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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR -

Service Appeal No. 9265/2020

Date of Institution ... 10.08.2020
Date of Decision ...  15.09.2021

Taswir Jan S/O Mir Alam Jan, Senior Clerk, Office of S.PFRP-Bannu. _
' ' (Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two others.

(Respondents)

‘NAILA JAN :
Advocate: - S For Appellant
KABIRULLAH KHATTAK, 4
Additional Advocate General S For Respondents
SALAH-UD-DIN MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR . MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT .

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):- Brief facts of the case are that

the appellant while serving as senior clerk in the office of Regional Police Officer,
Bannu, was proceeded against on the charges of misconduct and was awarded

minor punishment of forfeiture of two years service vide order dated 23-01-2020.

.~Feelih,g aggrieved, the appellant filed deApartmenta! appeal dated 20-02-2020, which

. was rejected vide order dated 01-07-2020 and communicated to the appellant on 10-

07-2020, hence the instant service appeal instituted on 07-08-2020 with prayers that
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the impugned orders dated 23-01-2020 and 01-07-2020 may be set aside and

forfeited service of the appellant may be restored with all back benefits.

02. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the appellant was
proceeded against under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Governmeht Servants (Efficiency &
Discipline) Rules, 2011 but penalty: was imposed under police rules, wﬁich is illegal;
that the appellant was proceeded against on the charges, which had already been
settled; that the iﬁquiry so conducted was in questionhaire form, which practice has
already been diséouraged by the apex court and Which‘shows that no opportunity of
defense was afforded to the appellant, nor he waS afforded an opportunity to cross-
examine witnesses; that the appellant belongs to ministerial staff and competent
authority for such staff is Provincial Police Officer, whereas the impugned order has
been passed by an incompetent autho.rit._y i.e. fespondents No. 3,  hence the

| impugned order orém non-judice, thus void order; that the inquiry so cdnducted
A \/J \sz::: and the inquiry officer failed to prove the chafges, rather hé
admitted the fact that there is no solid evidence to prove the charges against him,
but even then, the appellant was recommended for award of major punishment;

that the appellant has not been provided any opportunity of fair trial as guaranteed

by article-10 of the constitution and was condemned unheard;

03. Learned Additional Advocate Géneral appearing on behalf of respondents
has contended that the appéliant was proceedéd against in éccordance with law, as
proper charge sheet/statement of allegations were served upon the appellant, to
which he responded; that a proper inquiry was conducted and final show cause
notice was issued to the appellant, to which he also responded; that the inquiry
officer recommended major penalty, but the competent authority ta'king a Iehient

view, awarded minor penalty of forfeiture of two years service, which does



commensurate with guilt of the appellant; that proper opportunity of personal

hearing was afforded to the appellant, but he failed to prove his innocence.

04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the
record. Record reveals that in 2017, upon an anonymous compliant, the appellant»
was proceeded against on the charges of delayed submission of case of SI
Asmatullah, Which' resulted into depriving him of‘his, fundamental rights, alteration in
seniority list of police officials for bringing their names on list B-1 and reported to be
corrupt. An inquiry to this effect was conducted by an Finquiw committee constituted
for the 'purpose, which submitted its report on 09-03-2017 and exonerated thé
appellant of all the charges and the case was filed. On 20-11-2019, the RPO Bannu
served charge sheet/statement of allegations under the same charges upon the
appellant and appointed an inquiry officer to probe again into such allegations which
\W quashed by the inquiry committee in 2017. Inquiry officer
\/J appointed to this effect, conducted an inquiry and éubmitted its reporf.'The inquiry .
- officer in his findings has confessed that no solid -proof'was found \against the
appellant, still he was recommended for major punishment. The inquiry so conducted
cannot be termed as a regular inquiry, as the appellant was not asspc'iated with tHe
inquiry proceedings nor he was afforded opportunity to cross-examine witnesses.
Based upon such inquiry report, final showcause notice was served upon the
appellant, which was also responded by the appellant and finally minor penalty of
forfeiture of two year service was imposed upon the appellant. we have observed
that the appellant, being a ministerial staff, was rightly proceeded against under
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, but
penalty was awarded under Police rule, as there is no concept of penalty of forfeiture
of approved service in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency &

Discipline) Rules, 2011, rather such penalty comes under the category of minor
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penalties in police rules, hencé the penalty so awarded is illegal and is liable to be set
aside. Needless to mention that no charges were established against the appellant in
different inquiries but the respondent-No. 3 was bent upon penalizing the appellant

on any pretext, which action was bas.ed.on‘malaﬁde' and without any.iegal '

justification.

05. In view of the foregoing the instant appeal is accepted.l The impugned '
orders dated 23-01-2020 and 01-07-2020 stands set aside and forfeited service of
the appellant stands restored with all consequential béneﬁts,‘ if any. Parties are left to

bear their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
15.09.2021

(SALAH-UD-DIN) ‘ (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) |
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) * MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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Ap[S;élIént ‘alongwith- his tounsel. Ms. Naila Jan, Advocate -
present. Mr. Yaqoob H.C alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,

Additional - Achlvoclate‘ General for the respondents present.

Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on
file, the*».instant appeal is accepted. The impugned orders dated
23;01-2020 and 01-07-'2020 stands set aside and foffeited service
of the appellant stands restored with all consequentiél beneﬁts, if
any. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to )

record room.

ANNOUNCED
15.09.2021
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(SALAH-UD-DIN) - (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)

- MEMBER (JUDICIAL) | MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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. 21.01:2021 _ Counsel for appellant presenft.'

- Noor Zaman Khattak learned District Attorney alongwith
‘Yaqoob Khan‘AH.C for respondents present. |

Written reply was nof ‘submitted. 'Representative of
reépondéhtS‘ made a request for - time to - furnish
reply/comments; } granted. To come up for written

rep‘ly/commé,nts on 16.03.2021 before S.B.

(Rozina Réhman)
. Member (J)

- 16.03.2021 Due to tour of Camp Court Abbottabad and shortage

of Members at Prihcipal Bench Peshawar, the case is

adjourned to 25.05.2021 before S.B.
_ ﬁeader

25.05.2021 " Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,

. Addl. AG -alongwith Yaqub Khan, H.C "-.'for the
respondents present. | i

Respondents No. 1, 2 and 3 have submitted their

E"'paf‘éwise comments/reply. The appeal is assigned to D.B

. Chairman

'f(fr argufhents on 15.09.2021.
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02.10.2020 Counsel for the appellant present.

Argued that the appellant belongs to the ministerial ca-dre of
Police, therefore, he was not suppbsed to be proceeded against
u,nder' the provisions of .Police Order, 2002 but the proceedings
should have been taken under the Khyber ' Pakhtunkhwa
Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011.'Furthér argued that the |
impugned orders dated 23.1.2020 and 01.07.2020 were passed by

~ officers who were-not competent for the purpose.

Subject td all just exceptions, instant appeal is admitted

to regular hearing.  The appellant is directed to deposit security
* and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the
“respondents. To comé, up for written reply/cbmments on
2 "‘ .»:30.11.2020 before S.B. |

\
L
Chairman

30.11.2020 , Junior counsel for. appellant is present. Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondents is also
present.

Written reply ‘on behalf of respondents not submitted.
Learned Additional "Advocate General is directed to ensure
presence of represéntative of the department and submit reply
on the next date. Adjourned to 21.01.2021 on whic?\date file to

come up for written reply/comments before S.B. AC\A\

(MUHAMMAD JAMA
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No.- /2020
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings \;vith signature of judge
_proceedings )
1 2 % 3
1- 11/08/2020 The appeal of Mr.: Taswir Jan resubmitted today by Naila Jan .
Advocate may- be entered ‘in the Institution Register and put up to the
|
Worthy Chairman for proper order please. '
l &w
; REGISTRAR
7. This case is entrustéd to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put

up there on Q)HOZW}'@
|
|

CHAIRMAN .
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The appeal of Mr. Taswir Jan son of Mir Alam Jan Senlor Clerk Office of S.P FRP Bannu
received today i.e. on 10.08.2020 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the

counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.
cﬂ;exure E of the appeal is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.
w2-"Addresses of respondent no. 2 & 3 are incomplete which may be completed accordlng
to the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974.
3~ Memorandum of appeal may be got singed by the appellant.
- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.

//?nnexures of the appeal may be attested.

- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.
A353 s,

‘Dt fl—e&8 /2020

REgl?;Rfﬁf-—ﬁ’ '

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.
Naila Jan Advocate Peshawar.




BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No: 6?7,55_ /2020

Taswir Jan
VERSUS
IGP Peshawar & Others
INDEX
S# | Description of Documents Annex Pages
1. | Grounds of Appeal. 1-8
2. |Application of Condonation of 9-10
Delay
3 | Affidavit. 11
4 | Addresses of Parties 12
5 | Copy of list showing the rating of A" 13-50
ACR(s) :
6 |Copy of Charge Sheet & Detail of “B&C” | 51-55
Inquiries
7 | Copies of the Reply to Charge Sheet| “D&E” | 56-60 |
& Inquiry Reports
8 |Copies of the Show Cause Notice ‘F&G" | 61-64
& Reply
8 |[Copy of Impugned order dated “H” 65
23/01/2020
9 |Copy of Departmental appeal and| “I1&]” | 66-72
Appellate Order
0 | Wakalat Nama 73

ted: 07/08/2020

Through

Naila Ja

AN

Advocate, High Court
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR K'éi'r’ﬁif‘i‘p"bmmm
Fibunaj
Diary, N“’“Qé.zg
Appeal Noq.- ES /2020 Datea _@7@ /2@2@
Taswir Jan S/o Mir Alam Jan, Senior Clerk, Office of
S.PFRP Bannu.
-------------------- (Appellant)
VERSUS
1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar. «
2. Additional Inspector General of Police. {rp peshat
3. Regional Police Office. Baywo ZQ%{O\,‘ B cnno:
----------------- (Respondents).
APPEAL U/S 4 OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL ACT -1974 AGAINST
THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
| 23/01/2020  WHEREBY _ THE
: APPELLANT  WAS  AWARDED
Biledto-day PUNISHMENT OF FORFEITURE OF ﬁ
P
&lf;czgj»,ﬁgfffea";" ) : 2 YEARS APPROVED SERVICE IN
20> VIOLATION OF LAW AND E & D

RULES 2011 AND ORDER DATED

e 01/07/2020 WHEREBY
DEPARTMENTAL __ APPEAL _ OF
R APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED
IN A CURSORY AND ILLEGAL
MANNER.

-



*’,

D

PRAYER IN APPEAL:-

ON ACCEPTANCE _OF _ THIS
SERVICE APPEAL THE IMPUGNED
ORDERS DATED 23/01/2020 &
ORDER DATED 01/07/2020 MAY
KINDLY BE SET ASIDE, BEING
AGAINST THE LAW, RULES, VOID
AB-INITIO _ AND __ CORUM-NON-
JUDICE, THE FORFEITED SERVICE
OF THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY
BE RESTORED WITH ALL BACK

BENEFITS. |

Respectfully Sheweth;

The Appellant submits as under

1. That the appellant waé inducted into service as
Junior Clerk vide order dated 28/12/1999 and
after app'ointment, the appellant performed
his duties with great zeal, zest and‘lto the
entire satisfaction of his superidrs and due to
his excellent service record, devption and
honesty, the appellant was promoted' as _Sehior

Clerk vide order dated 11/12/2011.
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2. That due to the excellent and devoted
performance, the appellant was awarded
almost “A” grade in all ACR(s) and during his
entire service, the appellant goi no adverse
remarks. (Copy of list showing the rating of

ACR(s) is annexure “A”)

3. That appellant was issued a charge sheet along
with statement of aliegations containing same
baseless allegations by an incompetent
authority i.e. Respondent No:3. It is Worth
méntioning that the charges leveled: were
inquired previously in the year 2017 and 2019
by the competent authority and the same was
filed. However, in the charge sheet malafidely
again the appéllant was proteeded on the -
same charges. (Copy of the Charge Sheet is “B”

and detail of inquires are “C”)

. That the appellant submitted a detail reply to
the charges mentioned in the charge sheet,
however, a one sided inquiry was conducted in

Question/ Answer form and without affording
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proper opportun'ity‘ of Cross-exa.mination and
~ _ the inquiry officer on one hand himself

admitted that there is no solid proof against . = -

the appellant. Hdwevgr, bn the ;'othe'r hand

malafidely recommended the appellant. for

~ Major Punishment. (Copies of the Reply to

Charge Sheet &xlnq.uiry. Reports are Annexure .

.“D & E”). '

. That "the appellant was issued a show-cause

 notice which was repliéd by the appellant.

-(Copies of the Show: Cause ‘Notice & Re.p_lytar‘e

annexure “F & 'G”).'-

: That without providing opportunity of persQna[ .

hearing, the apbellant was ‘awarded the

punishment of forfeiture of 'two' .A yeairs_' -

approved service by incompetent authority :i.'e"

' Respohdent No:3 vide impugned order dafe‘d

23/01/2020. (Copy of Impugned order dated

123/01/2020 is annexure “H”)

7. That feeling aggrieved from the impugned

order dated 23/01/2020, the appellant filed



depértmeﬁtal -'app-eal which Was agéih réjeéted |
‘wi‘th0ut an‘y-speaking order by an iricompétént
éuthority / respondent No:2 .(AIG) ‘i‘nstead’ ,°f |
lhspector General /. .Responde'nt No: 1, yide
order dated 0i/07/2020 .commu_nicéted on
1;0‘/07/2020. (Copy 'of Departmental _appeal'

and Appellate Order are annexure | & J”).

8. That feeling aggrieved from both the impugned .
“orders, the appellant filing the instant appe'a_l‘ |

on the following .groulhds:-

GROUNDS:
- A.That the impugned order is against the law,
ruleS and princ‘iple; of natu'ra‘lv justice, hence

void ab-initio.

B That the ‘inq.uir‘y has."‘.béen- cén__ducted _in_.
questionjng form whfch 1s Su-ff_iciejnt"to prdye |

‘.fhat no_‘ proper Vor')po'rtuni'tyv' of cross- “
examinatibn o'rv_ c_iéfense has been prov'id'ed /'t_o. .

the appellanf. |



C. That the appéliant belongs to ministerial staff,

was to be dealt under E & D Rules 2011.

However the appellant has not been dealt with

" the ibid rules as the "appeliant.hés beeﬁ
awardéd punishment  which s howhere_
mentioned in the E & D Rules 2011.
. That as per Rute 2 (F) (1) competent authority
means the éppointing authority'an’d as per
section_ 44 (1) of KP Policé Act 2017, the
appointing authority is 1GP/ PPO i.e
Respondent No:1. However, the impugned

order dated 23/01/2020 has been passed by an

incompetent authority i.e. Respondent No: 3

- (RPO). Hence the impugned order is Corum-

Non-Judice, thus void orders.

. That not only the original 'order dated
23/01/2020 is corum-non-judice - but the
appéllate order dated 01/07/2020‘ is also
corum-non-judice, as the appeal of the

appellant has also ‘been rejected by an
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incompetent authority i.e. Respondent No:2

(AIG) instead of Respdndent No:1 (I.G.P).

F. That the inquiry repbrt is self contradictory és
| the inquiry officer failed to prove the charges
and this fact has been admitted by the inquiry
ofﬁcer. However, contrary to the above in the
conclusion, the appellant"has been considered
guilty and recommended  for . major
punishment, thué this fact is‘ sufficient to.

| declare the impugned orders malafide and

itlegal.

‘G.That all the charges are baseless and the
inquiry office_r is failed to bring in iota of

evidence against the appellant.

.H.That-the appe[lant has been made es;cape
goat, thus he has been subjected to
discrimination, which is violation of Article 25
of the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of

Pakistan 1973.



I. That thel-appe"llant has not been provided

opportunity of fair trial as guaranteed by
Article 10-A of the Constitution of 1973..

J. That both the- impugne‘d orders are ndt
- speaking orders. :

K. That the inquiry officer did not record
- statement of any witness nor did the
statements~ of the _witnesses has been
. provided. | o .

L. That.as per instruction of S & GD anonymous or
- pseudonymous complaints are to be filed
without any proceedings. However, the
appellant has been subjected to impugned
orders on the basis of anonymous complaints. .
(Copy of the Instructions is annexure “J”)

M.That the appellant has been condemned
unheard. ' :

'N.That any other grounds will be raised at the
time of arguments with the prior permission of
this Hon’ble Tribunal. |

It is therefore requested that the
| appeal of the appellant may kindly  be
accepted as prayed for. '

Dated: 07/08/2020 - ‘ :ﬁﬁ
' o - Appettant

Through
Naila Jan 3
Advocate, High Court
Peshawar..
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- BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No:- 72020

Taswir Jan
VERSUS

IGP Peshawar & Others’

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Applicaﬁon submits as under.
1. That the above menﬁéned appeal 1s filing before

this Hon'’ble Couft in which no date is fixed for

~ hearing so far.

2. That the final impugned order was communicated

* to'the appellant on 10/07/2020 »and‘ the instant

appeal is within time, however if it would be
considered time barred then the limitation is

condonable on the following grounds

GROUNDS;

'A.That the impuéned order 1s void order and

corum-non-judice.
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B.That the final order- was communicated to the

appellant on 10/07/2020.

| C.That there are number of precedents of |
 Supreme Court of Pakistan which provides that
the cases shall be decided on merits rather than

technicalities.

- It is therefore requested that the limitation
- - period Gf any) may kindly be condone in the in-

- trust of justice. -

Dated: 07/08/2020 ]
‘ pellant

Through | n
. Naila Jan
Advocate, High Court

Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
“ SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No: ___ /2020

Taswir Jan

VERSUS

IGP Peshéwar & Others' :

AFFIDAVIT

|, Taswir .Jan S/o0 Mir Alam Jan, Senior Clerk,
Office of S.PFRP ‘Bannu. do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare that all the contents of the
- application for condonation of delay are true and
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief
-and nothing has been concealed or withheld from
this Hon’ble Tribunal. | ‘\ '

IDENTIFIED BY: 4/,
NAILA JAN

Advocate, High Court
Peshawar.



 BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
~ SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No: /2020

Taswir' Jan
VERSUS

IGP Peshawar & Others -

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT.

Taswir Jan S/o Mir. Alam Jan, Semor Clerk, Off1ce of
- S.PFRP Bannu.

ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar.
2. Additional Inspector General of Police. t? 935‘“"04:!

3. Regional Police Office. Harnu  ReSien Rannv.
Dated: 07/08/2020 W

Through

Naila Jan
Advocate, High Court
Peshawar. T
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8 08.17 | Dar Ali Khan | A1 A A | A LAY Al . ' . : He is very diligent and
to Khattak , . : professuonally« competent officer,
11.12.47 | RPO Bannu. | rather the only officer in this
s of fice he has full command over
his job. He can prove to be an
asset for police and rote model for
- other to follow.
otner V1 —
07.01.18 | -do- Al A A A1 A A Al Ahardworking and competent
to : : officer whose overall performance
09 : o . remained very good.
—MF______.——-— : - s "% A hard working official '
27.06.18 | Mohd: Karim | A A A ALA A ~ voriing _ |
to ‘~L§han,.RPO_
23.10.18, L Bannu. o ] I IR vy
01 01 [UJ “Abdullah A A A He is very much well conversant
19 to Khan, RPO with law laws rules, excellent in
¥ ! drafting, reliable official, work
with full devotion and dedication.

05.09.20.. Bannu. |

|
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£ APPENDEX C
T \( . CONFIDENTIAL
R

FORM “G” (Received)
Assistant and Clerks

E GOVERNMENT OF N W.F.P
B
{

L POLICE DEPARTMENT

, Annu'al ConﬂdéntiaiRebo'r_t o :

o Forthe period from 03/06/ 2008 to31/12 / 2008

PART-T

L Name . ___ TASWIR JAN
T 0 Designation ~ JUNIOR CLERK
o 3. DaeofBirh 03/01/1973
o Date of Entry into Govt: Service 01 / 1272000

Branches in which employed during the year, with period.

(Establishment Clerk District Police Office, Bannu) ,

| PART_IL
A PERFORMANCE a1

Referencing, paging of notes'and correspondence.

Movement.of files and record of suspense cases.

- 3.7| Keeping files and papers in tidy conditions.

Promptness arid accuracy in disposing of work.
P )

| B PERSONAL. TRAITS

5. | Intelligence
6. F(noxvlcdge of procedure and regulations
7. | Panctuality -
1

| _ .
8. | Cooperation and tact.

el

Amenability of discipline

t0. | Skill in drafting.

y %7¢7 P 7 7

1




Dated 2%’/[ /)/c[a
=

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

General Remar"@s by higher officers.

A SOVD :C:AN AFRI I )"..3
zional/police gfficer,
“BapsAa Reglon, FEanau.

Countersigning Officer

Name (i block lettersXABDTL,

" Designation




 emee iiirr o ties | tmt o bibacee - i ot N
ren e v e e e R T L VARSI SO ke SUTE TR L D S

oot ¢ Qepevrear.

LR

P APPENDEX “C*
4., % CONFIDENTIAL
S ‘

-

R,

Moo ioeag fro |
tl Tl ) X(S)Sit\':"t ;:ln((l-RCl.erksd) - ‘ - | d 30 t RS {.9\/‘

GOVERNMENT OF NW.F.P ok
© POLICE DEPARTMENT o P\N\’“—‘i@u-—

e

b

g

A
=5

——

Ty

~Annual Confidehﬁal R‘ebo:rt

2
£

For the period from 22 /02 /2009 to 31712 /2009

. o |
! ‘a

i . PARTH

L Name | ~ TASWIR JAN

2. Designation - JUNIOR CLERK .
3. Date of Birth - 03/01/1973 . i

4. Date of Entry into Govt: Service 01 /12 /-2000

Brarches in which employed during the year, with period.

(Establishment Clerk District Police Office, Bannu)

o PART-II
A PERFORMANCE .. - = . . RPN
Referencing, paging of notes and ccrrespondence. | | 4{\

e

Movement of files arid record of suspense cases. T :,}\/(, :

LJ

[Keeping files and papers in-tidy conditions.

fad)
b N
=

Ea

{ Promptness and accuracy in disposing of work.” .
PERSONAL TRAITS

Intelligence . 22 'g'

6. | Knowledge of procedure and regulations 74(,('

o

N

7. 1 Punctuality

8. | Cooperation and tact. Ry
-00f :

9. . An“:‘énabilityof'dis'cipline"' | —4\:(, ”
‘ / ).

N

16. | Skill in draiting

a %ﬁ
{0
| Jor
| [
1




\

. S : ‘ . . P o
Sy ) PENP[CTURE /D // W S

e ' . fd‘ .
\ o % X
..... ‘...'::' .LT.C?% y ..A..‘. ..........................
"/! -‘.- -
.
...................................... (\.\ ﬁad%ﬁ,-.-..-.....-.........----......--....-.
.......................... ."-ll"ttv'v-lcla---.Ulv-l-al-v--v~-- !

|
! -

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

Reportiﬁg Qfﬁ&:é ,
8 ' duiﬂ_”ﬁn”’v._
\Iame (ln block. letters) ' '.
‘ © Dated g -~ Designation _, BA

e R R R R L L L I T T T T T

Prom ©22_2.07 toc 31.12.20093.

PTG DAk DAL Sad

[ ) . ;.

' L g

: ?

| :

Countersigning Officer

Name (in bioek letters) (412314508

Designation _Regiodatpolice officex,
’ s g.é__gam‘;u_ Resl1cn, Rarlild.-




_ Pg-2= W)
AVPENDEX “C” APPFVDF‘X—IV /CONF]DE

FORM “G™ (Received)

Assistant aml Clerks A %L«‘éc@ Lf? Mj

- ' e .gu«.bbz Unele Jﬂ/z
GOVERNMENT OF N.W.F.P p A&,M@//S ,1@5

POLICE DEPARTMENT

" Anr‘mua! C'ani_dential-‘Re-'por;t'

,'\MN\-Q-*O/\L "

For the pvrlod from 16/ 07 /2010 to 31/12 / 2010 —

PARTLI |
T . , T
1. Name . ____TASWIRJAN R
2. Designation : .]UNIOR CLERK T !
3. Date of Birth - _- U3 /01/1973 - ‘ i
4. Dats of Entry into Govt: Service 21/ 01 /2008 T . o
5..  Branches in which employed during the year, with period. !
(SRC/ESTABLISHMENT CLERK) ' |
_ | T pARYT T
Al PERFORMANCE At Al DB | Cj|np]
1 Referencing, paging of notes and correspondence. A o
2. | Movement of tiles and record of suépense cases.
1 : :
3. | Keeping files and papers in tidy conditions. ‘
4 Prompmess'and accuracy in disposing of work.
1B PERSONAL TRAITS
5. Intell nce
6. | Knowledge of proccdure and r gulauons ‘
7. | Punctualiiy ' o
3. Ceoperation and ract. _;’J
5 ]' A a2 erisline ' 1 B —\.;- 7 I .
. - ; i : I o v
10.7] Skill in draiting | | ;
, _ , _ |

—
aanr -




. PEN PICTURE a L

. i . . . o .,;l .
R .:...a..... B gen e ..'-‘."'_‘ S
' RS ;
R T TTRTTes e e e o eveeerinaa
S e e s
. \
Ce
Reporting Officer B
Name (in block letters) oo 1
. ¥
Co . B ' . . . E
"Dated . ., <h 2 _ Designation. 3 q §
! : o R S :
. ' ) Tr0.298: 2. 2010 Yo 210 2010 .
- General Remarks by higher officers.
ir . : .
1 .
B |
\
Dated -3 1) a;‘_}a ;1 12(39*31«“1 .
\ {; ,-'.‘“.'-. I
.} R °
™, 4 W

(3 -'.KIEAR XEAY )
Refivmel Pelise Qiticer,
PANAOu ‘1 1:11, Fnnt .




u_f\\ o . ' Lo - . /,\ //‘ V' A g —‘-"// K&/'\Q‘?/
. .. APPENDEX “C™ : T APPE\IDI‘X—IV NFIDENTIAL |, -

Ao FORMEGY ;{Received) ’ /‘.»:Ze S . Z{}pjf %:’,g:%/ :
- - ygsistant and Clerks ' 4 , W ,3 o . Rt i i s
, | ‘°"/ 7y o T )ja
- GOVERNMENT OF SAVA ) S 5
!
g POLICE DEPARTMENT
. | A{Y\mﬂ,&/\b Hr
CANNUAL CDNFID:.NTIAL REPORT , ﬁ»\‘“:-—
‘For tha anod from 01/01/2011to 31/10/2011 ;
3)—12.-2.31! | H
| . . . :
PART—I
1. Namé  __ TASWIRJAN_
T . _ L . ¢
2 | Designation -~ JUNIOR CLERK - o
: Lo Co T » — - g i
i 5. DateofBith | o 03/01/1973
4 Date of Entry into Govt: Service_01 = 12 2000
1 s ABranches in which employed during the year with penod.‘
- . . 3
| o (Estc.b ishment Clerk) - - ’ |
| PARTI
4 PERFORMANCE AT A B C[D
1. Referencmﬂ paging of notes zmd correspondence : a$ _ ]
' 2. Movement of files and record of suspense cases. %
'3. | Keeping files and papers in tidy conditions. %
4. | Promptness and nccuracy in dasposmg of work. o
1B PERSONA]_ TRAITS ’
. ) o 5. ‘lntel{;gence &
&. Kndwiedge of proc‘edure and regulations - ’;1
7. | Punctuality f}‘
- 8. | Cooperation and tact. %
) 1
9. Amenabxh_ty of disci pllne ) ,
10 | Skill in drafting a |
il. Integrity o | '
(1Y Ingcorruptidle » i
(i) Reported w be corrupt - : . S : ]
; . L ‘m ;,".':. ,'\"‘ Y é: ’ o
(i) | Beh Ved 10 E)e corr’dpt because of.”
: T
| s 0 e - i
' (a) - Monetary consideration : _
L ~ ~ 1 e D o i '_-'I : R -




L . APPENDEX*C™ : - -APPENDEX-IV CONFIDENTIAL g
T FORM “G™ (Received) o : . IW/ - .- .
"y . Assistant and Clerks

T

< . | T
'.GOVERNV[ENTOFNWFP F\N\m : LL"WHN"'?

POLICE DEPARTMENT

-«

Annual Confidential Report

For the period from 14 /04 /2012 to 317127 20|12'

PART-1 |
g ] ! o ' bl
1| Name . __TASWIRJAN
2 'l Deésignation CoL Semor Clerk
at S ‘ —
3. Date of Birth . 03/01/ 1973
. o I
R © 4. Date of Entry into Govt: Serv1ce 21/ 01 12000 :
L 5. Branches in which emploved durmo the ycar w1th perlod
(GENERAL CLERK)
: . ' "PART-II :
A PERFORMANCE At Al B C|D
' ].‘ Re.“érenc?ng, paging of notes and correspondence. % :
2. | Movement of files and record of suspense cases. \_‘%
3. |

Keeping files and papers in tidy conditions.

&
A/
N

Promptness and accuracy in disposing of work. -

| PERSONAL TRAITS.

T T -
Iriuekhgence

|, W,

Knowledge of procedure and regulations

Punctuality

w| | o

1'Cooperation and tact.

O

Amenability of discipline

ya

10, } Skill in.drafting .




~ . . PENPICTURE '\/fb Pa%( 1

A well. Fioploed and, Aardotig

\.

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

o~
.

x;_"_/// ol

i -2 OO
P
]
o i Co . . ) - |
s - Reporting Office =2 =L
e '

—

| _ Name (in block letters) )1/44-&»‘% "/r’///ﬂﬁ‘ﬂ
. | - Dated _ ‘ o - Designation _ Aﬂd %X"'(/ |

. !
- ¥
j-.'l| .

- /s 1

i : N e - -
L Fron WL,04,.2012 o . 122012,

oE ”
)

(=

Lo ‘ Countersigning Officer

! ‘ Name (in block letters) ( 7y = & 7170 pie™s )
"/ - . > : . I"?‘T .,‘.?.7 -._‘PT_<
' . EIRIRE SRR EES T - o
’ ronaty - i = 1 NP may St
Dated _ Designation. " Regional Folice Gfflcer,
- ’ ' ' danny NYasisn, fennu,




AFPENDEX #C”

: - . APFENDEX-TV DENTIAL - k.
o FORM “G™ (Reccived) * '),‘\’\ CORHDERTAL ¥ LQU'
s ) Assistant and Clerks . ) \\C-’.,""‘A :
- | - S
N B | T
L GOVERNMENT OF N.W.F.P T
M - POLICE DEPARTMENT : R
Annual Confidential Report
Fer the period frém 01/91/ 2013 to 15/03/2013
PART | |
1. Name . TASWIRJAN . IR
X > Designation SENIOR CLERK _ -
| 3. Date of Birth 03 /01 /1973 , » -' o
i : @4 . Date of Entry into Govt: Service 21 /01/2000 RS
AR o 5 Branches in which employed during the year, with period. : Co L

 (SRC/ESTABLISHMENT CLERK) |

| o } ‘ PART-IT |
A PERFORMANCE - At Al B}l C D
1. 1 Referencing, paging of notes and correspondence. | /;/:/ '
‘ R ‘ - A
‘) 2. | Movement of files and record of suspense cases. \‘r';/, %
3. | Keeping ﬁla's and papers in tlclly condmong. 1 /;;/
. 4. Promptness and accuracy in disposing of work. .
i l ' ' A
. B PERSONAL TRAITS ;—é&f
i ~
' -5, | Intelligence \Z/y/
S 6. | Knowledge of procedure and regulations 7 /
7. | Punctuality 7
S N/~
8 %Cooperation and tact. S 7
-1 9. | Amenability of discipline - /
1
110, skiltin drafiing , R j//L,
{
3
A di
3:’ ¢
H ™ f”\ .
_ .
wrtey _
Az




gt R AT LR I AUIE AR S ) st = -

ansrare

11 Integrity
() . Incorruptible -

12.

13

«

(2) Moneiary consideration

(l)j 'Other Consideration '

Knowledge of Typing.

Trust worthiness in confidence-and secret matters.’

“ R—eported 1o be corrupt

Betizved to be corrupt, because of:

14 Any disciplinary ac’tic;n taken during the'peridd upder report N. ﬂlz, '
|!| ,
AREm
" q . T . iR i
| By By
Reporting Countersigning -~~~ .
Officer - Officer. h
(2} Recommended for acceicrated promotion. L {"l\>7
{b) Fitfor Promotion W } \> - \1
{c)

y  Not yet be for promotion.

. Unfit for further promotion.

Recently promoted / appointed consideration for promotion nature.

B
L

PART-IV

General Assessment By Reporting | By Countersigning’
' . . ~ Officer - Officer
[. | Very Good — . "
‘1. | Good = P
11 Average AN
V. | Below Average- i
V. | Poor
N .




e A . PEN PICTURE
L ‘ - o /—V
........ ,é.,.'}ﬁ../..‘.f.fé.({a—'!’..ﬁé‘w. ?(/h e
e e
. l’ ’ '
Reporting Ofﬁcer,% A /0/&
. / ' \\-/7 °
Name (in block letters)
. : o o WA A
Dated : : .. Designation Q RA*:lMAs
' : o Dlstricé lco Off’ce
Géneml Remarks by higher officers
0 ! g(}“
| exfromane .
1
’ Countersigning Officer /
_ Name (in block letters) M&M\\)
| ' : 9'3‘?
|
Dated 17/ O'il AOID Deswnanon ,
‘ / ' : “"ncer ’
: ang
3 f} |
o %}\ 1{7
J /\,
H 1
P /“j ‘!’}:‘l‘\ /
S0 .




REST Ri(‘ TED

51 ‘3?”‘:'-? T ar e b o o TR
FoLICE gg;i\ln?;llli\lﬂl{ : Iirv\m s :JP -
'CONFIDENTIAL REPORT
' For theperiod from 9.42013 t0 25.6.2013
T o " PART4I
. ’
I-Name Taswir Jan, 1(a) Father’s Name:- Mir Alam fan.

2—‘!’)esignatioh Seunior Clerk.

3-Date of Birth 2.1.1973. 3(a) Quadlification: -

4-Date of Entry into Govt: Service 2000, :
ﬂ-qgch()n/l%r‘m(hcs in which emploved during the year, with p;nod

Ax lmh.nfzc Ghuzir/Shaheed. Clerkll’tnswn Clerk.

MAL

| PART‘-]‘_’I. T
T bER TORMAN(“E T

1 _E:F-e:t-.nc.n" paging of “01\,5 and corre%pondence o

2 T Movement of files & recmd of suspense cases. T -

3 I\LLDH‘;L mu Jnd p’lptl’ﬁ in tidy “OndlianS

4 otk

>rnn p'n s und cmcumcy m dlSpOSlnL ot work
| PERST NA! 1RAHS

4 T
[ I

B ETTD

3 Lr’xitel'liucnce
G mei(.dcrc of pr occ.dvu md reuulauonb
7] Punctuality
8 | Coo 1 ration 2nd tact
Q 1 f\l\lL.ﬂ’ll 11itv of f‘i%cyipline
i. 10 Slmll n dmftmn
C ] 1
LE infogrity
Lobncorrupuble 0 o o
11 Reported o be corrupt o
UL Believed to be corrupt, because of.
, . . ;
{a) Monctary consideration I
L (D) Other Consideration e
1 . .. T T T I e T
| .
|

12, Knowiedgas of Typi g/Computer
3. Trust worthiness in confidence and secrct matters.
B4, Any disciplinary action taken during the period under repor

)..2013 to 25.6.2013

L g

Ye ) No
-
F 1




L pARTm <o

(©)  Unfit for turther p}'()inotioh.
FPART-I V
Cu:ucrm' Assessment ' B Y RL])OI'".'! ()ff cer By Countersigning Officer
: : . - - 1

By . Bv '
Rc.purtmg Countcrsmnnw .
Officer - Off'cer

- Recomy ’.cqccd fOI accelerated promotlon

1t 101 l’.ommum

'R%emi» plm‘nO[L(l/dppOlnth conmdcrat:on for promotion pre- -mature. ]

O
| . | 1 i
Not vet {it for rromotion. : : -

-.Very(}ood- ' o , R T

G(i)od . L e - : R

Average.

Bllow Average

POOIA . o o ‘ S

Reporting Officer’s Siglln’tug_e .

Name (in Plocl\ h_'{I‘L'IJY) (Abdul( h.lﬁ)nr I\lﬁn Airldl)

20 Des‘zgnmmn I)l\tl‘l(.\ l‘olxcc OFﬁccl -
i _ Bannu.

R T T T T S

General Remarks by hisher Officer.. :

............. . 7.1506‘2°13

Countersigning Ofﬁcer

Name (in Block l'etlers) ﬂZﬂ_D__pHﬂN(};J ; ’

|
‘Datcd‘ i o De\:'m(z:mu .

Riglc.n. f D's!!ce Ofﬂcg{‘
Bannu ne(uon Bam-m



S PEere D“—ﬂ/“
g {;Eﬁﬁﬁzf__g__ | N APPENDEX-IV %  CONFIDENTIAL

_ HDRM (Recewed)
atcr‘t and Clerks

. | A'\AM-QKU/L"" H~.’,
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA : .

POLlCE DEPARTMENT
: Annual Conﬁdentlal Report o
- . .
| | :
'il . For ne Deﬂod from 26/ 06 / 7013 to 31/ 12 / 2013 .
‘ o
- PART-I ,
1. Name S ~_ TASVEER JAN
2. Designation ‘ SENIOR CLERK
3. | DateofEirth 03.01.1973
4. Date of Entry into Govt Servwce L . 2000
5. Branches in which employed durmp the year w1th penod
(Record / Contmgency Clerk)
I —__PART-N [
AT PERFORMANCE — [AT[A[® St
T Rof‘erencmg, pagmg of notes and correspondence A L
~ E S .
G 2. | }Acvement of hles and record of suspense cases. - | : (\ 4
' 3. | Keeping files and papers in t1dy condmons. . a( :
: . : b 3 ,
14, l! Promptness and accuracy in disposing of work. . i
1 o 4 .
8 . PERSONAL TRAITS - o R -
v 9. lintelligence . ){ o
6. | Knowledge of procedure and regulations : N ' "
‘ 7. | Punctuality . - ' ‘:s\:“
=3 N
3. | Cooperation and tact. 31\; :
. .Y -
9. 1 Arnenability of discipline \};
10 [3Riin drafting - ‘ SN \ .
11 I'ntevruj ' ,
i , - o : W "
T (H ncorruprible . : : ) R B S
. (i) - Reported to be corrupt _ . ' - _ [____ T

(iii)  Believed to be corrupt, because of.

(a) - t\onetary consideration

(b) Other Consideration

T S

[
1




l}(f1owl§dge of Typing.

Trust worthiness in confidence and secret matters. « -

14.  Any disciplinary action taken during the beriod under repb'r"'t

L4

AT

Reporting Countersigninzg ¥
Officer ©  Officer ‘

(a) Recommended for accelerated promotion. . : , l

\ ‘. . {by Fit for Promotion . - i-—'—{;}:—“
- - A .

i . (¢} Recently promoted/appointed consideration for promotion nature. r o

!

|

| |

(fd) " Not yet be for prdmotion.t ' . '. s \ - l o “:g
\ |

ie) Ufi\fit for further promotion. . { .

B

PART-IV N |
N ‘ _ | By Reporting | By Countersigamy |
Officer . | . - Officer/ / 1

General Assessment

1. | Very Good
1. 1 Good | .
. | Average L A S HEAY
V. | Below Average R
V. | Poor:

_ N
B

ST . PENPICTURE

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

. ] v )
. R . . i\\‘i‘."‘."M_i 1.
. .. o EER )
S . Reporting Officer, 87
T A ' _ ‘ v TN
r él) , . -+ Name (in block letters) -~ -

Dated A ' : . Designation

eedesesvisiasretacsrernareravadaancosnnaen

Ge?neral Remarks by higher officers. ' o . . (O\,, :
: ik Countersigning Officer : :

Posed Lo

A ‘Mame (in block letters) i Zi) ) K /{'}flﬁ
o Designation _____ | ReQ!QQ_aJ_E_QILceOﬁscer
i/ _ o o A Bannj Region Bannu
A e ;:gfc«}?’i-' j7-927- 29/5 fﬁ) 4% - 2oy

U ’ ‘

Dated .

<

-

T L - v P
{(KHALID MASOOD) ' - ﬁ} .
i ‘.Addl;_lGPﬂieadqé.mg_SP» 24919 s Kﬁf;ﬂ(fz&
" Khyber Pakihtunihwa, Peshawar Regional Police Offtcer..
e o - Rannu Reqion Bann




o evssatt e | PEELS
. I\ APPENDIX'C' VIDES 3.1 (i) © APPENDIX -IV \] CONFIDENTIAL -
J;\’p for. ' (b e L
Assistant and Clerks ' e
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA R

POLICE DEPARTMENT

o PERFORMANCE' EVALUATION REPORT
| Forthe period from 13102014 TO __ 31.12.2014
o i | -  PART-
1. Néme { "m block letters):- Taswiﬂr Jan l(a) Father's Narr;-e: Mir Alam Jan
2. ‘Designa'{ion:- " Senior Clerk
' 3. Date of Bi.rth:' 03-01-1973 © 3(3) Qualification:- ~ MA POLITICAL SCIENCE
, _-' | 4. [:)éte of entry into Governmént Service: 28-12-1999
5. Sections/Branches in u;hich‘emplovgd during the year, with period: SRC (DPO Offi'c.eifBan:'nu.; ‘ . f‘: 3
PART . : _l;
(A) PERFO&MANCE — . ‘\ Al \ A -
aE ] (1%' Reférepcg, paging of notes c’qniespondeh(_;e. ' u i ‘\
.! ‘ ' '(2) i‘-v'iowjement of %iles and j'leco'rd §f suspense cases. \ /g \
) : | ) Kee’pir;g; files énd ﬁépers in_.tidy condi'tion,: | \% - \
] : #{4) Promptness and accuracy 'i.n disposing of work. . %‘2 . | \
N o o ' ' i
g . {B) PERSONAL TRAITS

. {6) Knowledge of procedure and regulations

i T L

(5), Intelfigence. | - s/g \
5 |
l

(7} Punctuality. T 4 \g
. . N - ‘ { B .
V ’ . {8) Cooparation and tact. , |
EE ‘ (9) Amenabilty to discipline. _. Yo,
. ) - ) N . A \é/ .
: | (10) Skilt in drafting. - \ %,




v N [
- .

pr Uz
(11) .%Integ—rity:

: - L Assessment "
{1} Iacorruptible

R — N

: {}  Reported to'be corrupf ‘ |

(i1} Believed td be corrupt; because of :

“(a) Monetary consideration l

" (b} Other considerations : : i

12. hnowledcec Typing/Computer

Trust werthiness in confidential and secret matters.

<
m
wn

14. ﬁny d:<c1phnary action taken durmg the period under report.

-1 PART-II
fﬁxﬁ 3 : REPORTING  COUNTERSIGNING
© OFFICER OFHCER L
i . . - \ - .. " .- . . - l ..
z PeLommended for a‘.ceterated promotnon ¢ " . - A
/ .
{C Recentiy promoted/appomted cons:deratlon for ‘ - ! : ‘ ] S
promotion pra- mature. ‘ ' a—
1 . .
l ‘ l . ' . -
(O} !%IQL yet ﬁf for promotion.. ‘ ‘ { ]
]
1 ‘ ) ) 1 : - .
{E) Unfit for further promotion. \:j L j

TN
PART-V , . - ‘

. . Officer . . Officer

Py N ; ~ l . NN
7oA Jery Good ) t o1 ! S . -
{}._",..-V ’ . L R‘j“ 4 % E _.

i) Good. - i B | e

:General Assessment - | - By'reportihg ‘ Bvcounter'signing( /

(i) Average

{ivi : Below Average
1
1

. oy Poor




A\::\;{aﬁ . . o . ) i . L rbg - \ e : " ( !
) o : PEN PICTURE | .
a vu'y competert pro*essnonal highly educated, trust worthy and " hard workmg police offu:lal who is’
having full command on his job .Due to his honest and efficient dealing-and ‘quick dlsposal of. offnc:al

wark , he was always assigned extra dutles which were also effectively shouldered by him up to the
full satisfaction of the undersigned. He. proved himself to an asset for the force. :

%

Reporting Officer’s Signature:-
Name {in Block Letters):- {ABDUR RASHID) PSP
. Designation: District Police Officer, Bannu.

dated

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

General R emarks by Higher Off.cer s.

Countersigning . Officer’ s -

Name {in.Block Letters)| Sajid All l(han (PSP)
) eglonal Pohce Officer; .

dated _




;"\‘ Assistant and clerks

ATPENDEX “F* vide3.1 (i}
! RESTRICTED -
Form for '

o " | @ ﬂf”"é% ?{JP‘;.

GOVERNMMENT OF KPK  Nwmmazans =
POLICE DEPARTMENT

CONFIDENTIAL REPORT | -
= For the period from 16-09-2016 to 31-12-2016
g ‘PART-I

i-\hme' T'-\'SVVH‘ JAN 1(a) Father’s Name:- MIR ALAM_JAN

2 |)°sl‘:uanon Senior Clerk o - ‘
. 3-Date ome1 03-01-1973 3(a) Qualification:- M.A. Political Science

4-Date of Entry into Govt: Service 28-12-1999 asa Junior Clerk . |

5 Secslc.m/Branches in which emploved during the year, with ﬁeriod: (HEAD CLERK RIB

OFFICE) 16-09-2016 t031-12:20116 |

PART -l _ |

A PERFORMANCE ALl AL B CID

1 Rgfgencing, paging of notes and correspondence LA\

2 Movement of files & record of suspense cases. J‘\

3 | Keeping files and pap?rs in tidy conditions. I 1, k

4 \ Promptness and accuracy in disposing of work ,:“{\‘ y

B' - - PERSONAL TRAITS " ;
'.5 Inteﬂ'iger}ce l,é\

6 | Knowledge of proceduré and regulations ' \X\ | (

7 Pantualzty | | U {’\1‘

8 | Cooperation and tact | ‘ _ M’\

9 Amerﬁability of Discipline - , ' \/(\,
! sei‘ Skillin drafting - Ny

X

-1
13

. Integrity

Assessment
. _ f
1 l
IR Ince imrmhlc 1 ) ,f"\/l\: L
l ]
l‘ i, ‘Reported to be corrupt v
iy Believed to be corrupt, because of.
(a) Monetary considération
{b) Other consideration
‘ ' 1
No
127 Krowledge of Typing/Computer.
13, Trust worthiness in confidence and secret matters. !“
4. Anv disciplinary action taken during the period under report ' AN
L




Pk = HO
. : - | . . " B - - ‘
PART-1II SN
. By . ) ‘
cotmte‘rsignihg '
-Officer
(a) ! Recommended for acceiéra;;‘ed promotion.
&) ; Fit for Promotion. ;
(c} 1 -~ Recently pmmoled/ap-pointcg consideration for promotion prel—ma.turc.
(d) "Not vet fit for promotion.
(e} . . Unfutfor further promotion. - ) : . ' | . | f
T PART-IV o
(_r ”8! al Assessment . Bv Reporting Officer | By Countersighing Officer o
‘ . N . e a
o Very Good ' - | \\ 7 ‘ ]
1 | Goed ' VNN b i |
| Average g
[V | Below Average :
A POO: : : ‘
| _ PEN PICTURE
£y ARRA -—r\,m,D_a»KFJ u\~ . Pvo Qan@rmA‘io Lu} \-QLA QJL&@J-&J »

U

»‘(\1 et \w«r\! J/u%; .WJ .0\¢L114#11A1u ’ PD‘QXLQ 49&'-’&!—0 4= 1"\"3 :TUVU‘
: (‘;;“,‘,-n-wﬂ:;'l :-\;‘~J ;A’Lf-:i Tr:-/\'J . H&} h\?"ii /,?(4 ’LW(A'{ MM ,QJ\.LQ(/{
(l *T 08 {: LLL (/L\ ltf‘(zﬁ‘(/ aﬁ%ﬁ :C hM J’.)q L\A. [)m\ KL&L"V\-’"—)_

\\

Reporl)ngl Ojf cer’s S:gnat
oy

AN JOPM.

Name: _ . { KL
. : C : PSP .
‘Designation: Superintendent of Police)
~ 5 Regional Investigation Branchy

Bannu.

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

Cmmterslgnmg Officer’s Signature____ |

" Name (in Block Lerters) MOHAMMAD ALI Kkan(PS P}
Designation: Re"mnal Police Officer,
Bannu Region, Bmmu

i




APPENDEI\ ‘F” vide 3.1 i )

g,m for
ASS J{mt and Clerks

o

| 1 GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
B POLICE DEPARTMENT

PERFORMAN CE EVALUA"'ION REPORT

-For \the-period from 61.01,20617 to '07.08'.2.01 7

l\wqum’*

PART-I

o

(%]

. Date of Birth 03.01 1973 3.(a) Qualificaticn:-

Name (in block letters): Taswir Jan (a) Father's Name:

Designation - Senior Clerk -

Mir Alam Jan

tA.A Political Science

. Date of Entry into Govt: Service 01.12.1999
5. Branches\ in which employed durmg the year with period. (Head Clerk RIB Bannu)
. PA.R-T-!I

A PERFORMANCE A1 B c D
1. Refe'rencjing,_ paging of ngies and c'orre’s;ﬁond_en;e. ' V‘& .

2. Moverr:ent of files and recor'd- 'of suspense Caseg. "‘ﬁf\

1. Keeﬁin’c files and papers in ﬁdy Eonéitions. \&_

4. Promptness and accuracy in dlsposmg of waork. V‘b\ -
B PERSONAL TRAITS | |

5.° -lntelligencef

6. Knowte:dgé of procedure and "regtjlations

7. Pur}ctul'ality :

3. i Cooperation and t.act'..-
: 9. . Arﬁena‘lt;ithy of disdp“ﬁne

Skl in drafting

o wp
P =1 wesraicen

]
§
1
3
-
R

:

e e =



T D e

11

SF
“Integrity ' A Assess‘r_r'i'en‘t

| (o

() Incorruptible ) ol W'%.J L

L (i) _Rleported to be corrupt

() - B:eyie'vedﬁt@ be corrupt, because of.

T (@)  Monetary consideration - ' \

{b) Other Consideration ‘

ﬁﬁ

Kncwtedoe of T\, ping.

12 Tr_ust worthiness in confidence and secret matters. . '

14, Any disciplinary action taken during the period under report. o L( ‘

- ' ' -

PART-UI o .o
. By By -

PR : o Reporting Countersigning
sEET T o Officer Officer

, . .
(z} = Recommended for accelerated promation. ‘ r f : l’:l
(o) Fit for Promotion ( ‘ } \ —— ;1

< becent\y promoted / appomged consideration for Dromotmn nature. \ \

Il |
1

S (d) Metyet be for promotion. (
. -(e) :ljrif'iﬁ for further promotion. S ‘ I :
' :li!‘ . PART-IV
: General Assessment By Reporting By
' Officer Countersigning
, ! Offpcer
[ 1 Véry Good - “
L A >
i ﬁGood
. '\A rage _ 1
v, i Below Average
- i
V 1‘ Poor
' l




FARR - | 30 ?@%‘ kﬂl

PEN PIC TURE

- ﬁc P ww Wﬁufuw»fewﬁ; «?mﬂ&%w; QmM> pm&mM Ltm

anmml ov! L\/;é J’o—b He s MM %adwtm u.lludn cuuc ng@
" J%@&dcwo( by fanes c@eal‘tu a 'to Tl &M{—W
m@ﬁ&gwjmaei \e proueel /M am arset goq s ?W&/

Reportmg Officer’s ‘5!s;',ruamré/\4{'é\’§‘ék \\

Dated ) ' A D25ignation

" General Remarks by hi'ghe.r officers.

l?\- G~ Uwe o '
A - | - N
: ' Counter51gn1ng Officerks Signature '

Name (m block letters) My \‘H\MM AD P\ l t{“&w
\M/

Designation _ : Reqional Police thcer
Bannu, Region .Bannu.

FV"‘\, et ol de\7 Tr.t'.» P tly - 2\ D

|
| : R
. } . . L . , - . ? GS] m‘“?r




N

-~
)
Np—s ¥

»__(". APPENDEX "F” vide 3.1 )
v Form for

- RESTRICTED .
Assis.ant and Clerks. |

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

‘, PoUc? D_EP_ART'MENL' A‘YW\-Q%V\/(.’”H“ )

. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION REPORT. ~

| For the period from 08-08:2017 to 31-12-2017

AT T TV T Y Y

L T PART T

. k:
1- Name (in block letters) TASWIR JAN 2. Father’s Name MIR ALAM JAN
" 3-Designation SENIOR CLERK '

f}'A-D'at:e of Birth !53-61-1973 5. Qualification M.A Political Science . Co

6-Date of Entry into Government Service  01,12.1999 - ' S

7-Sections/Brénches in which employed during the year, with period ESTABLISHMENT CLERK, REGIONAL

POLICE OFRICE, BANNU REGION.

! .

!
S s et e e
el consr s

e e
(A) PERFORMANCE ]

=g
—h
>
H
|
fou
(]
r—

i
I - * .
be s ueum e w e e e b - SR Y S, AR SRR SOV J. [ . 4
! 3 {(H) | Referencing, paging of notes and correspondence % l - :
: cot - ] - . ) L x

{2) | Movement of files & record of suspense cases. - . @ | S

i (3) | Keeping files and papers n tidy conditions.

Promptness and accuracy in disposing of work

CPERSONAL TRAFTS -~

(5] intelligence AR A > % B N B R O
(6) Know{edge-df proc@dureaﬁd regulétions o [—D IR B IR ;

M e e e o . - : ! f . o e R IRERE RIS PR |
{7} i Punctuality _ .

Cooperation and tact

b9y | Amenability to disciptine

. PR U

i
. ll {(10) ~ Skill in drafting
h I

) B B
'
st




R AR\ B s

(11} Ir?tegrigyzﬁ‘ R s Assegm@.:‘
i.. mcorruptib{é- R - - ‘

D)
i x . . . . .
i

Reported to be COrruptom o '

o

Believed to be corrupt, because of. .

{a) Monetary consideration

(o) . Other Consideration.........ccoovueneeienne.

:
:
H
H
H
s
H
:
H
L+ L

<
14
A
Z
=]

‘Knowledge of Typing/Computer.

T
I

Trust worthiness in confidence and secret matters.

{14y Any disciplinary action taken during the peﬁod.under report. ' @ ‘

PART-Nl | “_“1‘“”“’“ff1f

_ , . : : S . By . By _
\ o . " ) B - Reporting * Countersigning .. .
L o : : . Officer Officer :

v 3 . . , N .

S B 20 B R

4

(b) Ffi‘t for Promot1on \ _ ] lw

{a) Recommendead for accelerated promotion

‘ (C' Recently promoted/appointed consideration for promotion prefa-'\"l"ature.[; S \ - L ! -
o - T -
o {(d) Not yet fit for promotion......ccwcerrrevennen. e e aa e Eoo b
A (@) Unfit fOr fUrther PrOMOION. ..o oo eceviecsneesscesnenessenionessecsssnene Sl I
g S T e
: R . . PART-IV - - 1

General Assessment - By_RFRérting!OfﬁCer - By Cou
i ) A ; . .

— {

" '(ﬁ:“'\}'é‘r"g)‘f;&aa'f T ' M I Y BV~ 7 AN

l

1

E

I.A_,, P o -t fean sm smie m = % mmam e - - PERTEE
‘ (ii)l Good T ,

ntersigning Officer |

(iv) Below Average

L e | A N S
|
|




Fo‘%«;; 'y 9_\ =

- -J—Q, ],:) \}PAJ:? a/‘\\_,[\(\clpw a,\)\‘sk P’V‘D_?Qg%\ma, N
,CWMK}::M% D‘VF«’}.CQN 5yl T ML] 5’{%—(&/\/ Wit
seide Wha Mad :?VVU Covtvaomd BN M E'v

Lo iwL__x_-

Lo Coa Tve Ty o 9 a%d{{m D% co cuuk

‘[N ww_A Lov "rths‘b‘) —‘]E'D

d

From:- 08 08-2017 to 31-12-2017

I
o

Reportmg Officer’s Slgnature

' . .. Name (in Block letters):- (DAR ALI KHAN KHATTAK)pse
Dated_:.2 - L - 21 & . Designation:- Regional Police Officer,

Bannu Region, Bannu

Refnarks by Countersigning Officer:-

"Countersigning Officer’s Signaturvle é W

- Name (in Block letters)

Dated | . Designation




‘ L e ey

| : , eI 4

Ay "NAPPENDE‘( F vide 3.1 m . '
Form for ‘
Sy for ‘ - o

s Assistant and Clerks o ) : ) : o
B GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, ' . _' B
. POLICE DEPARTMENT. A{Y"Y\W K -j;-lf‘\‘ |

L . PERFORMANCE EVALUATION REPORT.

e

RESTRICTED

For the period from 01-01-2018 to 22-06-2018

L ‘ S PART - T S

t
1- Name {in block letters) TASWIR JAN 2. Father’s Name MIR ALAM JAN

* : " A

. i ' . . [
'3-Designation SENIOR_ SENIOR CLERK - : . a - S

4- Date of Birth - 03-01-1973 . : a 5. Qualification M.A Political Science

6-Date 01 Entry into Government Service 01, 12. 1999

I-Sect\ons/Branches in whwch emp.oyed dunng the year with period ESTABLISHMENT CLERK REGIONAL

POLICE QFF}CE, BANNY REGFON. :

!

s mumo- I L

—. 3= PART Il PR : A';—ri. E— i :"”.:r“ ’- .

R

{A) PERFORMANCE

>

—

>
.--—--——J
!
o
|

(@)

o

Movement of files & record of suspense cases.

e
l
1

! M \Zi'fé?‘ rencing, paging of notes and correspondence l
2) D
L

)

I Y Promptness snd accuracy in n disposing of work

(e pmg ﬁles and papers in tldy conditions.

' (B) PERSONAL TRAITS

| (5) lintelligence R " R N Lb
| D

\ !»’nowlcdge of Drocedure and reguiations

—

7)- \ Punc uahty
1 C
I

ooperatlo'\ and tact

i1 (8)

o]

9 \ Amenability to dlsmpune
|
|

(‘I'

Sklll indrafting




- (@)

i)

(c)

(e

f \i‘:i_jf_l

i Re‘lepqrt‘ed £0 D COMTUPLimmmmerissisrreres .......... o . [

1) Integrity:-

Assessm ent

i !xwlcorruptible...,, ..... eeeven e g s s e : r p

. ) . . l: ! . ) I
i - Believed to be corrupt, because of. '

(a) . Monetary cqnsi'deration............................ - ( J

" {p). Other Consi'dératio'n

: Knowledge of Typing/Combuter.
.rusr W Jorfhtress in confidence and secret matters.

Any disciplinary action taken during the period under report.

N ~ PARTHI

By By
Reporting Countersigning
Officer Officer

¥

Recommended for accelerated prorhotion .............................. ) r _ } E . J ‘

Fit for Promotlon....................................'...L ......... e T . @ : \:————1

‘ -
Rpcanfl\/ Dromoted/appomted consaderatmn for promotion pre-mature. L_\ [_____ 5

———

: Not yet fit for promotion....'.v...;.».‘....................n. ........ - ...... ' ' f | = ; —} r SE J

.U:nﬁt for further prc'nouon ............................ PRSI - ‘ { '#_.__‘J

e - TPARTV. ﬁ— B

Gonera& Assessment \ By. Reportmg Ofﬁcer ‘\ . By CounterSIgmng Ofﬁcer
E g

N '
l\(1) Very. Good ‘ | \ TJD

(31 Average

(iv) Below Average

e :ilf
|
!




e

b 1
f QDY MNMA\AAEI GN\JL CMW 5#!.@_,\,
Whsge, Euenall MMMQ /‘L&\M&wd
\)Jz VY ’Ql o ’l
&
T D " From:- 01-01-2018 to 22-06-2018
| - B . . . N . ) . N
- Reportmg Officer’s Slgnature ' )
A _ ‘ %', el Name (m Block letters) - (DAR ALl KHAN KHATTAK)p~p :
- Dated s o _DeSIgnatxon - Regional Police Officer,
! ‘ _ . ' Bannu Reglon‘ Bannu
. o , ' ¢F'~r er— o - Mrg 22 ok Wx’ ‘
Remarks by Countersigning Officer:- . o < h
5 ~ Countersigning Officer’s Sig
. o Name (in Block lett_eré)
S " Dated._ Designation




OFFICE OF THE . 4
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER,
BANNU REGION 1BANNU

CERTIFICATE

Period Less than threje Months

|t is certified that Senior Clerk Taswir Jan s/o Mir Alam Jah Served 55\ -

23.10. 7{)18 to 31. P 2018.

£3 aohshmen( Clerk Range O‘ﬁce Bannu durmg the penoci with effect from. S

‘ i . Hence. the mentioned period for Performance Evaluamon Report is -

less thaq three months so the report/remarks as (No comments)
| , .

(ABDULLAH KHAN) psp
. Regional Police Officer,
,, annu Region, Bannu.
R |
T
L
%
|




\\"r—PENDEJ( “F '

‘RN\N\W H

e s et
—

/\nde 3.1 (i)
}-orm rm for

Assistant and Clerks

'RESTRICTED

GOVERNMENT- OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

%~&3

. POLICE DEPARTMENT,T.

PERFORMANCE EVALUATION REPORT.

For‘the period from 22:06:2018 to 23-10-2018

o T PARTI

- Mame {in block letters) TASWIR JAN

2. Father’s Name MIR ALAM JAN
3-Designation SENIOR CLERK T

4-Date.of Birth  03-01-1973 5. Qualification M.A Political Science.

6-Date of Entry into Government Service 01.12.1999

" POLICE OFFICE, BANNU REGION.

7-Sectioris/Branches in which employed during the year, with.period ESTABLISHMENT CLERK, REGIONAL

L | PART-I /
(#) PERFORMANCE

AT A BlCTD]

b Rg cing, naging of notes and correspondence
- -
. K |
{2y ovoment of files & record of suspeqse cases. .

(3 - Keep‘-.a-xg fites and papers in tidy conditions.

() | PFromntness and accuracy in disposing of work

|yl TRy

| (8) PERSONAL TRAITS.

(5) | intelligence
(%) | KnowleZge of procedure and regulations

b (7} | Punctuslity

{(8) | Cooperztion and tact -

{9) -] Amenalzility to discipline

i

{10y | SKill in drafting_

{




—
)
P

1

b

‘From:- 22-06-2018 to-23-10-2018

.--—",

Reportmg Officer’s Slgnature - /\f

‘1 .

- Name (in Block letters) - (MUHAMMA\) ARIM KHAN)PSP .

~ Designation:- - - - Resgional Police”Qfficer,’
. Bannu:Regigh, Bannu

V)

Remarks by Countersig'nin.g Officer:-

. Countersigning Officer’»s Signature

Name (in Block letters)

Designation ____ : '




POLICE DEPARTMENT

| , | O‘RDER | o
o |
|

After carrymg ocut necessary. vermcatlon the followmg newly appomted Off'ce R ,'j o
Assmtams {BPS- 16) vide CPO Peshawar Order No.8 13- 26/E Vv dated 18 02.2019, arehereby posted '

to the offices notec against each w:th immediate effect

S.& Name of Office Assistant

Place of posting

< .
!

Arif Khan

General Clerk, Regional Police Office Bannu

2]

| Hafeez Ullah

LA

. . 1 - B
Establishment Clerk, Regionat Police Office Bannu -

Hajra Rehman .

DPO Office Bannu

4. . | Ashiq Mehammad

DPO Office Lakki Marwat

I
i
|
\

Copies to:-

[1 — ’ :'/EC, dated Bannu the o5 10412019

i. The Provincfal Police Officer,

(ABDULLAH KHAN) PSP

/Egegional Police Officer,’
annu Regmn Bannu

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar for mforrnatton w/r to CPO

"Dshawar order number guoted above.

2

(o8

b

n~ u.sant Police Offlcnrs Bannu & Lakk1 Marwat.

Tnf District Account Officers, Bannu & Lakki

For information & ]
Marwat. necessary action.

\
(ABDULLAH KHAN) PSP

Regional Police Officer,
- Bannu Region, Bannu

BANNU REGION - .




© APPENDEX "F" vide 3.1 (i) '
"Form for
Assistant and Clerks

1- Name (in block letters) TASWIR JAN

4-Date of Birth 03-01-1973

6-Daté of Entry into Government Service  01.12.1999 -

POLICE DEPARTMENT.

. RESTRICTED

GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

PERFORMANCE.EVALUATION REPORT-.

For the period from 01.01,2019 to 05.09:2019

.

3-Designation SENIOR CLERK

| (A) PERFORMANCE

POLICE OFFICE, BANNU REGION.

B L

2. Father’s Name MIR ALAM JAN

" 5. Qualification’ M.A Political Science

PART-I

>

. '7-Sections/8rancbes in which employed during the year, with period ESTABUSHMENT CLERK, REGIONAL . 4 '

| Referencing, paging of notes and correspondence

| Movement of files & record of suspense cases.

)} | Keeping files and papers in tidy conditions.

(4) | Promptness and accuracy in disposing of work -
) P Yy :

“(8) PERSONAL TRAITS

intelligence

| Knowledge of procedure and regulations

o Céo';“j_é_i‘»éfi'an and tact

)) | ‘Amenability to disciptine

“Skill in drafting

NP, NPy




jl/,g ,«7 ;‘g/\rV) ‘V\A‘u\dy ‘ \].ﬂu Cﬁﬂﬂ_ﬁ'-” x4

L Lpis ;f_&;u&,q gxww Zne

/« ,/’-/"7--"“‘:’ BipA “‘/’a Lindd, < '/d"‘f;‘-’tﬂ' by

NGNS éwf&’ oloe L D L Mc 4/:%17 72

~ From: - 01 .6‘1.201_9:. t0.05.09.2019

mﬁ/

Reportmg 01{(1cer s Slgnature

~ ~ Name (in Block ietters):- ' (ABDULLAH KHAN)psp
Dated Designation:- Regional Police Officer,
: Bannu Region, Bannu

Remarks by Countersigning Officer:-

Countersigning Officer’s Signature

Name (in Block letters)

Dated " Designation




IR
-

» Thatl you while

' penalties specified in the said rules..

.. this Charge Sheet.to: the en'quiry' officér.

g CHARGE SHEET @ W / /\[@—-Q SEEA

o R Res = () —e2. Y
!, Abdul Ghafoor Afridi, Regional Potice Officer, q

'authority, hereby charge you, Sehior_ Clerk T'a§|wif: Ja
“Office Bannu as follows:- L o
> That vou intentionally and delibéfat’ély delayed submission of r
. . . . i :
. office to CPO Peshawar on the prescribed form 13.15(1) for the reasans best known to
you Pertaining to the promotiori of confirmed SI Aérna

: t Ullah Khan of Special Branch'to
the promoticn list-F which resulted into dépriving of the police’ officer from his
fundamental rights. R

ecommendations of this

posted as SRC .in DPO Office Bannu- also altered the seniority tist of
. police officials eligible for bringing their names on list B-1, resultant|
were

y certain officials
deprived of- qualifying lower college course, who later on mad

complaint against youtglready ptaced on record,
2
~ That you have always iC

€ a serious nature

omplained through anonymous coﬁwplaints for taking of .\illegal
gratification upto 500/- from constable to ASI as well. upto Rs.1000/- from Sis etc
which is also proving from the existing record. -
~ That as a result of secret and confidential inquiries .méde b
you, ‘L have beén proved without any shadow of doubt th
_ exi‘rernely corrupt, dishonest and un—tr‘tﬁsted" official by usi
p.rocessi‘ng of certain affairs of interested officials,

at you are a habitual and
ng different techniques in

1. By reason of the above yOu appear to be guitt
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants  (Efficiency and Disciplinary) Rutes, 2011 vide
Notification No.SO(REG-VI)E&AD/2—6/2010, dated 16"

powers delegated vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa G

otification No.4740-

4850/E-V, dated 29.08.2017) andhave -rendered yourself liable to all or any of the

2. You are therefore, directe‘d to submit your d

efense within 07 days of the receipt of

3. - Your written defense, if any, shoutd reach to the Enquiry Officer within- the

specified beriod, failing which, it shall be presumed that yeu have no defense to put in

and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.
4, You are directed to intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

5. A statement of allegation is enclosed.

\\

Bannu Regidn,. Bannu

Barinu Region, Bannu' as cor peterit -
N, posted as Establishment Clerk RPO' .

y the undersigned against .

y of misconduct under the Khyber

September, 2011 while exercising -
azelte Notification Endst: No.8511-8615/E-
'V, dated 28.12.2|O15 (amended vide CPPO Peshawar addendum N

_—

A TS PR

.

:

:

|
-
|
|
C
- :
)
A
g
|

|

|




cr w—-u-—-““_ ° <

STATEMENT OF ALLEGAT!ONS

, Abdul Ghafoor Afrrdl

Reglonal Polrce Ofﬁcer Bannu Regton Bannu as
competent authorr ty, am of

meaning .of. Khyber Pakhtunkhiva’ Government Servants {EfflClency and Dtsctplmary) Rules,

2011 vide Notification No. SO(REG- -VI)E&AD/2- 6/2010 dated 16”’ September, 2011 while

".exercrsmg powers delegated vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Gazette Notification Endst:

No. WS € /e, dated Bannu the 2.2 /1172019

No. 8511 8615/EV dated 28. 12 2015 2015 (almended vide CPQO Peshawar addendum

Notification No.4740-4850/E-V, dated 29.08.2017). o

1

% ' ASUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS: .

That he. mtentlonally and dellberately delayed submlsswn of recommendations of this
~office to CPO Peshawar on the prescribed form 13. 15(1) for the reasons best known to
him pertaining to the promotion of confirmed Si Asmat Ullah Khan of Special Branch to

the promotion list-F which’ resulted into depriving of the police ofﬁcer from his:

fundamental rights.

A%

That he while posted as SRC in DPO Office Bannu also altered the semorlty list of

. police officials eligible for brmgmg their names on list B-1, resultantly certain officials

were deprwed of qualifying lower college course, who later on made a serrous nature
complaint against hlg‘l already placed on record

> .That -he has always rcomplalned through anonymous complaints for taking of lllegalA o

gratification up to 500/- from constable to ASI as well up to Rs.1000/- from Sls etc
~ which is also proving’ from the existing record. , :

.That as a result of secret and confidential lnqmrles made by the undersrgned against
. hm‘ it has been proved wrthour any shadow of .doubt that he is a habitual and

extremely -corrupt, dishonest and un-trusted official by usmg different techmques "‘.,' :

processmg of certain affairs of interested officials. : /

. . For the purpose of wﬁﬁ the ?ct of the said accused with reference to the
-above allegatlons 4/6 ? appomted as Enquiry Offlcer :

' -2‘~The Enquiry Officer shall prov1de reasanablc opportum'ty of hearing to the accused,
record statements etc and findings within the targeted days after the’ recelpt of this

order.

3. The accused shali join the proceedmos on the date time and place fixed by th Enqurry _

Officer.

HAPQOR AFRIDI) PSP
Regional Pdlice Officer,
Bannu Region, Bannu

Copy to lquuiry Officer for necessary actio\n.

the opinion that Semor Clerk Taswir Jan has rendered himself' .
“liable to-be proceeded against. as he has commltted the followmg mlsconduct within the - o




POLICE DEPARTMENT -

722 -4 A /Dated 09/ / 2017

| DISTéICT BAMVU :
4 ISEPAR;I'MENTAI. ENQUIRY
Reteréﬁce. | : - Charge s“vreet No. 09-11/SRC dated 13.01.2017 &
No.7273-74 dated 8.02.2017.
Accuséd._ . ’ Senior CIérk Taswweer j?n (t‘f;‘e t:he.n SRC).
» Allegations. On drayage of Constables Aée em Hussain | Np.

6398/FRP Tarqi Aman No.937/EF and Azzem Ullah No.1604 mentioned at
serial number 8-20 and 54 respectrvely of the promotion. hst of B-1 issued

from the Regional police office Bannu the next allegeable three constables '

- of serial numbers 55,56,57 were requ:red to: be selected for the first term

lower college course' at PTC Hangu but instead he deliberately and willfully
by mis using his official powers selected constables Haqdad No.943/EF an.d_ :
Fa_zdl Malik No. 686 whose names were lying serial No. | 57 and 111
respectively of the said promotién list of B-I.

Besides dbbve neither the departmental enqu,iryl of

Constable Tariq No.710 -who had directly been chargéa’ four year ago for

-inv_blvement in a murder case u/s 302 PPC PS Domel, Bannu could to
 processed further hdf could get it finalized from the competent authority
&un‘ng such along period of four yéar accept keeping it as pending for the

reason best known to him.

Statements. Senior clerk ‘Taswir Jan denied the charge. that he
deliberatjely and willfully by mis using his ofﬁcial powers selecte‘d constable.s
Hagdad No:§43/EF and Fazal Malik No. 686 whose names were lying at serial
. No. 5? and 111 respectively of the promotion list ¢f B-1. an the ground that SRC -

is not the selection authonty and he has not power the power to mtsuse it. He.

further stated .initiation of inquiry on anonyr"ous correspondence is the':'fi’«-f] '

‘ wo!atlon the laid down rules He also explamed the process of selectron to thev_;:';,s.-__ .

low college course to the effect that it was the .ast dC‘y of se:‘ection to !ower _




e
N2
-5

college . course and only 03/4 hour< were remamea‘ ln the mean :me 3
constables’g-{ussam No. 6398/FRP and Azthllah No. 1604 requested from the'_' '
competent cuthority to drop their names from the selectton of f rst term iower 3

college course that-were allowed by the authonty Stmlarly, Constable larlq'}"".;?;

Aman was under lnaulry Hence, to select pollce ofﬂclals of the reamlng terms‘f»?’;
_ against these three vacant seats, he mformed SRCs of FRP and Elite. umts | ‘

through his Assistant Anwaf Ullah to get willingness of the w:llmg pollce -

offi c:als for selection to lower college course. Similarly, efforts were clso made

to get willingness of the off cials through the available Cell phone no. In the . ‘ _‘

last, only. the wrlllngness of Aziz ur Rehman Shah No. 6461/FRPm, Haqdad No S '
943/ ard fazal Malik No. 686 at Serial No. 55 57 and 111 were received and ‘

' selected by competent authonty and no one has complamed aga:nst the said

selectlon except this ar, onymous complamt Accused clerk further clarifi ed that

selection ‘either in first or third term con not aj}‘ect the semorrty of anyone
-because the seniority of lower subordmates is reckoned from the dote of -
appo:ntment/conf irmation. The accused senior clerk also rebutted the. charge. o
’of keep:rg pendmg inquiry of Constable Tarig No. 710 and explained that fhe
. said enqurry was kept pendmg under the order of Mr. igbal Khan, the then
competert authority by the then SRC on dated 06-11-2013, while he has taken
over the charge of SRC on dated 23-02-2015; Just after tckmg over the charge ‘
of SRC, all the pending inquiry mcludmg the same were put up before the then ’
- DPO Bannu by him and resultantly, Sp lnvest:gatran was addressed wde this  °
ofﬁce letter No. 393€-37 dated 25-03-2015 to obtain the update of all the S
pending inquiries mmoted on the basis of criminal chargss. That in the year,
»2016 the sala' inquiry was put up before Mr. Gul Afzal Afridi by Sher Malr Kh an
. OAS|, DPO Oﬁ" ice, Bannu. He further explained that being custodlan of record,
he had kept the said on record and have put up before every competent. .
- author'ity' during his 'pasting as SRC waile decision is the »prerogative of '
competent authority not of SRC and in the last, he requested to file the enau:ry .
(his statement is enclosed for favour of perusal) .
Moreover statements of Shermali OASI, Head constable Kamran SRC Ehre.

Office, Bannu, LHC Azmat No. 6386/FRP {Naib SRC FRP Off ce), Head constab’e..

Rukhniaz (reco.'d keeper of enquiry SKC Branch DPO bﬁ?ce, Head constabae H
Anwar Ullah, SRC Branch constables of E-l llst name Obmd Ullah 6635/FRP :




SPL Haqdad Khan No 943/EF Az;z ur Rehman No 6461/FRP and Fazcl A/‘allk'-. - :

No. 686 were recorded that have been placed on enqwry f le Thelr statements - S

N _AE .

lead to the exoneration of the accused senior clerk

Conclusron - after gomg through the recorded stafements and a
material placed on ‘the enqwry fle, the commlttee hos reached to rhe B
conclusron that there is no sohd ewdence/proof which establish the charges -

leaved against the delmquent clerk rather number of ewdence are avallable on o

enquiry fi le which support the version of dellnquent clerk.

Furthermore, the base of inquiry - is anonymous

complalnt and authorlty S&GAD letter NO SORII(S&GAD)5(29)97Vol-II dated ,

.15 -11- 1999 is well explanatory in this regard (copy enclosed at F/A).
Therefore, the committeg has got no other aption except
~ to exonerate the said Senior Clerk from the charges; hence the enquiry papers

are wogth to be filed please.

1. (M 'AMMAD IQBAL KHAN) © 2. (GULHAMEED KHAN) -
DSP/RURAL BANNU '~ SDPO HQrs. BANNU.




Subject:

R/Sir,

‘ wherein, certa'm allegations have.been leveled against me.

‘under:

The Supérintendent of Police,

.§6  Fr”‘km

CTD, Bannu (Inquiry officer)

REPLY TO THE CHARGE SHEET BASED UPON

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATION.

Kindly.refer to the subject charge sheet issued by RPO Bannu vrde endst
4259/EC dated 20.11.2019. BPOFBaneu—dde—his

7,z ’
Reply to each allegation is submitted as

S/No

Allegations

Reply ' ' -

1

That | Intentionally
and deliberately
delayed submission
of recommendations
of RPO Office in
respedt of SI' Asmat
Ullah on the
prescribed form
13.15(1) which
resulted into

depriving of his

- | fundamental right.

| been received t'd Establishment Branch_on 2‘6;1'2..2‘0'1 8.

-attached

i reply. Therefore,

It is incorrect that recommendatrons are made’ by RPO but it is SP

(now DPO) who shalt submit recommendatlon on . behalf of Si to DIG

(now RPQO) who will either éndorse the recommendatron of SP Or file i~ "

it. In case of endorsement it will be forwarded to, IGP The

Recommendation roll of S Asmat Qllah, On Form No.13.15(1), h

{ »cor.iy' ‘is

_attached at anhe)gure-A). On 27.12.2018, a p.r'oper‘ note"sheet was

annexure-B). In next b_rderly Robm, held .,on' 08;01.2019,

09.01.2019,

others, who weré senior to him, were submrtted to CPO, Peshawar

V‘d.e RPO- Office memo No. 152/EC dated 09:.01.2019.

at annexure-‘C). 1t‘

is further pointed out

15" January each year by SP to DIG but in order to expedite fhe =

process we contacted CPO in this regard as evident from the note

the recommendatlon of Sl Asiat Ullah along with

- drafted on it and put up to the then RPO Bannu (copy is attached at |

the :
‘recommendations of - DPO was endorsed by RPQO Bannu and on

{(copy. is !
that ;-
i recommendation rolls, as per Police rule 13.15, will be submitted on

1 sheet and submitted the recommendatron of DPQOs to CPO before t.'we :

prescnbed date. Police rule 13.15 is exptanatory in this regard i

Moreover, | have already. offered detailed reply in this regard, i

response to the explanation notice, issued from RPQ Office vide o,

3968/EC dated 31.10.2019. The same is submitted herewith at )

annexure- D which may be considered part and parcel of the instant _

That during posting
as SRC in DPO Office
Baﬁnu, altered the
seniority list of

police officials,

eligible for bringing -

It is incorrect that | have altered the seniority list of police’_offié_i;a:{s_,-'l '

No doubt, | have remained posted in SRC Branch on- different

because the dealing hand has not any power to make or change any L

to abide by the order -of competent authoritv. So far

it is not based on fact that i have deiayed the «
| recommendation roll of SI Asmat Utlah. ‘

occasions but | have not made any alteration in the seniority list i-

seniority list etc. The dealing hand is the custodian of record and is

serious .
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i were deprived of
qualifying lower
college course who
lat_er on made
serious nature
corﬁplaint against
him already placed’

on record.

| qualify B-I. exammatron shall be sent to PTC Hangu for lower college ¢ - '

- | course, hence it is mcorrect that certam ehgtble officials were "

opportunity freely.

subsequent terms, both were selected. However,

'by RPO and every candidates is given opportunity of appeal in this

regard. Moreover, the list, in which the alleged alteratlon stated to

‘rne 'so that | could be able to offer plausible and to the pomt reply.

Once anonymious dairy; with reg‘ards"fto' fon |
selection of constable Azim-Ullah No. 6398/FRP, Tariq 'A'man',...N'o;
937/EF and Azim Ullah No.

1604 in the first term; was recei;'ed‘:"-

Tariq Aman was under 1nqu1ry ad the other two constables hadj S

appeared before the then DPO/ Bannu by 0ASI Sher Mall Khan for‘."i‘ .

dropping their names from the first term because the sard term was; .
to be_conducted in the month of Ramamazan. As per their personal

request, DPO Bannu dropped them from the first term but it is

incorrect that they were not selected for lower, schopl course.. In.

a prqber‘inquir\,c
was conducted on this anonymous comblaint by a committee,

compnsmo of the then DSP/Rural and Armo qDPO HQrs and the

[

committee disproved the allegatlons Thougx .2 same has become

3

UV VA JORUR—s

past and closed transaction -and can not be re-opened as per law.
However copy is attached at annexure-E. Moreover, since the !

Jissuance of standing order No. 14/2014 all those Police Offlcers who | -

deprived from lower college course Besides the above, the names

of B-l exam: quahﬁed candidates are brought:on promotlon list “B”" |

be made may bé specified and a copy thereof may be’ prov1ded to

" That | have always

been complained
through anonymous
complaints for
taking of illegal

' gratifications up to -
500/- from
constable to ASI as
well as'up to
Rs.10007/- Sl etc

“which is also proving

| from the exiéting

record

| by some disgruntied elements,

It is correct that ohce anonymous complaint was lodged against me

‘previous reply at at annexure-F is sufficient to rebut this charge

L but each and every anonymous complaint

wherein, the charges of illegal :~

gratification were leveled: To which, | had submitted detailed reply ;

“which is annexure-F and after conduct of inquiry by incumbent SP/

Investigation Bannu on it, 1the same ‘was filed vide his office memo
No. 2922/1nv dated 16.07.2019 ‘(copy is attached at annexure-G). :

The same has become past and closed transaction. Howe\)er, my

with the addition that nothing has been proved against me on record .
. lodged by disgruntied ©
elements, have been disprqved by inquiry officer

i
1
|
i
-
|

That as a result of
secret and

confidential

inguiries it has been

n this connection it is submitted that according to 2005 PLC {C. Sy
1015 (P.S.J.S.T), no person without evidence could be deciared as i

corrupt person unless proved by cogent sufhoent evidence. S‘.nc_e .‘ny

| appointment till date. no reporting and countersigned officers has ;



dishonest and un- “time but even 02 reportmg Officers have been declared me in thelr P

¥

-—
L

trusted official by reports, as an asset for the department. Thus declanng mcorrupuble : L
using different .| and trustworthy by number of DPOs & DisG rank police ofﬁcers smce : :
techniques in. my posting up till now and duly approved by each DlsG qus as i

processing of certain | evident from ACRs (copy are attached at annexure-H) is sufficient to ‘i
S - a‘ffaérs of jnterested. rebut this charge Slmilarly, there are 02 Posts i.e trafflc clerk and |} -

' officials. | Pay Officer, to which clerks are trying to make their postings but | 1 .

' have not been remained posted as Pay Ofﬁcer or traffic clerk so far

which testify my mcorruptlble position. ‘Moreover, those who make '
corruption started to live beyond their ostensible sources of income.
| am still indebted of Rs. 200000/ to Mr. Sharif Ullah, my cousin and ' N
| - ' at about ‘10 kanal tand have been given by rne on mortgage to
e ' shopkeeper Nekzaman and his brother r/o Sardi khel in lieu of Rs.. _:‘
| 200000/ - for about 5/6 years. | also drew Rs. 1300007 - from my G.P : ;'
and in the recent past, the same have been cleared by me on '
installment basis in spite of the fact that | earn sufficient income by N
farmmg my paternal land. The above facts may be venﬁed by any

‘I source deemed. a‘ppropnate. So far establlshment Post of RP0.0fﬁce

" §s concerned: | had requested onthree different occasions ta Mr.
Abdullah Khan, the then RPO Bannu for my feplacing But in vain. At Z ‘

last, as per my request Mr. Abdullah Khan made the posting of Haﬁz
‘ | Ullah Khan Asswstant Grade clerk as Establishment clerk on
b o 05.04.2019. Copy of the same is attached at annexure-:] and he is
. -t SR P still_ performiing the duty of. E.C. Hence this charge has no legs to | -

.stand upon and may be outcome of misunderstanding OR wrong

- , information.

Besides the above, | may be given an opportunity of cross examinaticn of the
prosecution evidence if, any.

A . 1 ’ ' _
As most of the above allegations have been leveled on the previous anonymous ’

‘complaints and the inquiry Ofﬁcers/comrmttee have also disproved it which have become past and

closed transaction and keeping in view my point to point replies on plausuble ground It 15 therefore,

requested that the charge sheet, ls;ued to r,ne, may graciously. be filed for the best interest of

justice‘ please.

' : | Taswii%ior Cl'erk,‘
EMG/Q-DS(WL S—J ‘ . - RPO Office, Bannu. -
NUESEY

SO wmpc/\ om 2b[1/ 509 MW‘- A
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FINDINGS REPORT: W -
tis submitted that Senior Clerk Taswir Jan was charge
sheeted by the Regional Police Officer Bannu Region Bannu vide his office -Endst

No.4259/EC dated 20-11-2019 By committing the fOl’lowin'g allegationS'-

» That he intentionally and deliberately delayed subrmsswn of

recommendatlons of thxs office to CPO Peshawar on the proscribed form 13

15(3) for the reason best known to him pertaining to the promotion of
confirmed SI Asmat Ullah Khan of Special Branch to the promotion list F -

‘which resulted into depriving of the- police officer from his fundamental
rights. '

Y

That he while posted as SRC in. DPO Office Bannu also altered the seniority
list of police offitials-eligible for bringing their names on list B-1, resultantly
certain, officials were deprived of qualifying lower collage course, who later
on made a serious nature domplaint against him alre'ady placed. on record.

That he has always been complained through anonymous complamts for

taking of illegal gratwflcatlon up to 500/ from constable to ASI as well up to

Y

Rs.1000/ from Sis etc which is also proving from existing record.
> Tﬁaf a result of secret and confidential enquiries made by the undersigned
againét him, it has been proved Without any shadow of doubt that he is a -
h‘ab}'tual and extrernely. corrupt, dishonest and un-trusted official by using
different techniques in procéssing of certain affairs of interested ofticiats. |
' ' The enquiry papers were entrusted to the undersigned
to probe into the matter and submit findihgs‘. report. Charge sheet‘ based upon -
statement of allegations were recexved by Senior Clerk Taswir Jan on dated 21-11-

2019 and subm1tted reply to the charge sheet and statement of allegations within-
stlpulated penod.

STATEMENT OF SENIOR CLERK TASWIR JAN:

Semor Clerk Taswir Jan stated in his statement that neither he took any lllegal

'graUﬁcann of Rs.500/ up to 1000/ from police officials (Upper/Lower "
- subordinates) nor delay‘ed the promotion/confir'rn_at.ion case of SI,. Asm.atﬁUllah“of'

; .Spécial Branch Bannu (chargé sheet and statement of allegations reply along with.
relevant documents is placéd'on enquiry fi:le).




' STATEMENT OF: St ASMAT ULLAH SPECIAL. BRANCH BANNU

' hlm and make hlS name enllsted in promotlon list

-Ullah Specxal Branch Bannu is placed on enguiry frle)

- in person by the underSIgned but nosolid proof was found against Taswir Jan. .

He stated in his statement that he did not give 1llegal gratification of Rs: 5000/ to »
senior Clerk Tasvir Jan but he confessed to blame Taswir Jan in order to pressunse _ o

(DPQ) (statement of SI:Asmat

The following mmlsterlal/executwe staffs of Bannu poltce were also heard:': ‘

1. Semor Clerk Tehseen Ullah the then Establlshment Clerk presently servmg as "-f:'
trafflc Clerk.

: . 2. Junior Clerk Wasim ACR Clerk Range Off"ce Bannu

3. Junior Clerk Muhammad Younas SRC DPO Offlce Bannu

4. HC Anwar Ullah the then Asszstant SRC Bannu presently Investlgatlon Staff'
Bannu.

CONCLUSION

After perusal of the * enquiry papers/ relevant record '
interviewed/cross examinations and from the statements of the concerned dealing.

.hands (Mlmsterlal/Executlve Staff), |, reached to the conclusion that Taswir. Jan_
' was promoted -as Semor Clerk on dated 11 12.2012 and remalned posted as

:.,Establlshment Clerk w.e.f. 03 02. 2014 to 12. 10 2014 and 08.08:2017 to 05 04. 2019

and has’ bad reputatlon Tasweer Jan while posted as establishment clerk dtsturbed S
the semonty lists and depnved many officials from thelr due promotions. He did .

- all this gross misconduct and v1olat10n of Tules quite cunnlngly and shrewdly

'Establlshrnent clerk Tasweer Jan is recommended for major pumshment

- Findings report is submitted for further order as desired please

s
- c—"

Superintendent of Police,
CTD, Bannu Region -




- -FINAL SHOW CAUSE Nontg (

L ) - . . . a ! I

s
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.

: ? i3Ahdul Ghafoor Afﬁdi Remonal Pohce Off1cer Bannu as competent authorlty, wrthm the meamng'
-~ of ‘Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Effl(:lehcy ‘and Dlsc1phnary) Rules, 2011 vide.
Not1f1cation No.SO(REG- V!)E&AD/Z 6/2010 "dated 16"‘ September, 2011 whlle exercising powers
. delegated to me " under. Artlcle 31 of Pollce Order 2002 v1de Khyber Pakhtunkhwa gazette
»Notrﬁcann Endst: No. 8512-8615/E- v, dated 28.12. 2015 hereby serve you Taswir Jan, Senior Clerk
w1th thlS final - show cause notlce for committing ' the fotlowung rmsconduct which has been
estabhshed by the inquiry Offlcer in his fmdlngs
R . . A N
] > That you intentionally and dellberateiy delayed submlssmn of recommendatlons of this office to
CPO Peshawar on the prescribed form 13. 15(1) for the reasons best known to you pertaining to
the promotion of confirmed Sl Asmat Ullah Khan of Special Branch to the prornotlon list-F which"
* fesulted into deprlvmg of the police officer from his fundamental rights.
That you while posted as SRC i DPO Office Bannu also altered the seniority list of pollce officials
eligible for bringing their names on list 8- 1, resultantly certain officials were depnved of quallfylng

lower- coilege course who later on made a senous nature complaint against you already placed
on record. . o

N

+ That you have’ always been complained through anonymous complaints - for takmg of illegal
© gratification of Rs.500/- from constabie to ASI as well as Rs. 1000/~ from Sls etc whnch is also
'provmg from the existing record. , .

v

L That as a result of secret and confdenttai inquiries made by the undersngned against you, it has
A . " been proved without any shadow of doubt that you are a habltual and extremely corrupt,.

¥ dishonest and un-trusted ofﬁc:al by using different techniques in processmg of certam affairs of
) mterested officials.

-That consequent upon the completion of inguiry conducted through inguiry officer SP/CTD Bannu
Recnon for which v . were given opportunity of hearing and ,on going through the findings and
recomrnendatlons or Inquiry Officer, the material on record and other connected papers'inbludmg
your defense before the inquiry officer, i am satisfied that you have committed gross misconduct by’

proving allegations and you have comm1tted the above commission and omission.

As a result, |, as competent authority, have tentatively dec1ded to impase upon you one or more

pumshments mciudmo dismissal as specified in the rules

i

You. are, therefore requtred to show cause as to why the aforesaid penalty should not be lmposed :
upon you. ' '

If no reply to this notice is received within seven days of its delivery, it shall be presumed that you

have no defense to put in and in that case an exparte action shall be taken against you.




“The Worthy Regional Pom Officer -
Bannu Region. Bannu.

O REPLY TO THE SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.

-

_ *Kindly refer to the-subject show cause notice 1ssued from RPO ﬁfr,te
guain and servad upoh me of 26.12.2019, whereby, my showing casz has been ackw d for
- ~.~irting the follewing commission and omissions: ‘

L

st the  petitioner intenticnally and- f\el:berateh . delayed submission

endations of RPO Omce in respect of Si Asmat Ultah o the, pre5f fibed forr

1E.15(1) wh}ch resutted into depriving of his fundamental right.

during postmg as SRC in DPO Office Bannu, altered the seniority hst of pw e o

-iily, eligible for bringing their names on list B Resultantly certain officialy w0 :
donoved of qualifying lower ‘college course. ‘
Frni | ave always been 'comn‘aa‘ined through anonyimous complaints for taking of
a8 vatitications up.to 500/- from constable to AS! as well as up to Rs. 1000/ - .

That zs a result of secret and confidential inquiries it has been proved that the

rioner ic & habitual and extremely corrupt, dishonest and un-trusted officis Ly ‘

using different techniques in processing of certain afiairs of 4 - i

1

v

T THE SHOW CAUSE NOTICE-

That the allegations, mentioned in the Show cause notice, have not been oo

he incuiry officer in his findings. These atlegations were Dart of charge shes 200 s

mave aready rebutted it by offering cogent, solid and documerniary SVITENOE fen

'rézp{y to this effect has not heen refuted through apy evidence by the ELO s oy

that reply may be consrdered as part and parcel of the |ep1‘ to the instant &

Case notice. . ! ‘ L -
ir the statements of Si/Asmat Uilah/ r‘rhe rministerial/exsoutive 3olHLT 7
4l tae conclusion of inquiry raport teng based ubon fe sa. d sl i
' rontradictory and repugnant to each ather. On one hang, the E.O mentan :

rothing sotid proof was found against acc sed official while ©
he proposed majocr punishment which is rorally against the law nd

“istice. Even Sb Asmat Ulish hc_, confes

med Taswir Jan o pressuniza him for wlr tfing his name in U

et accused officer has got an unblernishied and spotless service record anc

£
h

sencitvers responsible posts whare some o ‘the potice officials wnay annoyed e Bt

; e i f bRiavan a< gt Lo R
NESEREDEN STA) vOTING (e LSt causes Of mngm as avidert e . i DE e r 2




was disclosed. that he was not St but was ASI, since then,

sllezations against me. Morecver, cince appoin{monf titl

officers have rego;oed almost A1/A, incorruptible, trustwo:thy and Gwd re ,.o.t. in his

duly te 'f*eo by ﬂach -countersigning aUthOl’lDE' as well as each DS
W Ve %‘:‘a-
ters out Su”.e poiriing

oficcrs have declared hirn as an sasset for :h=

Annziument while ;eroadmo their general remarks in his ACR.

That the whole procedure adopted by the E. O is totally against law/rutes and codel
formalities which ob\nously indicate the BIASNESS prejudice and malafide as ﬂvvifm"

from the conduct of ingquiry by way of uestu:-nna]re Copy of questlonnan" servad

o me can be produced and is available on inquiry file. Addition was made, from

“iie to time, in questionnaire and | agitated this fact in reply o s the guestions, made-

‘ througn questionnaire, before the inquiry Officer. As per (1) 2608 PLC (. S)"’.fﬁ",is"’_'.".'i'} ‘
11 2008 PLC (C.5)604(F.5.T) See-also 2012 PLC (C S)y280 [F.S. "]320% PLT (L8
(KP Service tribunal] 2007 PLC (C $)265 [F.5.T3: 1997 PLC {C.S) 671 {Karach Hig Lowt]

and 2007 PLC {€.5) 555 [F.S.T] {3) 1993 SCMR 1440=1993 PLC C.$)1140 {5
2004 PLC (C.5) 328 [5.C]; 1996 SCMR 802-1996 PLC (C.S) 88; 1997 PLC (C.
L2003 PLC (€.5) 1384 [F.S.T) (4) AIR 1966 SC 1312, See also AR 1574

2005 'l_u_ (C.3) 263 [S.S.T], Inquiry by way of questionnaire without recarding =videnc €

is ot consistent with the requirement of Rules; not permissible in law and armsunts i3

e viat of affording reasonable opportunity.

Farothe inguiry officer instead of ;::rc

5

ing the lgveled allegations, nas i
;s

o

iarencefrecommendations on the (&€xs which are not oart of statemesnl of

a
,-_—
. Jk.

wations. Mo-evidence on inguiry file i available which has supported the abone

lecations  put  the  E.O has Ris ' conclusion

Q
w

sremntions/ presumption as wel

Likewise, evidence produced, can net be read beyond the charge even it it

misconduct but the inquiry officer intentionally based his recommendation bayona

~haraes with malafide intention.

That =g statements have not been recorded nor Cross sxamined i 3CCHrg v v
e BT vt whims and assumption of the £.0 which is obvicusly nuibty @5 a

srosecution witness was required o be cross examinec by me Lut such opotrianiey

e

13 0t provided end no such oroceedings have been brought on inquiry e, Tems

svamination, made by inguiry Cfficer nimsell is an-evidence of Bias and the «lislai.

e dpaguiny Ofr‘C:‘r was imvited toward 31AS by me in reply oo the 3

EE T PO R e em 3 o S .
il T0onE. Morelver, CLonLer OF JGeiense eV GFIN & W GnCunie ‘l-”j SIS TS o

avaitable on inguiry file but instead the inguiry officers has renol ymiende! me
major punishment which clea ly show BIAS on the part of inguiry Officer. Similariy,

is nct the duty of Inquiry Officer to make recommendations but his duty 5s to prove o

K

s conject ure which can not take the olace ¢ oro




. L. !
ar‘;ci.'.nr‘;:'.'i)rfzc:e_!‘ made !"n.s utmest effort to record any »=v1c1en 2 against me’ but in vain:

oAb Last, 'r‘.e-r'iriau'irv Diricer) ‘cinm.cened St Asmat Ullah to record his stateme.at against

vaswiry Jan and. Jilted in the p:e*cnbed que stionnaire but he dﬂmM I can ;..'ud“”-ﬁ

ot L :
svidence ¢to tmb effect. The quesnonna;rg ori behalf of: 51 Asmat Ullah avam‘:"e o SR
ér:quir"-,f'f‘.ke, h—as not heen’ ﬁLLed in by St Asma ¢ Uliah because no signature Jf SIAsinat

IS evis-‘:—irﬁﬁ on the questlonnawe, ln short, the mqwry ‘Officer. has facted as

prosecutor/ department tat- r“psec.er,tativ nd as such he bename udae in hiS owr case

e ¢ due process of law nas been violated in every stage.
A ’ . o \
. ,
: }’eep,no in vxcw LhC above |t is thererore humbly ~‘equesr.9cl thar ins tas S
SEUSE nr“;"ﬁiéé 1<§Ut—:d to n i the basis -of ;aulw DlOCch]I":Ga may. g usly be’ nwu;
woest intorest of justice =‘lea>'- . et
h f./‘ "‘.’J
- &- p.
| ~ o
o A . TASWIR JAN,
Senor er‘f RDO Ofnc-:, Barmu
' il seis ‘
I Y
L .
' l




).iCE DEPARTMENT S (Q W %.\ANNU REGION - -

ORDER

‘ M,/ this order w1ll dlspose of the. departmental proceedmgs initiated, against Senior Clerk
Taswir Jan, under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Disc1pl1nary) :

“Rules, 2011 vide Notification No. SO(REG Vl)E&AD/Z '6/2010, dated 16™ September, 2011 and
" delegation of - power under article 31 of Police Order 2002 vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa gazette:

- Notification cndst N0.4740- 4850/ <V, dated 29 08.2017.- The accused senior clerk had
: ’o*jnrm'rted the following mlsconduct -

> That he intentionzlly and deliberately delayed submission of recommendations- of this *
office to CPO Peshawar on the prescribed form 13.15(1) for the reasons best known to him
perralnmg to the promotion of conﬁrmed S! Asmat: Ullah Khan of Special Branch to the.

_promotion tist-F which resulted into depriving of the pohce offlcer from hrs fundamental
rlghts

- » That he wmle posted as SRC in DPO Office’ Bannu also -altered eniorlty list of oolice'
 officials. eligible for bringing their names on list B- 1‘%@.?3%’?&15 were - -
. deprived of qualifying lower college course, wha later on made a serious nature complamt:
.against him already placed an record .

» That he has always complained through anonymous complamts for talkmg of 1llegal

grattﬁcauon upto 500/- from constable to ASI as well upto Rs.1000/- from Sls etc which is
- also proving from-the existing record.

The delmquent senior : clerk was proceeded departmentally and the inquiry papers were
entrusted to SP CTD, Banhnu. The Inquiry Officer conducted mqmry into the allegations and
submitted his ﬁndmg wherein, he (E.0) recommended him ‘for major punishment. Final

show cause notice was issued to h1m and also heard in person in orderly room on 22.01.2020.

-Keepmo in view ‘the above, 1, Abdul G'hafoor Afridi Regional Police Officer Bannu Region '

Bannu, in exercise of the, powers vested in me under articte 31 of Police Order 2002 vrde
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa gazette Notification Endst: No.8512- SolISIE V, dated 28.12.2015, hereby
impgse upon him minor punishment of “forfeiture of two years service”.

[

| , I . (ABDUL GHAFOOR AFRIDI) PSP
o . - Regional Police Officer,
'Bannu Region, Bannu

Ord annomced

' No.3 7% 7/ IEC, dated Bannu the | 2 3 /01/2020

Copy to Accountant & Confidentiat Clerk; Police Office, Bannu for information.

/ /_

(ABD DL GHAF W7 AFRlDI) PSP
Regional P& e Officer,
Bannu Regidn, Bannu
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BEFORE THE WORTHY PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER HKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
' PESHAWAR

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL _APPEAL _AGAINST THE ORDER _OF - PUNISHMENT
OF FORFEITURE OF 02 YEARS APPROVED SERVICE" ISSUED BY RPO BANNU
VIDE ORDER ENDST NO. 370-71/EC DATED 23.01.2020.

Respected Sir,

‘The appellant most respectfully and humbly submits as under

1. That the'appeltant haﬂs from a poor family in the backward area of Bakka_Khel.

Sardi Khel'P. S Jani Khel. The appellant has done master in political science,

having proficiency in.computer as well as type writing,

2. Thatin the year 1999, the appellant joined police department as a junior clerk
" and after rendering mer‘itorious services, the appellant was promoted to the
rank of senior clerk on 11.12.2012. During the course of service, 'appellant has
_discharged duties on various posts i.e typist, SRC, General Clerk, computer
 operator, 1/C computer Cell building cLerk inquiry clerk, Steno DSP Saddar,
pension clerk, head clerk, Range Establishment Clerk, Range General Clerk etc
but for the last 3 years, the appellant has also extended helping hands to P/A
and Office Supdt: of Regional office Bannu along with discharging the assigned -
duty of Establishment Clerk. These ‘aré such posts, to which‘, most of
ministerial staff (clerks) are dithering to serve on it but the appellant has
- shouldered the responsibilities of these posté dedicatedly and. with full .
| '-'satisfaction of heads of offices. =~ . B

-~

3. - That throughout the entire service, the appellant has been awarded almcﬁ ladabr
AT&A ACRs by reportmg%vowmg to his competency, hardworking, honesty
and efﬁc1ency etc. No- adverse ACR has been given to the appellant so far but
even Mr. Dar Ali Khan, Khattak, the then RPO ‘Bannu, has recorded the
- following remarks on my ACR “He is the only Officer in RPO Office, Bannu
who has full command over his job”. Similarly, Mr. Abdur Rashid Khan and

MR. Kifyat Ullah Khan, the then DPO Bannu and SP RRB, respectively, have ..

recorded the following remarks on his ACRs “A very com|petent professionat,

' h1ghly educated trustworthy and hardworkmg Police Offlmal who is having -

full command on his job. Due to his h(l)nest and eff1c1ent dealing and quick
disposal of official work, he was alwaj/s _assigned extra duties which were

. also effectively shouldered by him up to.the full satisfaction. He proved

himself to.an asset for the force”




‘ That clurlng the course of service, t'he appellant had to suffer a lot at the hands
of disgruntled elements in’ the department/outside the department because

. | !
the ‘appellant has remained posted on sensitive/responsible posts where some

of the police officials may have been annoyed from him due to not favoring the

unjust causes of them. Its brief description is that (i), Once the appellant ‘

- after adoptmg proper procedure and qualifying test /interview, was offered
~ the post of computer operator in 1B Department but due to malafide role ‘of
dealmg hands(disgruntled element)at CPO level, Mt. Rifat Pasha, the then IGP,

KP Peshawar did not allow him to join the post of computer operato.r in I8

department. When the appellant requested an interview of W/IGP for the

purpose, he was rather proceeded departmentally instead of giving hi.m'cn'ance,

of aninterview. 'I'houghf the inquiry was filed sUbsequently, yet the appellant

-was deprived of “his golden chance of life because the 1B authority had

withdrawn the offer before disposal of the inquiry (n) that in the year 2009, a
DPC was held at CPO Peshawar for promotlon to the rank of Senior Clerk.

“.wherein, the name of appellant was not included malafidty even the appellant

" was lylno at death’s door at that relevant time because of attempted murder-

attack on his life by the terrorists/militants vide case FIR No. 88 dated
23.07.2009 u/s 324/34/7ATA PS Miryan. | .

aedalne Ro

That owing to malafide role of some disgruntled elements the appellant alt of

a sudden, -was served w1th charge sheet (copy is attached at annexure-A) by

the incumbent authority (RPO Bannu), on the bas&s of previous anonymous

- complaints which were already pr0ved baseless by each inquiry officer and had

become passed and closed transaction because of filling it by each competent
authority in the years 2014, 2015 etc. Though, the appellant defended against
the leveled so called charges by presentmg cogent, plausible and documentary
evidence at every stage of- this faulty and unlawful proceedmgs yet the
competent authorlty, from ‘the very beginning, 'BIASED/made up his'mind and
~was dotted upon to penallze the appellant by every hook and crook and that is

- why, the appellant was' awarded the un]ust/unlawful pumshment via the

1mpugned order dated 23 01. 2020 on the basis of faulty/BIASED proceedings by

violating every pr1nc1ples of natural. }ustlce/law Wthh is also without
jurisdiction, bade in law, a_rbltrary and not mamtamable in the eyes of law as
well as void ab initio on the following grounds: -

. I

1



_GROUNDS:

G

That the very act of RPO Bannu is without jurisdiction/void ab initio because
competent authority as
Rutes, 2011,

per KP Govt: Servantls (Efficiency and Discipline)
under which, the appellant has been proceeded departmentally, -
will be the respective appointing authority while the appellant’s appointment

authonty is IGP, not RPO, under section 44 sub section (1) of KP.Police Act

.2017 Likewise, the appellant was/shall be under the direction and control of

PPQO 'under section (2) of section 44 ibid and the power of direction and control

shall include the powers of discipline and dismissal vides Sub Section 3 of the

said section. Thus, RPQ, as per law, - was/is not competent authority for -

initiating departmental proceedings/awarding‘pu‘nishment to the appellant. So

far delegatlons -of powers of disciplinary proceedmg under Article 31 of pohce

+.order 2002 is concerned it is itself void ab initio because after promulgatlon of

Pol1ce Act, 2017 police order.2002 has become inactive. Moreover, as per 1971 |
(7_) SLR 914 (All), delegations of power with regards to dismissal cannot be

deleoated to the authorrty, subordlnate to the appointing authority. Slmllarly,

- asper AR 1973 PC 27, the: powers of ‘appointing authonty cannot be delegated

Thus w1thout deleoat1on the authority: of appointment, -the authority with,

reoards to the punishment cannot be delegated. In other words, if the powers

sq1
reoulatrons the powers to punish will be run together. Accnrdmg to PLD 1976

SC 258 see also 2001 PLC (5.C) 1123 [S. §.7] an order of puimshment by a person
: havmg no authonty will be ab initio void. S1m1larly, 2001 PLC [C.5]581 [S.5.T]

s further strpulates that an order without jurisdiction is vord it binds no body ;

such order neither creates nor recognizes any r1ght or liability and legal

incidents attach to it. It-will be, if it was never ‘made. Thus, ther/mgéned/
order ha's; no tegal footi'ngs to stand upon. .

That the whole procedure adopted by the authonty (RPO Bannu) /E.0

_‘ violated at every stage on the basis of, BIASNESS prejudice and malaflde as
evrdent from the fact that when no obv10us ground - was found. agalnst the
: appetlant by the authority in spite of his utmost efforts’ (Wthh‘Wlll be stated at

'the time of hearing), he. (authorlty)mltlated proceedlngs against the appetlant

oh prev1ous anonymous filed complaints |Wh1Ch too had become past and closed

_ transaction and could. not be reopened as per law, however the appellant

_rebutted all the leveled allegations in reply.to the charge sheet by producing

docu»rnentary/tangible evidence (copy is attached at annexure-B)but the E.O,

having no prosecution evidence for supporting the charges, adopted indifferent

3

of appomtment are delegated by virtue of the provision of statute rules or g

a/aoao

totally against taw/rules and codel formalities and thus due process was.



‘procedure and- cdnducted the induify, by -way - of questionhaire lwithc,ut
recording evidence which is inconsistent with the reqmrernent of Rules; law

and amounted to denial of affording reasonable opportumty vide 2008 PLC ﬁ?
(C.S)973 (FST) (2) 2006 PLC (C.S)604(F.S.T). See also 2012 PLC (C.5)280
_[F.S.T]32.010. PLC (C._S)1‘299 (KP Service tribunal] 2007 PLC (C.S)265 [F.S.T]; .

, '1~997' P.‘;C (C.5) 671 [Karachi High Court] and 2007 PLC (C:S) 555 [F.S.T] (3-) 1993
SCMR 1440=1993 PLC (C.S)1140 [S.C] see also 2004 PLC (C.S) 328 [S.C]; 1996
SCMR 802=1996 PLC (C.S) 88; 1997 PLC (C.S) 348 [F.S.T] ; 2005 PLC (C.S) 1384

| ©[F.S.T] (4) AR 1966~SC, 1312. See also AIR 1974 SC 1589 and 2005 PLC (C.5) 263

: [S S. T] ' L

. That though the appetlant agitated the adopted procedure in reply to the
questions in questionnaire, however, each question of the questionnaire was '

answered‘ on cogent grounds {(copy is attached at annexure-C) but the inquiry

_ officer at t'he instance of competént “authority based his inference/
retommendations on assumptions/presumption- as well as conjecture in
contrary to the facts availabte on inquiry fite. It 15 the settled pr1nc1ple of law P
* that fmdmg is to be based on evidence and not on suspicions or speculann or ) 5"‘545?
‘ex,trane,ous facts but in the instant proceedings no prosecution statement has §37
been recorded nor any cfoss‘ examination record has been, brought on inquiry
- file which was obviously nullity in law. Cross examination made by inquiry'
‘ Offlcer himself on his whims and assumption is an e\ndence of Bias on the part

of E.0. Thus the 1mpdgned order passed on the bas1s of faulty 2@9 is

o requ1red to be’ quashed. - '- L*;'
S ~That the statements of Si/Asmat Uilah/other mm1ster1al/execut1ve pohce

officers and:the conclusion of inquiry report (copy is attached at annexure-D)

'|' | ; bemg based upon the said statements by ltself contradlcltory and repugnant te
{ _ éach other. On one hand, the E.O mention that no solid proof was found
L against the appeltlant while on the other hand in hIS conclusion, he proposed
‘fnajor punishment which is totally agai'nst the law and principle of justice. Even
SI, Asmat Ullah has confefsed before the inquiry officer that he had blamed

o ' -Tasw1r Jan to pressurlze him for enlisting his name in DPC and this fact had

been mention by the E.O.m his findings-too.

V. . That the allegations conveyed to the appellant in form of Final show cause
notice were not proved by the inquiry officer in his findings, however, the
- .. allegations contained in FSN'were rebutted by the appellant in reply to it o

'well as during personal hearing. (copy is attached at annexure-E). More”’€"s

the competent authorlty has not issued any contradictory remarks/e” &r W’th




wh

VI

SOV

-mterest of ]USl’.lCE‘ please.

_- regards to the. explanatlons offered by the appellant in response to the FSC as |
well -as during personal hearmg which testlfy the very rnnocence of the

appellant and groundless position of the competent author1ty

That “Show cause” 1§ rheant'to allege and prove-sufficient cause. As per PlLD |
‘1963 Lah 295 it does not mean merely to allege cause without provmg it orin
‘ other words’ merely to object. The allegations léveled in the show cause notice -
have not been proved by E.O and thus the “show cause notice”, issued on the
" basis of allegations mentiohed in the charge sheet; not on the basis of finding
. of E.0; did not prove the cause but as explained above that the competent
.- 'authority had a direct interest in the proceedings and was adama—nt. to punish
-the appellant by one. way or the other issued the 1mpugned order/decision
bemg violative of max1m “ memo debet esse judex in propria causa
'l'herefore, the impugned order has violated every principles of natural justice

and is not maintainable under the law.

*

That the punishment “forfeiture of 2 yéars approved service”, awarded by the
‘ ﬁcompetent authorlty is not existing in KP, Govt Servants (Effmency and
. Discipline) 'Rules, 2011 under whtch the appellant has been proceeded |
departmentally -Thus, the awarded pumshment is bad in law and has no legal .

status which needs to be set aside.

. For the above stated grounds and reason and other to be stated at the time of hearing

of the appeal it is, therefore, most hurhbly prayed that on acceptance of this appeal,

the 1mpugned order of punishment, i.e “forfeiture of 02 years approved service” dated

23-01 2020 {{copy is attached at annexure-F) may kindly be set aside for the best

. ﬁ;ant.
(Taswi =Senior Clerk)
On loan to FRP Office, Bannu. »

B SV




“
IVSPECTOR GE\TERAL OF POLICE /S ‘
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE o -

KHYBII*L‘R PAKHT UNKHWA PESHAWAR

No. /! 3 5 b 5’ 7 /E- Vl dated Peshawar the 0 o/ /2 Z /2020

s s - V.’F@ICEOFTHE |§ kw« .

ORDER =~ -,
_ This order is hereby passed to dlspose off the Departmental Appeal dated 20.02:2020
W
: preferred by Taswir Jan Senior Clerk (BPS-14) of FRP Bannu regarding minor pumshment of

', "forfeiture of two years service' 'awarded by\Reglonal Police Officer, Bannu vide order No. 370- '

. 71/EC, dated 23.01.2020, on the following grounds:-

"1. The appellant - intentionally and deliberately delayed submission of .
. : , ‘_recommendaaons of th:s office to CPO Peshawar on the prescnbed form 13.15(1) for '
the reasons best known to him pertaining to the promotion of conﬁrmed SI Asmat
~ Ullah Khan of Special Branch to the promotron list-F which resulted into depnvmg of |
the police officer from his fundamental nghts | :
2. The appellant while posted as SRC in DPO Office Bannu also altered the seniority list .
- of police officials “eligible for brmgmg their names on list B-1, resu[tantly certain
~ officials were deprived of qualifying lower coIIege course, who later on made d serious
-nature complaint against him already placed on record. ‘ '
* 3. The appellant has always compiained through anbnymous complaints for taking of =
illegal gratification upto Rs. 500/- from constable to ASI as well upto Rs. 1000/- from
_ Sls etc which is a!so”provingfrom the existing record.” )

He was called to OR on 30.06. 2020 heard him in detail and questroned regardmg hls::"

conduct_ He could not satisfy the undersngned regardmg hlS misconduct and willful delay of suitable
cases ofofﬁc1als hence his appeal is rejected. : : :

PJAM &%g t s
. (DR.ISHTIARAHMED) PSP/PPM

- Additional lnspect General of Police,
%’— Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
[0 7 /@0 Pe\hawar e

Copy forwarded to the -

L Endst: No. & date even.

: ~Reglonal Police Officer, Bannu.
Superintendent of Police, FRP, Bannu w/r to his letter No. 318/FRP dated 20.20.2020.

o)

O

o) Registrar CPO Peshawar.

o  Office Superintendent Secret Branch CPO Peshawar.

'@A Official concerned. .— _37 T e
: : ¢ Jegroia o
: : )
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
. PESHAWAR |
- Appe_al No.9265/2020

Taswir Jan s/o Mi'i"Ala'm Jan, Séhiqr Clerk, Office '_of §.P FRP Bannu. . - " Appellant -
Vers u s '

The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others

. g L S eeenspenen s Respondents
INDEX
S/No Description of Documents "~ Annexure . . Page
1 | Comments/Reply : 1 . ' 1-3
2 | Authority Letter , A v 4
3 | Affidavit | . 5
4 | Copy of letter of AIG/HQrs B “A” : 6
5 | Copy of order of AIG/HQrs =~ | | “B” 5 7
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“Tas-v')i'r:,lan s/o.Mir Alam Jan, Senior Clerk, Office of S.P FRP'Ban,nu_-. S _'App'ellantl:__ B

BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ‘

- PESHAWAR |
' Appeal N_o.9265/2020 :

Versus

" AThe Inspector General of Pollce Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others

Respondents

'-PARA WISE COMMENTS/REPLY BY RhSPONDENTS NO. 1 2 &3

- _Respectfullv Sheweth

s Prellmlnarv Objectlons

oo

'7.f

aow .~I'.ﬂ

~ "That the appeal of the appellant is barred by law & llmltatlon
“That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form. ‘ ' '
__That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from thrs Honorable Tnbunal
That the appeal is bad in law due to mis: Jomeder and non-joinder of necessary -
parties.

That the appellant has approached the Honourable Tribunal with unclean hands.
That the appellant has got no cause of actlon and locus-standi to file the mstant
appeal. :

.That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct

" OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:

Pertainsto record Hence, needs no comments.

‘ Pertalns to record. Hence, needs no comments

3. lncorrect Respondent No 3is a competent authority as per not1frcat10n diary -

B . No. 4740 to- 4850/EV dated 29.08.2017 Wthh explams the power of dlsc1pl1nary -

| '..3‘,'-actlon against Ministerial Staff were delegated RPOs/ DPOs wrthm the meaning
of artlcle 31 of Pollce order 2002 (Now incorporated in sect1on 44(4) of KPK Police

".Act 2017) vide not;flcatlon No.8511/E-V dated 28.12.2015. Police Pollcy Board at
CPO Peshawar approved delegatlon of power of d1sc1pl1nary action in respect of

‘ ) the mlmsterral staff to Addl IGPs/DIGs Head of Unit of Police and SSPs/ Deputy'. 4
o ‘: '.:Commandant of the unlt of pollce Wthh explams that Addl:. IGPs/DIGs can take L
o action against Senior Clerk etc. Rest of the para pertalns to record. Copy of order"

-~ attached as annexure-A.

- Incorrect. proper charge sheet with summary of allegatlons and flnal show cause | -
' 'notrce was issued to the appellant Proper inquiry through SP CTD was conducted o "
- whereln all the opportumtres of self defense cross exammatlon and hearing were

,'prowded As the charges were establlshed against the appellant ‘and -was.

recommended for. punishment. by the inquiry officer. (Copies of charge sheet,

sta

L
L

A



~ Lo -

Yy

-

o Fmal show cause notlce and lnqmry flndlng report are enclosed as annexures .
"«Bn - ncn & “D”) ’ : '
.Pertam to record, hence, needs no comments.

Incorrect accordmg to OB NO. .370- 71/EC dated 23. 01 2020 the appellant was

jlcalled by the competent authonty (Respondent No 3) and also heard 1n person in" o
":"orderly room on 22. 01. 2020. (Copy of order annexed as annexure E) But the :_
‘ “appellant badly failed to rebut the allegatlons T )
Incorrect. Addl: lnspector General of Police KP Peshawar (Respondent No 2) isa o
_jcompetent authority accordmg to Memo No.4740- 4750 dated 29 08.2017 1ssued',~_ C
by AIG Establlshment CPO Peshawar (Copy annexed as annexure “F ”) ' _
. The appeal of appellant was re]ected by:the competent authonty in accordance‘f ‘
‘jjkwrth facts material evidence on record the order is well reasoned’ and speakmg |
. Incorrect: The appellant - has wrongly assalled the legal and vahd order of:
. 'respondent through unsound grounds ‘ o
OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS

. accordance with law/ rules

'lncorrect The orders of respondents are: based on facts qu1te legal and in .

._'Incorrect proper charge sheet/ summary of allegatlons was lssued to the
_appellant and 1nqu1ry ‘was conducted wherein the charges were. proved by'
provndlng all opportumtles of defense to the appellant , '
.',Correct to. the extent that the appellant belongs to the Mmlstenal staff and hei". ,-
.was dealt departmentally in accordance with existing rules U o
. Incorrect. According to newly promulgated laws i.e. Police Act 2017 AIGPS/ DIGs | '. o
‘can take actlon agamst senior clerk etc. so the order has been passed by -

: competent authorlty under the rules o - ' |
. 'Incorrect Both the orders have been passed by competent authorltles under the‘
-‘.:rules ' . o L ,
.'flncorrect proper departmentat inquiry was conducted by SP CTD the allegatlons'
, leveled agalnst hlm was proved hence recommended for maJor pumshment by .
.'the 1.0. o B _ ‘ '
-_lncorrect Reply has already been glven in the above para

-_.j--'Republlc of - Pakistan. The appellant was awarded major . pumshment after

,'establlshment of charges against the appellant proved beyond any shadow of

doubts

‘Incorrect Proper charge sheet wrth summary of allegatlons was. lssued to the
'.:appellant Moreover he was personally heard by the Respondents in Orderlyv
~ room, but he falled to rebut the charges satlsfactonly o '

.- Incorrect. both the orders are legal- and in accordance w1th law/ rules

',r}

2,

[
-

. lncorrect The Respondents did not wolate Article 25 of the Constnctlon of lslamtc B .



— K. Ink:orrect proper - d'e"partmental' inq:uiry was conddcted and 1. O held responsible-
| N "the Appellant for havmg bad reputation, while he was posted as Establrshment
E T Clerk dlsturbed the semonty lists and depnved many officials from their’ due.- '
) promotions. He dld all this with ulterior motive and malaflde intention.
- L. Incorrect. The appellant was awarded major pumshment after establrshmg of -~
. 'charges in an lmpartlal inquiry conducted by SP CTD. '
M.  Incorrect. Reply has already been ln the above para _
NS The Respondents department may klndly be’ allowed to advance any other
grounds/ record at the trme of arguments '
PRAYER _
" Inview of the above stated facts, it is most humbly prayed that the appeal '
of the appellant being not mamtalnable may klndly be dismissed. w1th costs please.

, .
Lo . LTl . N ) . . . .‘ . ' 2 ' ]

Regional Police Officer,
Bannu Regioqn, Bannu .-

..
Feo o

Addl: Inspecto;éneral of Police,”
Head Quarter,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
- (Respondent No.2)

Foy




' BEFOREIHE HONOURABLE KHYBI;:R PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR _ :
Appeal No.9265/2020

Taswir Jan s/o Mir Alam Jan, Senior Clerk, Office of S.P FRP Bannu. . Appellant
Versus -

The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa{ Peshawar and others.
.......... . Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Muhammad Farooq Khan, Inspector Legal is hereby authorized
to appear before The Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar on
behalf of the undersigned in the above. cited case. ’

He is authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to

N W17

Regional Police Officer,

the present appeal.

Ad

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
' ‘(Respondent No.2)




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR |
Appeal No.9?65/2020

Taswir Jan s/o Mir Alam Jan, Senior Clerk, Office of S.P FRP Bannu. - Appeliant
Versus

The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwal Peshawar and others.
iunenes RESPONdents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Farooq Khan, Inspector Legal representative for
Respondent Nos. 1, 2 & 3, do hereby solemnly affirm and déclare that the -
contents of the accompanying comments submitted by me are true and correct -
to the best of my knowledge and belief and that nothing ﬁas been concealed

from this Honourable Tribunal.

DEPONENT .
11101-1483421-1
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P DR o L : ‘ AV\WQM fS R
) . S . =
FICE OF THE -_ w o
. INSPECT OR GENERAL OF POLICE, - /X '
_CEN‘I“RALPDLI_CE OFFICE, - o
| R KHYB]IER PAKHTUNKBWA PESHAWAR o S
No._ /8 35, —'-8? /E-V,' da.tcaAP.‘e“shaw.a‘r théfi_/i?_ /2020
ORDER = - ' o

This order is hereby passed to dispose off the De

Taswir Jan Senigr Clerk (BPS-14) of FRP Ban
"forfeiture of two years service

. partmental Appeal dated 20.02.2020 .
* preferred by ;

nu regax;c-iing minor punishment of
" awarded by.Regional Polig

e Officer, Bannu vide order No. 370-
llowing grounds:- ‘ ) -

- 71/EC, dated 23.01.2020, on the fo

"1 The appellant intentionally . and deliberate
recommendations of this.office to CPO Peshawar on th
‘the reasons best known to him pertaining to the promotion of confirmed SI. Asmat -
- Ullah Khan of Special Branch to the 'prpmotfbn’li;t_if" which resulted into depriving of -
* ‘the police oﬁ‘icerﬁ'om}z'isﬁmdarp'ental rights. .-, - T
2. The appellant while posted as SRC in bPQ Oﬁce.Bannu also altered the seniority list
© of police ‘officials “eligible: for Bring:’ng—:théir_’h_ame: on list B-1, resultantly. certain
' officials were deprived of qualifying lower. college course, who later.on made a serious
- nature complaint against him already placed onrecord. | e
3. The appellant has always compiained through anony;
illegal gratification upto Rs..SOO/- from cor}stdble to AS.
. Sls etc which is also proving from the existing record,"”

IJ!'.: .délanEd' .i'lé‘:Ub'mission ‘of
2 prescribed form 13.15(1) for -

mous compiaints fog'cakrfn;q-of "
[ as well upto Rs. 1000/- from .

He was called to OR-on 30.06.2020; heard him i detail and ci'uégstidrie‘d regarding-his -*

conduct. He could not satisfy the undersigned regér:_iiﬁgj:his mis conduct and willful dela}y of sui’téble.‘-

-+ .cases bfofﬁéia‘ls; hence his appeal is.rejected. . '

PVQM( u&@\%/b’?a@"

- " (DRJISHTIASAH ED) PSP/PPM.

L - " Additional Inspectc#General of Police, :V
‘ T - Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, .

. " Peshawar -

- Endst: No. & date even.

;ﬁegion'al'Police Officer, Bannu. - TR
Superintendent of Police, FRP, Bannu w/r to his letter No. 31
Registrar CPO Peshawar. B S .
Office Superintendent Secret Braﬁch_CPQ:Pesh'awa;‘.-‘ o
Official concernedi..__ /c : '!"“Szik'/:"s ?“’“ .

Copy forwarded _toth_‘e;'::' ey

0'0.0 O -

|8/FRP dated 2 0.20.2020. . -

T T e oy B e e TSP
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p AS I DX AKH.J uN SHWA PESHAY, AR '

/ |
/ &N f
i‘ P 1
. » /0 B J’ Joar

Le
VOLIZQQ:' _! JE-V. DISCIPLINARY ACTION, Power- o sowpligv oo apuinst
Mintsterial Staff were deleguted w RPOs  DPQ: withmnp the msunwar of sucis 31 of Police |
Oraer 2002 (Now incarporates 1 Section 44(4) ot Kayovar Zuramun) hw.. Potice ¢~ 20:7; vide
: this office Notificaton No. BS1/E-V duted 28-12-2015. Police Policy Bourd spproved
! delegation of the powers of disciplinary action sgaipst the Ministenal Stufi to Addl [GsP Dl:so.:,' \
hezd of unit of Polize and SSsP ¢ Dy: Commandants of the umt o1 Police w lipe with the |
potification ibid Taerefore sn addendum # iusued i coptinuatien of nouticavon ibid ued i

P— - —

powers of disciplinery actions . gains: the Minsterind SudY ore also detiguicd o G athooties of !
units of Police as per detailed below:-

; N i

DESIGNATION . “TACTION 1§ TO BF TAKEN AGAINST THE

: —— ' MINISTERIAL STAFF _ '

! Addl: 1GsP 7 DIsG, head of umit of Police | Office Supdrr (BPS-:7 Smnogr phet. ~ @S

. . 16) Asvisunt Grade "irfk: (BPS.:6), Steno Typha t '
— 4+ (BPS-14} »nd Senor « iork: (BPS: 3, 1

/'SSsP/DY Commandzats ¥ Tunior Clerks (BPS-14} «nd Neib deIClass :

{ 4 V(BPS-tw 4 o

' (Muhammud Ashraf Noor) PSP
\ddi: [GPHQrs:
For lnupector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhmunkhwi.,
Besh v :
Endst: No. & date cven. .
i Copy forwarded to-the; -

+ all Addl rspectors Ganern of Polic? o1 Khyber Pukhuunthw .

»  All RPIs of Khyber Fakhtunkhwe.
! | o Capitaf City Police Orficer Peshuwar
' « Al DIsG o* Khyber Pakbrunkhwa :
»  Communcints, FRP .o PTC. Hram
A1l YFOr or Khyber P akhrunkhw..
«  all ALG of Khybe Fakhmniav. .

-

+ Director | T, Khyder “akotusskhw. Peshuw..r
Direcror FS)L, Knybs Pubomkbw. Posbaw o

- om—— ——
-

»  Cormrandent CPC Uaivesaty C.mpnus, Peshawa ' [
¢ Deputy Director Audii, CPQPeshawa. |
Registrar (PO Peshuowvar

« Budget Officer. CPO Poshawar - L
, Al! Office. andﬁc 7 OPA Parhny - -

- =
1

-

—_— . — — e o —— . I




Provmcml Pohcc Omcer. PRt -'

Khybcr Pakhnmkhwa, Pe.shawar. N

o ( All  Heads of?olicc (‘)ﬁ‘lccs,
' ‘ B -in Khybcl Pakhu nkhwa.
All Office Supermtwdcn(s, SR
" in CPO.. =
. Az~ s v, dated Pcshnwar the 67
. ;g.v, : PUN‘(SHMENT. '
o i:.‘..'no "

———

: oﬂ'u,em notcd against thexr desxgnanoas - 'j ._' - -;

—— e -

B
~-r~.¢ u'a.m

é:ixff wmfbe m'u'bv chc a

‘s.No DESIGNATION
o fAddek IGP/HQ:s*

2. |DIGHQs: -

i

l

i

/oé '3014 "“T_ N ‘
LT : B STy
!

I

q

|

}

1

.3 AIG/Establishmént

The above: rﬁcntioncd of cers are also authorized to issue fan.fer ?

" post:ng orders of the above mentioned Mi us;enm Staff, 'Ihcréforc, B*cpi:m A :m /- !
"hesrgtsheet with Statements of Allegauon wzll 2ls6 be’ zssued under tnex. sxgnaum - i
; e e ¥

GVRAN D AD ASIF) - t

. Addl IGRIEQrS, |

" - ' For Provincial Police Officer, '

x(hyber Pakhmnkhwa, Pesha\zlu i

. s |

‘1/*

] : !

~ |
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.
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) ) v "FICE OF THE -

. R\'SPECTOR G}ENERAL OF POLICE,
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,

W‘”ﬁg - |

PESHAWAR

.I\'o. /33_\-“"3? /E-V,

PAKHTUNKHWA

du‘tcd Peshawar the @ aryi 2020

-

paR

R

ORDE

following grounds:-

“1. The ‘?appeﬂant

" the police officer from
2. The appéllant while

his fundamental rights,

This order is hereby passed to dispose off the Departmenta] Appea

n

“intentionally and deliberately delayed submission of

recommendations of&his office to CPO Peshawar on the prescribed form 13.15(1) for

_the reasons best known to him pertaining to the promotion of confirmed
Uliah Khan of Special Branch to the promoticn list-F ;

St Asmat
which resulted into depriving of

posted as SRC in DPQ Office.Bannu also alterad the seniority list

of police officials eligible for bringing’ their names on list B-1, resultantly certain

" ofjicials were deprived of qualifying lower college tourse, who later on

-nGture complaint against him already placed on
3. Th :

.

illegal gra:fﬁcqcion'upfa

. Sis etc which is qlse’ proving from the existing record."

He was called to OR on 30.06.2020, heard hi

" conduct. He could not

- .Cases bfofﬁéia‘ls; hence his appeal isrejected.

Qwuw{ &A{a‘@\;gm (> ~7ﬁ &«sgo -

o 7/&:59

Copy forwarded tothe:- ...

- Endst: No. & date even,

"Regional-Police Officer, Bannu,

‘o
‘o Superintendent of Police,
@ Registrar CPO Peshawar,
o -Ofﬁce‘SuperintendentSecretBranchACPO Peshawar.
] @. Official concerned, __ S/c _ "f@-&{kg‘;:‘l ;O_H

e et i i e an aeereeies -

A —— ey

R A Gy -'?';",’T-;?ﬂg;-mam:.,...h N

FRP, Bannu w/r to his letter No. 318/FRP dated 20.20.202

made a serious
record: S

m in detail and questioned regarding his
. 3 -

san‘sfy the undérsig‘néd regarding his misconduct and willful delay of suitable ':.

 (DR.ISHTIARAHMED) PSP/PPM
" Additional Inspectd?General of Police,

Peshawar

.

0.

e s g e o e 4 e

I dated 20.02.2020 N
(BPS-14) of FRP Bannu regarding minor punishment of

rded by.Regional Police Officer, Bannu vide order No, 370.

Headquarters, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA Ali communications  should  be '
) - - addressed to ihe Registrar KPK Service
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR Tribunal and not any official by name.

o. ol | s

- ) : Ph- 0919212281
L R Fax:- 091-9213262
« . Dated: ” / /0 12021 ° .

To

The Regional Police Officer,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Bannu Region Bannu. '

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO, 9265/2020, MR. TASWIR JAN

| am directed to forward herewith|a certified copy of Judgement dated
15.09.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Encl: As above -

R}%Tm-w/

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR




