk (BPS-16) to lower rank Senior Clerk (BPS-14) by the competent 
authority vide Order No. 4558r67/E-V, dated 06.07.2015.

to the next higher authority.
was

Aeainst the said order he submitted departmental appeal/representati

Il'[Ti.rpersonindirbm'he^^^
has no substance.

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

Order announced.

ion

Sd/-
Addhlnspcctor General of Police HQrs, 

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

Kndst; No. & date even.
Copy forwarded to the:-

1. AddI; Inspector General of Police: HQrs, CPO Peshawar
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police: HQrs, CPO Peshawar
3. Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region
4. Assistant Inspector Genera! of Police Legal, CPO Peshawar.
5. PA to the Assistant Inspector General of Police Estt:, CPO Peshawar.
6. Registrar, CPO, Peshawar.
7. Office Supdt: Secret & CPB, CPO, Peshawar.

(IRFAN
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KT^TKQHAT.

^npsTTGATTON K^AT by IGPt'J^lC^Wi
M 'feliTmffTTnTF--^"aT. ArrotmtOFSPiN

Caption of Para’s.r\ cpsT
. :::^o.

4 ^65

■:

The salary of Police contingent has b^n
shifted to banks! Individual are receiving 

from bank through Cheque. They 
are not depositing the departmental 
funds They have been directed time and 
again to deposit the funds regularly but 
in vain. • In this connection 
correspondence are under process made 
between AG KPK and IGF KPK 
Peshawar to introduce a strategy for the 
depositing / recovery of departmental 
funds. Moreover the Police officers / 
Officials receiving pay through DDO 
regularly depositing the funds.
The Para n,‘oy please be dropped.

ON ACCOUNT OF NON R5 'ifOF RS.389640EXCESS PAYMENT
deduction of various FUNT)S. Pay ■ . ■

SSSiSSi?Criteria:-According to police departrr.ent notification various deductions 
made from thejaj^ofimffaHSSlltl^^

are ;a TotalMisMFWFBFDesignation
Steno/Insp:

:S# 19050232075.5351 186201520753035SI / ASI2 15120I520753035SC/JC3 150201510501535HC/FC4 471011510515Class IV5t arem
year 2012 14, . . • ,i.„ which resulted into overpayment of

n m ^ 1 l^No. of pofi« official (detail attached with original

d also handed nd 2012/2013. therefore
as well along with

o
para an
The amount is based on
effort should be made for recovery from previous sears
the officials who uansfened out.
S mpT;wmb“ after consulting the record and ex-pay officer.

Sj^supplcmenlary Rule7-A.convosu.ee allowance is no. d„.dng .he leave.

White E<-inetlm.uBh 'h' ^ ° y attached in
TeS pfraTh^d^^ ov^lu concerned pay cfficcc) du^E U.e period of eared leave whtch .. 
not sdmLiblc and needs recovery under inumauoti to audit.

»S:S=“J£Sr2;:5=’-=''“--

lU '<
O •S

:< ia- i
:

'!
:!

The Individual has been retired OQ pension. The 
DAO Kohat has been addressed vjdc this office
McnioNo.l278dt:ll/03/20l4. 
to rccovcre the amount of over p3>Tncnt from has 
pension at on early dale. While of
Conveyance allowance was iwl mads it. m 
kalamal Khan. Moreover recovery has bc<m maj 
from ASI Ghulam Rabaiii. The Para may please be 
dropped.

■ii
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officer.
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intimation to audit.

■4 VifE «#»r competent fomm under

if®Recommendations-

CRITERIA!-

Obtained for ensuring economy measures if the bill is equal is eoual to or
greater than Rs.4000/- «^qudi is equal to or
Facts:-

A-
270 The Purchase has been made 1 ^

competency of the' DDOs after 
observing all coddle 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

While going through the accounts record ofSP Investigation Kohat for rh»
year 20I2-20l3,,it was noticed that a sura ofRs.95I]4A was sho!^incurr^ request^ that the Para may please be
on me purchase.of differem s.ore items. T^e expandi.umTheH ™

Tund on'th “ ^d°‘p comparative statement
found on the record. Payment was done on mere single hand receiot

Moreover no receipt and issue W'as available on stock. The same needs^ " 
justification and.regularization under intimation to audit.

Name of
supplier 
Naeem &
Company

m the

wereo
2:

s#LU Description Cheque Date Amount.o No.
1<a: New toner 0779129 27/4/13 5000/-

2 Do New toner 0778769 3/4/13
4/6/13

4300/-3 Kohat
Computer
Ayazsons

New toner 0779951 5000/-
4 Stationery 0779958 3/5/13

9/1/13
4650'-5 Do Stationery

Stationery
0779362 5000/.6 Do 0690318
0687216

3/10/13
15/8/12
15/8/12

27858/- jDo Stationery 14815/.8 Do ' [ Stationery
_____ Stationery
.......... Stationery

0688585 4992/-iS 9 Do ■ i0688571
0688581

15/8/12
15/8/12
4/6/13

9304/. : I10 Do
4895/-
4300/-

II S&K 
Furniture 
AI Sayed 
Furniture

Furniture
Repair

0779949
• - I1 12 • Furniture

Repair
0779602 h16/5/13 5000/- Iycm Total 95114/-sn ’̂i. 4^^^^^ffipartment> Rs.

I
i

Iti w<
m
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I^^ommcndation:-

Inquiry may be conducted against the concerned staff for deliberation of the 
GFR and for Fixing responsibility beside regularization ffom the competent 
forum under intimation to audit:- 

I
A Proper audit cell is performing at CPO
Peshawar and they are conducting 
internal audit regularly.. The Para may 
please be dropped.

NON PRODUCTION OF INTERNAL AUDIT REPORT.
Criteria.
According to para 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 
audit.

While going through the accounts record of SP Investigation Kohat for the 
year 2012/2013. it was noticed'that internal audit was not carried out which 
is violation of General Financial Rules.
Reply of the department:-
Detail reply will be given after consulting the record and ex-pay officer. 
Reconimendalions:-
Intemal audit may be conducted and report be produced to audit.

il

¥ -#2: ^feS'ofPoHce,UJ Superin 
Investigation Wing Kohat.O

o.

;
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VAKALAT NAM A

/2018NO.

IN THE COURT OF

(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

(Respondent)
(Defendant)

I/We,

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/Counsei 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.

d720Dated
(CLIENT)

ACCEPTED

M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI 
Advocate Supreme Court 

Peshawar.

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

Cell: (0333-9103240)
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

^5rvice appeal No. 769/2018 ■

■ /uhammad Iqbal, Assistant Grade Clerk 
/Now Senior Clerk) District Police Chitral

/

Appellant.

VERIUI
Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, and others Respondents,.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS
Respectively Sheweth:-

Parawise comments are submitted as under:-
Preliminarv Obiections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action, 
that the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

That the appellant has not come to this Hon: Tribunal with dean hands. '

That the appeal is badly time barred,

That the appeal is bad for misjoinder of unnecessary parties and non-joinder of necessary parties

1,
2.
3.

4,

5, •

FACTS:-

1, Pertains to record, 

Pertains to record. 

Pertains to record.

2.

3.
• 4. Correct to the extent that enquiry committee has submitted its report with the recommendatior 

that the appellant is to be exonerated from the charges leveled against him but the 

authority returned enquiry report with the request to look into the matter, review the inquiry repon 

and make final recommendation.
Correct,

competent

• 5, the inquiry committee held him guilty, of the charge and submitted inquiry report tp the

competent authority with recommendations.
Pertains to record. ' ^6,

7, That the appellant was found guilty of oversight and mismanagement, in accuracy of

disbursement in TA/DA funds and awarded punishment to reduction from Assistant Grade Clerk to 

the post of Senior Clerk,

Pertains to record, however, it8. IS submitted that in pursuance of judgment of the Honorable

representation / 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 appellant failed to offer any plausible ground /reasons
Therefore, the departmental appeal / representation of the appellant was rejected vide order dated 

04.05,2018. ■

The appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

GROUNDS:-

Incorrect. The orders were passed by the authorities in 

departmentalproceedings conducted on.merits.

Incorrect, the appellant was associated during course of inquiry proceedings, heard in person by 

the competent authorities, but failed to defend himself,

Tribunal dated 07.03.2018, the departmental

in his defense.

9.

A.
accordance with law & rules after proper

B,



A



y r>- Incorrect, intact the competent^uThont^/a^io^Stisfi^^Snn^nJii^repoKMie b.'isis'of
facts and because of others sufficierit grounds therefore, it has been remanded back vide letteif

No, 3925/E-V .dated 30.10.2014 for reviewing inquiry report and submission o'^ final

recommendations as per ruies '14 sub rule 6 of the Government Servants (E & D) Rule-2011, 
Incorrect, infact the initial inquiry reportD. remanded back to Inquiry'Committee for revewing 

and submission of final recommendations, upon which inquiry committee has submitted ivs final
was

recommendation report vide No. 24.12.2014, Hence, no fundamental right of the appellant was 

violated.

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

Incorrect, the competent authority was not satisfied therefore, ifhas been returned to the 

committee under rule 14 sub rule-6 KPK Government Servant (E & D) 2011 for reviewing ar:d final 
recommendation; Upon which in the light of expert report the inquiry committee submitted iis final 

report and recommended the appellant for major punishment.
G. incorrect, the appellant was associated with the inquiry proceedings and in the light of inquiry

report the appellant was held guilty of oversight and mismanagement in drawl and^isbursament 
in TA/DA founds. ;

E.

F. nquify

■

H,. Correct to the extent that the appellant was initially exonerated by-the enquiry comrfiittee I: ui the 

competent authority was not satisfied therefore, it has been returned to the inquiry committee 

under rule 14 sub ruie-6. KPK Government Servant (E & D) 2011 for reviewing an.! final 

recommendation. Upon which in the light of expert report the inquiry committee submitted i s final 

report and recommended.the appellant for major punishment.
incorrect. The whole.inquiry proceedings were initiated in accordance vvith law & rules 

the appellant was held guilty.
in which

J, Incorrect. Infact the charges leveled against the appellant have been proved i 

departmental proceedings conducted in accordance with law and rules.
Incorrect, a

in a :roper

K, proper departmental proceedings was initiated against the appellant on the charges of 
mismanagement and embezzlement purely on merits and in accordance with law and rules in< '

which he was held guilty.
L, . Incorrect, the appellant has not been finalized twice, as transfer / posting of government 

a routine matter.

M. The respondents may also be allowed to advance any other grounds at the time of hearing

servant is

Dy: Inspector neftftjfPonce, 
KPK Peshawar

(Respondent No. 2)'

Provincial Police Officer 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

(Respondent No. 1)

\

Regional ^iOAfefficer,

(Responflent fiM) .:i
\

r*' ^
k '

V
■{
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWap
Service appeal No, 769/2018 '

Muhammad Iqbal, Assistant Grade Clerk 
(Now Senior Clerk) District Police Chitral

Appellant

Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, and others

Respondents

COUNTER AFFIHAUtT

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby 

on oath that contents ofsolemnly affirm and declare
parawise

correct and true to the best of our knowledge and belief.
frothing has been concealed from this Hon: Tribunal.

.comments are

;

Dy; Inspector G^eral of?^
Peshawar

(Respondent No. 2)
Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, ’
. (Respondent No, 1)

Regional Pdl

(Respi

i

/;;
y.’5^' 'I
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1/ BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR,

Service Appeal No. 769/2018

Muhammad Iqbal VS Police Deptt:

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH;

Preliminary Objections:
(1-5) Ail objections raised by the respondents are incorrect and baseless. 

Rather the respondents are estopped to raise any objection due to 
their own conduct.

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

1.

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

2.

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

4. 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.

5.

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

6.



7. 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.

,\ 8. Incorrect. No opportunity of defence and personal hearing was
A provided to the appellant and the departmental appeal of the 

A appellant was rejected without good ground.

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

^9.

GROUNDS:
A) Incorrect. The impugned orders are not in accordance with law, 

facts, norms of justice and material on record, therefore not tenable 
and liable to set aside.)J

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, which is violation of 
law and rules.

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

Incorrect. The inquiry proceeding 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.

I)

Not replied according to para C of the appeal. Moreover para C of 
the appeal is correct.

J)

K) Incorrect. While para K of the appeal is correct.I
L) Incorrect. While para L of the appeal is correct.





F

M) Legal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appdar &F appellant 
may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT

Through:
M.ASIF YOUS 

ADVOCATE SUPRE OURT

<&
(TAIMUR AEf KHAN) 

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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I KmfBER pakhtunkuTa
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

All- communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar KPK Service 
Tribunal and not any official by name.

(I

/STNo.
Ph:- 091-9212281 
Fax:-091-9213262

Dated; /2021

J

To

The Deputy Inspector General of Police Headquarters, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Pesha>A/ar.

i

Subject: judgment in appeal no. 769/2018 mr; muhammad iqbal

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated^r:" 
21.10.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliancef^^

;
End: As above

ri
I
\ v

X-REGISTRAR 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA- 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR

\
V\

(

:•
;

o
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-i- J __OFincp OF'THE
.iiNspECTOR General OF pouce 

CENTj^ POUCE Office ’
KHYBRR PAKHTTJXKTWWa

• i

\

4•- .
Dated; 2.7/11/20: :

jj/QTfFJCAtrnM *.r*

BETfREMENT ON <;^lPFRANMl^ATTnM On attaining the age. 
Iqbal of Police Training School, Kohat is hertI >Mperaotiu3tipn, Senior Clerk Muhammad 

-/•etircd fronj service vv^e.-f 19.11.2020 [A.N).
t

•X
■'« /rfiff fii 7 h I" 

jhj {»r
ri’niOhii^ 1^} t ,.r

V

Sd/* ,
RAI BA BAR SAEKD PSP 

Deputy Inspcctcfr General of Police* H 
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar

1*1 ■ J..

___ nrsi
I

I £m.i5tii^o.7{e dale nyept
Copy forwarded to the: - .

n. nity Inspector General of Police, HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkh
I .juf'eriniendcOi of Police* Training Khyber Pnkbtunkhvva w/r to his' office letter . 

No>*>516,n’rg:dated 16.11 202Q*
Dirrcior, Police Trasnrng School, Kohat 
nisinctAccoonisOfifi’cen Kohat 

RegiMrarCPO. Peshawar.
Office SupennEendencs* Secret St CP Branch CPO* Peshawar. —

r-
vva, Peshawar. ' 5

!
I
■. U

O

■ o

o

'C

'N.
4

ABARAFRIDl 
AIG/Establlshment 

For Inspector General of Poi 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.'

If

(ZAHO
;• *

,1

(T 1'

\

2cl With C^j-nScf:nnef •
\r

/
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m 01'FICK0>-,|'^|,OLtCE 
inspector fiRNtWAl'^

CI.;NTrc^R
KTIVlilJ.n I'.CkTITUNKIjM CJ------ \

Dnled: ?.7/1.1/:^020

QHdee

f Police Training^/i:-V, VVhi3reas Senior Clerk Muhammad i(|bal (BITS-‘Ml] n
as noL-avnijedLl'H laying m his cnnlit.School Kohar h

Che saidAiici whereas, 365-c!ay.s leave erieoshmenc is adinissihle to
o^ncer in lueu of Ll'-R under tisc Civil Servant Rnvk,.d r enve Rnles. 1981 w’hich is nditiissible 

Ui him according to his Leave rtccount rorm tkily vorified by Director Police Trainijig School
Kohat.

Now therefore, in esercisc of ihs powers conferred upon me. undei
^^ife2JiX^or the Khyher Pakhtunkliwa Civil 5er\.'ant Revised Leave. Rules 1981, sanction is 

boreby .accurdecL to the cucnsiirnetit nf :<r>q-fliivv lonvo .siiinrv in l.icu of LPR to 

[nhnl nf Polire Ti-nining Scliooi Knlmt in lorms of Finance
Depri i-Vi 11 cn f ie tte r Nn-SOfFRlFn S-J./;CQ0 S/Voir V, dntcfl i:Ln.201.:T

■ (t'lirs- pirriti-
O'.; Cvnt*l;ll (ft I’.UiTv

l\lu h.-r- J'iiJ-,;(iiiill.!li»;t.
*‘5'5!i;i'«.ir

Sd/-,
RAI BABAR SAEED Psr 

Deputy Inspector fieneral of F’olice. HQrs, 
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyher PakhCunkhwa, 
l-eshavvar

32-/1n«
Sl|

Lndsi: No.J« date even.

Copy forwardeil to the: -

Deputy inspector Getierii! of Police, llOrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar,
Deputy inspector Genera! oTPolice. Fin.ance & Procurement Kliybcr Pakhtunkhwa. 
Pcslmv.mi'.

Ql) SupGrintcntie.nr of Poiice. Training Khyher Pnkhuinkinva w/r lo Ids office letter 
No, ']52^/T''g; daicid l6.ll.20^10.
Direcror, Police Training Sdiool. Kohnt.
Di.strici .Accounts OfUcer, Kuiuii.
Regisrnir CPO, Peshawar.
Budget Officer, CPO' Peshawar.
Ofilce .^^uperintendcnls, .Secret & CP Brandi CPO, Pc-shawar.

c-
o

o
o

•o
n

O

.^U/-
/

7
Vvv

{'/AIKMTWAfHVFRm!] P.SP 
AIfi/i?Sblishnuint 

For inspectQ^dVThi'al of Police,

ii



■ ■i f. .
■ / ■

'i 9260112. 
Q760114^ .

■ phond wo;
^r.

The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region, Kohat.

.7 From: -

General of Police,The Inspector 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

r
To:

, Dated Kohat the_^/_^/2016.
/ECNOi__ L

•V-R RNSFER^TP__SQME
pMnTTCRY AND

rnnPTiPi'’'^'^ basis_^
f DEP^RTMENTMl 

pTCivtOTE . REGION-ONSubject: -

/ l^EMQj.
th.. senior CM Mohammad Iqbal 

preaeml, poa.ed .1 dl.rrlcb Upper Olr

r”‘“rbT:',::”"rs:rr Clerh .de ,our b.r.ee order
" o.dSSq.bS/S-V. doled 0e.0q,P01S. on - -7;::re

been requisitioned from this oltice y

It

Endst
wise comments have

Tribunal.
file mayquested that his enquiry

with his service appeal.please.
It is, therefore, re

connectionkindly be sent to this office in

-'S
wMMb^Officcr:

ir^emon.
Regiona

Kof

7^6,l To- «r
t^.% ■

CC;
. rf.oV

?

<. ■



OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR
Ph: 091-9210545 Fax: 0^1-9210927

wm1
H0//3 ^ Dated Peshawar the /2016/E-V

liKi '
r

To,
The Regional Police Officer,
Kohat Region.

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AND TRANSFER TO REMOTE 
REGION ON COMPLAINT BASIS OF MUHAMMAD IQBAL EX- 
ASSTT GRADE CLERK

SUBJECT

MEMO:
subject noted TS Lette,^306/EC Dated 02.03.2016, on the

r A rx X (in ,Photo State) containing of 578
Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal (now Senior Clerk) is sent herewith 
h?s Service Appeal which may please be acknowledged.

pages of Ex-Asstt: 
in connection with

(PERVEmAHI)
Registrar,3 For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,\h
Peshawar.
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•From: The Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Kohat Region, Kohat.

ro; = The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhv^a, Peshawar.

No- -77 \7 /PA, Dated Kohat the Si \ j Z
/2014.

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AND TRANSFER TO 
SOME REMOTE REGION ON COMPLAINT BASIS.

Memo: <MWA MOV'Un

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 Iqbal 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 Iqbal, presently posted in the office of SP Investigation, Karak 

carried out.
was

1

After the course of internal audit, contents of the complaints 

proved against him and it has been c^me to know that heavy amount 

appropriated.

were

was mis-

The audit report was conveyed to SP Investigation Kohat 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:-

Para No. 2. TA bills amounting to Rs. 276605/-were drawn on 

names of Police Officials/Ministerial Staff 

attendance register they were present on duty in the office.

the

while according to

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/instruction of the Worthy Prpyincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhcunkhwa, Peshawar, conveyed, to all heads of Policy.."- 

Offices of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide Endst: No. 3:''o7-47/C-i. dated 

10.5.2007. .
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3. Para No. 5:- Non production of record amounting to Rs.11,00927/’ 

under head A03807- POL charges.

Para No. 7;- Mis-appropriation of Rs. 93998/-

/>

4. under head A03901'
Office Stationery by overwriting and Manipulations in stock register. 

Besides, any applications is not available to whom the stationery 

were
items

sanctioned/issued by any 
. competent authority is not available on record as well as any APR.

issued. Even a single application duly
j

It is therefore requested that departmental enquiry may kindly be 

mitiated against Asstt: Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal the then Pay

investigation Kohat, presently posted in the office of SP invesLigation Karak for 

of Rs. 30,71,480/

—1 Officer of SP

recovery
or production of solid proof/supporting documents/proper a 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 i!n
future on any independent or Account post, please.

Hh

0/11
I

Deputy Insp^Etbr^ 
KohaLRewn

nerAl of Police
at.)

No . /RA,
Copy of above is forwarded for information to the Superintendent 

Police, investigation Kohat with reference to this office Memo: 
followed by reminder Nc. 6238/A, dated 27.6.2014.

of
No. 5665/RA, dated 11.6.201^

(/

Deputy Inspe&p/G^deral/bf Police 
Kohat\Re&idn, Ko^at.
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1 i; - The Depuly Inspector General of Police

Kohat Region, Kohat. ‘ reiice,

The Superintendent of Police 
Investigation Wing, Kohat. ’

■:(

7>To
j

' " . No:■y

/RA, Dated Kohat the_/j/^^ —
-':i_/2014,

™ ™'irs?r
V"'

Subject:• .:r
^ 1 /.7

W-im1m Memo:
¥;

Please refer to your office Memo: 
Reply of the audit note, cited

NO.3021/PO, dated 26.5.2014. 
as subject, received with your above 

remarks that the
quoted reference isIS returned herewith with the 

- together withsubmitted .to this office same may be 

attested by asupporting documents duly 
period of one week positively for justificationGazetted Officer within a

C...
^Puty Insj^^o^aieneral of Police 

5K Kohat Region, Kohat. ’
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The Dy: Inspector General of Poiice. 
Kohat ]:^.egio.n, Kohat./-/

ro: The Superintendent of Police 
Investigation Wing, Kohat. uJ

/ L^jA/ No. /A, Dated Kohat the /2014.
/

Subject:- IMTERNAL AUDIT ON THE ACCOIMT?^ Hn' 
POLICE, INVESTIGATIOH

KOHAT FOR THE FINMCIAL YEAR 2012-20X3.
SUPERINTENDENT OF

./

MEMO:

Please refer to your office Memo; No. 3()21/PO, dated 

26.05,201.4 and this office Memo: No. 5665/RA, dated 11.06.201.4.

Tire requisite report is still a.waited,, which .rna.y be expedited.

i

>

I/
-7A6

DyrTnspectdr General of Police, 
Kohat Region, Kohat;/

/

;.* .1*

/ };
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KOHAT RF.nrON
Sanctioned Strength of Knhnf/

RPO (BS-20>Sanction
Present IShortfall

0Excess
0

S. No Post Held
DIG/KohaTRegion Knhat

Name of officer 
Dr. Ishtiaq Al^aH Khan

Date ofB.S
posting

20 14.04.2013
Sanctioned Strength of Kohnt

DPOs
(BS-19)

SP ASsP
(BS47)

DSP DSP Legal 
(BS-17)(BS-18) (BS-17)Sanction I 1 1Present 1I 0 ] 2Shortfall

Excess
10 ] 0 0 00 0 0 0

S. No Post Held Name of officer
Mr. Muhammad Salppm 
Mr. Mansoor Aman. ASP 
Mr. Sona Khan, Inspector 
Mr. Lai Farid DSP '
Mr. Mirzali Khan DSP 
Mr. Imtiaz Gul, DSP/Leg^ ' 
Shoiikal Ali Shah Acting D^

Date of 
posting 

29.07.2013 
05.-Q9.2013’ 
06.08.2013
Tl.09.2012

B.S1. DPO/Kohat
^SP/HQrs: Kohat
^DPO/Lachi. Kohat 
^DPO/City Kohat 
^DPO/Saddar Kohal 
DSP/Legal Region office Knhar 
At the disposal of RPO Kohat

1. 18
2. 17
3. 16
4. 17
5. 17 30.01.2014

30.07.2013
25.10.2013

6. 17
16

Sanctioned Strength of Knhat

SP ASsP
(BS-17)

DSP DSP Legal 
(BS-^

(BS-18) (BS-17)Sanction 1 0 0Present
ShortfalT
Excess

0DSP is working as SP/lnvest: 0 0 01 0 0 00 0 0 0
S. No . Post Held Name of officer 

Mr, Bashir Ahmad Syed, DSP

Date ofB.S1. SP/Inves: Kohat posting
17 03.09.2013
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/■ From The Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber PaPhtuj ikhwa, Pe.^bawar.

Heads of Police Offices, 
in Khyber Fakir unkhwa.

Office Superintf ndents 
in CPO.

/E-V, dated Pesh war the j c> ^

■ FUNISHMEMT

/
/

.7 To «7 All/
/

AH

/2.014.
Siibjec!.

Memo

As approved by the 'r'crthy Provincial Police Officer 
Pakhtnnkhwa. Peshawar disciplinan^ case,- or .ninisterial staff will be dealt by theKhyber

officers noted against tlieir designations:-

S.NO. ^RESIGNATION 

Addl: IGP/HQrs:

DIG/IiQrs:

AIG/^stablishment

1. Office Superintendents & Stenographers ~ 

Assistants, Steno Typists & Senior Clerks 

:*_RiRClerks & Class fV ‘

2.

3.

'y
The above mentioned c fficers are also authorized to issue transfer 

mentioned h inisterial Staff Therefore, Explanations / 

s of Allegation will also he issued under their signature

/ posting orders of the above

(A,urge sheet with Statement 

please.

7// .f

{MIAN MlMiMMAD ASIF) 
Addl: IGP/PIQrs.;

For Provincial Police Officer 
Khyber Pakhtunicinva, Peshaw’

f"-* . . ' y
. eh

B
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/ From :. The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
Peshawar.

nfr/'

To : The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region, Kohat

dated Peshawar theN 0. / E - V

Subject:

-H'a mu,
AND TRANSFER TO SOME REMOTE 

REGION ON COMPLAINT RA<;i«;
Memo:

•
Please refer to your office Memo No. 7717/RA, dated; 21.08.2014. 

Please serve the attached charge sheet and statement of allegations 
Muhammad Iqbal Assistant Grade Clerk of SP/Investigation, 

duplicate copy as token of receipt for the record of this

upon
Karak and return its

office.

End: (^)

ii .41^ii
''X

ri'— '

(FARH/^yLl)/
Registrar 

For ProvipiciallPdke Officer, 
Khyt^er P^kHtunfeh 

/ Peshdyar ;

fi

IfX
ll
/ wa

;
•V,!,

It/

E:\IMPORTANT BACKUP\NEW SYSTEM-E-Iliv.SERVE UI’ON.DOC
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CHARGE SHEFT

Peshawar as a
presently posted in the office of SP, Investigation, Karak affolTowsT

of SP, Investigation,'’ Kohat!^after the^coX^onn'ternar A

a“Sr ™ vcur Parft'oetuVr
lount[ng \f Rs^ '^7? 05^"’
Officials/Ministerlirii^e Tccortin^To ' Ar°/

Register they were present on duty in the ofpce
'■ amtn?mT?o^L^^9 9"5t"un^err 'T

Ind'nS‘'°" ''"■"^“ssary for only Hiring of Private''v“hiclel

orders/instructions oMhe WofthTpro'tincial'poltee Off 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar duly c™ve^^
33O7'’.47/c°Mat:d''^o'05.2M7!"''’™’ ^ndst:

3. Vide para-05 of the

1.

amounting to Rs:- 11.00927/f ,
Charges and didn’t produce the record of it. of A03807-POL

4. Vide para-07 of the 
amounting to Rs:K ----- 1 93,998/- under head A039901-Office
Stationary by over writing and Manipulations in the Stock

not
as any APR.

attitude and lack of Professionalism wWcramSs\o^g?aTO°mSduct''''’ md'soipline
disciplinary action against you. ^ misconduct on your part warranting stern

3.
(i) of Khyber Pakhtunk^wrCovemmeTsem^ ' "'’^“"'^rjct as defined in Rules-3
rendered yourself liable to all or any oT^fp^^af^f s^S i^ slidibiS'' ’

receipt of this Cha^g^ S^e'et4.
withiri 07 days of the

5.p.,« ST,'S ““ “ *•
action will be taken against you. .... n. «,„c:?:s,rs sr, ?„• ™
6. Also intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in 

Statement of allegation is enclosed herewith.
person or otherwise.

7.

(MUBA^K ZEB) PSP
^ Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs- 
' ^ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar.

etVmportant b«kup\n.w lystem-e-liRcharg. she., Hsoetf ,o
ass, srade dark mohjmmad Iphal of kohat region doc

.1
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A

disciplinary ArrinM

Pakhtunkhwa P«hawar^s'tmpetent^auth“oTy^s'7tte°o^^ '<''y‘>er

ufble presently posted in the office’of SP Investigation 'Pbal,
liable to be proceeded against as you have committed tL r have rendered yourself
of Rule 4 Of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Efficiency aXcipM^^^

STATEMENT OF ALLFr^ATinkj

(am^^' '^ohat! after ^the^'course ^of htemaf Aud'^^^^^

irsi-" -f '•"» 0. S' srLr',r„:r„ss“:
s=s^-3SF-=- 

“HiSSsSr
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
dated 10.05.2007.

1.

7

un-

Heads of Police Offices 
vide Endst: 3307-47/C-l '

hS'asS; Sts “.r,„ -«l
"iSS'''.£rr'r£*XT«,;= ■ 
... =;srs c'as”: -
available on the record as wells ^ not

as any APR.

Hr- ^BS'y.^
Ikx^nMUla.ly

i.

^-ch'^ii. f

l^ovide rea^nable oppDrtSStJ of SIi7tiohe ..... Ordinate,

4.proceedings on tbe^a^ dmfand"placeFtedTthrenqufri“^^^^^^ departmental shall join the

(MUB^ K ZEB) PSP
Deputy Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

HQrs:
C

^ ‘>atb,pV«wwen«.aVh.r*eU,Mtta„rt to •«u padt d«rk mohimmid Iqbal d l«htt rnteivdee

.'• V

. ;•;
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r5C3i.L_ ^0|B?•'5.BIEARTURE report

In compliance with the

Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar v,de order EndsfNo" 99/ 

V,dated 08.09.2014, I submit my depart 

please.

order of worthy Provincia|/\Poiice

c:-

ore report to-day on 15.09.2014 (A.N)

(Muh^iTiM qTjai]
Assistant Grade Clerk 

Inv: Office Karak.
oEBCE^IHEsup^

dated Karak the, f ''201-1

Copy of above for favour^f information
is submiUed lo:-

1.

Khyuor

. I
2.

3.
ThP Police,Kohal Rocor, Kohw

ihe solion

4. .
5 gion •
6.
7.

uperintendent or Police, 
Investigation Wing, Karak
\J

V

\



Phone No: 9260112, 
Fax No: 9260114.

From; - ■ The Dy: Inspector General of Police 
Kohat Region, Kohat.

To:- The Inspector General of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar

/EC, Dated Kohat the ij / /2014

DEPARTOENTAL ENQUIRY AJKTD TRMSFER TO 
SOME REMOTE REGION OH COMPLAIKFT BASTS.

No.

Subject: -

MEMO;

Kindly refer to your office Memo: No, 3085/E-V, dated.
08.09.2014.

It is submitted that charge sheet and'statement of 

allegations in respect of Asstt: Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal of 

SP Investigation office Karak has properly been served upon him. 

Duplicate copy of the same duly signed is enclosed herewith as token of 

receipt please.

//

W,
Dy:/Inspej 

. ^oha'
r Gen</tal of Police, 
!egion/ Kohat

/No. /EC,
Copy to the SP Investigation Karak for information w/r 

to,his office Memo: 5683/Inv: dated 17.09.2014 for information.

VJLt/

r Genital of Police, 
r^iom Kohat

Dy> Inspec/dKoha



Trading Company PHONE NO. ; +2371 2219

CHARGE SHEET
I, Mubarak Z0, Deputy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar as.a competent authority, hereby .charge you Mr. Mohammad Iqbal, AssU; Gtade CleiR 
presently posted In the office of SP, investigation. Karak as foUows:-

As reported by RPO, Kohat that v/hile you were posted as Pay Officer in the office 
of SP, Investigation, Kohat,after the course of Internal Audit some Major misappropriation 
(amounting to Rs:* 30,71,480/-) were found on your part. Detail of the same misappropriation is 
appended below:'

1. Vide para-07, of the Internal Audit, you have drawn TA bills of 
amounting Co 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 Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar duly conveyed to all Heads 
of Police Offices Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide Endst;
3307-47/C-l dated 10.05.2007,

3. Vide para-05 of the Internal Audit, you have drawn
amounting to Rs;- 11.00927/- under head of A03B07-POL 
Charges and didn’t produce the record of it,. .

4. Vide i)ara-07 of the Internal Audit, you have drawn
amounting to Rs; • 93.998/- under head A039901-Office 
Stationary by over writing and Manipulations 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 
available on the record as welU as any APR.

Your said act of negligence depicts fjeiglu of Inefficiency, disobedience, Indiscipline 
attitude and,lack of professionalism which amounts to grave misconduct on your part warranting stern 
disciplinary action against you.

m
It

Ii !'
i
%m

i
IN

K
i 2

$

• f:' 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 ft Discipline) Rules* 2011, and have 
rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Rules-4 of the said ibid.

You are, thorefore required to submit your written defence within 07 days of the 
M-ecetpt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer.

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 tliat case, e>::parte 
action will be taken against you.

Also intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise.

Statement of allegation is enclosed herewith.

3.
Yi

I;r,1

4.3
; 5.

: .i

:!

7

(MUBA^KZEB) P$P
Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs; 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

»

»lu S • »t KB f I k I i ’t'i iv I ni f'»i.k • ii \U wi d lytal C f.k ? .

N'i-/
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t:
■ r' Tr.Bding Cornpar'-M PHONE NO. : +2071 2219 P-i-p. 10 2014 ijl :23PM P0“

P

DlSCIPLfWARY^CTOM^

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawa^^s'^ct^ipMen\^authX^=.'^

As^it! Gi-aOe Clerk presently posted In the office of SP, Investigation. Karak have rende eo you ir 
liable to be proceeded against is you have committed the following acts/omission within the meaning 
of Rule 4:of the .Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Efficiency and Discipline Rules 2011.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

7;

f?

As reported by RPO, Kohat that while he was posted as Pay Officer in the office 
of SP, investigation, Kohat, after the course of Inteinal Audit some Major misappropriation 
lamounting to Rs:- 30,71,48f)/-) 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 code cost of Investigation 
un-necessary for only Hiring of Private Vehicles and not for 
any other purpose v/hich is against the orders/instructions of 
Che Worthy Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Pesh3v/ar duly conveyed to all Heads of Police Offices 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesliawar vide Endst: 3307-47, C l 
dated 10.05,2007.

3. Vide para-05 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amoun.r.'.: 
to Rs:» 11.Q0927/- under head of A03807-POL Charges while 
he didn't produce the record of it.

A. Vide para-07 of the Internal Audit, he has drawn amounting 
to Rs: • 93.^98/- under head A039901 -Office Stationapr 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 
sancUoned/issued by any Competent Authority is not 
available on the record as wells as. any APR.

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

j.'

I

I

2.

■

1.
: W.'! :•

II.
i'v'1 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:’

- proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the enqiiiiy committee.

•'V

The accused and a well conversant representative of departmental shall join the

(MU^RAK ZEB) PSP 
Deputy Inspector General of Police, HQrs: 

Khyl/er Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar,

■ ji'vl •

. m'-

bA(kur\nFV- kytltfTrt-fiNrn hU'fd ifn>d»«^'k4AC>lu»r*mftdlybkl nfkvW iCjbn.llvc

; *•••

b



■ -^‘'11 iMG.lfOHfHT

•i...

Phone Not 9260112. 
F&x__Not_926011A.

From: - The Dy; Inspector General of Police,' •
Kohat Region,..Kohat;

The Inspeclor General of Police... 
Kliyber PakhLunkhwa,
Peshawar • '

To:

./EC, Dated ICohat the /? / 120)4.

Dgg^^^m!AlL_EWQUJRY AMD PyRA^SFER. TO 
g.Q^^JEj^QTE^GIQmw COMPLAINT

No,

Subject: -

MEMO;

Kindly refer to your office Memo; No'. 3085/E-V, dated• 4^**

'■ : 08..09.2014.

It is submitted that charge, sheet arid statem'ent of

Iqbal' ofallegations in respect of Asstt: Grade .Clerk Muha.ramad 

SP Investigation olfice Karak has ■ properly ■ been served upon. him'. 
Duplicate copy of the same duly signed is ciiclosed hereWjth as to.ken of
receipt please.

Dy:/Inspeprof X/en^al of Police, 
. 'Tcohak-Ri^gion/Kohat

No. ./EC,

, . ^ SPinvestigation Karak for information-w/r.
10,his office Memo: 56S.3/-Tnv: dated 17.09.2014 for information.

I

Dy^ Inspec 
/Hkoha

^nCT'al of Police. •' 
gior/ Kohat '

'
I:

1
■ f

I
r

I

VI17

f-:

If:
7i

H
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Phone Nos '9260112.W'/.
yj ■E&xl^ mii_92S.011A,

7
The Dy: insjpector General of Police,
Kohat Region, Kohat.

^ ft

The Inspector General of Police, 
iGiyber PakhUinkhwa,
Peshawar.
./EC, Paled Kohat the IJl ! o? /2Q14..

Prom: -/
w

ff
To:

No\

<7 ... Subject: AE.PLICATX0M_ .OF OF
' DXg7S.lgTl.-

Kindly refer to your office Memo: No. 2871/K-V, dared
21-.08,2014.-r <

It is submitted that charge sheet and statement of 
allegations in'respect of Senior Clerk Shah Zoman of DPO office Kohat 

: • has. properly been served upon him, Duplicate copy of the same duly
signed is'ehclosed herewith as token of receipt please.f

lx.
I

Dy: Jnspeemr C^neml of Police. 
/Z'Kohab'Rd^on^<ohat1

■ No.i -/.EC,
Copy to die Addl: SP Kohat / E.O for information w/i 

to his office Memo; No. 14, dated 05.09.2014. /: /

/

_ ^araTpf Police, 
tKoh^t Rc/iod,d<ohat

Dy; Jnspeafo'

t'ld9O:80 t^lQE 60
MT0Qc6cc6O: 'Ol XHj

■
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Ths Addl; Superiniendeni. of Poiice
Kohat

7The Deputy Inspector Genera! of Police, 
HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

No i- yPA dated Kohat the n /2014.
j’.

Subject: i^^^LMiNJALJWQUIRY

Memo: -
Kindly refer to voui- Memo No 3085/E-V dated 08,09.2014 (enclosed).

the departmental enquiry against Assistant Grade 
Clerk Muhammad lqbs..l including denartmeniai enquiry file

It is

is submitted herewit!', fot favcyf oi
perusal a

Add!; of Pc?:
/ Kohat

r:

*

;

•'“‘Twy
‘ v'

' >•>
^ : C-ic

• f



FiNDiHG

W-QEEABIMEffllALMQimAG^ST mHAmmn ,np.,
This is

Grade Clerk for the allegations that: -

MSISIAHIGR^ECURK

enquiry against Muhammad Iqbal Assistant
a finding in departmental

1. Vide Para No 02 of th 

276605/-
e Internal Audit, , he has drawn TA Bill 

on the names of officials 
attendance register they were present on duty 

Vide Para No 03 of the Internal Audit 

under the code cost of

s of amounting to F^s 

while/ ministerial staff
according to

in the office, 
he has drawn amounting to Rs, 1599950/-

2.

investigation unnecessary for only hiring of

-■ against the orders / instructions 

Peshawar duly 

Peshawar vide

privatevehicles and nof far 

of the Worthy Provincial Police
any other purpose which is

Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
No 3307-47/C-I dated 10.05.2007

Vide Para No 05 of the internal Audit, he has drawn

under head of AO3807

conveyed to all heads of P 
. Endst:

3.
amounting to Rs. 1100927/ 

record of it. 

amounting to' Rs. 93998A

. _ ^ Charges and did not produce the
Vide Para No 07 of the Internal Audit

under head AO3901

4.
he has drawn 

- Office Stationary by overwriting 

any application is not available to
manipulation in the stock 

whom the stationai7 items
register. Besides, 

were issued. Even 

competent authority is not available
a single application duly

on the record a‘s well
sanctioned / issued by any

as any APR,
On these allegations he 

allegations. The undersigned 

matter.

was issued with charge sheet 

enquiry committee to conduct
and statement of 

enquiry into the
were appointed as

On receipt of the fife-' necessary enquiry proceedings

pre. J s™ " TT" *"■
present Senior Clerk Aftab ur Rehman Pay Officer 

Arshid Mehmood, Junior Clerk

Summoned 

PWs
were adopted.

Khayal Faqir,
Naib Pay Officer Shad Hussain . Naib

SP Investigation. Telephone 

Khan, heard them in person and

Safi Ullah. ASi Zardad Reader 
Acting PA SP Investigation RisalOperator Sharif Khan.

recorded their statements.

Opportunity of cross question was given to the
respondent Muhammad Iqbalwhich he availed.

The respondent Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal the then Pay Officer 

he has already submitted 
may please be considered

Investigation Wing, Kohat stated

a detailed replyof the- charge sheet which
reply to the enouiry

investigation Wing, Kohatdunng.hi

was transferred to Invest,gation Wing Karak on admin,strative grounds vile 

General of Police, Kohat Region,' Kohat order Endst 

enclosed). While giving the charge he handed 

subject audit has been

cornmittee, however, vide which

• On 06.06.2013 he

Deputy Inspector 
No 4024-28/EC dated 06.06.2013 (copy

predecessor. Theover complete record to his
carried out in October 2013 and at that days heInvestigation Wing, Karak, therefore was servina in

ft. ..eft ft ft, A« p„, „ ““ 1.

,in routine in every government office whenever AudiTP"arty:is''cdhducting'AuditGf4K)V.'Vil'r’



;
prev/ious period, the present dealing hand is responsible to produceVierequisited4cord before 

the Audit Party for processing it,

As far as the objections raised in the audit note, the superintendent of Police 

Investigation Wing, Kohat has already submitted Para-wise 

mentioned in the charge sheet (copy of audit note and comments on it
comments of all the objections

is enclosed).
. The respondent further mentioned after the above Internal Audit the proper Audit

carried out by the Auditor of Accountant General Office, Khyber Pakhfunkhwa, Peshawar, 

i hey have also carried out Audit of the

was

same period and found all the record available in the 
office. The Audit Party had recorded 06 objections in the Audit Note which 

discussed in the DAC meeting neidjn CPO Peshawar on 18.07.2014
were later-on 

in the supervision of 

and Budget Officer CPO
After discussion and perusal of record, the Audit objections were set aside / dropped 

(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.

Director General Audit, AG Office, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Peshawar.

The Range Auditor Khayai Faqir 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 

recorded the said obsei-vations.
ha has

During cross question by the undersigned when he was asked tfiat ihe 

respondent Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal

said that he was not present because he was serving in Karak District. N'e 

that the present staff was directed to produce the record. He replied that they 

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 there is any 

doubt in its authenticity. He replied that the standing order

was present during the course of Audit. He

'was further asked 

were directed to

IS correct.
Besides this, statement of Senior Clerk Aftab ur Rehm,an presently posted as 

Pay Officer, KBI Kohat, Junior Clerk Shad Hussain APO 

Branch were recorded.
and Arshid Mehmood of Accourit

in their statement they disclosed that during .Audit days their office was
recently shifted from 1=^' floor to ground floor and some official files were misplaced therefore 

the complete record could not be produced to Audit Party. Later^on, after thorough search, five, 

same record was found out and is available in the office and will be produced if requisitioned 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 diitv. 
Afterwards prepared TA Bills, which was subsequently drawn. The amount has been received to 

him properly.

Similarly, other office staff such as ASI Zardad reader to SP Investigation,

version or
Junior Clerk Safi Ullah that they had proceeded to various official assignments and have 

received TA properly,

Telephone Operator Sharif Khan and acting PA Risal Khan have corroborated the

During the course of enquiry some of the bills pertaining to POL Charges. Hirfig 

Charges and stationary were checked and found correct such as amount shown drav-'n vsere 
stated by the relevant official / firms received one. Statement of Manager Ghazi Khan Petroieum . • 

Kohat, contractor / supplier of POL to Police Department of this district was recorded. He after



>/

>-' ; thorough perusal of the existing drawn bill / record stated that the
...:^mr been received to him. He also verified the statement of cheques of the

arTK;^s ofjh^^bills have 

■ period of audit under

w,

report, which is placed on enquiry file.

Similarly, one of the Investigation Officer S! Abdul Rehman disclosed in his 
Statement that admittedly he used to engage private vehicles in connection with investigation 

purpose and afterward he was submitting bills thereof which 

payment thereof received to him
iis •. were correctly drawn and the

regularly during the period of the aforesaid Pay Officer.
So far overwriting in the stationary record in duly maintained / stock register 

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 

found out which has been attested^ by Gazetted officer for

. from
: ft 5 - X- '

;•
was checked similar cutting was also

attestation of cutting. Moreover, 
applications for the grant of stationary by various officials, duly sanctioned were found existed 

record and necessary compilation / reconciliationon
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 stationary supplier / contractor was recorded who after thorough
examination of the existing bills-duly drawn in his favour, disclosed that all the 

been correctly received to him.
payment has

FINDINGS

From the enquiry so far conducted we the enquiry committee cairie to the 
no misappropriation dr malafide in connection w'ith drawl of TA 

276605/- was found out on the part of the said official

conclusion that
Bills Rs,

Drawl of 1599905/- under the code cost
of investigation is found drawn based on rules / regulation and nothing any illegality, or 

Office Stationary was 'also foundirregularity on his part. Rs, 93998/- under head .A03901

drawn, accordance with existing record, correctly'disbursed

Charges amounting to Rs. 1100927/- allegedly not'produce during Audit 

and correct. .

Similarly, complete-record of POL

produced, examined

The delay in correspondence and non-production of record is the responsibility of 
then DDO-and his pay officer, who is still the Pay Officer of Investigation Wing Kohat.

Therefore, we the enquiry committee are of the view that allegations leveled

not based on facts, hence he isagainst Assistant Grade Clerk Muhammad Iqbal are
recommended to be exonerated from the charges

Submitted please.

Superintendent of Police, 
CTD, Kohat

Addl:3 erintendent of Police

/
/

■
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5. A'

ORDER SHEET
18.09.2014

today on 18.09.2014. Summoned the dela ? '^bal received
Range Auditor Khayal Faqir Regfon Office
who conducted the said Internal Audit ^4-09.20.14 at 1000 hrs

VEnquiry Officer
Enquiry Officer

24.09.2014

relevant record produced before the enquirrcomttt®"’
present Pay Officer of KBI Kohat narpelt S q ? ® checked. The
Arshid Mehmood, SI Abdur Rehman the theri . Shad Hussain and
been summoned for 26.09.2014 at 1000 hrs^ Investigation Officer, KBI have

y

rEnquiry Officer
-— _______ ___________ ________ Enquiry Officer

Ul.lah, ASI Zarda^Reader taVp^Bi*Summoned JurTioTcle* Safi

Khan PA to SP KBI, POL Supplier HabtMkl°h^ Risal
Stationary Contractom^az Shah of Shah r P"'™' Pump.
29.09.2014 ^ Centre, Main Bazaar Kohat fo

26.09.2014

\
%

Enquiry Officer
Enquiry Officer

29,09.2014 Ali of them present, heaijd in
person and recorded their statements

V
\ •:\1 /

Enquiry Officer
Enqui/y Officer

B



OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

'1^ / e 1/2021No /PA dated Kohat the

OFFICE ORDER

In order to streamline the transfer/posting of Naib Courts in 
the district, a committee under the head of SP Investigation Kohat comprising of 
the following officer is hereby constituted.

1. DSP Legal, Kohat
2 DSP HQrs Kohat
3 Reader 8t OHC of SP Investigation Office Kohat

The committee shall nominate suitable/ efficient official have 
good reputation for posting within 03 days.

DiSTRfet'POCICTGFFICER
KOHAT

\-S8 _____ /PA dated ~lo foi/ 2021
Copy of above is forwarded for information & necessary 
action to the:-

1. Superintendent of Police Investigation Wing Kohat
2. All concerned

No

POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHAT

I



V
//■ STATEMENT Of MUHAMMAD IQBAL ASSISTANT GllADE 

THE THAN PAY OFFICER INVESTIGATION WINC k-HHA-r ^ CLERK

Sir,
. In response to the charge sheet issued by the Deputy Inspector General of Police HOrs 

Kliyber f’akhtunkhwa Peshawar vide office Memo No. 3085/E-V dated 08.09.2014 received Ihroiigh the 

. De[;iav liKSpector Genera! of Police vide his office Endsl: No. 8350 / EC dated 10.09.2014.

It. is subrniiied that I have been charge sheeted for the allegations that while 1 was posted 

a.< pay officer Koliat Bureau of Investigation Kohai during the year 2012-2013. After the course of • 

internal audit some major misappropriation amounting to the Rs. 3.07,1480/- were found on mv part.

The Auciilor Region Office Kohat has prepared the following audit Paras durino, the 

course of internal audit for the year 2012-2013.

'Vide Para - 2 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’

In response to the objection mentioned above, it is submitted that the Superintendant of 

Police Investigation wing Kohat has already clarified the objection and subiniiied reply 

to the Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Region Kohat ( Copy enclosed at f/A 

The supeiinleiulani of Police h)vesiigati9n in his reply has mentioned that the oTicials 

who were posted in office were pr^enl in office then were deputed for official duties to 

Peshawar etc during office hours, due to the reason their attendance are exits according to 

the register. They were deputed for official duly therefore they have mentioned purpose 

of journey as ‘ BAKARE SARKAR . It is requested that the Para may please be dropped.

It is worth to mention here that the auditor in his report has not mentioned the foUowiiia 

details in his objection which are in rotation pre-requisive about which f coukt submit 

explanatory reply: -

/AA

1 Ans:

I
5

?

Name of officers/officials to whom the TA has been paid.

Dates on whicli they have claimed the TA.

3. How much amount Has been paid to each and every individual?

Beside this I have drawn all the Budget allotted to the SP Inve.stigation Kohat during the 

year 2012-2013 and disbursed upon the clainiants/owners who have submitted bills and their receipts In 

shape of acquittance roll/ vouchers and actual payee receipts, are available on record.

The bills so fat drawn were claimed by the Police officers / officials and were sanctioned 

by the DDO (SP Investigation Kohat). ,

. It is also worth mentioning here that the auditor in his report not mentioned that, ihc 

amount has been misappropriated/ embezzled and not distributed upon the clainiants/owners by the pay 

officer, but it has been mentioned that either proper permi.ssioii is required to the shown to audit or the 

amount may be recovered from the officials concerned and deposited into G(.)vt; treastiry. Which is 

evident from the enclosed audit not placed at 17A. On the other side the audiior has not nominated the 

officials from whom the amount is rccoventble.

‘Vide Para - 3 of interna! audit, he has drawn amounting Rs. ! 5. 99.950^- under 

Code cost of investigation un- nece.ssaty for hiring of private vehicles and not 

For any other purpose which is against the orders / instructions of the Worthy

2

2 Q.

\ I.OCAI. DISK E OFFICE WORK FOLDER HFiAD ri.ARK GENERAI. DR/VFl lNO 20M

■



i

Endst: No. 3307-d7/C-i dfel

2. Ans; in reply to the audit objection o.f th^^ Para 

Has submitted reply (placed at F/A. 

payment has been i 

private vehicle have been ei

.rieiuioiied above the SP liivesligatioi, Kohai
The SP Invesiigatiott in his reply mentioned that tl,e 

made according to the standing order NoSi • 3/2007. In most.of the bills 

to coiii-ls proceeded to
engaged for the production of accused

'lie spot pointation of side plan
etc. therefore the paymeril was spent on hiring charge.s.Keeping in view the above the Para

inay please be dropped.i
f in this respect it is submirted that the 

investigation Kohaf under head c< 

according (o the mles/instrLictio 

cost of investigation which 

dra'-vn and the

■■i st.m of Rs. 16,00000,/- were allotted to the SP 
Kt of ]nve.rtigation during the year 2012-2013 which

- 'nvestigatioiis officers have submitted the bills

by the DDO (SP Investigation Kohat). The bills 
made to the owners/ claimants.

M
were utilizedns. The i

on account of'vere sanctioned
I werepayment was

The acquittance rolls dtdy signed by the
owners are available 

against me.
on record. In such condition the

questipn of misappropriation does not arise
0.3 Vide Para -5 of internal audit, 

head ofAO 3807-POL cha.-ges and did 

The SP Investigation Kohat . 

b/A. The SP Investigation Kohat i ' 

available on

you have drawn amounting to tl,e Rs. i ! 00927/- 
not produced record of it.’

uiidcr

Ans.3
has submitted repiv to The audit which has been placed at

ply mentioned that ai! the bills.in his re
vouchers etc arerecord wTich will be shown fo next audit'

a sum of Rs .4000000,’'- 
POL charges during the year 2012-2013 which

In this respect it is submitted that 

3807 - weie allotted under head .AO

were utilized on the purchase ofPOL from POL 

has submitted the POL bills
contractor Ghazi Khan and PSO Dealer KDA Kohat, The contractorsons

monthly basis and theon
payment was made to hiin through 

sanctioned by Hie competent authority
payee receipts duly signed by the deal

vendor cheque. All the POL bills have been
cheque No. and actual

er arc available on record.Q.4 ■ ■ Vide Parra -7 of the i 

AO 390] -
internal audit he has d rawn '"''ouuting io Ks. 9399S/-’under head 

writing and manipulation- in-die stock
office stationary by

Beside anyyapplication is not available to whom the slalionarv 

Single application duly sanctioned / i.ssued by the 

on the record as well as any APR'
The SP

over
I'egister.

' Items were issued. Even 
any competent authority is iiol available

Ans,4 Investigation Kohat also submitted

..a. i.... „ ...................
Hdit. he cutting has been attested by a Gazetted Offi 

In this

reply of the said objection (placed at F/.y-j

to next
cer'.

respect it is submitted that the stationery 
sanctioned of competent authority. Ail the items 

to the officers / officials on their ivri 

The applications

y articies were purchased the P'operon
were taken on stock regisier and is,siicd

written applications for officials nse in the office work, 

made to dealer/ supplitT.
are available on record. The payment Avas

actual payee receipts arc available on record,

'-Ot'AI. DISK E OEFICE WORK FOl.DER head CLARK general DRAFTING T.CM

./



•It is worth inentioning here that the Auditors of the office of Accountant Geiieral Khyber 

Pakhtunkhvva, 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 Peshawar 

18.07.2014 in the supervision of Director .Audit AG office Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawa:r and were 

dropped. (Photocopy enclosed at F/B).

Besides this the Auditor C.P.O Peshawar has also conducted audit of the same period and 

all the relevantj'ecord has also been checked by auditor.

It is pertinent to mention here that when the aforesaid internal audit vvas carrying out, this 

lime I was serving in Investigation Wing Karak and unexpectedly the undersigned vvas informed 

regarding the subject audit neither by Investigation Wing Kohat nor by the auditor. If I was informed 1 

could be able to produce all the relevant record to the auditors which was lying in the said office. This 

record now can be requisitioned by the honorable enquiry officers for examination and its authenticity.

Keeping in view the facts explain above, it is humbly requested that 1 may kindly be 

exonerated from the allegations leveled against me and the enquiry may kindly be filled please.

on

>1'4i

I
i
lin-'5
f
I
d

Yours obedientlyII
n NI

(M u »W(flq bdl) ^ ^
Assistant Grade Clerk.
The then Pay Officer KBI Kohat.

%

I

1
IIt

<<•'

{

. ''“'.AU DISK E OFFICE WORK FOLDER HEAD CLARK GENERAL DRAFTING 201 d

B



,v- ;.- SK';r7;i. (jy.hijfcr S' •'
%

KRIKOHAT.
int^20i3 CO>JDT7CT^ BY DIG AUI>JTOgS KOHAT. •k? ■

—ON THE ACCOUNT OF SP imT.STIGATIONKOHATFORTHE YE. s
5

Coonnei^ by IGPRemsrfes by DIGReply by SP Invest: KohalCaption of E^ara'sSr. ■] 
No.-’1.

As per Rules the officials were 
not entitled tc receirc
conve>^ce allowance therelbre 
the same was stopped, 2nd v’.as 
not paid to I-IC Kalamat Khan 
whidi is evident ffoin pay biU 
kept in this office record. 
Moreover a proper case has been 
taken up with DAO Kobat for 
recovery of conve^^ce 
allow^aucc from the pension of^ 
FCNoor.wali, V/V
^ //- >‘V4. ■ I

Ur.Rutliorizcd Pavmei^ Rj;.55402/- on account QpT-onvevapce ix-I
No.l ,

..•-N i AfimTance danng LPR. 2
‘'Fare

■esUgatidn Sohat it 
icialswereon LRR 

/nave regularly recei'\'ed 
wance which ’«'as not

.5?During the course of internal audit of 
’ has been Pointed out that the following Poli 

from the date mentioned below but they 
alJow-ance and ration a

!

conveyance
I admissible to them._____________

i 3^ NanK & Desisn^jon Period Coove;^nce Ration
Allow: Allow:

74Q1/-02/08f^l2
to 3d/6/13

2(?210/-HC Kalamat Khan1
5:

7491/-ynna to
^30/6/13-

20210 cFC Noor Wsh:! 2 5I •;
I /i 14952''-' 40420^-•/ .T0-talR&- ” i/
; Suggestion:- , . - ,

The uirA.'UQi may be recovered from the official concerned and |
I de^o^itod incG Go\-i: Treasury imder inturianon 10 tliis office.

L.
!

I

tmnecessn~r^nd ficritioir^ rimenditur^ of Rs.2-660iA The official who werc pOStcd in
( / under hf'nd AQgSQg-TA Other. _ office were present in office then

During Pie coarse of audit it has been ob-CEn'ed ihai a sum ol were deputed for official duties io
. ^ S...27e^n5/- '::.,VL- bec-n dra^-n out of TAother sod shov,-r, paid m lie office 1

i siifi durin^ the nnanciai vear z01i-a.> out acoorum^ u3 attendas'-^ n._*.<er ;
’ o.f mvesti^dou pftlce Ks/haf. ail the staff '^'ere mmained pre-sent on du^ j due t.O fne reason their attend -te

ounag These days-Moreover die TA'DAv'as shown paid for'=E.45:7\RE ^ are exits according to legLSter.
aiKl D.'^^ duD- j They were deputed for ofticiaJ

IMPACT: dulv therefore ihev
rne :imourc vvas unnecessaD removed from public exchequer. menlioned luu-pose of iourDCY.

KECOMMENDATION:- “Riic ai?p
-Die maUer beme a senous irregulariiy is repor.ed which necas proper bsAKAKt b.AKt^AK . •

h^uT.earion and verification. niThcr proper perrnissjon is required 50 be It IS requested Uiat tiic Para may
shown ID ai-Til or the anaount may be recovered from the ofrlciais cuncemta please Ik dropped, 

deposited into Govr: Treasury under inthnaLio/i Jo audit.

i . iI j

I .<.
i

i
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