15.06.2021 Appellant in person present and states that on his
revision petition, respondent No. 3 has passed the order
dated 26.04.2021, whereby penalty of redﬁction in time
scale for period of two years was reduced to to reduction
to time scale for one year. In view of the said
development, he submitted an application for withdrawal
of instant appeal with permission to file fresh one.

In view of the above, the appeal is dismissed as
withdrawn. The appellant is at liberty to file fresh appeal, -
if so advised subject to all jusf and legal objections. File

be consigned to the record room.
Chairman

ANNOUNCED
15.06.2021

Mides




9407/20
01.06.2021

v

Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary
arguméﬁts heard. |

The origina'l ordelr of the imposition of punishment was
passed on 29.11‘.2019 which was challenged throth
departmental appealE on 10.12.2019 within time. The
departmental appeal wfas decided on 25.06.2020 with relief in
reduction of the punis%wﬁent. The pfesent appeal follows the
order of the Appellat;a Authority. When the departmental
appeal has been acc?pted with partial relief, the original
order stood merged Ein the Appellate order. Although this
appeal has been preferired beyond 30 days of the pressing of
impugned order but ir1'1 view of  Section 30 of the Khyber
Pakht_unkhwa Epidemic Control and Emergency Relief Act,
2020, the Iimitation:eeriod provided under any law shall
remain  frozen. This! appeal having been filed after
promulgation of the said Act, is not affected by-bar of
limitation. Points raise;d need consideration. The appeal is
admitted for reguiar %earing. The appellant is directed to
debosit security and priocess fee within 10 days. Thereafter,
notices be issued to;?the respondents for submission of
written reply/commentsfl, in office within 10 days of the receipt
of notices positively. If; the written reply/ comfnents are not”
submitted within the stipulated timé, the office is direcfed to

submit the file with a report of non-compliance. File to come

up for arguments on 29.09.2021 before the D.B.



24.11.2020 ~ Mr. Shahid Qayum Khatta, Advocate, is bresent. He
| " submitted application for adjournment that he is buey in
election of Bar Council belng a candidate. AppElcatlon is
placed on. record Adjournment granted File to come up for_ _
prellmmary hearmg on 10.02.2021 before S.B.
(MU HAPgDJAMAL-KHAN
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
10.02.20;21 Junior to counsel for appellant present and made a

N

request for adjournment as senior. counsel is busy in the

Apex Court; granted. To come up for preliminary hearing on
01.06. 2021 before S.B.:

(Rozina Rehman)
- Member (J)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
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' Case No.- Q 5/0 ? /2020
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
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1- 18/08/2020 The appeal o_f Mr. Behman Ullah presented tAoday by Mr. Shéhld

‘ Qayum Khattak Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put
up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please

: 2_A_AST

5 REGISTRAR

’- ) , This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put

up there on ng’i 2 7’4)@

' : \
CHAIRMAN

+121.09.2020 Junior to cbunéel for the appellant present.
Requests for adjournment as learned counsel is engaged
tdday before the Courts at Charsadda. Adjourned to

24.11.2020 before S.B. | o
’ !

Chairm
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE JUDGE SERVIC TRIBUNAL

htukbwa

Iy Der Pak
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR  Service Tribunai
Diary No. gis

@atea.L° " £ 3. Dee

Rehman Ullah No. 597 /LHC, CDR Section DPO Office, Kohat.
(Appellant)

Versus.

- 1. The District Police Officer, Karak. -
2. The Region Police Officer, Kohat Region.

3. Inspector General of Police, KP Peshawar.

(Respondents)

APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OF THE REGION POLICE OFFICER,

KOHAT REGION NO.6891/EC, DATED KOHAT THE 25.06.2020

WHEREBY MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION TO “TIME

 SCALE” FOR PERIOD OF THREE (03) YEARS AWARDED BY

fledto-day = —

| g—ﬁ;#-*’

gistyr

rmﬂ%”

THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, KARAK TO THE APPELLANT

VIDE ORDER BEARING OB NO. 517 DATED 29/ 11/2019 HAS

BEEN REDUCED TO TWO YEARS

%AYER

On acceptance of the instant appeal, order of the District Pohce
Officer, Karak dated 29/11/2019as well as Order dated 25.06.2020
passed by Region Police ‘Ofﬁcer,_ Kohat Region may please be set
aside and the charge sheet No. 426-27/ PA(Enq), dated 12.11.2019
iséued to the appellant/official, contained in the Statement of

Allegations No. 545/Hgrs: Dated 25/11/ 2019 may graciously be

annulled and the appellant/official may please be exonerated from

the charge leveled against him.
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Respectfully Sheweth;

FACTS:

Short, but relevant facts giving rise to the instant appeal are
that an FIR No. 538 dated 22.10.2019 U/s 302 PPC Police Station
Latamber was initially registered against unknown accused and the
apﬁellant/ official being in-charge of DSB, Karak was the member of
fche constituted J.I.T meant for tracing out the actual culprits and
the appellant/official while putting in his best efforts succeeded to
rightly name Mst. Farah Naz- to be the actual murderer. Howe.ver,
the daughter of accused Mst. Farah Naz namely Mst. Sidrat-ul-
Muntaha moved an application to the respondent No. 2 against the
aﬁpellant/ éfficial, blaming him for enticing her away for sexual
intercourse upon which an inquiry was initiated vide charge sheet
N0.426-27 /PA(Enq), Dated 12.11.2019 (annexﬁre “A”) and
ultimately vide drder of thé District Police Officer, Karak bearing
OB No. 517 dated 29.11.2019 (annexure “B”) major» punishment of.
reduction to “Time Scale” for period of three (03) years was imposed
upon the appellant/ official with immediate effect. The
app-ellant./ official being aggfieved of thé above—mentioned order
preferred departmental appeal (annexure ;‘C”) before the
respondent Np. '2" whichAwas though dismissed, l;ut the quantum
of punishment awarded to the appellant/official was reduced to two
y.ears vide Order No. 6891/EC, Dated Kohat the 25.06.2020
(annexure “D”). | |

The appellant/ official+-being aggrieved of .the above order

submits the instant appeal on the following grounds:-



L
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GROUNDS:

1.

Page”j‘3_

That the appellant/ official since his induction has

always tried to bring fame and to avoid the

department from being painted with any stigmas.

That the appellant has been trained all the way in

the service for tracing out the men behind the
guns.

That the impugne:d ordelj dated 29.11.2019is
funning shof of the é_lctual and factual facts as the
case FIR NoT 538 dated 22.10.2019 U/s 302 PPC
Police Station Latamber was initially registered
against unknoWr/1 ~ accused and the
appellant/official being in-charge of DSB, Karak
was the member of the.constituteld J IT meant for.
tracing out the actual culprits and the
appellant/ ofﬁcial whiltf: putting in his ‘best"effofts
succeeded to rightly name Mst. Farah Naz to be
the éctual murderer. The gist of the inquiry
proceedings is clearly supports fhe implied tactics
of the appellant for t;ackling the rnatfcer‘in the right
way; fhat after t;he arrest of accused Mst.‘Farah
Naz, the weapon of offence wés_ yet to bé
recovered, therefore, he was playing ﬂis best bards
tﬁrough con‘;acts with the daughter of accused to
recover the weapon of offence and his act was not

aimed for having ény illicit relation with the
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daughter of Farah Naz (accused inl the case),
nar;ely Mst Si&féﬁiﬁliMuntaha. |
That the alleged relations with the daughtef of
accused, named above, if really considered, was a
meager reward at the cost of the rendered sérvices
qf the appellan_f. ’ *
’fhat .thel -enq-q.iry procgediﬁgs which hax‘re
cﬁlminegted in the majbr pﬁnishment of reduction
to “Timg Scale” for three years upon
éppéllant/ official is the reéult of conspiracy for
showing down the appellant/official in the ranké
61’ the department as the appellant/official, being
in-charge of DSB, Karak as Weil as member of
;Il.l-.T was éompetent in traléing,out the unknown
culprits of the case. |

That appellant was implicated in departmental

: chérges on the basis of fabricated charges planted

by female accused arrested in murder case. Again
the invélvement of the accused in the blind
ﬁurdef case was tr.;:lced witﬁ the efforts Ainitiatedl
by appellaﬁt. The award of punishment to

appellant on the basis of hallowed charges leveled

- by the daughter of accused will discourage the

police officcrs in taking action against the

accused.
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That the allegationéﬁ*against the appellant/official
had no sound footings, otherwise, it would not

have been refused by the S.P Investigation, Karak

to proceed with it himself.

That the enquiry proceedings are based on the
pfoceedings carried outl by the then Enquiry
Officef/ SDPO, ‘ Baﬁda- -Da1b.1d . Shah which‘ were
objected to ‘F>y th¢ appeilant/ official for posing nb
Qonfidence ih the rcal and truthful seafch of the
facts.

That the abéellant/ official has ﬁot been given the
right of cross-examination of the enquiry

witnesses who have boxed in against him.

That none of the withesses have adniitted for

s_eeing tﬁe appellant vﬁth their. naked eyes for
being in contact with the complainant/Sidrat-ul-
Muntaha at lthbe ,timé as stated by the complainant.
That the mobile recovered by the appellant/official
from Sidrat-ul-Muntaha/complainant have been
taken vide recovery memo of the case mentiloned
above, the'refore, no quéstion of contacts with
Sidrat-ul-Muntaha arises hereinafter of 'the
recovery of the mobiles, therefofe, the allegation of
handing ‘over the mobile phones back to
complainant/Sidrat-ul-Mantaha is groundless and
without proof.

2
ra— ..
P N
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Thiat CDR of the mobile phone of the appellant has
not been méde part 6f the enquiry proceedings.
That the inquiry officer has not
recommended/suggested any punisﬁment ag;elinst
the appellant/official.

That the punishment awarded to the
appellant/ official ié ~con-tradictqr'y to the facts
I;at,her manipulated and fabriAcated, hence not
tenable. |

That no finaj Show Cause Notice was issued to thé
appellant/official. Copy of the findings of Enquiry
Officer was also not supplied to the
appellant/ official before passing tﬁe irhpugned
o.rder, therefore,l in view of the procedure and legal
lapses on the part of lower authority, the
impugned drder is not sustai;laﬁle.

’fhaf fhe endui’ry proceedings aré running full of '
legal shortcomings and .lacunas, therefore, ‘the
impugngd order bears no _effect and be considered
null and vo-id'.

That the appellant authority \}ide .tfle impugned
order has held that the punishfnenf order passed
by the DPO, Karak appears. to be harsh as
compared- to ,ailegation, but ihstéad to set aside

the punishment, it was just reduced from three
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19.

20.
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yeé.tl"s * time-scale ?5 two years, therefore, th¢
impugned order is not sustainable.

That the appellént has been peﬁalized twice for
the same offence i.e. first by reduction of time
scale for period of three years and secondly by
issuance of transfer order of the appellant to
District Héngu vide Order No. 269-70/EC, dated
Kohat the 03.01.2020, hence thé 'impugned orders
are liable to be set aside. |

That if the “impugned orders aré le;c to have its
effect then in that case th<_e servicé of the appellant
will fémain dented, painted and stigmatized',
therefore, the impugned order repugnant with
certain dréwbacks be reversed. |
That the appellant/ officialn has been gwarded twq
Commendation Celftificates—II -for his good

performance in. case FIR NO. 129 dated

27.03.2019 u/s 324/353/399/400/401/34 PPC

r/w section 15 AA of PS Yaqoob Khan Shaheed
(Karék) from the office of your good-self as well as
Commendation Certificate-III and case reward of
Rs: 3000/- from thé office of the District Kohat
Police for his good performance during duty, but
£he good éérfor;ﬁénce and unblemisﬁed record of
service of the appellant/ official was not taken into

account before passing the impugned order:
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21. That the appellant/official wishes to be heard in

person for the narration of the facts articulately.

Therefore, it is most humbly‘ prayed that, oﬁ
acceptance of the instant appeal, impugned order dated 25.06.2020
passed by the Region Police Officer, Kohat Region may please be |
annulled and consequently order of the District Police Officer,
Karak dated 29/11/2019. may please also. be set aside and the
charge she¢t No. 426-27 /PA(Enqg), dated 12.11.2019 issued to the
apﬁellant/ official, go-ntajﬁed in the Staterﬁént ‘of All-egat.io.ns Nc;.
545/Hqrs: Dated 25/11/ 2019 rriasr graciously‘”be withdrawn a1'1d
the appellant/official ‘may please be eonneratecAl from '.the charge

leveled against him.

Dated: 18.08.2020

' ppellant/

Through

Shahid Qayum/Khattak
.Advocate Supreme,Court

“

Syed Roman Shah
Advocate High Court
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE JUDGE SERVIC TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

’{f\

Rehman Ullah ‘ (Appellant)

Versus

The District Police Officer & others (Respondents)

-

AFFIDAVIT

I, Rehman Ullah No. 597 /LHC, CDR Section DPO '.Office, Kohat, do |
hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that fhé contents of the
accompanying Service Appeal are true and correct to the best of -
my knowledge and belief and nothing ha;s been kept concealed from

this Hon’ble Tribunal.

-—

enic: /92

DEPdNEN
%R.S?Sgs 4/2~3
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE JUDGE SERVIC TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Rehman Ullah (Appellant)

Versus

The District Police Officer & others - (Respondents)

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF
DELAY, IF ANY, IN FILING THE INSTANT
APPEAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the accompanying appeal is being filed before this
Honourable - Tribunal, which is yet to "be fixed for its

hearing. |

2. That the order reflects that has been announced on
25.06.2020 but issued on 06.07.2020 but the copy of the
same order has not been delivered/communicated to the

applicant/ appellant.

3. That when applicant came to know regarding the passing
of impugned order on 23.07.2020, he applied for the same
and accordingly the copy of the order has been provided to -

) applicant/ appellant on 23.07.2020.

4.  That from receipt of copy of order this appeal is well within
time, but if this Hon’ble Tribunal deem it otherwise, then

applicant/ appellant requests for condonation of delay.

PO

LR L
L A
PR AN T Y
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5.  That the delay in filing the appeal is neither intentional nor

willful, but due to aforesaid reasons.

6. That valuable rights of the applicant/appellant are
involved, therefore, it is just, fair as well as in the larger
interest of justice that the delay in filing the appeal be

" condoned.

It is, therefore, 'prayed that by accepting this
application, the delay in filing the .instant appeal, if any,

may please be condoned in the best interest of justice. -

Dated: 18.08.2020 - ]?W
) -

Applicant/ Appellant

Through

Shahid Qayum/Khattak
Advocate Supreme Court

& )4/
Syed’Roman Shah
Advocate High Court

AFFIDAVIT

I, Rehman Ullah No. 597 /LHC, CDR Section DPO foice, Kohat, do
hereby solefnnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the

Application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and

Tribunal.

cenic: /YAoR. 5]3;.35'1; 41/\23
Cell333. 7298358
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' BEFORE THE HONOURABLE JUDGE SERVIC TRIBUNAL
| KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Rehman Ullah ' (Appellant)

Versus
The District Police Officer & others A | (Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:

- Rehman Ullah No. 597 /LHC, CDR Section DPO Office, Kohat. -

~  RESPONDENTS:

1. The District Police Officer, Karak.
2. The Region Police Officer, Kohat Region.

3. Inspector General of Police, KP Peshawar.

Appellant
" Through

Shahid Qayum Khattak
Advocate Supreme Court

Ny
Syed o‘nﬁ Shah
Advocate High Court
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1. NAUSHER KHAN Diatrlct Police Officer, Karak 88 2 compeient
authority, horaby chnigo you LHC Rohman Ullah No. 598 1IC 0SB Kafak

follow:-

“Ag por Dally Diery Report No. 17 dated 10.11.2019 - thal accused
Msl: Farah Naz r/o dlstrict Bannu presently confined in the Central Ja Karak in

offenco of murder, You LHC Rehman Ullah No, 598 contacted her daughter

namely Mst: Sidra for unknown reason who is'medical atlendant of her mother at -
KDA hospRal Karak. Wharein immosal converslon was recorded in her mobile. in
which you LHC Rehman Ullab No. 598 entice her for your undesirable needs as
per mobile recording. This is quite adverse on your part- and Shows YOU‘
indiscipline altitude in the discharge of official obligations. This act 0n your P<’=‘n is
against service discipline and amounis to gross misconduct.”

1. € This act on your part Is against the semvice discipline and amounts
to gross misconduct. By (he feason of your commission/omission, constitule
miss-conduct under Police disciplinary Rule-1975 {(amendment Nonf;cauon JVo.
3859/Legal, dated 27.08:2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhlunkhw,a. Police
Depariment, you have 'reﬂderer} your-self fiable to all or any of the penallies
specilied i%Policé Rule-1975 ibid.

~..

2. - You are. therefore, required 10 submit your written defense within

07- days of lhe receupt of Wis charge sheel lo the enquiry Offtcer

A .-'-___M is hereby appointed for the

I',/ 2 — /_._._._- CE R P,

purpose of conducling engquiry.
¢

Your written defense if any. should teach to the Enquir;yé‘vqmcer
within a stipulated period, failing which shall be presumed thal you have no
’ )

defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shali,b‘é‘;}aken against you..

intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

4. : ¢ Astatement of allegation is enclosed.

SO ’

District Poixca fHcer, Karak




R Iy

. My‘thrs Order wrlt drspose off the departmen_ta_l enquity against LHC
"‘Rehman Ullah No 598 of this district Police. S - :

" @Facts are that as per Darly Diary Report No. 17 dated 10 11.2019 that
: accused Mst ‘Farah Naz rlo district Bannu presently confined in the Central Jail Karak
e - in offence of murder. LHC Rehman Ullah No 598 contacted her daughter namely Mst: -
 Sidra for unknown reason who is medical attendant. of her mother at KDA' hospital
~ Karak. Wherern |mmora| conversron was recorded in her mobrle m which LHC-Rehman
“Ullah No 598 entice her for his undesirable needs. . This is qurte adverse on his part

and shows hIS mdrscrphne attitude in the dlscharge of offrcral obligations.”

He was issued with Charge Sheet and- Statement of altegatrons Imtral!y, l
Mr. Muhammad Ashraf - SDPO B.D. Shah was appornted as an- Enquiry Officer.

. Mearniwhile, accused offrcral submltted an application requesting therern that he has no .
confidance %ver the Enqurry Officer. His request was aocepted and the said enquiry
o was marked to Mr. Amjid - .Ali SDPO- Karak 'to conduct proper departmental enquiry

',agarnst hlm and to submrt his findings within the stspulated time. o

_ The Enquiry Officer reported that perusal of relevant record and adoptrng

, all legal and’ procedural formalities as well as listening the audio call recording between

defaulter: offrcral and. Mst: Srdra Tui Munteha; the allegatrons leveled against detaulter

offrcrat LHC Rehman Ullah No. 598 are hereby proved .

Keeping in vrew of the avarlabte record and facts on file; perusal ot enquiry
papers andfrecommendatrons of the Enquiry Officer, he is found guilty of the charges,

| his this act is against service discipline and shows his contaminated mindset and

“indiscipline attitude in the discharge of his offrcrat oblrgatlons berng a member of

. drscrplme Force atthough the defaulter official at initial stage performed rmportant rolein -

tracing the accused in case FIR No. 538 dated. 22. 10 2019 u/s 302 PPC PS Latamber '

but fater o he deviated from his lawful oblrgatrons He entrced stranger women for . _

undesirable ‘needs, therefore, in exercise. of power conferred upan me, |, NAUSHER'

\ KHAN District Po!rce Officer, Karak is hereby rmposed a major punrshment of reduction.

to “Time Scale” for period of three (03) years upon the defaulter LHC Rehman Uilah No.

'598 with rmm_edlate effect.

\N S / 7
\ __Z_/_//_/zorg

\\’t\

District Pot!ce Offrcer Karak
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'~ BEFORE HONOURABLE THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF
POLICE, KOHAT REGION KOHAT

~ Departmental Appeal against Order of the District Police Officer, Karak

bearing OB No. 517 dated 29/11/2019 whe‘rebv major punishment of

reduction to “Time Scale” for period of three (03) years has been _imposed

upon LHC Rehman Ullah No. 598 (the appellant/official) with immediate

effect.

PRAYER:

. On acceptance of the instant departmental appeal, order of the
District Police Officer, Karak dated 29/11/2019 may please be
set aside and the charge sheet No. 426-27/PA(Eng), dated
12.11.2019 issued to the appellant/official, contained in the
Statement of Allegations No. 545/Hqrs: Dated 25/11/2019 may
graciously be annulled and the appellant/official may please be

exonerated from the charge leveled against him.

Through:  Proper Channel.

Respected Sir,

' The appellant/official submits the instant departmental appeal to

. catch your sympathetic and compassionate attention on the following

grounds.

GROUNDS:

1. That the appellant/official since his induction has always tried to
bring fame and to avoid the department from being painted with any
stigmas.

2. That the appellant has been trained all the way in the service for “:.:
tracing out the men behind the guns.

b

B

Aﬁif;' !
S
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3. That the im;jug'n‘ed-order dated 29.11.2019 is running shot of the

actual and factual facts as the case FIR No. 538 dated 22.10.2019
U/s 302 PPC Police Station Latamber was initially registered against
unknown accused and the appellant/official being in-charge of DSB,
Karak was the member of the constituted J.I.T meant for tracing out
the actual culprits and the appellant/official while putting in his best
efforts succeeded to rightly name Mst. Farah Naz to be the actual
murderer. The gist of the inquiry proceedings is clearly supports the
implied tactics of the appellant for tackling the matter in the right
way; that after the arrest of accused Mst. Farah Naz, the weapon of
offence was yet to be recovered, theréfore, he was playing his best
cards through contacts with the daughter of accused to recover the
weapon of offence and his act was not aimed for having any illicit
relation with the daughter-of Farah Naz (accused in the case),

namely Mst. Sidrat-ul-Muntaha.

. That the alleged relations with the daughter of accused, named

above, if really considered, was a meagre reward at the cost of the

rendered services of the appellant.

. That the enquiry proceedings which have culminated in the major

punishment of reduction to “Time Scale” for three years upon
appellant/official is the result of conspiracy for showing down the
appellant/official in the ranks of the department as the

appellant/official, being in-charge of DSB, Karak as well as member
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of J.L.T was competent in tracing out the unknown culprits of the

s

case.

. That a;ppellant was implicated in departmental charges on the basis
of fabricated charges planted by female accused arrested in murder
case. Again the involvement of the accused in the blind murder case
was traced with the efforts initiated by appellanrt. The award of
punishment to appellant on the basis of hallowed charges leveled by
the daughter of accused will discourage the police officers in taking
action against the accused.

. That the allegations against the appellant/official had no sound
footings, otherwise, it would not have been refused by the S.P
Invest;igation, Karak to proceed with it himself.

. That the enquiry proceedings are based on the proceedings carried
out by the then Enquiry Officer/SDPO, Banda Daud Shah which
were objected to by the appellant/official for posing no confidence
in the real and truthful search of the facts.

. That the appellant/ofﬁcial has not been given the right of cross-
examination of the enquiry witnesses who have boxed in against
him.

10.That none of the witnesses have admitted for seeing the appellantl
with their naked eyes for being in contact with thé
complainant/Sidrat-ul-Muntaha at the time as stated by the

complainant.
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11.That the mobile recovered by the appellant/official from Sidrat-ul-

Muntaha/complainant have been taken vide recovery memo of the

case mentioned above, therefore, no question of contacts with

Sidrat-ul-Muntaha arises hereinafter of the recovery of the mobiles,

therefore, the allegation of handing over the mobile phones back to

complainant/Sidrat-ul-Mantaha is groundless and without proof.

12.That CDR of the mobile phone of the appellant has not been made
part of the enquiry proceedings.

13.That the inquiry officer has not recommended/suggested any
punishment against the appellant/official.

14.That the punishment awarded to the appellant/official is
contradictory to the facts rather manipulated and fabricated, hence
not tenable.

15.That no final Show Cause Notice was issued to the
appellant/official. Copy of the findings of Enquiry Officer was also
not supplied to the appellant/official before passing the impugned
order, therefore, in view of the procedure and legal lapses on the part
of lower authority, the impugned order is not sustainable.

16.That the epquiry proceedings are running full of legal shortcomings
and lacunas, therefore, the impugned order bears no effect and be
consideredlnull and void.

17.That if the impugned order is let to have its effect then ‘in that case

the service of the appellant will remain dented, painted and

s
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Astigmatized, therefore, the 'impugned order repugnant with certain
drawbacks be revérséd. )

18.That the appellant/official has been awarded two Commendation
Certificates-I1 for his good performance in case FIR NO. 129 dated
27.03.2019 u/s 324/353/399/400/401/34 PPC r/w section 15 AA of
PS Yaqoob Khan Shaheed (Karak) from the office of your good-self
as well as Commendation Certificate-III and case reward of Rs:
3000/- from the office of the District Kohat Police for his good
performance during dﬁty, but the good performance and
unblemished record of service of the appellant/official was not taken
into account before passing the impugned order.

19.That the appellant/official wishes to be heard in person for the

narration of the facts articulately.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that, on acceptance of the instant
departmental appeal, impugned order of the District Police Officer, Karak dated
29/11/2019 may please be sét aside and the charge sheet No. 426-27/PA(Enq), dated
12.11.2019 issued to the appellant/official, contained in the Statement of Allegations |
No. 545/Hgrs: Dated 25/11/2019 may graciously .be annulled and the

appellant/official may please be exonerated from the charge leveled against him.

Dated: 10 /12/2019 m

(Appellant/Official)
LHC Rehman Ullah No. 598
Police Lines, Karak.
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POLICE, DEPTT:

ORDER.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal. moved
LHC Rehman Ullah No. 17 of Operation Staff Karak against the punishment onder,
passed by DPOT’Kamk vide OB No. 517, dated 29.11.2019 whereby he was awandesd
punishment of theee years time-scale on the allegations of developing illicit / immoral

relations with one Sidrat-ul-Muntaha d/o accused Mst: Farah Naz involvad in a
criminal case.

He preferred an appeal to the undersigned, upon which coments
were oblmmd trom DPO Karak and his service record perused. He was also heand in

person in Orderly Room, held in this office on 25.06.2020. During hearing, the

appellant did not advance plausible explanation to prove his innocence.

1 have gone through the available record and came to the '
conclusion that the allegations leveled against the appellant arc proved and the same

has also been established from audio recording saved in phone memory of Sidrat-ui-

Muntaha. However, the punishment order passed by DPO Karak appears to be harsh ax

~ compared to allegations. Therefore, three years time-scale punishment awarded to the

appellant is hereby reduced to two years.
.
Order Announced

AS-eb-2020

£F 7] . [C, datedRohatthe __ £/ 7 i

Copy for infurmation and necessary action to the District Police
Ofticer. Karak w/r to his officc Memo: No. 246/EC, dated 08.01.2020. His Service
Rc)!l & Fauji Missal is returned herewnh t




./(‘ : ﬁ/ . ’
S No.__« 5 éﬂ, S /qus

Dated. 25 H /2019

FINDING

<

Kindly refer to Charge Sheet No426- 27IPA(Enq), dated 12.11.2019,
issued to LHC Rehman Ullah No. 598 1/C DSB Karak:- 9

ALLEGATIONS:
®

“As per daily diary report No. 17, dated 10.11. 2(319 that accused Mst:

Farah Naz r/o district Bannu presently confined in the Centra!~Ja:1 Karak in offence

. of murder. LHC Rehman Ullah No. 598 contacted her daughter namely Mst: Srdra
for unknown reasons who is medical attendant of her mother at KDA hospfta!
Karak wherein immoral+ convereion was recorded in her mobile "in which LHC

Rehman Ullah No 598 did ennce her for illicit relations.

. Initially, the departmental enquiry entrusted to SP Investigation,
Karak who due to huge burden of official works did excuse from conducting the
enquiry proceedings and the same marked to SDPO Banda Daud Shah whod
recorded’ the statements of Mst: Sidratul Muntah d/o Ghulam Mustafa rlo district
Bannu and 1HGy Zahid Asghar incharge guard MLC KDA Hospital. During the
enquiry proceedings, the defaulter official, LHC Rehman Ullah preferred an
apphcahon that he has no hope of fair and transparent enquiry proceedings from
SDPO Banda Duad Shah hence requested for changing of enquiry officer. The
competent authority entrusted the enquiry to the undersigned. 9

Accordiné to the statement of Sidratul Muntah d/o Ghulam Mustaf -
recoded to SDlgO [;}:mda Duad Shah that her mother was, arrested in the case FIR
No. 538, dated 22.10.2019, uls 302 PPC PS lLatamber and was under treatment in )
KDA hospital Karak and she was there for her mother help, | HC Rehman Uliah, T
incharge DSB Karak frequently made mobile phone calls at her mobile nurﬁber or ‘
i1|iéit‘felations. She further stated that one day LHC Rehman Ullah alohgwith
) Constable Ziaéaken r.1er to gnknown place and enticed her sexual intercourse but

she denied and pretended. Cooe

IHC Zahid Asghar incharge’ guard MLC ward KDA hospital in his
statement recorded to then (E. O) SDPO Banda Duad Shah that 10.11.2019°at
about afternoon, accused Farah Naz mother of Sidrat ul Muntah made noise in the
ward and comp}ainéd about unknown person telephonic calls to_her daughter
Sidratul Munfah for harassment. incharge guard brought the same issue into the - .

notice of RI Police Lines Karak who visited the spot. Rl Police Lines Karak heard

™
N
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-// the telephonic call and recognized him as LHC Rehman Ullah, incharge DSB

R
3
%
i3

i{é\rak. ’ »

3

Similarly, the statements of SHO Jamshed Khan and Oll Maqs&ad
Khan Latmaber were recorded, - placed on enquiry file. Both the officers
appreciated the efforts of the defaulter official concerning to the case FIR No.
538/2019 of ®S latamber and mentioned in their statements that the case was
successfully workout due to his strenuous efforts upon the CDRs. As regard the
allegation regarding illicit relation with the daughter of the accused Farah Naza
Mst: Sidra tul Muntaha who was attendant with her mother at KDA Hospital Kaf)ak.

no complaint from the accused was received to them, they added.

»

gwart from the crux of statements recorded by then E.O SDPO
Banda Duad Shah which cannot be altered, the undersigned summoned the
following Police officials, heard in person and recorded their statements in order to

reach a logical conclusion. 9

1. Inspector Muhammad [gbal, Rl Police Lines, Kérak.

2 LHC‘ Rehaman Ullah (defaulter/faccused official)

\,3 HC Habib Ullah Shah (Incharge Caushty KDA hospltal)
4 Constable Amin Gul No. 286

5. Constable Noor Islam No. 374

6. Constable Muhammad Sajid No. 05

7. Constable Uzair Uliah No. 313

8. Constable Arshad Igbal No. 169

9. Constable Zia ur Rehman No. 385

10.L/Constable Samreen Begum No. 247

All the above Police officer/officials endorsed in their statements tﬁat
LHC Rehman Ullah, incharge DSB Karak made a telephonic call to. Sidratul
Muntaha for illicit relations excepi Constable Uzair Ullah and Arshad Igbal at Serial
No. 7&8 who®were on (Shabasi) leave while Constablé Zia (accomplice official)

repudiated the allegations leveled against.LHC Rehman Ullah.

The defaulter official LHC Rehman Ullah confessed in his writien
statement that he made- telephonic call to Sidratul Muntaha, daughter of accused
Mst Farah Naz for recovery of some evidences, and SIMs wused in the offence

through differant strategy and tactics. .

Apart from the above proceedings, an application submitted before Reserve
Inspector Karak by the constable Amln Gul No. 286 wherein the appl:csnt
expressed that the defaulter LHC met to him at main gate of the office’ of

undersigned and told him to record his statement in his favour. Application further

*« SR
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l'.‘f"fvr‘aveals‘ that the said c_onstab\e denied to do so and also disclosed that he will ’

B
;

_'recbrd. his statement based on facts 'msie'ad of his favour. The application of the
said constable was showr{ in the daily diary No. 33 'dated‘ 15.11.2019 police lines,
: e ‘ _ , ) o

“Karak, placed on file. : o
Conclusion.

From the'peru.sal“ of the relevant record and adopting alt legal and
_procedural forfnaliﬁes as well as lestining the audio call recofding between the -
defaulter official aond Mst: ‘Sidra tul Muhtaha( preserve i the attached USB), the

undersigned Areached to the-conclusion that' the allegations leveled against the

defautter LHC Rehman Ullah No. 598 areé here. by pvéd, please. -

Dy: Superintender_\t- of Police,
- Hars, Karak
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(TAYYAB HAFEEZ) P

Copv for information and necessary action to the:y
1. The District Police Officer, Karek

e el °.;3§ *Thg District Pollce Officer, Hangu.

(TAYYAB RA EE.
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ORDER

LHC Rehman Ullah No.598 of Operation Staff
Karak is hereby transferred/posted to Operation Staff
Hangu with immediate effect.
Sd/-
(TAYYAB HAFEEZ) PSP

Reglonal Police Officer,
Kohat Reglon

No0.269-70/EC, dated Kohat the 3/1/2020

Copy for information :—md necessary actlon to the:
1. The District Police Officer, Karak. : ‘
2. The District Police (;uﬁ.&,r Hangu

R ~ Sd/-
e - (TAYYAB HAFEEZ) PSP
- Regional Police Officer,
- Kohat Region



. - 401/34 PPC, 15 AA Police Station Yaqoob Khan Shaheed

COMMENDATION GERTIFICATE
- CL&SS‘II '

_ Granted by
Capt: (R] Wahid Mehmood PSP

Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Region

To " HC Rehman Ullah No. 508 Incharge DSB Karak

SonOf OILAB KHb«-l\‘

Resident of Mohallah / Vt]lage - RN - 3

T T T Rl T

Police Statlon L Yaqoob Khan Shaheed _ District ____Karak

In recoLition of

His good performance V1de case FIR No. 129 dated 27.03. 20 19 U..(Ss 324, 353, 399, 400

| ..‘No’. /55/ B //34

"', Dated . 3/2Y,
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Mr /wf){aé. g{gé_ma /ﬁ( /
Deputy Mgﬁector Genkral of Police, Kohat Region
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Res:dent of Mohallah '/ Vlllage - . ‘
Police Station_ _D S E) ‘ _District Bm K . ~"s::__

In recognition bf o
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90,9 '~ INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF POLICE___

y _° ‘ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

40 , PESHAWAR:

- ?’9/ % S/ //2{4 /21 .dated Peshawar the%/’/ 4/2021
o . ORDER

ThlS order is hereby passed to dispose of Rev1smn Petition under Rule ll-A of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Pollce Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submltted by LHC Rehman Ullah No. 597. The above
named official was awarded punishment of. rcductlon to_tlme scale for period of three years by District
Police Officer, Karak vide:OB No. 517,fda.tedv29.11.201‘;-9 on thé allegations that accused Mst: Farah Naz
r/o district Bannu presently confined in the Ccntral Jéil Kara‘i< in offence of murder. The petitioner
contacted her daughter namely Mst: Sidra for unknown reason who is medical attendant of her mother at
KDA hospxtal Karak.' Wherein immoral conversation was recorded in her mobile, in which the petitioner
entice her for his undesirable needs. The Appeliate Authority i.e. Regional Police Officer, Kohat has
reduced his punishment of three years time-scale to two years vide order AEndst:'No.‘6891/EC, “dated .
06.07.2020. N

Meeting of AppellateﬁBoard was held on 11.03.2021 wherein petitioner was heard in person.
Petxtloner contended that he being Incharge DSB Karak traced out the blind case and arrested Mst: Farah
Naz. After her arrest, the weapon of offencc, was yet to be recovered, therefore he contacted her daughter

The petitioner has long service of 13 years, 08 months & 10 days at his credit. Keeping in

. view his long service, the Board decided thafzhis penalty of reduction to time scale for period of two years is

hereby reduced to reduction to time scale for one year.

: o - Sd/-
! | ©  KASHIF ALAM, PSP
x Additional Inspector General of Police,
: _ . ‘ HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
No.sI_/& 27& ~7%p1, R L

i

Copy of the abovc is forwarded to the

. Regional Police Officer, Kohat. One Seyxce Roll and one Fauji Missal of the above named LHC

Rehman Ullah No. 597 received vide your office Memo: No. 11963/EC, dated 30.09.2020 is
returned herewith for your office record. .

PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Ofﬁce Supdt: E-IV CE;O Peshawar,
e 5877 _tE

2. »District Police Ofﬁcer, Karak. - ‘ . 12/@/ @QKU Q_C’Q’\
3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar, | (_:}7&,,4

4. AlG/Legal, Kiiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,” Ty -

5.. PA to Addl: iGP/HQrs: Khyber ?akhtunkhwa,'?eshawar. -7 / '5/ / Z /

6. ,

7.

,(
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v ‘ BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 9407/2020

-

Rehman Ullah .................. ....................... D Rplicant/ Appellant !

o — : ; {
M “@ W Wen \\5 %\?——N )
M et ~hsus

T ) bt

MThe District Police O;ﬁce

i

APPLICATION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF THE ABOVE NOTED APPEAL WITH _-

PERMISSION TO FILE_A FRESH ONE

Respectfully Sheweth; o . ' : K
Applicant / appellant humbly submits as under; i

1. That the above noted appeal is pending before this Hon’ble Tribunal and is now fixed for hearing
on 29/09/2021. '

That applicant / appeitant filed revision petition before the worthy IGP and now the concerned

s
et
N

office informed telephonically applicant that has E,evision petition has partially been accépted

and the penalty of reduction to time scale for period of two years has been reduced to one year.

3. That the same order has not ye; been received to applicant but' as the instant appeal of
--.';,55" appliéaﬁt has been admitted to regular hearing on 01/06/2021 and the time of security deposit
is running out therefore, applicant prefer this application for withdrawal of the same with
permission to file a fresh one. | ‘ ‘ ;

4. That as new order has been passed tﬁéf‘é‘fore, the said order is required to be challenged
separately , therefore, in the interest of justice thélapp'lic;nt request for withdrawal of instant

appeal with permission to file a fresh one,

itis, therefore, most humbly prayed that by accepting this application applicant/ appeliant may

please be allowed to withdraw this appéal with permission to file a fresh one.*

‘ / , : Applicant / appellant




