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I'hc appeal ol' Mr. Arshad Iqbal resubmitted today 

by Mr. AshraF Ali Khaltak Advocate. It is llxed for 

preliminai'y hearing belbre Single Bench at Peshawar 

.Ibircha Peshi is given to appellant/counsel.
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The appeal of Mr. Arshad Iqbal Ex-Con.slable No. 173 Police Force Karak received today 

i.e. on 20.01 2023 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 
appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

Copy of departmental appeal mentioned in the memo of appeal is not attached with the 
app(;al which may be placed on it.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 72023

Arshiid Iqbal, 
Ex-Constable No.I73, 
Police Force, Karak... .Appellant.

Versus

The Provincial Police Officer, & others •Respondents.
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before the khyber pakhtunkhwa

tribunal, PESHAWAR
SERVICE

Service Appeal /2023

Arshad Iqbal, 
Ex-Constable No.173, 
Police Force, Karak...

Appellant.,

Versus

I. The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region,
Kohat.

3. The District Police Officer. 
Karak................

Respondents.

Service Appeal under section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal Act, 1074 against the impugned final order dated Ofi-01- 
2023 passed by respondent No.2 the departmental appeal of the 

appellant; preferred against the impugned original order dated 29- 

11-2022 passed by respondent No.3.

on

Praycr:-

On acceptance of the instant appeal; this Hon’ble 

graciously be pleased to:-
Tribunal may

1. Declare both the impugned orders of respondent No.2 dated 06- 

01-2023 and order dated 29-11-2022 of the respondent No.3 as
illegal, unlawful and without lawful authority and set aside the 

same.

2. Direct the respondents to re-instate the appellant with all back 

benefits.
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3. ANY other remedy deemed 

the case and not 

granted.

appropriate in the circumstance of 

specifically asked for may also be graciously

Respectfully Sheweth,

The concise facts giving rise to the present service appeal are as under:-

1. That appellant was appointed as Foot Constable on 05-08-2009. He has more 

than 13 years service at his credit.

2. That appellant was charge sheeted vide charge sheet & statement of 

allegation dated 05-11-2021 with the following words:- 

‘‘^tmUma!ideNoJpmo/PA. dat^d / received from SDPn 

police .
kLSeneralpublir.

Karak that vnv ^^^^^SlabkArshgdJah^No.n^ have 

PMlhnmncemd^tarnhh the unn^P 

Quite adversp on. your part and shn^^?^ your malafide mtention yvHful} 

m the discharge nf vnur r,-Fpr!nl
breach and non-professionalism
oblisations. Such act on vouf pan i. ^ ^ ....... ,
amounts to ^ross fni^ronduct..”

Copy of charge sheet and statement of allegation dated 05-11-2021 are
attached as Aiinexure-A.

3. That appellant replied and denied the allegation.

Copy of reply to the charge sheet is attached as Annexure-B.

4. That inquiry was conducted through SDPO Takhti
-e-Nasrati, who in the

absence and .at the back of appellant

mcharge Chowki, Amjad Shaheed Shnva Khudi 
Takhti-e-Nasrati,

recorded the statement of the

i KJiel, Circle Incharge 

DSB Staff and statement of the elders of the locality but 
even than the inquiry officer failed to collect an iota of incriminating
evidence against the appellant.

Copy of inquiry report dated 25-02-2022 is attached as Annexure-C.

5. That it is very astonished that the inquiry officer ^vithor,t reference to 

evidence and cogent and legal ground held the appellant 

recommend him tor severe punishment.

any
as guilty and
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6. The respondent No.3 constituted another review/enquiry inquiry officer “SP 

Investigation Wing Karak”, who again conducted inquiry without association

of appellant. As per inquiry report SP Investigation Wing Karak has recorded 

the statement of one Mr. Najeeb Uilah HC No.290 incharge Police Post “Shah 

Saleem as well as FC Umer Sawab No.890. Appellant has neither been 

. provided opportunity of cross examination of the said witnesses nor have the 

statements been recorded in the presence of the appellant.
Copy of the inquiry report dated 03-08-2022 

Investigation Wing is attached as Annexure-D.
conducted through SP

7. That appellant was served with “Final Show Cause”. Appellant submitted 

reply to the show cause and again denied the allegations.

Copy of the Final Show Cause Notice dated 02-11-2022 and reply to the show 

cause are attached as Annexure-E.

8. That Respondent No.3 vide order dated 29-11-2022 imposed upon the 

appellant major penalty of dismissal from service under Police Rules, 1975 

(amended in 2014) without consulting the record.

Copy of impugtied order of respondent No.3 dated 29-11 -2022 is attached as
Annexure-F.

9. That appellant being aggrieved from the impugned order dated 29-11 -2022. of

the respondent No.3; preferred departmental appeal before the respondent 

No.2, who vide impugned final order dated 06-01-2023 rejected the same..

Hence appellant being aggrieved and finding no adequate and efficacious 

remedy is constrained to file this service appeal 
other grounds:

the following ;amongston

A. That the respondents has not treated the appellant in accordance with law, 

rules and policy on the subject and acted in violation of Article 4 of the 

Constitution of Pakistan, 1973. The basic charge of sharing and leaking 

secret infomiation has not been scrutinized through legal evidence. There 

was/is nothing on record which could connect the appellant with alleged
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allegations. Neither the person to whom appellant has shared/leaked the 

secret information nor the day, time, place has been mentioned in the charge 

sheet and statement of allegation. The Charge Sheet and Statement of
allegation also does not provide as to. what was/werc secret information 

leaked out or shared by the appellant. In this view of the matter the charge 

sheet and statement of allegation being not specific therefore, flimsy in
nature and defective in spirits.

B. That slip shod two consecutive inquiries were conducted in the absence and

at the back of the appellant. Appellant w'as not associated with inquiry 

proceedings. Statement of certain person were, collected without being 

scrutiny of cross examination, but even then, the enquiry 

officer failed to procure an iota of evidence against the appellant. The

scrutinized with the

conduct of both the inquiry officers were against the spirits of prescribed

procedure provided in the statute and statutory rules therefore, the inquiry 

proceedings and its findings nullity in the eyes of law and justice andare
liable to be reversed and set aside.

C. That no worth credit evidence has been collected by the inquiry officers in 

support of alleged accusations. The impugned orders are based 

conjunctures and surmises. The recommendations of the inquiry officers 

based on the information allegedly, collected through 

Appellant has never been confronted with such type of evidence iherefpre, 

cannot be held to be legal evidence and conviction cannot be based upon 

such type of evidence in the light of law laid down by the Hon’blt'Sap 

Court of Pakistan.

on
are

secret .sources.

reme

D. That appellant is entitled to be treated in accordance with law,-, and also 

entitled to be treated fairly, justly and be provided with opportunity of 

hearing under the provision and spirit of Article lOA of the Constitution of 

Islamic Republic of .Pakistan, 1973. ?

E. That section 16 of the Civil Servant Act, 1973 provide that ti civil
’f.

servant is liable for prescribed disciplinary actions and penalties only
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I

through prescribed procedure. In instant 
not been followed.

prescribed procedure hascase

F. . That so called slipshod inquiry has been conducted i- in the absence and 
at the back of the appellant. Appellant active participation during
inquiry proceeding has been willfully and deliberately ignored. Inquiry 

proceedings are of judicial in nature in which participation of accused 

civil servant as per law condition sine qua non. On this ground the 

impugned orders are coann non judice and liable to be set back.

G. That the well-known principle of law “ Audi altram Partem” has been 

violated. This principle of law was always deemed to have embedded 

in every statute even though there 

provision in this regard.
was no express specific or express

..;.An adverse order passed against a person without affording him an
.opportunity of personal hearing was to be treated as void order. 
Reliance is placed 2006 PLC(CS) 1140. As no proper personal 
hearing has been afforded to the appellant before the issuing of the 

impugned order, therefore, on this ground as well the impugned order is 

liable to be set aside.

on

H. That the non provision of the inquiiy report amounts to deprive a civil 
servant from confronting and defending himself from evidence that 

may go against him, which is against the provision of Article lOA of 

the Constitution of Pakistan, 1973. In the instant case copy inquiry 

report has been denied to-the appellant, which fact is evident from the 

perusal of the final show cause notice.
That under theI. provision of Rule 14 of E & D Rule, 201.1, the 

competent, authority was under legal obligations to peruse the inquiiy 

report and detennine as to whether the inquiry has been conducted in 

accordance with prescribed procedure and whether the charge 

proved or otherwise. The competent authority has made no such efforts 

and dismissed the appellant with a single stroke of pen, which is nullity

are
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in the eyes of law and liable 

Tribunal.
to be interfered with by this Honorable

J. Accused is stated to be a favorite child of law
and he is presumed to be

innocent unless proved otherwise and the benefit of doubt alway

to the accused and not to the prosecution as it is for the prosecution to 

stand on its

s goes

legs by proving all allegations to the hilt against the 

accused. Mere conjectures and presumpti 
be made a

own

on, however strong, could not
ground for penalizing a civil servant [1999 PLC (CS) 1332 

Unless and until(FST)] prosecution proves accused guilty beyond 

any shadow of doubt, he would be considered innocent [1983 PLC

(CS) 152 (FST)J.

K. That Re-instated employee would be entitled to back benefits
matter^ of course unless eniployer is able to establish b)' cogent 

evidence that concerned employee had been gainfully employed 

elsewhere. In this respect, initial burden would lie upon the employer 

and not upon the employee to prove that such employee was gainfully 

employed during period of termination from his sei-vice. 2010 TD

as a

(Labour) 41.

L. That Civil servant who was dismissed from service through arbitrary 

and re instatedand whimsical action of the government hinctionaries

through judicial order of Service Tribunal would have every right to 

recover arrears of salaries by way of back benefits, due to them during
, the period of their dismissal and re instatement. It would be veiy unjust 

and harsh to deprive them of back benefits for the period for which they 

remained out of job without any fault on their part and 

gainfully employed during that period
\^'ere not 

Supreme Court allowing 

their appeal and directing payment of back benefits to the appellant. 

2006 TD (SERVICE) 551 (a).

M. That the penal order is not a speaking order for the reason that 

and legal grounds have been given by the penal authority i
no solid

m support of
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his penal order. On this score the impugned order i
IS liable to be set

aside.

N. -That appellant would like to seek the permission of Your Kind Honoure 

for award of personal hearing. Appellant 

opportunity of personal hearing.
may kindly be granted the

It is therefore, 

allowed as prayed for above.
humbly prayed that the instant service appeal may kindly be

(i) Any other relief as deemed 

specitically asked for may also be granted to petiti
appropriate in the circumstances of case 

loners.
not

Appellant

< Through

Ashraf Ali Khattak
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

Dated: \<\ /01/2023
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CERTIFICATE

Certified on instruction that appellant has not previously moved this 

Hon’ble Tribunal under section 4 of the Service Tribunal Act, 
present matter.

1074 regarding

X\
Ashraf All Khattak 

Advocate, Peshawar.

List of Books

I. The Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Paldstan, 1973. 

Services Law.2.

\
NOTE

K

1. Six spare copies of the Service Appeal are enclosed in a separate file
cover.

2. Memo of addresses is also attached.

X-'
Ashraf Ali Khattak 
Advocate, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTU]VKHWA SERVICE 

tribunal, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2023

IArshad Iqbal, 
Ex-Constable No.l73, 
Police Force, Karak...

Appellant.

Versu.s

The Provincial Police Officer, & others
Respondents.

affidavit

I, Arshad Iqbal, Ex-Constable No.l73, 
affirm and declare

Police Force, Karak do hereby solemnly 
oath that the contents of this Service Appeal are true

« been concealed

on

Deponent

CNIC:\1,J03-Ot'>\?i,o:?_7
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

SERVICE

Service Appeal No. /2023 f

Arshad Iqbal, 
Ex-Constable No.l73, 
Police Force, Karak...

Appellant.

Versus

The Provincial Police Officer, & others
Respondents.

ADDRESSES OF PARTTFS

Arshad Iqbal, 
Ex-Constable No.l73, 
Police Force, Karak...

Appellant.

Versus

4. • The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

5. The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region,
Kohat.

6. The District Police Officer, 
Karak.................

Respondents.

Petitioner

Ashraf AJi Khattak
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

Through

Dated: / /2023
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No. ’

Dated c^',5 / // /2021 •
/Enq

CHARGE SHEET

I, SHAFI UULAH, District Police Officer, Karak as a competent 

authority, hereby charge you Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173.posted at PS 

Shah Salim as follows:-
I

"As per letter vide No. 308/HO/PA, dated 28.10.2021 received from 
SDPQ Karak that you Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 1/3 have share/leak Police 
secrete information to private individuals/criminals which affect the Police 
performance and also tarnish the image of Police in general public. This is quite 
adverse on your part and shows your malafide intention, vdllful breach and non
professionalism in the discharge of your official obligations, Such act on your 
part is against the service discipline and amounts to gross misconduct,"

I

'I

By the reason , of your commission/omission, constitute miss-conduct 

under Police disciplinary Rule-1975 (amendment Notifca'tion No. 3859/Legal, 

dated 27,08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhrunkhwa, Police Department,'you have 

rendered you'r-self liable to all or any of the penalties 'specified, in Police Rule- 

1975 ibid.

1.' i

k

You are, therefore, required to submit your writter: defense within 07-days 

of the receipt of this cfiarge sheet to the enquiry Officer Mr, Abid Khan Afridl, 

SDPQ, T. Nasrati is hereby appointed for the purpose of conducting enquiry.

2

Your written, defense if any should reach to the Enquiry Officer, 

within a stipulated period, failing which shall be presumed that you have no ' 

defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be heardun person. 

A statement of allegation is'enclosfcd. -

3.

4.

District Poli tderj Karak-

■•'7 /ft

;5-/ ✓*
• / 7/ v'-

ft

!

I
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K" DiSCIPLINARY ACTION
:i'

. I, SHAFI ULLAH KHAN, District Police Officer, Karak as a 

' • competent authority, is of the opinion Constable Arshad Iqbai No. 173 posted 

at PS' Shah Salim has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against on 

committing the following act/commission within the meaning of Police Disciplinary 

Rule-1975 (amendment Notification No, 3859/Legal, dated 27.08,2014) Govt; of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,' Police Department.

t:' ^ V

■r

I

I STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

"As per letter vide No. 308/HQ/PA, dated 28.10.2021' received from 

SDPO Karak that Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 has share/leak Police secrete
information to private individuals/cri.minals which affect tt’.e Police performance
and also tarnish the image of Police in general public. This is quite adverse on 
his part and shows his rnalafide intention, willful breach and non- professionalism

on his part is against thein th^ discharge of his official obligations. Such act 

service discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.' *

. . 'T-
The enquiry Officers Mr. Abid Khan Afridi; SDPO. T. Nasrati in . 

accordance with provision of the Police Rule-1975 (amendment Notification No. ,

3859/Legal, dated 27,08.2014) Govt:'of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department, 

may. provide reasonable-opportunity of hearing to the accused official, rec^ru his

finding and make within 10-days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as ' -

to punishment or other appropriate action against the accused;

1.

i
I

t,r \- :

The accused official shall join the proceeding on the date, time and2.

place fixed by the enquiry officer.

?IcepvKarak'District

/Enq, dated / // /202-1.No.
Copy to:- : •

1. The enquiry Officers for initiating proceeding against, the accuse*^
■ the Provision of the Police Disciplinary Rule-1975;(amendment Notification . 

No. 3859/Leg3l. dated 27.08.2014) Govt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police 
Department. ' ' •

‘2. Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 posted at PS Shah Salim

nder
I. 1

I

I

t

I

!
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|6OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT 
OF POLICE, INVESTIGATION 

WING KARAK
1^3./ /Inv:

3/^^,'2022 .

:i"j ■■

vNo._
:>•<

Date <2.
7 llf

The District Police Officer, Karak

• RFVIEW COWIWFNTS AGAINST CONSTABLE ABSHAD IQBAL NO. 173,
To:

. Subject:

Memo: ■ Kindly with reference to your good office remarks passed on the

directed to produce review comments /subject matter wherein the undersigned was

enquiry.

ALLEGATim^
■ “As per charge sheet vide No. 233/Enq: dated 05,11.2021 allegation

leveled that he share / leak police secret information
against the said constable was

' individual / criminals which effect the Police performance and also tarnish a.:; ■
to private
the image of police in general public .

PRQCEEDING:-
Since during the course of review comments:, the accused official

summoned heard in person, recorded.173 wasnamely constable Arshad Iqbal No
statement and cross examined. Similarly statements of Najeeb Ullah HC No. 290

FC Umer Sawab No. 807 was recorded
his

as well asincharge Police Post Shah Salim 

and placed on file. Secret i 

constable was also obtained.

CONCLUSION;-

information regarding the allegation against the said

has become very crystal clear that.During the proceeding it
accused from Police Post Shah Salim to Police Station Shah

*

transportation of the
Salim has been made through delinquent official Arshad Iqbal No. 173 accompanied 

by his incharge HC Najeeb Ullah No. 290 and FC Umer Sawab No. 807 upon .

So far the allegation pertaining to share /

1

directions of their immediate high-ups
private individual / criminals by the alleged

leakagfe police secret information to 
■ accused constable Arshad Iqbal No. . 173 i^ concerned: the available record I 

circumstantial evidence and secret probe reveals that he is definitely c^nedeito .

ccused remained in thei.' custody. The accused in

\

extend every possible hc-ipjo the a
cusf^T^managed phone to his relative in the presence 

which the said delinquent FC v^as proceeded departmental'iy: .

of said constable due to.'

FINAL OPINION:-
view the allegation leveled against constable Arshad Iqbal

1 am of the 

No. 173 has been proved.
v«

j/(g)r
i:nlC

^'^ Superintendent of Police, 

Wing KarakInvestigation
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.‘Respected Sir.
i ■

Reference attached F/A ■ '....,
:■: ' ■ , ■ :

It is submitted that findings report of the Enquiry Officer Mr. Abid Khan xpilj
• Afridi, the then SDPO Takhte Nasrati on the departmental enquiry against^

Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 PS Shah Salim at F/B,

. I

.'i '•

.1'

■ *'•

Submitted for perusal and further order, please.*

'v« •

r ' ■

.?

f

»

k

’"‘•"'SSSS i.

h’i^'y« >
I

f
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inNo. /Enq
Dated fL I f j /2022

'!FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTirP 4

I, KHAN ZEB, District Police Officer. Karak 

Police Rule-1975 is hereby

posted at PP Amjad Shaheed (now PS SNGPL) as follow:-

1. . as competent authority under the •' >• .
you Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 whileserve

. That consequent upon the completion of re-enquiry conducted against 
you by Enquiry Officers Mr. Bashir Dad, SP Investigation Wing Karak. ■

On going through the finding and recommendation of the Enquiry Officer'' 
and materials on the record and other connected papers including your defense before 

^ the said Enquiry Officer, the.charge against you were proved and you have committed 

the following acts / omission specified in Police Rule-1975:-

“As per letter vide No. 308/HQ/PA, dated 28.10,2021 received from 

SDPO Karak that you Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 have share/leak Police . : 

secrete information to private individuals/criminals which affect the Police 

performance and also tarnish the image of Police in general public. This is quite 

* adverse on your part and shows your, malafide intention, wilful breach and 

professionalism in the discharge of your official obligations. Such act 
part is against the service discipline and amounts to gross rhisconduct.”

As a result thereof I, as competent authority, have tentatively decided 

to impose upon you the penalty of major punishment under Police Rule-1975.

2,

non-
on your

3.

4. ^ You are therefore, required to Show Cause as to why the aforesaid ' 
penalty should not be imposed upon you, also intimate whether you desire to be heard 
in person.

• j

If no reply to this Notice is received within Seven (07) days of its delivery 

in the normal course of Circumstances, it will be cpnsidered/presumed that you have 

• no defense to put in and in that case an ex-parle. action shall be taken against you.

Copy of findings of the Enquiry-Officer is enclosed.

5.

6,

District: Police Officer, Karak
ft

*
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I 0 R I) E Rft This Order will dispose off the departmental enquiry against Constable 

Arshad iqbal No. 173 of this district Police
Ti.

As per letter vide No. 308/HQ/PA, dated 28.10.2021 received from SDPo' 

Karak that Constable Arshad Iqbal No, 173 has share/leak Police secrete informatioh lo 

private individuals/criminals which affect the Police performance and also tarnish the 

image of Police in general public. This is quite adverse on his part and shows his 

malafide intention, willful breach and non- professionalism in the discharge of his official 

obligations. Such act on his part is against the service discipline and amounts to grdss 

misconduct.
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He was issued Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations. Mr. Abid Khan 
Afridi,.t_he then SDPO Takhte Nasrati was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct 

proper departmental enquiry against him and he was directed to submit findings in the 

stipulated time. ‘ '

4

The Enquiry Officer reported that besides the statement of accused 

Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173, the matter was also enquired through DSB Staff Circle 

Takhte Nasrati wherein it was reported that he has good character at local and 

residential levels but from the perusal of his mobile CDR data, service roll, and general 

characteristics carefully which was not satisfactory. He was a complainer agatn.st 

respected officers several times during his' service. Furthermore, the most important 

thing is to provide information about important dealings in such a most important 

to an unrelated person or to criminals and elements connected with it, whereas the 

Gazetted officer writes a complaint against him and submit request for departmental 

proceedings which proves that he has links with criminals and shared/leaked them 

secret information. Therefore, the E.O recommended him for har§h punishment.
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For further probe and for transparent enquiry, the said enquiry was, re- 

entrusted to Mr. Bashir Dad, SP Investigation Wing Karak for review comments. The 

Enquiry Officer reported that it has become very crystal clear that the transportation of 

accused from Police Post Amjad Shaheed to PS Shah Salim was made through 

delinquent official Arshad iqbal No. 173 accompanied with his Incharge HC Najeeb 

Ullah No, 290 and FC Umar Sawab No. §07, upon the directions of his immediate 

seniors. As far as, the allegations pertaining to share/ieakage of Police secret 

information to private' individuals/criminals are concerned, the available 

record/circumstantial evidence and secret probe reveal that he definitely extends every 

possible help to accused remained in Police custody. The accused in custody also 

managed cell phone to his relative in presence of the aforementioned officials due to 

which said delinquent FC proceeded depart'mentally. Therefore, tlie allegations leveled 

against him are proved, ,
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He was issued Final Sho-v Cause Notice. !n response to the Final Show 

Cause Notice, accused official submitted his reply, which was found unsatisfactory.
i'V.:W

■ fi#
Keeping in view above available record and facts on file, perusal of 

enquiry papers, and recommendations of the'Enquiry Officers, he is found guilty of the 

charges. He is a stigma on the Police Force. Being a member of the discipline Force, 

his involvement with criminals and leaking secret information, and providing every 

possible help to them, stigmatizes the Police department. His further retention in Police 

Force is no more required. Therefore, in the exercise of the power conferred upon me. I, 
KHAN ZEB, District Police Officer, karak,‘as competent authority under Police Rules 

1975 {amended in 2014), hereby impose major punishment of dismissal from service 

upon defaulter Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 with immediate effect.
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2^ORDER.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by the 

Ex-Constable Arshad Iqbal No. 173 of district Karak against the punishment order, passed by 

DPO Karak vide OB No. 630, dated 29.11.2022 whereby he was awarded major punishment of 

dismissal from service on the allegations of having links with criminals and leaking 

information to private individuals / criminals for his personal gains.

He preferred appeal to the undersigned, upon which comments were 

obtained from DPO Karak and his service record was perused. He was also heard in person in 

Orderly Room held in this office on 03.01.2023. During hearing the appellant did not advance 

any plausible explanation in his defense to prove his innocence. r ' ,

secret

I have gone through the available record which indicates that The 

allegations leveled against the appellant have been proved and the same have also been 

established by the E.O in his findings. Being a member of disciplined force, he was not supposed 

to indulge himself in such like anti-social activities which tarnished the image of Police. 

Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred upon the undersigned, his appeal being devoid of 

merits is hereby rejected.
C»0

Order Announced 
03.01.2023

4>:HBr|aiAN) PSP
Region Police Officer,
^ Kohat Region. .:

7S /EC, dated Kohat the /2Q23.

Copy to District Police Officer, Karak for information and necessary action 
w/rto his office Letter No. 5648/EC, dated 16,12.2022. His Service Record is returned herewith.

No,

' ' K
i

(TAHIR A¥IjB KHAN) PSP
Region Police Officer, . ; 

KohatRegion.
JY\'
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BEFORE THE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT 

REPRESENTATTOWSubject

Respected Sir, •' • - • ^ '

With due respect and humble submission the appellant submits 
subject representation against the impugned order of District Police 

Officer Karak vide OB No. 630 dated 29.11.2022 culminated into the 
dismissal of Appellant from service, hence departmental Appeal on the 
following ground and facts.

the

Facts:

1. That appellant joined police as constable in the year 2009 and 

qualified recruit course and rendering service to the entire 
satisfaction of senior officers.

2. That- appellant was issued charged on the false' and baseless 

allegations for sharing / leakage of Police Information 
criminals which led to the dismissal of appellant from 

OB mentioned above.
3. That appellant has sufficient

to the 

service vide

service of 12 years and acquainted 
with the obligation and duties of police force and can’t divate from 
it. The impugned order of the district police officer,, 
against'the law and rules, hence on the following grounds:

karak as

Grounds

a) That the enquiry conducted by the enquiry officer did not bring 

even a single evidence against the appellant on enquiry file and 
completed the enquiry without any solid proof have no .legal effects 

in the eyes of law.
b) That during course of enquiry the, background of the appellant 

check through district security branch, Karak and the 

was declared as good character but the 
over this facts of DSB report.

c) That the enquiry proceeding conducted by the enquiry officer 

taken into consideration of the plea taken by the appellant and 

completed the entire enquiry proceedings 
which is

was 

appellant 
enquiry officer did mull

not

the flimsy grounds 
against the basic norms of rules and regulations as 

envisaged police disciplinary Rules 1975.

• on

i!

'J



'/• '.
V.i

Thai the appellant was not giwn on opporiumiy ot pofsixini heotmu 

neither by the enquiry officer

,S -M

Iho coinpotniil nulliunty wfncti it* 
against the natural justice and aillelo!! 4, 10 S ?D of Iho cof)5liloli(.fi

nor

1973. No one should be condoinnod onfianrd

That the impugned order passed by llio Uielncl fJolico Olficof, 

Karak is not based on prudonco. natural juBlico and vi(»laln)ii ul 

- basic rights of the appollaiil as onuncialod In aitldo 199 of Ifie 

constitution 1073, henco unconslitulional, illoynl and IinbN* lo bo sol 

aside.
0 That the appellant belongs lo a poor foriiily and linvtny biiiuK 

offspring to support is unablo to boar Ifie losses of tils dismissal 

from service on flimsy and false oilogalions, Thu sorvico of Ifio 

appellant is a social security to appellant as well as to liis family 

members. ' ‘ ‘
PRAYERS

It is, therefore, humbly requested lhat the impugned order 

mentioned above may be set aside with all back benefits and appellant may kindly bo 

reinstated in service, please.

Enclosure; Impugned order.

Yours truly,

(AR5HAD (QBAL)

Ex-CONSTAULE No 173 
Tehsil Takhl e Nastnii SDIsIricl Karak, 

Viliago Johangiri Banda 
Mob;
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