S.A 965/2013 |

05.06.2017 ; Appellant in person present. Mr. Saifullah, ASI alongwith M.
‘ . M,Lzlhammad Adeel Butt, Additional AG for the 1'espon:dents also
present. Due to strike of the bar learnéd counsel for the appellant is -

not. in attendance. Adjourned. To come up for -arguments on

28.09.2017 before D.B. . -
i

(GU[ / /3 KHAN) (MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
ER. ' - MEMBER

!
28.09.2017 2 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG alongw1th
Farmanullah ASI for the respondents present. Counsel fr the
appellant seeks adjournment, ; “Granted. To come up for

arguments on 21.11.2017 before the D.B.

21.11.2017, Learned counsel for the éppe]lant present. Mr. Zia Ullah,

- Learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present. Vide our

separate judgment of today placed on file of appeal bearing No%é‘/ZOB ‘
titled Deen Naeem versus The Provincial Police Officer, Government of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa the present appeal is accepted in terms that the

impugned order/penalty of stoppage of one (01) annual increment with

~accumulative effect is modified and converted to stoppage of one (01).
* annual increment forja period of three (03) years. Parties are left to bear

their own costs. File be consigned to the rccord room.
h

(GUEZ%N) ' : (MUHAMMAD FAMID MUGF IAL) |

MEMBER A : - MEMBER
ANNOUNCED | :

| 2111 2017
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"26.09.2016

- 30.01.2017

R LI

>

'Agent to counse] for the appellant and Mr. Tarig, Si
alongwith Mr. Usman Ghani; Sr. GP for respondents present.
Arguments could not be heard due to strike of the bar. To come up

for arguments on 26.9.2016.

" . Member M\iyber

Appellant in person and Mr. Rehan, ASI alongwfth Addl.
AG for respondents present. Appellant requested for adjournment.

Request accépted. To come up for arguments on 30.01.2017 before

DB.
Member Ch&nﬁm .

4
.o '

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP
alongwith Mr. Farman Ullah, ASI for respondénts present. Counsel
for the appellant requested for adjournment. To. come up for

arguments on 05.06.2017 before D.B.

, (MUHA . ' NAZIR)
- ; : 2 : : MEMBER ‘

(ASHFAQUE TAJ)" % © %
MEMBER :




’(‘ .

!

11.11.2014 Clerk of counsel for Ithe éppellént and Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt,
AAG for the respondents present. The Tribunal is incomplete. To come up

for rejoinder alongwith connected appeals on 27.02.2015.

'A R%r

27.02.2015 Agent of counsel for the appellant and Addl: A.G for respondents
present. Requested for adjournment as learned counsel for the
- appellant has not prepared rejoinder due to illness of his wife. The

appeal is assigned to D.B for rejbinder and final hearing for‘22.09.2015.

Czirman

-

22.09.2015 Clerk of counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabeerullah
Khattak, Asstt. AG for the;respondents present.. Counsel for the
appellant is not available, therefore, case is adjourned to

/{~3-+/& __forarguments.
| N—

MEMBER

15.03.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for
respiondents present. Learned counsel for ‘the appellant . submitted

rejoinder which is placed bn file. To come up for arguments on

ﬁ é . @ before D.B.

MEMBER : ' MENBER
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e £ 09.01.2014 | |

Appellant w1th counsel present Respondents have been
served through reglstered “p'ost/concerned officials, but they are not
present. However, Mr. Muhammad Adee! Butt, AAG is present and
would be contacting the respondents for written reply/comments on

24.2014.

‘02.4.2014 | Counsel for the appellant and. Mr.Muhammad Tariq
Usman, ASI on behalf of the respondents with AAG present.
Written reply/para-wise comments on behalf of the respondents |
received, copy whereof is handed over to the learned counsel

for the appellant for rejoinder alongwith gonnected appeals on
3.7.2014.

Member

03-7-2014.- Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Tariq, ASI on

s behdlf of respondents with Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr. GP prescnt
RCJomder has not been received, and request for further time made

by the learned counsel for the appellant. To come up for rejoin

alongwith connected appeals on 11.11 2014,

. »
Chairman




; 19.09.2013

adjournment to amend the instant appeal. To com

appeal/preliminary hearing on 01.11.2013. ..

Z/‘ Ol.ll.2013 Appellant with counsel present and submltted mnended
‘ copy of page No.1 of the instant appeal W1th spare sets Prehmma:y
/ })’Q{j‘} arguments heard. Counsel for the appellant contend:d that the
}r\ appellant has not been treated in accordance with the law/rules

o D

Appellant filed departmental appeal agamst the original order dated

30. 04 2012 which was upheld v1de order dated 18.07. 20 l2 recewed

L o)

to the appellant on 09.10.2012 and the instant appeal on 05 11 2014
He further contended that the final order dated 18. 07 2012 s |
violation of rule-5 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa appeal rule 1986. No '
further enqu1ry was conducted and the order was 1ssued w1thout

—vm. S
’{ k" N

taking into consideration the spirit of FR-29. Points ra1sed at the

Bar need consideration. The appeal is admitted to regular hgarmg
subject to all legal objections. The appellant is d1rected to dep051t the

secunty amount and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter notlce< '

e ;

be issued to the respondents. Case adjourned to 09 01 2014 for

submission of written reply.

coN
5—: 01.11.2013 This case be put before the Final Bench \
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‘ Court of !

Form A |
FORM OF ORDER SHEET -

Case No.

()l/n < /2013
> =

Date of order

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magist_rg_te
Proceedings
1 2 3
' 1 12/06/2013 The appeal of Mr. Ghani-ur-Rehman was received on 05-
'11-2012 which wés returned to the counsel for the appellant for
completion and résubmission within 15 days. Today he has
resubmitted the appeal late by 203 days. The same be entered
‘in the Institution Regisier and put up to the Worthy Chairm';n
, -for further order please. o |
2 .

[5=7-4077)

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench fot prellmmary

hearlng to be put up there on t ; g QZZZ?

|
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal'No. gé P} /203_

Ghani Ur Rehman No.274, Police Provincial Police Officer,
: line Karak . : Government of Khyber
: v _i Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and
--------- Appellant : ersus i others..........Respondents
INDEX

rMemo of Servwe Appe'll
) Application for condonation of delay g
" |with Affidavit ~ 7
Copy of FIR and Nagsh ' .
l/’ .
~ 3 Moga(Map Skitch) ‘ A G-l
Copy of FIR No.539 U/S 155 Police _
4. V{ Order 2002 against appellant 21-12-2011 B [
| Copy of Charge Sheet and (3
S. . C jz-
Statement of allegatlon
6. \//C/opy of reply to charge sheet D Y
7. < /] Copy of inquiry report E 1S3
8¢ | Copy of Impugned order 28-04-2012 F 19 <
9. Copy of departmental appeal G S0~
10. Copy of impugned rejection Order 18-07-2012 H AX-2Y
11. | Wakalat Nama . S~
%j/ ¢
Appellant
Through -
Ab aleem Khattak o
Dated: é / 10/2012 Advocate, Peshawar é
j/, (O

Asl/wa_sé AL' '[Mq(ﬂ
pel\ocale, Pastiabisin

o e et s ek T TN T U P, L e R
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The‘appe'ai of Mr.Ghani-ur-Rehman No.274, Police Line Karak received today‘i.é. on 05/11/2012

is incomplete on the following scores which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion .

and resubmission within 15 days:-

1

1

Index of the appeal may be prepared according to Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
rules 1974. :

Address of appellant is incomplete which may be completed.

Copies of FIR s and Nagsh Moga mentioned in para-3 & 4 of the memo of appeal
(Annexure-A&B) are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

‘Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notice, enquiry report and

replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it. :
Copies of impugned order dated 28/04/2012 and departmental appeal against it are not
attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

Application for coadunations of delay may be supported with’ an affndavnt attested by Oath
Commissioner.

Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

Appeal may be got signed by the appellant. _ ,
Five more copies/sets of the appeal alongwith annexures i.e. complete in all respect may
also be submitted with the appeal. :

No. Zg 36 /S.T,

'Dt.O 5[,4 /2012. o \

REGISTRAR —
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

MR.ABDUL HALEEM KHATTAK ADV PESH

&,%@/ afuln et
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SEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2013

Ghani Ur Rehman No.274 Police Line Karak .
s R Appellant.

Versus

The Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar etc........ e Respondents

Application for amendment in the heading of the appeal.

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That appellant has filed the above mentioned
service appeal before this Honourable Court,

which is fixed for preliminary hearing on 01-11-
2013,

2. That appellant has erroneously made an error in

the heading of the appeal.

3. That the heading of the appeal may kindly be read
as follow:- ,
“Appeal under section 4 of the Khyber»
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 fead
with section 10 of the Removal from ‘Service
(Special Power) Ordinance 2000 against the final
‘order of respondent No.2 dated 18-07-2012 pas;sed
on the departmental ~api)eal of the appellant,

- wherein he upheld the order of respondent No.3



.

s
R A
bagr

and maintain the penalty and set aside the same by

granting him with all back benefits.”

(-

4. That the same may also be considered in the pray

portion as well.

It is therefore humbly prayed that the apphcatlon
‘may kindly be aocepted as prayed.

Appellant .

Through ew N%\A |
Ashraf Ali Khattak,

’ o Advocate,'Peshawar.
Dated:  ©! / 1¢/2013 -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SEliVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 965—/201;

Versus

Ghani Ur Rehman No.274, Police line Karak

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

Verses.
1. Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber
- Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. | The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region Kohat.

3. The District Police Officer, District Karak
.............................................. Respondents

- SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 10 OF THE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA REMOVAL FROM
SERVICE (SPECIAL POWER) ORDINANCE; 2000
READ WITH SECTIOIN 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974.

Prayer:
On acceptance of the instant service appeal this

Honourabe Tribunal may graciously be pleased to set

e m aside the impugned order dated 28-04-2012 of the | ,
(w%f respondent No.3, who vide the same imposed upon the |
/ 1 appellant penalty of stoppage of one annual increment '

with accumulative effect on appellant vide OB No.465

ac-submitted WAL  (ated 28-04-2012 . and the impugned Order of )
filed. : %
wd {1 respondent No.2 dated 18-07-2012 passed on the f

7 departmental appeal of the appellant, wherein he upheld
Y
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the order of respondent No.3 and mainfain the penalty

and tol set aside the same v_vith all back benefits.

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

. That in the year 2011, appellant was posted at

Police Line, Karak.

2. That on 09-12-2011, appellant was detailed with
court duty in connection with famous Uzma Ayub

. alleged rape case. There was also a procession who
chanted slogans in favour of Hakeem Khan ASI

(al]eged accused) of the cited case.

3. That on the same day brother of Mst: Uzma Ayub,
namely Alam Zeb was killed outside the Court
Premises and the killers éucceeded in making the
escape good (Copy of the FIR and Nagsh Moga

are attached as Annexure-A).

4. That later on case FIR No.539 dated 21-12-2011
under section 155 Police Order 2002 P/S Yaqoob -
Khan Shaheed was registered against appellant and
others on charge of displaying cowardice and A
avoiding arrest of the killers of Alam Zeb(brother
of Mst: Uzma Ayub). (Copy of the FIR is éttached

as Annexure-B).

5. - That in-addition to registration of case appellant
was also served with charge sheet and statemeﬁt of
allegation (Annexure-C) to which he submitted
reply (Annexure-D), slipshod inquiry was held
(Anxure-E) at the back of the appellant. Neither




N
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. final show Aéause has been served upon the

appellant nor has opportunity of personal hearing
been afforded to the appellant. The departmental
proceeding culminated into passing of the
impugned order of imposing penalty of stoppage
of annual increment with accumulative effect on
appellant vide OB No.465 dated 28-04-2012
(Annexure-F).

That being aggrie{fed of the illegal and unlawful

. penal order, appellant submitted departmental

appeal before the respondeht No.2 (Annexure-G),
who vide order dated 18-07-2012 rejected the
same and upheld the order of respondent No.3

(Annexure-H).

That appellant, being aggrieved of the acts and
actions of Respondents and having no other

adequate and efficacious femedy, files this -appeal

- inter-alia on the following grounds:-

Grounds:'

A.

That Respondents have not treated appellant in
accordance with law, rules and policy on subject
and acted in violation of Article 4 of the
Constitution 1of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.
Section 16 of the Civil Servant Act, 1973 provides
that every civil servant is liable for prescribed
disciplinary action and 'penalty -only through
prescribed procedure. In the instant case no
prescribed pro.cedure has been adopted by the

respondents, hence the action taken by them is

Vi
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illegal, coarm noh jﬁdice and liable to be set aside.

That the inquiry officer conducted ex-parte
- proceedings . and no chance of defense was
provided to appellant. No one was examined in
presence of appellant and no chance of | croés
examination of witnesses was provided to the
appellaht. Again inquiry -officer has allegedly
examine -co police officer in support of the
charges, who were also facing departmental charge
on same set of allegation. The testimony of the co
accused officer was not worth credence, therefore,
the authority wrongly believed the tainted evidence

of the co accused officer.

- That the inquiry officer has based his opinion on
no evidénce as nothing was brought on record in
support of the charges leveled against appeliant.
No direct or indirect evidence was available on
file, which may connect the appellant with the

alleged charges.

That appellant was implicated in criminal charge
vide FIR No.539/2011 under Article 155 Police
Order and was also charged departmentally on the
same set of allegation, which amounts to double

jeopardy.

That under the law as provided under FR-29, the
authority will specify the period of stoppage of
increment, but in case of appellant the period has

not been specified, therefore, the impugned order



was passed in violation of rules.

That'penalty of stoppage of one annual increment
was imposed on appellant without adhering to the
legal and procedural formalities including

procurement of evidence in support of the charges.

| That this on the record that appellant was

subordinate. Therefore, appellant was wrongly

punished for the in action of other police officer.

That the departmental proceeding were carried out
against the settle principle of disciplinary rules.

Therefore, the impugned order is worth set aside.

That appellant 1s a low paid employee, he has

highly been discriminated. The recommendations
of fact ﬁnding inquiry on the basis of which
criminal case against the appellant has been
registered  and  subsequent  departmental
disciplinary action has been initiated has also
recommended action against higher Officer
mcluding DST-Investigation and DPO, but these -

recommendation has been ignored in case of high

~officer and only constables rank have been

subjected to departmental proceedings and penal

action and that too without any sort of evidence.

The whole record of service of appellant was
unblemished and appellant was noted for good
performance -and impugned penalty was based on

single intendance of escape of killers after the
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commission of offence with no fault and

negligence in duty on the part of the appellant.

It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of
this appeal, this honourable Tribunal may graciously be
pleased to set aside both the impugned orders as prayed

for above.

“Any other relief as deemed appropriate in the
circumstances of case not specifically asked for, may also

be granted to appellant.

l
) ¢
i
Appellant .
Through =
Al eem Khattak,
Advocate, Peshawar.
B PRy % &
Pchseof AL 1<hatialr

MVaCaz/ W&M‘

Dated: __ £/ 10/ 2012

Affidavit.
I, Ghani Ur Rehman No.274 , Police line Karak hereby solemnly affirms on Oath that the

contents of the instant Service Appeal are true to the best of my Knowledge and belief
and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal. , .
N /a

Deponent.




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.___ /2010 @

Ghani Ur Rehman No.274, Police line Karak
................. P PRPPRPNY- Vo) o 1c1 1 :1 1 L

Verses

Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others .......... Respondents.

Application for condonation of delay if any.

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That appellant has filed the accompanying appeal

before this Honourable Tribunal.

2. That the impugned rejection order has allegedly
been issued on 18-07-2012, but neither a copy of
the same haé been endorsed to the appellant nor
the fate of the same has been communicated to the
appellant. |

3. -That appellant after getting knowledge applied for
copy of the imﬁugned rejection order and the same
was granted on 09-10-2012. (Copy of applicaition_
and attested copy of the impugned order dated 18-

07-2012 has already been annexed with memo of

appeal).



{
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4. That the delay in filing appeal was/is not intention

but due ~ to above stated reason.

5. That the law favour adjudication/disposal of cases
- on merit rather than on technicalities including

limitation.

6. That value able rights of the applicant is involved

in the case.

It is, therefore, humBly prayed that on acceptance
of this application this Honourable Tribunal may
graciously be pleased to condone the delay if any in the
best interest of justice fair play and.equity.

A

I3

Uatt”

Applicant/Appellant. -
Through ' |

=

Advocate, Peshawar.

Dated: g / 10/ 2012 -

Counter A ffidavit

I, Ghani Ur Rehman No.274, Police line Karak , do
hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this
reply are true and correct to the best of my knowledge

and belief and nothing has been concealed from this

A\ Hon’ble Tribunal.

Deponent

L\&sl-!-raf Ali Khattak,d Kol :Hnlu—; \«Mt

.
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No. /28I 2— [EC

- Dated Z%( 2—7201]
- , | | ted, 4

.. CHARGE SHEET - A . M, ('c b

I, Sajjad Klmn |)1[t|l|(| I’nlla 0 Olhun Kanak ar compaotont authunly. baichy l[h)luu

you Conel: ll)[n Ghani Rohinan Na 274 Policadinon [Guak o Iulluw

ey
T

*You Constable Ghani’Rehman No.274 exhibited cowardice and avoided

. arrest of accused who committed offence vide FIR No. 529 dated 09.12.2011..

dnder section 302, 109, 148, 149 PPC Police Station. Yaqgoob Khan Shaheed -

desplte the fact that you were present on the spot."

*You also avoided follow up of the accused who succeeded in making gooe-

their escape due to your lethargic conduct. Such act on your part is against

- service discipline ang good order.”

. Punk.t: rules-1975 and have rendered your-self liable to all or any of the penalties specified in
" Police rules-1975 ibid.

[*))

2. o By reason of your commission / omission, constitute miss-conduct under '
T

3. You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 15 days of
the receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry officer Mr. Mir Chaman Khan SDPO Banda

Daud Sh'xh

Your written dsfense if ény should reach the Enquiry Officers within e

specified penod failing which it shall.be presumed that you have no defense to put in"and in

. ‘that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

4 ~ Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

A statemén;g of allegation’is enclosed.

-

Dlstnct Pohce Lfﬂcer Karak

. . - ) : SR N ) N.v.

7N
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T DISCIPLINARY ACTICN I @ |

/,f I, Hejjnd I(Imt\ I L L Police Olficer, Kok as o ompelent authotity, s

Aty opinion thit (,mmlnhln (,Imni Kehman No 274 Dol o L ines Karak haes rondesrod
; himbell fiable. lo be p:occcdcd against dsvarlimentally on the charges ol commitling

misconduct and negligence in duty.”

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

“Consiable Ghani Rehn*‘an' Nc 274 exhibited. cowardice and avoided arrest of

A , accused who committed offer:ce vide FIR No. 529 dated 09.12.2011 under

sectlon 302, 109, 148 149 PPC ‘Police Station Yagoob Khan Shaheed
- despite the fact that he was present on the spot "
‘He also avo:ded fallow up ¢ the accused who succeeded in making good ‘

their escape due to his Iethargnc conduct. Such act on h:s part is against
service dlsmphne and ccod order. "

2, The enquiry Officer Mr. Mir Shaman Khan SDPO Banda Daud Shah shall
in accordance with provision of the Police rules-1975 may - provide reasonable
opportunity of hearing' to the aCCLiS“d official, record his finding and make within [5-

’ days of the receipt of llLs 01der recommendation as to punishment or othel
- appropriate action against lhe a,cused.
ACRE j The accused offical shall join the proceeding on the date, time and

ipiace flxed by the enquiry commlttee

«

District Police Officer, Karak.

No/2R02-% JEC (enqu ry), dated %/ /22— /2011
Copy to:- |

. L The enquu’y Officer for mmatang proceeding against the accused under the
| Provision of Police rules-1975. °

: 'Constable Ghani Rehman No.274 Po!i,ce Lines Karak AS}R{XLI
- | : ‘ ‘A

)
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5 FINDING = N

Before unfolqu our op:mon it is dermed approonate to

pioceedmgs mutrateot agamst G@w“ ur—Rehman constabte No. 305 N
(neremafter referred to acoused ofﬁf‘er) whsch ‘are ‘as follows:- :

within' the meanmg of 22-A Cr.PC wsth prayer of regrstrat;on of case on

‘her daughter Complamant contended that ‘a month pnor to submission of
the petition, Pohce conducted raid on her house and made recovery of

arms & ammunmons from ‘her house. La"er on the above named accused-
committed *respass into their hcuse and forcibly abductcd Mst: Uzma Ayub

" har daughter. The apphoatron was aoceoted and aocord;ngiy case” Vrdes: '
FIR No. 363 dated 09. 10 2010 under seotron 498—A 2PC Police station.

’ Yaqooe Khan Shaheed was reorstered

.e.ater on Mst Balqrsarn Jana submitteo petrtron before

reprodasce the braef facts formmg the background of prese"u departmental ;- - R

' On 25 09. 2010 Mst Balq;sam Jana wife of Muhammad Ayub"..'_.,.,-' |
f. resucteut of vmage Marwatan Banda Tehsrl Takht-e-Nasrat: preferred an’ '
E apphcatlon before the Court of Addrttonal Sessron Judge Takht-e—Nasratr.:,l o

charges of abduction of her daughter namely Mst: Uzma Ayub. She initially . |
charged Gul Marjan Sardar Ali Khan sons of Ghazi ‘Marjan, Nazar Alison . '
of Malak Jan and Muhammad Karim son of Faiz Ul!ah for the abduction of

- the Honourable Chief Justrce Peshawar High Court Peshawar contendmg..‘._’f7,"_".

.‘theresn that her daughter was abducted and the Pot:ce falled to recover her.
daughter desprte Iapse of 02-months "She: a|so leveled allegations against.
o Prr Mohsin ‘Shah hspecror Amir Kh"n si ‘and Hakeem Khan ASIL. The

~ Honourable Court exam:ned the apphcarrt the petition was converted into o

writ_petition 370/2010 and the court issued order for the recovery of
‘alteoed abductee R ..‘ '

Mst Uzma Ayub abductee appeared before the Judicial

.Maglstrate on 19. 09. 2011 and her statement was recorded, wherein she

' stated that she managed her release from the clutches of accused and

oharaed 13—aocus°d including OB-Poﬁce officers named above for her .. .

K77 . .
2 . abductron and rape. She was also pregnant of five months and now she -
has de!wered a female child. - '

"{'he press and meci!a highhghted the rape case of Nist'
{Jzma Ayub. Therefore the Honourable = Chief Minister, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa constrtuted hrgh ievel commltted headed by Secretary Home
" for enquiry in the case. The committee made certain recommendations

s>
Kz

" .nctudmg handrng over mvest:gat;on of the case to the officer not below the
ranic of Supermtendent of Po'rce The mvestrgatson in the case was



entrusted to Senior Superintendent of Police, Investigation Wing Kohat by
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber' Pakhtunkhwa; Peshawar vide order
bearing Endst: No.2170-82/. e dated 12.11.2011, - o
| All the three Police officers charged in the abduction
and rape case of Mst: Uzma Ayub were arrested on 03.12.2011. The
Judicial Magistrate granted five days physical custody in respect’ of all the
three Police officers” ang they were produced before the court on
09.12.2011 by Kohat Pofice. | ' |
- Cn 09.12.2011, well wishers of Hakeem Shah AS|
| (charged_ and arrested in abduction / rape case of Mst: Uzma Ayub)
| scheduled a protest procession. Therefof'e the entire Police strength of _‘
.Sub-'division Takht-e-Nasrati inciuding strength of Police stations Yagoob
Khan Shaheed, Shah Salim, Cobra mobile, Janbaz mobile under the
command of SDPO, Takhtfe-Nasrati were ﬁetailed for security duty at the.
occasion of proceséion. , ' ' cee ,
S At 1400 hours, Alamzeb brother of Mst: Uzma Ayub
(abduction and rape victim) came out of the court premises and accused
first hit his mbtorcycle by motorear followed by pistol firing on him,
resuitantly he lost life. Zafran Utiar brother of Alamzeb charge Ibrahim
Shah and Waheed Ullah brother and friend of Hakeem Shah AS)
respectively by na‘me and also-charge three unknown accused for the
. murder of Alamzeb. Hakeem Shah ASi was also charged for abetting the
offence. Mst: Balgisam Jana was cited as eyewitness of the occurrence.
Police registered proper case FiR No.529 d‘ated 09.12.2011 under section
302,148,149,109 PPC Police station Yaqoob Khan Shaheed. The accused
Succeeded in making good their escape. | ‘
| The honourable High Court Peshawar took édvefse
notice of the occurreﬁce and Suo-Moto action was taken vide Writ Petition
No.3419/20’i1. The Honourable Court issued direction for conduct of
judicial enquiry as well as enquiry thfough high ranking Police officers, .
. ’ Accused officer along with other Police officers were
charge sheeted on the score of aliggeﬂons'that they displayed cowardice,

: avoided duty and abandoned foliow up of accused who committed murder
%, of Alamzeb despite’ the fact that they were present_on_the spot of

occurrence and thus malafidely Supported the escape of accused.

Enquiry to scrutinize the conduct of accused officers
was enfrusted to 3DPQ, Banda. Deud Shah and he submitted finding

report but your good office constituted enquiry committee comiprising us for
"-novo-enquiry vide order bearing No.1 OS/E_C, dated 07.02.2012.



7 “offider. that he was bresent on the spot of

'

- Accused of.ﬁ.t:er,wa_s -arre,sted,.ih, the case and he is still-

‘behind. the bar in judicial. tockup Sub-Jail Karak. The Court of Judicial

Magistrate has als'o.refusgd' arant of bail to accused officer, ‘Meaning

thereby that a prima facie case exists 3gainst the accused officer. Thisis

also on the‘record;'t'hat the km:er's;. of the Alamzeb were only armed with

: per.forén. their duty diligenﬂﬁy as tt)e'- ugly ,'ocoiur'rence of the murder of

Alamzeb took place at the same ‘spot. The killers. of Alamzeb also.
Succeeded in making good their €escape after the commission of offence,

; The lethargic conduct. 'of the Police officers pfé‘sen,t on duty brought bad-

ame for the Karak Police. o S
o It is broved from the .reco.r‘d and statement .of accused
the occurrence of murder of

- Alamzeb and the kilers made good thair escape despite the fact they were -
not armeq With lethal weapons, The accused officer ang others also

‘avoided follow up of the accused as no one was arrested on the same day. -
Investigation team comprising senior officers ‘made’ observations ang




@

recommendations that ihe accused officer and others had played
cowardice and ne_g!igenCe' in duty and according criminal case on charges
of displaying cowardice was ‘registered against accused officer and others
FiR No.533 under article 155 Police Order Police station Yaqoob Khan
Shaheed. Judicial Magistrate also refused grant of bail to the accused
officer and others'in case FIR No.539 referred above. All this p.foves the

commission of misconduct énd neglicgence’in 'dutv on the part of accused
officer and others. No doubt criminal action has been taken against the

accused officer ‘and others on charges of displaying cowardice and
“avoiding duty but presently there .is no cavil with the prepesition that
criminal charge and départmental charge can go side by side and both are
distinct in nature. The finding of one forum is nof binding on the other .
forum as separate mebhanism is adopted for arriving at the correct
conclusion. , ,
‘ As a sequel to our above discussion, we are safe to
hold that the charges are proved against the accused officer, however, he
was constabie and he was performing duty under the command and
supervision of his senior officers, therefore we recommend leniency in
award of penalty to the accused officer.

v 4y . /’{/ H . hred e \ i y
Superintendent of Police, Sub-Divisional Police Officer,
Investigation Wing, . Headquarter, Karak
rak .

inspec {L gal, Karak




. ) . - . ) /
ORDER _— ‘ /e = @

This order is passed on the departmental proceeding initiated against Constable é?;){q'm
R A g X1l , . . . :
(BIJT':KJIQ%\@J -{‘ﬁen posted Police Station Shah Salim | Suceinct facts leading to the _
instance departmental proceedings against him are as follows:- ‘

That on 09.12.2012 the inhabitants of village Takht-e-Nastrati hag arranged protest
procession in favour of Hakeem Shah ASI arrestad in Uzma Ayub rape and abduction case FIR
No. 363/2010 Police Station Yaqoob Khan Shaheéd(Takht—e-Nastrati), The strength of Police
Station Yaqoob Khan Shaheed(Takht-e-Nastrati) and Shah Salim under the direct supervision of
Muhammad Subhan the then SDPO Takht-e-Nastrati {now compuisory retired) was detailed for
security duty at the bremises of 'f:akht~e-Nastrati Court. However, Alam Zeb brother of Uzma
Ayub was killed vide FIR No. 529, dated 09.12.2014 under section 302,109,148,149 ppC Police
Statéon Yaqoob Khan Shaheed(Takht-e-Nastrati) in the premises of Court. The «killer also. -

ction was initiated'against the strength on duty
O DRI (B

occurrence vide FIR No. 52¢ referred above and also avoiding foflow up of accused involved in
the above occurrence was issued to Constableﬁ%f@%&ﬁwo.\f

SDPO Banda Daugd Shah was appointed as enquiry Officer vide this Office Endst: No.
11330-32/EC (Enduiry) dated 09.12.2011 to scrutinize the conduct of the accused with reference
to the charges leveleq against him. He submitted Stereotype findiqg repert. Therefore, another
enq.iiry committee headed by Superintendent of Police, Investigation Wing Karak was constituted

committee has submitted detailed report and has recommended award of minor punishment to
the accused Official betause he was performing duty on the spot of occurrence under the
cbrhmand of other senior Officers. ' '

accused Official, penaity of stoppage of one annual iIncrement with accumuiative effect imposed
on Conétableﬁiwth}izQNo'. {72 He is reinstated in service from the date of suspension.

O.B.No_ | | S .
Dated 2 5 g_,% Y 12012 ) ’ 74 :
' P - District Police Oé}cer,_Karak
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, XKARAK _ *
No._ 5 P/5" _ Ikc, dated Karak the 37/% 1no1a.
. . - Copy of above is submitted to the Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Kohat Region, Kohat for favour of information. N

o,

e = e YA
, 2ty ‘/.4/- ADVOCARE
b ;/ Wl -

| \)92.
District Police Of [%et Karak
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POLICE DEPTT: _ _ ' : {OHAT REGION
ORDER

- This order shall dispose of representations moved by
the following constables against the impugned punishment order passed by DPO
Karak. As the theme & nature of punishment awarded to the appellants / their
representations is same,-therefore, this single order is passed. ‘

Const: Anar GuI;No. 347

Const: Din Naeem No. 492

Const: Hazratullah No. 673
Const: Qismatullah No. 732
Const: Ghani ur Rehman No. 274
Consti Muhammad Ishfag No. 616
Corst: ‘mran Ullah No. 774
.Const: Javed lgbal No. 718

YO AW RN -

@ N o

9 Const: Saeed ur Rehman No. 623
10 Const: Shakir Ullah No. 707

BRI
-

Const: Knalil ur Rehman No. 305

The precise facts of the case are that on (:6.12.2012
the mhabltants of village Takht-e-Nasrati had arranged a procession in favour of
accused Hakeem Shah (ASl) arrested in Uzma Ayub Rape case who was
produced before the court of Takht-e-Nasrati A heavy strength of ~ulice
contingent under the command of SDPO Takht-e-Nasrati (now compuisory reiired)
was deployed at court premises for security duty. However, Alam zeb broiher
Uzma Ayub was killed outside the court premises and accused succeeded i
escape from the spot. The appellants exhibited cowardice and negligence in duty

. therefore, they were charge sheeted by the DPO Karak and an enquiry committee

headed by SP Investigation Karak was constituted to scrutinize the conduct of the
contingent dep!oyed at the venue. The appellants were held guilty of the charges,
which resulted a penalty of stoppage of one annual increment with accumuiative
effect vide DPO Karak office O.B No. 465 dated 28.04.2012.

Fezling aggrleved fiom punishment orders the
appeliants preferred the mstan representaﬂons individuaily. '

- The appellant: were heard in Orderly Rcom heid on
11.07.201 !4 mowadually and record perused.

The appeilants stated that wereA deployed inside the
court premises at the time of incident and they did not watch the incident. They
further stated that they were depiovefj under the command of senior officers.

- The una xsmned has ¢one through the availabie record
WhICh revealed that preltm:ndry enquiry was also’ conducted py the SP Inv: Karak
in order to ascertain deployment of the- appellani which was shown out side the
court,premises adjacent‘to e place of incident and their preserice on the spat
was proved. Desplte of above heavy contingent depioyment the accused
succeeded to escape from the place of incident and the appellants had exhitited

.cowardice & neghgence in duty. Therefore, the charge leveled against them has

heen nroved hevond anv shadow of doubt. The plea taken by the appellanic was

I
Y,
%w
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- under the penal law andqthe ciaée is yet 1o be decided by the competent court of

law.

taken a ienient view in aWarding punishment to them and the undersignled éééms
no justification to interfere in the punishment orders passed by DPO Karak, which

- are upheid, hence the rep}esentations of above appellants are hereby dismissed.

This order is exclusively passed. on departmental

- proceedings and shall not effect the ‘prosAecution of criminal case(s) registered .
‘against the appellants. ' '

B Announc_e,gA S | o - © ,«75
‘ - 11.07.2012 L ' ﬁ :
. | | AZ

* (MOHAMMAD Z s‘m{'ﬂ)

. ‘ PSP,QPII
‘ , ) - Dy: Inspector Genera] of P{)iépe
o rers /EC /%/X/Z//V - Kohat Region, Kohat.dl’ N

Copy for information -and necessary actidn to the District Police

Officer, Karak. Appellants service record is returned herewith,

. = -:‘?'M&fg
Z:W(’ -
o> . i

(MOHAMMAD IMT¥AZ Skt
~ PSP,QPM

-Dy: Inspector General of Pﬁﬁce
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 967/2013  titled | |
Muhammad Ishfaq Constable No. 616 Police Lince Karak (Appellant)

- Y e
L iaeey T -

_ Versus

1. - Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region Kohat ;
3. District Police Officer, Karak.................. (Respondents) ;" :
Subject: PARAWISE COMMENTS /REPLY TO APPEAL BY

' RESPONDENTS
Respectfully Sheweth:-

In compliance of direction vide notice dated 29.11.2013,
Parawise comments /reply to appeal on behalf of the

respondents No. 1 to 3 is submitted as below:-

Preliminary objections

1. That the appellant has got no cause of action to file appeal
2. The appellant is estoped by his own conduct to file the
present appeal.

The appeal is badly time bared.

4. The appeal is liable to be rejected on the ground of non

joinder & mis-joinder of necessary parties.

5. The appellant has not come to court with clean hands.

The appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

FACTS

l. Correct according to record, need no comments.
2. Correct, need no comments.

3. Correct, need no comments.

4. Correct, need no comments.

5. Correct, pr0p§r charge sheet and summary of allegations
| were served upon the appellant and DSP Mir Chaman
Khan SDPO Circle Banda Daud Shah was appointed as an
enquiry officer to conduct proper enquiry and to submit
findings of enquiry. The ehquiry officer recorded the
statement of appellant and submitted finding vide his

office No. 21 dated 10.01.2013 recommended the
appellant for major punishment. The report of enquiry ﬁ;}fs
officer was rejected by Respondent No. 03 and a new ﬁ
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C.

“GROUNDS . . T

ofﬁcer was reJected by Respcndent No. 03 and a new
enquiry committee was constm.ted vide OB No. 105 dated
28.04. ‘012 under the'chalrmansth‘ ‘of SP" Investigation
Distric: Karak (copy enclose:l as ‘Annexure “A”. The
pumslnnent oraer v1de OB No 465 dated 23 C4.2012 was
passed on the recommendatlons of enquu'y committee to
the effct Qf ta.kmg lemeng view in-award of punishment
and tne \e‘lvqu@‘r‘)“/ ‘committes fulfilled all the codal
formalities. ‘\ -

Correct to the extent of D/A

Incorrect, need no comments.

- ~
lncorrecl the. appellant was treated in accordance with

law/ ll’|(.b pnopu ‘charge. sheet ard summary of allcgations
were served upon the appe.Lmt and prooer Departmental
enquiry was entrusted to a 'Police officer of the rank of
pumsl mcnt w1thout recordmg evidence was refused by the
(.ompetent Al.thonty |c Res:)c-ndem No. 3 being not

plausmie and Enqutry commlttee wes coastituted to cnsue

delalled pxobe cmd to submit proper ﬁndmg report. Lemcnl

_view was taken by Respondent- No. 3 while passmg

impugned order on the recommendations of enquiry

committee. Copy enclosed as Annexuze “B”.

Incorrect, as in the first enquiry no proper .enquiry was
conducted by initial enquiry officer and statements of
concerned Police officers wete not recorded due to which
finding report submitted by DS? Mir Ckarman vide his
office No. 21 dated 10.1.2013 was rot entertained and
proper enquiry. committe¢ under the chairman ship of
superintendent of Police Invesﬁgatlor; Karak was
constituted with a view to ensure proper compliance of
law/ rules and the commit:ee ful3lled all tae requirements

of law/ Rules.

Incorrect, the appellant was preved guilty and was right

given the punishment.
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Incorreci -

Incorrec:, the impugned order was passed by: the
competeat Authority Respondent No. 3 in exercisz of
Powers :;onferred rule 5(5) r/w section 4 alv) of NWFP
and Khyber Pakiatimkhv&a’ Police Rules 1975.

Incorrecy,
Incorrect,

Incorrect, already explained vide ground A and B above.
Incorrect, the appellant has properly been dealt with in
accordance with rules on the sutject and no discriminétion
whatsoever is exercxsed in award of minor pumahment on
detailed recommcndatlons of Enqulry Committee.

l nconrcu

It is thewforc submitted that service appeal filed by the
appellant may be dismissed bemg time barred and l)ased

on flimsy ground.

,Provinci P(j,iec,’O'ff’gr

Khybey Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
Respondent: No. 4
Ny L )

/4
neidl of Police
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BEFORE THE SER‘/ICE TRIBUNA_, KPK. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 967/2013 , iitled:
Niohsm mﬂi;%ggpﬁui?zzz@%hce Lirce Karak (Appellant)
" Versus . '

1. Provingjal Pohce Ofﬁcer, I\hyl:er Pakhtankhwz Peshawar

2. Deputy Inspec,tor Gcneral of Pollce, Kohat Region Kohat
3.  Distrigt Pollce Ofﬁcer Kc.rak ............ errenn (Respondents)
Subject: Al_JTHORITY ot

We the respondents No 01 to’ 03 de hereo,' authorize Mr
Ghulam Hussain Inspector Leaal District Karak to represent us in
the above . ncd service appeal. "H: is also authorized to submit
reply etc on ‘our behalf before Honorable Service Tr:bunal Khybcr
.Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and to as.nst Govt: Pleade/ Addl: Govt

Pleader attached tc Service Tribunal till the dOCleCrl'l of appeal.

7
Provmcml PW

\’21’ Pakhtunkhwa Pcshawar

Respondent No I
e
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BEFORE T1JE SERVICE TRIBUN}\.L KPK, PESHAWAR

Service App:al No. £67/2013 titled

Moharmm ‘*{}‘i"f%“‘ﬁ‘mlfolice Lince Karak (Appellant)

Versus :
I Provincjal Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshgwar

2. Deputy Inspector General éf Police, Kohat Region Kohat
3. Distric. Police Officer, Karak......... . . (Resp;andcnts)
Subject: ~ AFFIDAVIT

We the respondents No. 01 to 03 do hereby scélemnly
atfirm and degta;é that the contents of reply to appeal are true and
correct to the best of our knowlecge and belief. Nothing has been
conccealed frouy this hoaqurable tnbunc.l :

. . / .
Provincial W

Khyber Pakhtifnkhwa Peshawar
o &Respondent: No. !

Deputy Inspéet6y/G eral of Police
Xohaf\Region/Kohat '
Respondent: No.?2

\ {\
District Police O er Klarak

Respondent\{No.. 3
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Charge sheet aqd \,tatement of ailegatlons based on
displaying cowardice and avoumg arrest of accused kbrahxm Sh«n
who ablegedly committed rnurde; of -‘Alamzeh brother of M§L U,zma
Ayub (bducuon and rape victin) "tn their presence, was ié'él‘ied to the
Police officers cited in the apncnded list. SDPO Banca Daud ‘Shah .
was aanointad a5 Enatiry OﬁlCu{' to scrutinize the conduct of the -
deiingiient Police Offictrs with reference to the charoes levcled
againsi them. znouiry offu, v subrmtted flndlnc report and
recomrnended thet the aocused officers were cullty cf the charoes
The < WUy oificer did nat bring any evidence on file lr.-support gf his

Tlnulu rad oTa

The todersigned i€ -of the opiﬁiqn that. impdsir{g‘ penalty
an o sused oftinarg an the besis of hollow and stérzo type ﬁhdinc.
repoy of the enviiny officer will amourt to futile exerzise. Theretore
endn. o somanias cormirising e foliowmo officers & consntuted for
cone iehing du-revn enguity proceedings it accordance thh the rules

r,:u H r ldd(‘)iv

- Sunerintendént of Police, Investigation Wing, Karak.

P's‘

Deputy Sunerintendent of Police, Headquarter, Karal.

L

insnector Legal,.lKarak.

The commitee shall submit finding report within sé\fen

VT g eae
L GAVS oos:tlvely.
A 4 + L
-
]

District Pélicifﬁ?:er, Karak -
Qi Mo /U5 JEC,
Nead /‘7_ C’) 12042

- . - "I —
I
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Wil i

akht~é~NaSratg'ﬁlp.refenfed an
before the Court ditional Seggic "
the fMeaning of 22-4

S of afbducﬁo
Charged Gy Ma Ali Kné““’ 0
of Malal Jan an \

“charge N Of hei gay;

her daughter C

PPeared bejore the Judicigj
2011 ang o statement Was recordey, Whergin she
Satec. thyt g Managed her ri2ase from tne Clitches of acclsey
Chargeg 4 S-accuseq incluc-'z‘ng CS—Poﬁce_‘é lcers narrey .
abduc;ion and rape She
has delivereg o feimai

alsy Aregnant o
i€ chilg, e

f five Months ang

| edia '!‘1.{_9hh‘ghtedf the fape ?fé‘és'e‘ of Mst:
Ayub, i 'ionourépie, 'C‘h'le'f

Minster, Kyber -
' SOMMited headey n i
for ©NQuiry in th.




entrusted to Senijor Superinterdent of Police, iigg;e%tggt{gn Wing Kohat by

}.. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber. ;Ea!gﬁtyn}gﬁv.’*a‘;;f;?qs@fawar vide order

bearing Endst: No.21 73-82/CCeﬂdatedijig11’%§1 S
e All the thre<Fohce§f§cers§chargec‘ in" the ‘abduction
SUE e f2pe case of Ms;: Uzma: Ayub were arested on, .“03."1‘2:2011_. The

.
TRt et
RN

v

09722011 by Kohat Plice.

{charged and arrested ‘in'abdtjgtiéﬁ‘_f fébé‘ftﬁ‘féé-ﬁbf Mst; Uzme Ayub)
Scheduled a protegt proc';re'ss'iojn\.‘. 'l‘jﬁe‘refdi‘e'-thé‘»éﬁtife Police str:engtﬁ of
Sub- dvision ‘.f'akhz-e-’Nas’réﬁ'incf'uding _stfe‘ngfﬁ of Police st'a'tions‘.Yéqpob
har Shatized. Shah safim, Cobra mobile, Janbaz mobile under the
‘ comeiandt 6. $ppo Takitt-e-Nasrati were det‘énedréfseéurity duty at the
CCCaw on of iMocession, - ) R A

| ﬂ.t{ 1400 hoUr:s:, Alaméep_ ‘,bx;othér of Mst: .Uzm?a-' Ay;.:b
(@b 1o ang fape victim) came out of the coyrt premises 'and'accus;ed
first #: s motorcycle by motqrcar foﬁdWed by 'pistol firing on him,
FeSUitently e iest iife, Zafr%n Ulah brother of Alamzeb charge l:bfahim
Shah g Waheed Ullgh brother ang frtjend‘ of Hakesm Shah As|
FeSpSC ively by name ahd-élso ch}arge‘ three unknown accused for the

Police i2gistered proper case FIR No.529 dated 09.’12.'2-01‘1 under section
302,14 145,105 PPC Police station_'Yaqoob Khan Shaheed. »The.accqsed
Succeeced in making goog their eséape. - _,  -

The 'honou'rabie:Higﬁ" Cout Peshawar togk adverse
nolice of the oucurrence and Sdo—Mqtd action was taken vide Wit Petition
No.341¢m011. T he Honourable Couit is‘suedﬂdireé‘fidri for Conduct ‘of
judicial LAqUINy a3 weli as ' P c

avoided by and abandoned follow

of Alamzeoh despite the fact” that

accurrence and thus malafide| Pp

de-novo Muty nde order bearing No.

BRREL SRS

Judicial Magistrate granted five days physicaj custody in respect of alf the
three Polize officers and they were produced ‘before the court on
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We eXamine vant re
admitted in hig staterr.ent Sutmited in resy
L5 Soonthe day 97 0ccumence of the Furder of Alar

T Bremises of gy However, ae conge ded’that h
o ara ang 2 occurrence took F‘ace outside the court ¢p the road, He
- :.ad"”j“ed feaimng ihe ‘eports of fire’ shots made by the accused whils

COMIRE sy b i urcler of Alamzeb. .

 Investigation vt the: .rﬁt}rder'{'cése of Alamzep was
Gansic .. . . wvestigation Wing CPQ, Peshawar. !nvésﬁgation team
heade. 1y, Lty inspactor Gereral of Police, InVéstigc‘:tion-!!, Khyber
Paidic e Pezanav.;ar‘ condusteq investigation in the vase and also
SUDINIG <y prog'u'ev..s reports before the high court ang Poﬁce high-
ups. Ty PIvVentigation tee.}n also made recommendation foi registfation of
CISC il dLCused officer ar.d 6thers-c5n i'charges of displaying
Cavardn gy Neylicence in duty vde report received for ¢c mpliance vide
MOS0 datad 1 7122017 ang 16/CRC/iny: datey 03.01.2012.

COBicn L Hei o file, Iy compiiaice with the above fepors, case vides
FIR NG 5 g 2112.2611 unge, Section 155 Police Order 2002 Police

Station v a0 Khan Shahoad wae ‘egistered 3gainst accus g offices and
olhery

' “ccused officer ¥:as arrested in the Case und he is stilj
behind 1 - 1y, i judicial lockup S’ub-Jai! Karak. The Cou:'t'of Judicial
Magistic: g 980 refuseg grant f bail 1 accused officsr. meaning
thereby 11 v 4 A facie Cese exists against the aceused oificer. This s
&30 o, T Bat the Killers ‘of the Alamzeb Were onjy armed vith
PIic! e vy stiength of Police .'ncluding_acqus'e_d,o,fﬁcer Yas presant

on the: e n Hihermore, the entire ttrength waé'&étaﬂed for “orovision 6f__
SECUIY ¢ gy oy the occasion of Liocession but the strength failed to -

orforns g e Gty ditgently ag the ugly OCcurrance fof the murder of
Alamzen + ... Riace at the Same ¢ pot. The killers of Alamzeb also
succeeda IEING n00d their escane after the Commission of offence.
The ety LI of the Police oficers present on duty b ought baqg

- .o.- . . . - 7 - -
Name 1o SO RSN Ol

S froved from the recorg and stétement f accuseq

O, it s e g ;;i'rs.su.;:r on the spet of the occurrence of murder of

HOL &I = i ey ¥/22pons. The. acouseq officer and ofrers also

SVGided jo, -, HE T seeused a5 N0 thie wag arrested on the tame day.

veztigatior, t2am “OMEnsing  senjor officers made obéerva:'ons and -

{

!

]
Lt




recorimendations that the accused officer and othe«rs had p!ayed

Jy},OWG"d!C“ anc negligence in dut\ and cccordlng cnmmaf .ase on charges
A

- F of disnlaying cowardice was reglqtered agamst accused cff' cer and others_
;ff' ~ FIR 10.539 under article 155 Palice Order Pollce statlcn Yaqoob Khan
' f*  Shaheed. Judicial M'agnstrat@ also refused grant of ball to the accused

office: and others in case FfR N2.539 referred above. Al this proves the
comin ssion of misconduct and nzgligence in duty on the part,of accused
officet and others. No doubt crirninal action has been tcken against the
accus:d ofilcar and othero on charges of dlsplaymg cowardice and
avoiding duty but pre%entlv there is nc cavil with the preposmon that
criminal charge and departmental charge' can go side by 3 .de and both are
distine e i nature. The finding of one forum is not bmdng on the. other

foruris 2s. weparate mechanism is adopted for armving at the correct
concli 5ign., | ‘

As 2 sequel 3 our above discussion, we are safe to
hold v.:ai the cnarqcs are proved against the accused offier, however, he
was wanstabie and he was oexformmg duty under the command and
Supei sision 9f his senior officers, therefcre we recomrrend ienaency in
awarc of penalty to the accused officer.

-\

\
, - - . e,___.n; \ .
Supe, ntey .oont of Police, Sub-Division 3l Police Ofﬂcer t :
Iy ssbgatior Wirg, B HMeadquerter, Karak - t
N Karek ."'-1}
]
egal, Karak ! E
--}r't:i ‘
. R
i .. af.\; 1
: N {‘ \!‘
oo
o
ci
A
Pal
o




This order is passcd on the departmental procecding’ initiated against Constable
Muhammad Ishfag No. 616 then posted as Gunner with DSP Takht-e-Nastrati . Succinct facts

jeading to the instance departmental proceedings against him are as follows:-

~ That on 09.12.2012 the inhabitants of village Takht-e-Nastrati had arranged protest
procession in favour of Hakeem Shah ASI arrested in Uz}na Ayub rape and abduction caé,e FIR
No.. 363/2010 Police Station Yaqoob Khan Shaheed(Takht-e-Nastrati). The strength of Police
Station Yagoob Khan Shaheed(Takht-e-Nastrati) and Shah Salim under the direct ;supervision of
Muhammad Subhan the then SDPO Takht-e-Nastrati (now compulsory retired) was detailed for
security duty at the premises of Takht-e-Nastrati Court. However, Alam Zeb brother of Uzma
Ayub was killed vide FIR No. 529, dated 09.12.2011 under section 302,109,148,149 PPC Police
Station Yaqoob ‘Khan Shaheed(Takht-e-Nastrati) in the premises of Court. The Killer also
succeeded in making good their esc‘ape from the scene of occurrence despite the fact Police
strength was present on the spot. Departmenta: action was initiated against the strength on duly

at the preniises of Court including Constable Muhammad Ishfaq No. 616.

Charge sheet based on allegations of displaying cowagdice on the occasion of murder
occurrence vide FIR No. 529 referred above and also avoiding follow up of accused involved in

{he above occurrence was issued to Constable Muhammad Ishfaq No. 616.

. gDPO Banda Daud Shah was appointed as enquiry Ofﬁc-:er vide this Office Endst: No.
11330-32/EC (Enquiry) dated 09.12.2011 t0 scrutinize the conduct of the accused with reference
to the charges leveled against him. He' submitted ‘stereotype finding report. Therefore, another
enquiry commitiee headed by Superintendent of Police, investigation Wing Karak was constituted
for conducting propef enquiry vide order bearing OB No. 105/EC, dated 07.02.2012. The enquiry
committee has submitted detailed report and has recommended a\;vard of minor punishment to
the accused Official because he was performing duty on the spot of occurrence under the
command of other senior Officers. '

Keeping in view. the recommendation of enquiry committee and subordinating role of
accused Qfﬁcial, penalty of stoppage of one annual increment with accumulative effect imposed

on Constable Muhammad Ishfaq No. 616. He is reinstated in service from the date of suspension.

' District Police Oﬁcér, Karak

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, KARAK

No. fO}é’ JEC, dated Karak the 3 J[ é 12012.

Copy of above is submitted to the Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Kohat Region, Kohat for favour of information.

-

) ﬁ‘ o~

~ LLL n District Police Ot‘ﬁger, Karak
s .
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BEFQRE THE SERV:‘?&E?@%UNAL KPK, PESHAWAR
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Serv1ce Appeal No. 967/2013 titled
Muhammad Ishfaq Constable No. 616 Pohce Lince Karak (Appellant)

Versus
1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
2. . Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region Kohat
3. District Police Officer, Karak.................. (Respondents)
Subject: PARAWISE COMMENTS /REPLY TO APPEAL BY
RESPONDENTS
Respéctfully Sheweth:-

In compliance of direction vide notice dated 29.11.2013,
Parawise comments /reply to appeal on behalf of the

respondents No. 1 to 3 is submitted as below:-

Preliminary objections

1. That the appellant has got no cause of action to file appeal
2. The appellant is estoped by his own conduct to file the
present appeal. ’
The appeal is badly time bared.
4. The appeal is liable to be rejected on the ground of non

joinder & mis-joinder of necessary parties.

5. The appellant has not come to court with clean hands.
6. The appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
FACTS

1. Correct according to record, need no comments.

2. Correct, need no comments.

3. Correct, need no comments.

4. Correct, need no comments.

5. Correct, proper charge sheet and summary of allegations
were served upon the appellant and DSP Mir Chaman
Khan SDPO Circle Banda Daud Shah was appointed as an
enquiry officer to conduct proper enquiry and to submit
findings of enquiry. The enquiry officer recorded the
statement of appellant and submitted finding vide his
office No. 21 dated 10.01.2013 recommended the
appellant for major punishmenf. The report of enquiry

officer was rejected by Respondent No. 03 and a new



officer was rejected by Respondent No. 03 and 2 new
enquiry committee was constituted vide OB No. 105 dated
28.04.20_l~."2"un,d.§:r’, thé chairmanship of SP - Investigation
DistriciA'-Karak"(vqopy enclosed as Annexure “A”. The
punish‘;-u\qnjt. order vide OB No. 465 dated 28.04.2012 was
passed on the recbmrﬁerjciatfdhs of enquiry committee to
the effsct <;f taking lenient view in award of ‘punishment
and the enquiry commiftes fulfilled all the codal
for mal;lncs A T

Correct tQ thc extent of D/A.

Incorrect, need no gpmments. -

GROUNDS

Incorruet, the appellant was treated in accordance with
law/ rujes, proper charge ; sheet' and summary of allegations

were wrved upon “thé ‘appellant and proper Departmental

' enquiry was crmusted to a Pohce officer of the rank of

DSP, his finding Teport to the effect of award of major
pumshment without recordnng ‘eviderice was refused by the
compe,tent Authorlty Le Rcspondent No. 3 being not
plausnble and Enqulry commlttee was constituted to. ensure

dctallcd probe aad to submlt proper ﬁndmg report. Lemcnt

. view was taken by Respondent No. 3 while passmg

impugned order on the recommendations of enquiry

committee. Copy enclosed as Annexure “B”.

Incorrect, as in the first enquiry no proper enquiry was
coﬁduclcd by initial enquiry officer and statements of
concerned Polize officers were not recorded due to which
finding report submitted by DSP Mir Chaman vide his
office No. 21 dated 10.1.2013 was not entertained and

proper enquiry committee under the chairman ship of

‘superintendent of Police Investigation Karak was

constituted with a view to ensure proper compliance of
law/ rulés and the committee fulfilled all the requirements

of law/ Rules.

Incorrect, the appellant was proved guilty and was right

given the punishment.




Incorrecy -

[ncorrecy, the ifnpugned “order was passed by the
competet Authorxty Respondent No. 3 in exercise of
Powers conferred rule 5(5) r/w section 4 ‘a(v) of NWFP
and Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pohce Rules 1975.

Incorrec;,
Incorrect,

Incorrecy, already explaxned v1de ground A and B above.
Incorrect, ihc appellant has properly been dealt wnh in

accordarge wnh rules on the subject and no dlscnmm:mon

whatsoever is ex_erc;se_d in award cf minor pumshmem. on

detailed ;%eeg;ﬁmenQatiéns of Enquiry Committee.
lncorrec{.;‘ - o L

It is therefore submitted that servics appeal filed by the
appellant rnay be dismissed- bemg time barred and based

on flimsy ground B

* "Provincifl PoliecOfficer
Khybey Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
Respondent: No. 3
MGy ¢ '

Respondenty No. 3
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BEFORE TEE SER\/ ICE TRIBUN AL KPK, P“SHAWAR

~

Service Appual No. 967/2013 titlea
WEha mwad 1 "'@-M‘”f 61t Pohce Lince Karak (Appellant)

LR 3 A . At

. Versus .
[.  Provingial Polnce Officer; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
2. Deputy lnspcctor General 'of Police, Kohat Region Kohat
Distrit Police Ofﬁcer, Karr.k .......... eveeenenes (ResPondents)

LI

Subject: AUTHORITY

We the respondents No. 01-to 03 do hereby authorize Mr.
Ghutam Hussain’ Inspector Legc.l Dlsmct Karak to represent us in
the above cxted service appeal. He is also authorized to submlt
‘reply etc on our behalf before honorable Service Trlbunal Khyber
Pal\l’lmnkln-:.va, Pegh_awar and to assist Govt: Pleader/ Addl: Govt:

Pleader attiched to. Service Tribunal till the decision of appeal.

Provincial P m

- Khyb r Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Respondent: Na.1;
f\w/z/

Deputy Insp tal of Police
Kohat Region ohat
Respondent: No.2




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK. PESHAWAR

Service App al No. 067/2013 ttl.,c

oAa mww‘f Ulafay &m(-g  Ae &€Police ince Karak (Appellant)
Versus

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

—

2. Deputy Inspector General of Palice, Kohat Region Kohat
3. District Police Officer, Karax ............ . (Respondents) ‘
Subject: AFFIDAVIT

We th¢ respondents No 01 to 03 do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare that the contcn.s of rep:y to appeal are truc and
correet 1o the best of our knowlecge and belief, Nothing has been

conccaled from this honourable tribunal.

Provm..xal Police Ofﬁcer
Khvber Pakntunkhwa Peshawar

'4. : Respondent No.B}

~

Deruty Inspketby/Geferal of Police .
Kohat\Region/Kohat
Respondent: No.2

Distriyl:oli-:eo er Klarak
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Charge sheet qnd \,tatement of allegatlous b=°ed ‘on

displaying cowardice and avommg arrest of accused 'brat'lm Shah‘

who ategedly coi mimisted murdu ol Alamzeb brother Qf Mst. Uzma
Avub (abduciion and rape vnctlm ) thelr presence was issusd to the
Police sfficers cited in the appeaded ltst\»‘SDPO Banca Daud Shah .
was asnointed 35 Lnauivy Officer to scrutinize the ccnduct of the -
deiingiient Police Officers with 'reférenoe‘ to the charges leveled
again:{ them. Enauice  officar . submitted findind report  and
recom nendsa it the aucuaeq officers were guilty cf the charoe
The oy cificer did ngt bri 1nc~ any evidence on file it sup;ort of his

Foviw o P
TG | resOr

The sudersigned v* of the opm‘on that i.posi ro penaltv

\J

on wcusced ofticurd oa the basis of houow and sterso t\;pe ﬁndma

A repors of the endulry officer will amount to futile exersisa. Theretore
,m' enaucy sommiting corprising ihe following ofﬁcers t&, Qo'lghtuted for
J | | cond wehing do-revo encuity proceedings in accardance with the; rules
f and ssguiadons

t 1 Suparintendent of Pollce investigation V‘\ ing, Karak.

2. Deputy Superintendent of Police, Headauarter, Karak.

~
S

insnector Legal, . Ilarak.

The committee. shall submit finding repart within seven
(07 dovs positively. | Lo
. ':,:. \ R

e

District Pol'ce Offider, Karak -
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charqe snected on the score of alleoations that they display
N .-ﬁ__--’“h““ . e

ertrusted to Senior Superingéf;denif 6f_,}?§§jj§§;’.lr'j!é§figéti¢h-‘-ﬁiﬁgj‘j_(ohat by

2383, Provincial Police Qfﬁder,..ﬁgﬁ;}berﬁ 5R§@un!gp@a}: Pé’;ﬁavirar‘ Vide “order

;- bearing Endst: No 21 753';'8'2,‘/'C§,¢éll‘.dat'e‘:q;231 12011 e
A All the thrge: Police: officers charged in the “abduction

©ard rape case of Msi‘:’-'Uzm'a'?A)'(‘tib‘wg}e{ arrested or; 03:12.2011) The

Judicial Ma’:gistrqte gra'ntgd "ﬁve.daysi phgéjca'l Custody in ;’e'sgei;% of all the

scheduled a protegt orocession. ’Tﬁér“e"fdr'é:the- entire Pclice strength of
Sub ivision Takht-e-Nagraii fnc‘fuding stre‘ngth of Police stations Yagoch
Khar Shabsed Shan Salim, Cobra mobile; Janbaz rr-obje under the

GCCaL on o Nocession, _ . S 5 .

| A, 1400 hotire, Alamzeb brother of Nist: Uzma Ayup
(8bdu: ion ang fape victing came out of the court premisas and'accusged
first &0 g motorcycle ny motcrecar foiiiiW’e"d by pistol firing on him,
FESUI Ay e st jife, Z@ffgn Uliah bfoth‘e‘r-of Alamzeb charge’ Ibrahim

Shah and \waheeq Uliah - brothar apg friend of Hakeam Shah Ag)
respecively by name and -also charge three unkniown accused for the
urde; of Alamzeb. Hakeen Shah AS| was also charged for' abetting the

offence. pigt: Balgisam Jana'was giteg as éyewitﬁ_éss of tha: occurrence, .

Police 1 agistoreq proper case F IR i'\];o.52b dated 08.1 72.'2011 ‘nder section
302,145.,149,108 PPG pojice station Yagoob Khan Shaheed. The accused
Succeedied in MaKing good theijr esc‘ape..' S h . .
The 'honou'rable ‘High Court Peshawar took :édyerse
nolice o the occurrence ang Suo-Vots action Was taken vide Wit Petition
No.341€72011. The Honourable Couﬂ issued direction fo; conduct of
judicial e aquiry s wey as enquiry thy bi;gh high ranking Police officers,
Accused officer_zlong ) ¢ Pali

avoided uty angf abandoned folow. up-of a’ccué@ Who' Commiitted - ruire i

of Alami:eh despite the fac:_that ey were dresent oy _‘th.e.'sgotfof
oceurrence ang thus malaﬁde!'.f_mggd-the escaps of accusag, - |

Enquiry to Scrutinize the conguet of aqcu.séd officers
WS Ol sled {y SDPO, Banda Daud Shah and he subm Heg finding
Feport but vour gaod office constituted e,riquiry committee comg ising us for
Ge-nova Y L e b.c:z ‘ing Ne. [OS/EC, dated 07.02.20- 2.
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- . We egéam;ne.g the relevant 'récdrd; Accused. officer has

. anited in s staterment submited in {gSponS_e to the charge sheet that

» i'b}emis,es. ef oy, HO"Vever, hi;.' contenc_ééd that he was in'side thé Tour

£ ér6a and e occurrence took tlace outside tie' couft o the road, He

S bt e g o shels. made by the aspucoy while
Comimiiiti i i nurder éif Afaméab‘. : e

) l'm/est:gatfcn'ji._: the furder case of Aiamzeb was
fransic ., -, investioston Wi, CPQ, Peshawar, invésﬁgation team
heade. . Sty inspector Seneral of Police, lnvestigaﬂon—l!, Khybey
i Pailiti, ity Peshawar condicrig investigation i the case and ajgq
} T OSUDIMR varaus prog'rre;,s; feparts before the high couyrt and bofice high-
{

f

Case . sl Stused officer anc othes on Charges of dispfaying

G | ey Bedlicence in duty \'de report received for ¢¢ mpliance vide

MOS0 IRE A e 17.12.2011 ang 15/CRC/Inv: datesy 03.01.2012
Comios ., Prave on file gy compliaice with the above repor’s, case Vides

»

TENNC L T g 21, 12.2C11 uncer section, 155 Po!ig;e Ordzr 2002 Palice

HIRIGH Y o 1han shahaed wag fegistered against accusag officer ang 7
ofhery _ 1 . ‘ / iz
Ol ACCUsed officer yiag arrested fn/t_l'_:'e';_éase.an;& he is st A

|
0 behing ez bar in iudicial lockup SUb-Jajl Karak. The- Couit: of Judicial .’ :

Magistiai. hag qieg efused grang 0% bail to accused officer, Meaning .
thereby 11 APMa fagie case exig:s against the accused officer. This is -

pisis! ane Rrsne Stranglh of Pofice heluding accused officer rygg Present . / .
Ori the sy | Futhermore, the entire s{rengtﬁ_ was detajleq for provision of i

SECUItY ¢y oy the occasion of “'ocession byt the strength failed to A
arforn: i, duiy diltgently ag the ugly occurrence of the _ﬁ#urder of

Alamzen ¢ .y Pace al the same ROl The Killers of Alamzeb also ; :

SUCCCed s maving oo their eSCEDe after the commission of offence, i .

The fthog vailint of the Palica o}‘.?-::ers p‘@égﬁtl oﬁl:duty k‘)_:chigh't bad L -

NGMe fg: 0 SO Colicy, _' . ' , ' ) i o
“ead drom thge }ecord and statement of accqse{‘f ’ ‘ f.

I it g 2 LR on the spu.‘;t of the OCcurrence of murder of y ’

‘ AR b gy R, e Jood thai- *SCape despite tha fact they were I " !
NOU e RO HNY ¥iRapons. The. accused officer and others also’ g f :
SVSEied fgh. . U e secused ¥5 N0 t1ie wag ar}ested on'the came day. ’ ::‘""W

f'n'.rcz-:uge:.’.u.'. tiam GIIrSGIng Sehior officers Mmade observa..ong and
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recor: mendat:om that the accu sed Oofficer and others  had plaved
A fw,owarduce anc negligence in dutv and accordmg cnmlnat case on charges
;f of disnlaying cowardice wa regaqt@red agamst accused ‘officar and others
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' FIR K0.539 under article 1‘5 Palice Order Pohce statien Yaqoob Khan '
’ [’ - Shahced. Judicial Magistrate alsg refused grant of bail fo the accused
A office: and others in case F IR N0.539 referred above Al this proves the

comi ssion of missonduct and nzgligence in duty on the pet of accused
officet aind others. No doubt cm«’ural action has been taken agamst the
accus>d ofilcer znd others on charges of drsplaymg coward:ce and
avoiding duty but presently there is no cawl with the preposition that
crimiril charge and departmental charge can go side by side and both are
distine. i nalure. The finding of one forum is not binding on the other

forum: ws. Loparaie mechanism is adopted for arriving a: the correct
concti ..,uﬂ

As 2 sequel 5 our above discussion, we are safe to
hoid 135 ihe charges are proved against the accused offizer, however, ne
wes wonstabie and he was aenormmg duty under the command and
Supei dasion of his senior officer:; therefore we recom.end lemency in
awarc. of penality to the accused orﬂcer
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Supeiinfer det of Molice, - Sub-Division 1l Police Offi icer,
Inv shigativr Wing, . Headquc: rter, Karak
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77
o
yy ,

7
i

inspector L’egai Karak .
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“x ORDER

fus order 1S pussed on tha departimental proceeding' initiated against Constable
? Muhammad ishfag No. 616 then posted as Gunner with DSP T akhi-c-Nastrali . Succmet fucls

lcading to the instancc departmental proceedings against him are as follows:-

That on 09.12.2012 the inhabitants of village Takht-_e-Nastrati had arranged protest
proclession in favour of Hakeem'Shah AS| arrested in Uzma Ayub rape and abduction case FIR
No. 363/2010 Police Station Yaqobb Khan Shaheed(Takht-e-Nastrati). The strength of-Eoiice
Station Yaqoob Khan Shaheed(Takht-e-Nastrati) and Shah Salim under the direct supe_rvision of
Muhammad Subhan tne then SDPO Takht-e-Nastratt (now compulsory.retired) was detailed for
security duty at the premises of Takht-e-Nastratl Court. However, Alam Zeb brother of Uzma
Ayub was killed vide FIR No. 529, ‘dated 09.12.2011 under section 302,109,148,149 pPC Police -
Station Yagoob Khan Shaheed(Takht—e-Nastrati) in the premises ’of Court. The Killer also
succeeded in making good their escape from the scene of occur[encé despite the fact Police
strength was present on the spot. Departmental action was initiated against the strength on duty
al the premises of Court including Constable Muhamimad ishfaq No. 616.

Chérge sheet based on allegations of displaying cowardice on the occasion of murder
- occurrence vide FIR No. 529 referred above and also avoiding follow up of accused involved in

.

~ the above occurrence was issucd to Constable Muhammad ishfag No. 616.

SDPO Banda Daud Shah was appointed as enquiry Officer vide this Office £ndst. No.
11330-32/EC.(Enquiry) dated 09.12.2011 to scrutinize the conduct of the accuseéd with reference
to the charges jeveled against him. He submitted st-ereotype finding report. Therefore, another
enquiry comimittee headed by superintendent of Police, Investigation Wing Karak was constituted
for conducting proper enquiry vide order bearing OB No. 105/EC, dated 07.02.2012. The enquiry
committee has submitted detailed report and has recommended a\;vard of minor punishment 10

the accused Official because he was performing duty on the spot of occurrence under the
command of other senior Officers.

Keeping in view the recqmmendation of enquiry committee and subordinating rolc of
. accused Official, penalty of stoppage of one annual increment with accumulative eff,:ect imposed

on Constablc Muhammad lshfaq No.616. Heis reinstated in service from the date of suspension.

s

0.B.No.
Dated

12012

—

' District Police Ogcelr, Karak

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KARAK |

__________._—-—J—“_'-_-

o S0 24 _[EC, dated Karak the 57/ é 12012.

. . Copy of above is submitted to the Deputy inspector General of Police,
Kohat Region, Kohat for favour of informaticn. :

. l 7 District Police Ojﬂfier-, Karak
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\ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRICUNAL PESHAWAR!
APPEALNO._ A 6D /7013
GHANIURREHMAN  _ . vs | POLICE DEPARTMENT

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT IN RESPONSE TO THE REPLY SUBMITTED BY THE
RESPONDENTS -

R/SHEWETH:
PRILIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

{1TO 6)_:

All the preliminary objections raised by the respondents are incorrect and baseless ar:d
not in accordance with law and rules rather tha_n respondents are stopped due totheir own
conduct to raise any objection at this stage of the appeal.

ON:FACTS:
1. Admitted cor‘regt. Hence need no comments. ' | ; - IIV
2. Admit.ted correct. Hence need no comm'ents; _
3. admittéd correct. Hence need m? comments.”
4. " Admi;téd correct. Hence need nc% comménts;
5. Incarrect and not replied accordi:'?gly hegce Qenied.
6. Admitted correct. Hence need noicommze;;nts.;
\ Bl -
7. Para 7ofthe reply is incorrect hen};e denﬁied."‘: o

'

2




GROUNDS:

All the grounds of main appeal are correct and in accordance with law and prevailing
rules and that of the respondents are incorrect and baseless hence denied. That the impugned
order dated 30.4.2012 is against the law, facts and norms of natural justice. That no proper
inquiry was conducted in the matter . That the appellant had not been treated according to law
and had bgen condemned un-heard. :

Itis therefore, most humbly prayed that on-acceptance of this rejoinder the appeal the

appellant may accepted in favor of the appellant.

Dated: 15.3.2016.

APPELLANT

THORUGH: ?&
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