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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWAPESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. g 2023 ’

]

Jamal Rasool S/ 0 Rasool Badshah R/o Kanda Karak Tehsil and

[

il

1.

District Karak ............................................. RO e Appellant:
VersusA-
Inspector General of Police, Khybér Pakhtﬁnkhx&a Peshawar
2. The Regional Police Officer, Kohat' Region Kohat -
. District Police Officer Karak
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through _
Chief Secretary, Peshawar  tevecsesiereasenans Respondents’
o - . -
APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL 'ACT; 1974 -
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 09/01/2023 PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO. 3 BY WHICH THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
AWARDED MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF TERMINATION/REMOVAL
FROM SERVICE, AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 14/02/2023
ISSUED ON 01/03/2023 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO. 2 VIDE
- WHICH THE DEPARTMENTAL REPRESENTATION / APPEAL FILED
BY APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED
PRAYER

On accepting this éervice appeal, the impugned orders dated
09/01/2023 and 14/02/2023 may graciously be set aside
by declaring it iIlega‘l,' unlawful, without authority, based on
mala fide, void abinitio and thus not sustainable m the eyes
of law and appcllant is entitled for all back beneﬁts of pay

and serwce _

| Respectfully .Sheweth;

That Respondent No. 3 initiated disciplinéry proceeding against

appellant and issue charge sheet and statement 0[ ailwat:on

{ Copy attached as Annexure “A”)



TN

4.

&)
That thereafter inquiry was initiated against the‘appellant and
respondent No. 3 passed an order dated 09/01/ :9.023 vide which -

the major punishment of “Termination /removal from service” has

"been passed against appellant without collecting any evidence and

providing him an opportunity of hearing. {Copy of impugned order

is attached as Annexure “B”)

‘That appellant filed departmental appeal /representation ( the

facts and ground agitated therein may please be treated as part

and parcel of this appeal) égainst the impugned order before
respondent. No:. 2, who vide order dated 14/02/2023 issued on -
01/03/2023 ( but till date not officially communicated to
p'ctitionér)l rejected the same. without corriplying codal formalities.
( Copy of appeal anci [impugned order'are‘att:ached as Anhexure
“C” and “D”) ‘ |

That now appellant feeling aggrieved from the above orders hence, .

filling this appeal on the following amongst other grounds inter alia

-

GROUNDS:

That the impugned orders of ‘the ‘res,pondents are illegal,
unlawful, without authority, based on mala fide intention,.
against the ﬁatufal justice, voilative of the Constitution and
Sérvice Law and equaﬁy without jurisdiction, hence the same

are liable to be set aside in the best interest of justice.

That the impugned orders passed by respondents are very
much harsh, without any evidence based on surmises &
conjectures and is equally against the principle of naturé{,

justice.

That during enquiry prbcecd_ings nonc was examined in support
_of fhe charges leveled against. appellant neither has pf‘oper
.opportunitj( of hearing‘ ‘been ‘provide'd “to appt:llant.. .No
allegatioris. mentioned above are practiced by the appellant nor

proved against him through any cogent reason or evidence.

‘That from the date of appéintment appellant is performing his
duty with full zeal and enthusiasm and has provided no
opportunity of complaint to his superior, but till date he hgmé not

been paid his monthly salary.



That the inquiry officer failed to collect any eviderice in support
of the charges. No one was examined as witness i presence of
appellant nor was appeliant confronted with any documentary

or other kind of evidence on the basis of which the impugned

orders were passed.

. That the lmpugned ordurs have been passed .in violation of law

and rules of d1sc1p1mary proceedings and principles of natural '
justice. The authority wrongly 'and malafidly based the
impugned  orders without giving any reason .with proof

whatsoever, therefore the impugned order is-bad in law.

That it is the settle principle of justice that no one should be .
condemn un heard but in the instant case no proper enqmry‘

has been conducted to enquire regarding the allegations. No
independent witness has been examined in front of appellant
nor any opportunity of cross examination has been provided to
aippeliant. Both the impugned orders are based on non reading

and mis reading of available record.

That ‘appeﬁant has been held liable for the fault of others as the

alleged fault can not be attributed to appellant as he is not

capable to manipulate the official documents.

That respondent No. 2 has not decided the departmental appeal
/ representation in accordance to the rules and regulation
which clearly shows mala fide iﬁi:enﬁon thus, has no_sanctity in
the eyes of law thus the act of respondents are totally based an
male fide intention which. clearly shows dlscrlmlnatlon and

undue victimization.

That mala fide on the part of respondent is very much clear
from the point of view that the ~impl,lgned.OI'df:'r wlas passed on
14/02/2023 and issued on 01/03/2023 but appellant has not
been. informed from the outcome of the decision nor the copy of
order supplied to him on time but when came to get mformatxon
of his case on 10/ 03/ 2023, hence this appeal )



k. That the appellate authority has, not. provided any personal
hearing opportunity to the appellant nor the order passed is

speaking one.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptmg-
- this service appeal, the 1mpugned ‘orders dd{ﬁ’d 09/01/2023 .
and order dated 14/02 / 2023 may graciously be set aside by
declaring it illegal, unlawful; without authority, based on
mala fide, void abinitid and tﬁu's not sustainable in the eyeq
of law and appellant is entitled for all back benefits of pay
and serwce
It is, further submltted that responcient may further be

directed to release the unpaid salaries of the appellant.

Any other relief not specifically prayed for but deems

appropriate in the circumstances of the ‘case. may also be

granted. ' ; ’
\-&3“’) \5{‘?
. Appellanl
’ Through - :
' : . 11 I V7

B Shahid Qayuf Khittak

o , . ' Advocate Suptreme Court
Dated: /< /03/2023 of Pakistan

Certlﬁed that as per 1nstruct10n of my client no such’ appeal hab

been ﬁled before thxs Hon’ble Fomm

AFFIDAVIT

| I, Jamal Rasool S/o Rasool Badshah R/o Kanda Karak, ’[‘ehsil and ,
Dlstnct Karak, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on Oath Lhat the

contents of the above appeal are true and correct to the best of my
' knowledge and belief and nothmg has beén kept‘ secret from this Hon’ble

" Tribunal. ‘ ' ‘

| . 'J.w; J(pf

Deponent
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. BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
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Service Appeal No. . /2023

Jamal Rasool........................ e e Appellant
Versus

Inspector General of Police and others -......... e e, Respondents

ADDRESSES OFTH E PARTIES

‘APPELLANT

Jamal Rasool S / 0 Rasool Badshah R/o Kanda. Karak Tehsxl and |

-

‘ ‘1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
2. " The Reglonal POlICC Officer, I\Ohat Region, I\ohat
- 3. Dlstnct Pohce Officer Karak
4. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thmugh o
Chief Secretary, Peshawar _ . '
. J 7 J o
L Apﬁéliant
- Through '
F 17!’
‘ snahLdQ;{'— mKhhttak
' - - Advdcate Supreme Court
Dated: .~ /0372023 , ' of Pakistan



4.7 A stalement of allegation is snclosed.

. No._ DO__rera i}
: . Dated_(1)_1Q (_r2022
CHARGE SHEET o = ' |

SHAFI ULLAH District Police Officer, Karak as a compelen!
authorily, hereby charge you Recruit Constablo ‘Jamal Rasool No. 4984 of
FRP Strength as 1otiows .

'Ffom the perusal of refevant record recewed from CPO Psshaw( lhal
You recrut Constame Jamal Rasool No. 4984 s/o Rasool Badshah qualified ETEA tht
2021 for recruitmenl as Conslable. Laler on, your nomination in psycholagical
assessment and suilability test for recruitment as Constable in the Police depavtmeh
was rejacled by the Regtonal Selection Board, Kohai-due. to your weak/poar neakh
condition. The list received from CPO Peshawar wherein you werg shown recommended
for recruitment while the original hst received from SSU {CPEC) wherein you were alse -
not recommended by the CPO review Board. You recrult conslable made iraud!dee&wed
for recruitment as canstable in the Police depanmen! This act on your partindicales jsu
intenticnally collabcration & indu'ging with anybody elss at CPO Peshawar to change in
ihe list received from the-CPQ Peshav/ar tor your uttenor molive. mZ> speahs high:y

_‘quite adverse on your part and shaws your malaiido intention, willful breach -and

malpraclice in the discharge of your official chllganons.

3. By the reason of yaur commission/omission, constilute ‘miss-conducl
under Police disciplinary Rule-1975 (amendment Nolification No. 3850iLegat,

daled 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department, you have

rendered your-self liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Police Rule-
1975 ibid. '

4.  Youare, lherelore,v rerfuired to submit your‘ wiilten defense within 07-days

L of the receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry Officer Mr_Saif ur Rehman,

SDPOQ TN Is hereby appainted for the purpase of .conducting enquiry. .

‘Your written defense if any. should reach to the Enquiry Officer
within a stipuiated pesiod, faiting whicii shall be presuined that you have no
delense to put in and in that case ex-pariz action shall be taken against you.

3 : Intimate whether you desire {o be heard in person. -

District Po

s

.‘l A‘

L5



-2 The accused official shall join the proceeding on |
 place fixed by the enquiry officer.

5

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

- I, SHAFI ULLAH KHAM, District Police Officer, Karak as a
competent authority, is of the. opinina.Recrult Gonstalile Jlamal Rasool No.
4984 of FRP Strength has rendered himsell fiable to be proceeded against on-
committing the following écilcornmission within the meanlng of Police Disciplinary

Rule-1975 (amendment Nolification No. 385°/Legal daled 27.08. 2014) Govt of

Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Police Deparment.

' _SJ’ATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

*From ihe perusal of relevant record received from CPO Peshawar l'hat' you recruil
Constable Jamal Rasool No. 4884 s/o Rasool Badshah qualified ETEA est 2021 for
recruitmen! as Constiable. Laler on, his nomination in psychological assessment and
suitébiliiy tesl for recruilmen! as Conslable in the Police department was rejected by the
Regional Selection Board Kohat due to his weak/poor health condition. The list seceived
from CPO Peshawar wherein you were shown recommended far recruitment while the
originat list recgived from SSU (CPEC) wherein you were also not recommended by the
CPO review Board. You tecruil consiable made Iraud/decelved for recruiimeni as
constable in the Police department. This act on his part indicates he intentionally

- coliaboration & indulging with anybady. else at CPO Peshawar lo change in the list
“teceived from the CPO Peshawar for his ullerior mative. This speaks highly quile

adverse on his part and shows his malafide Intention, willfut breach and malpractice in
fhe discharge of his official obligations.”

1. The enquiry Officers pr. Salf ur Rahman SDPO TN in accordance
with provision of the Police Rule-1875 (amendment Notification No, 3859/Legal,
dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhiunkhwa, Palice Depardment may
provide reasonable opporiunily of hearing lo'the accused official, record his
ﬁnding and make within 10-days of the raceip! of this order, recomméndatian as
to-punishment or other appropriate action against the accused.

tes lime and

Copyito:-

1. The enquiry Officers for initiating proceedmg against {he accUs,ed under
the Provision.of the Police Disciplinary Rule-1975 (amendment Notification
No. 3859/L.egal, daled 27.08.2C14) Govi: of Khyber- Pakhtunkhwa Polsce
Dapartment,

2. Recruit Conslable jamal Rasool No. 4984 of FRP Slrength

1 (%
T b ”

,w i
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This Order will dispose ofi the departmental enquiry against Recruit
Constable Jamal Rasoof No. 4984/FRP of this dlslract Police.

 From the perusa! of relevant record received from CPO Peshawar that

you recruit Constable Jamal -Rasool No.4984 s/o Rasool Badshah quaﬁfie’d ETEA test

-+2021 for recruitment as Constable. Later on his nomination in psychological

assessment and suitability test for recruitment as Constable in the Police department

was rejected by the Regional Selection Board Kohat due to his weak/poor health

condition, The list recelved from the CPO Peshawar wherein you were shown

recommended for recruntment while the ongmai list received form SSU (CPEC) wherein

you were. also noi recommended by the CPO review Board. You recruit constable made

~ fraud /deceived for recruitment as constable in the police department. This act is on his

part indicates he intentionally collaboration & indulging with anybody élse at CPO

Peshawar to change in the list received from the CPO Peshawar for his ulterior motive.

This speaks highly quite adverse on his .part and shows his malafide intention, willful
breach and malpractice in the discharge of his official obligations.

-, o
He was issued Charge Sheet and Statément of Allegations. Mr. Nazar
Hussain, SDPO Takhte Njasrati was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper

departmental enquiry against him and he was directed to submit findings 'in the
stipulated time. '

. The Enquiry Officer reported that recruit Constable Jamal Rasool No.
4984/FRP mentioned at S.No. 129 was not recommended in the psychological
assessment test held at the Regional Level Selection Board Kohat whiié the review

_ board fist received directly from the CPO Peshawar wherein he had shown
recommended at S.No. 102 vide letter No: 14699-720/E-1V dated '29.12.2021 whereas
122 candidates were appeared including five (05) candidates of this district. From total
of 122 candidates, 15 candidates had shown recommended in which recruit. Constable
Jamal Rasoal No. 4984 had also shown recommended at S. No. 102. As far‘as,'
recruitment order was issued by the DPO office Karak vide OB. No. 729 dated
30.12.2021 wherein Jamal Rasool was recruited and aliotted constabuia_r;r number

, 4884, Moreover, one psychoiogicafreview boards list received directly from the CPO
Peshawar vide Memo: No. 14699-720/E-IV dated 29.12.2021 wherein he had shown*
recommended while the list requisitioned from the CPO Peshawar through the RPO
office Kohat vide Endst: No'l 16869/EC dated 25.11.2022 and under the DPO office :
diary No. 5047/RK dated 01.12.2022 received under same reference No. 14699 720/E-
IV dated 29.12.2021 wherein he had shown not recommended.

,_Jl[
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*, ;, - In addition, ETEA merit list-2021 which was dlrecﬂy received from the
R CPO Peshawar wherein defaulter recruit Constable had shown “pass at S.No. 129 with
scoreng 40 marks while the list requisitioned from the CPQ Peshawar received through
the RPO ofhce Kohat vide Endst: No 11843/EC dated 15.08.2022 and under the- DPO
office dlary No 3432/RK dated 18. 08 2022 wherein Jamai Rasool was not found.in the
said merit list i.e. ETEA test failed candidate.

Keeping in view the abovAeA éVailable record and facts on file, the perusal of
enquiry papers, and recommendations of the Enquiry Ofﬁcér, he is found guilty of the
charges. He was not recomrhended by both the review boards and also not found in the
ETEA merit fist-2021. Therefore, in the exercise of the power conferred upon me, |,

-KHAN ZEB MOHMAND, District Police Officer, Karak, as competent authority under
Police Rules 1975 (amended in. 2014), hereby impose major punishment of’
termination/removal from service upon defaulter recruit Constable Jamal Rasool No.

4984/FRP with immediate effect.
, A

OBNo. /9 . -
Dated 2o [ 2/-/2023,

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLlCE OFFICER KARAK

o._/© & JEC, Karak the dated__ /> 7/ 2/ /2022 .
“Copy of above is submitted to the Superintendent of Police, FRP Koha

- Range Kohat wir to this office letter-No. 2475/Enquwy dated 02.06.2022 for favour of

information and necessary action under intimation to this office, pleas? )

District Police Officer, Karuk

>

*»




The Regional»Polic'e‘ Officer,

Kohat Region, Kohat. ' - -

3

Subject: Departmental appeal.

Respected Sir,

_ With due respact, appellant submits departmental appeal against the
order bearing No. 19 dated 09-01-2023, p‘assed by District Police Officer, liarak,_whereby

. appellant was rermoved from service. = : o

FACTS:

1 That appellant appeared and qualified ETEA test 2021 held for recruitment of constables -
.in Khyber Pakhtun Khwa Police. Central Police Office (CPQ) Peshawar circulated list of .
recpmmended and un»recommended candldates by psychologicat assessment and
suitability Test Boards vide letter No. 720/Eiv dnted 29-12-2021 wherein the name of
. . appellant existed among the recommended candidates. ' '
2. That District Police Officer, !(arak in compliance with the dlrectuons of CPO receuved vcde
'above mentioned letter, appointed appellant as constabie vide order bearmg OB No. .
7¢9 dated 30-12- 2021 after medical and character clearance. Appellant was also
~ detailed for the basic recruit training. ' _
3, Thata charge sheet No. 90/Eng dated 02-06-2022 were served upon appellént wherein
charges of manipulating the CPO letter mentloned above were leveled against
appellant. It was al!eged that appellant name was actually among the un- recommended
candidates but was wrongly shown in the recommended candidates as another letter
vide even number and date has been .received from CPO through RPO office Kohat
) wherein appellant was among the not recommended candidates. ' N
4, That appellant submitted reply in response to the charge sheet that appellant had
gualified the test and was summoned for psychologlcal tests befcre the prescnbed
‘Boards and on receipt of CPO cllrectlons vide abovelqunted letter was summoned by
DPO for appointment process after appointment was detailed for training. However,
. after the lapse of about 06 months long period the ilnpugned order was passed, hence
thin departmental appeal on the following grgunds.

5. GROUND:

a. That éppellant is a native of district Karak and list of qualified and un-qualified ‘
candidates was received from CPO, Peshawar. T herefore, appellant has wmnél’y been.
~ charged for manipulating a letter received from CPO under the signature of AlG
establiéhment. There isno evidencg on record that appellant was cdnnectgd with

-~

preparation of the letter. Appellant was a candidate but not an employer.-

‘A ¢. Aﬁl? o
i

&‘&‘1‘




Thatissuance and receipt of two letters under same number, date and signature from CPQ is

department internal matter. Appeilant has neither received nor dispatched the letter therefore

appellant was wrongly made scapegoat and removed from service after serving the department

for about one year long period.

That an ex-paste inquiry proceeding u\}ere allegedly. carried outinto the matter.’The inquiry
officer failed to trace the dealing hand behind the impugned letter and°has wrongly
recommended award of penalty to appe!lant without collection of any evidencé cnnnectmg
appellant with the charge: '

That district police officer Karak had appointed 'aﬁpeiiant on Ehe basis of CPO directions,bLater'

on changed directions were received fram CPO which was based for passing the removal from

service order of appellant. District police officer, Karak wrongly stepped into the matter before

any inquiry on the pert of CPO because the wrong if any was ;dmmitted at CPO, therefare the

impugnefi order is one sided and pre-mature.

‘That appellant was wrongly removed from service. The appointment of appéliant was wrongly

held illegal after lapse of about 01 year. Appellant was punished for the inaction of others. Again
appellant was on the strength of FRP and Superintendant of Police FRP Kohat was competent -

authority DPO Karak has wrongly passed the order.

. That appointment ofappellant was mature as appeilant served police for about oae year and

was undergoing tratmng therefore, removal of appellant at this belated stage on the basis of
unproved charge is not legally justified. '

That appellant belengs to poor family-and hed qualified ETEA test and possesses good heath anid
physique therefore termination of appellanf at this stage was wrong and against the principles

of natural justice.

it is therefore, requested that apbeliant may be re-instated in service with bacl; benefits. -

o 4
Ytu’r{ obedI/ecr;é:;Z BOLL

. ‘ ~Jamal Rasool Ex
' Constable No 4584/FRP
District Karak. - #

03.3"? foua ff’gq

b
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. POLICE DEPTT: (11} KOHAT REGION
o . ,

ORDER,

. This order will dispose of a departmental appeal moved by
Ex-Constable Jamal Rasool No, 4984 of Karak district Police against the punishment
order, passed by DPO Karak vide OB No. 19, dated 09.01.2023 whereby he was awarded
major punishment of removal from service on the following allegations:-

. “Facts are that a list of ETEA test qualified candidates regarding
enlistment of Constables in KP Police for the year 2020-21 was received to DPO office
Karak. After scrutiny, he was called for psychological assessment / final interview by
Regional Selection Board wherein he was not recommended on the following grounds:-

“Possesses poor comprehension & lack of apbiied intelligence, He
fails to face stress efficiently . and wunable to shoulder
responsibility independently. Overall a weak candidate who is

not suitable for Police Service — Not Recommended.”‘ | ,
Later on, Review Board was held at CPO Peshawar and the

- recommendation list was sent to district concerned wherein the appellant was shown as

recommended while another list was also received to DPO Karak from SSU (CPEC) in
which the appellant was shown as not recommended thus the appellant probably in
connivance with CPO officials tempered the recommendation letter and deceived the
department”, '

' Comments as well as relevant record of Ex-Constable Jamal Rasool
No. 4984 were obtained from DPO Karak. His Service Record, service profile & Enquiry
file alongwith relevant records were perused. The appellant has no good & bad entry to
his credit. He was also heard in person in orderly room held in this office on 14.02.2023.
The appellant was properly seated in the chair and heard patiently.

_ In order to autnenticate the allegations leveled against him, CPO

Peshawar was approached regarding " provision of original ETEA’s merit list &

recommendations of CPO Review Board vide this office Memo: No. 2235/EC, dated

20.02.2023. The same was received from CPO Peshawar vide Letter No. 1533/E-IV,

~ dated 21.02,2023 wherein the appellant has neither been recommended by Review Board
nor his name existed in the original ETEA’s merit list.

At is crystal clear from the above facts that the delinquent Police
officer Ex-Constable Jamal Rasool No. 4984 has fraudulently succeeded to get an
appointment order on the basis of tempered recommendation letter. The appellant has
tried to cheat / deceive Police department for getting recruitment in a wrongful way /
illegal- means which is the most serious offence and warrants both criminal &
departmental proceedings and future bar / ban on employment in any government sector.
The competent authority has aiready taken a lenient view in this behalf by awarding him
the punishment of removal from service. So, I, Dar Ali Khan Khaitak, PSP, Regional
Police Officer, Kohat Region hereby reject the instant appeal in exercise of powers
conferred upon me under Police Rules 1975, amended 2014 Rules, Section- 11(2) and
endorse the punishment of removal from service awarded fo the appellant
Ex-Constable Jamal Rasool No. 4984 by DPO / Karak.

Order Announced : |
14.02.2023 M
B

(DAR ALI KHAN KHATTAK) PSP
-4 Region Police Officer,

' "y o ; ' SO Kohat Region.
No. Al 7 4 /EC, dated Kohaithe / /& T ja023.
Copyto District Police Otficer, Karak for information and necessary

action w/r to his office’Memo: No. 566/EC, dated 06.02:2023, His Service Record is
returned herewith. '

e 2IRth " WAl

%o

(DAR ALT KHAN KHATTAK) PSP
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"BETTER COPY

OFFICE OF THE"
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

. dated Peshawar the 29/12/2021 )

‘No. 14693-7201-22

‘ To, e
,y The  Capital City Palice Officer,
Peshawar. ,
Al District Police Officer,

Swat, Dir.Upper, Dir Lower, Slwngla, Upper Chltral Lower Chitral, Bannu, o
D.LKhan, Tank, Abbottabad, Manshera, Batagram, Upper Kohistan, Bannu; Lakki
Marwat, Norther Wazirstan, Karak, Mohmand, Mardan and Khyber. -

.

ViR N

SUBJECT:

RECRUITMENT OF CONSTABLE IN. KP POLICE THORUGH ETEA, 2021-21

P}eése refer tu the subject cited above.

As approved by the -competent authority the candidates .sent by Regional
SeIectlon Board for CPO Review Board has been conducted from 21/12/21 10 23/12/21 at Malik
Saad -Shaheed Police Lines Peshawar. The members of the Board conducted psychological
-association and suitability of all the candidates appeared befgré the Réview Board.

The CPO Review Board finally recommended 15 candidates out of total 119
whereas 104 candidates were not recommended while 03 candidates found absent.

- . o :
T RN
R B S R B

Detailed report of the Revnew Board is sent herew:th far further necessary
action at your end. ‘

5.No Name Father Name Dlsmr::: Reglonal Setection Boord | CPO Review 4
N Rec dat Board i
01 dital Khan Jamshed .Swat Not recommended Not *,E
.. . : ] ) recommended 4};
02 M. Ayaz M. Rasheed Swat Not recemmended | Not 2
) : . ". recommended % '
03 Ayub Khan Akhtar Manu Dir oper Not recommended Not xg
i . : L recommended .. 4
04 | Afzal 1zaz Khan Muhammad " Bir Lower Not recommended | Not )
Shah Khan . ) . recammended .
0s Aktar Ali Mukamai Khan | Shangta Not recommended . | Not recommended
06. . lzhar Ahmad Abdul Baseer Shangjla | Nat recommended Nat recommended.
] R .
07. Haneef Hassan Bajaur - Not recommended | -Nof recommended
: Miuhammad
Q4. Sadat Ullah haista Rehman | 8ajaur Not recommended .  { Not recommended
i1 09, Hiddayat Ullah Sher Zamand Bajaur Ngt recommended Not recornmended
- 10. Shoaib Khan Ghuiam Faroog | Bajaur Not recommended ‘Not recommented
11. Zewar Shah’ Gran Syed Bajaur : Nat recomimended Not cecommended 3
12. tmtiaz Ali Raza Khan Bajaur Not recommended Not recammended

dyy S
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Haji Gul

) Muhamad Younas Nawab Khan North Wazirstan | Referred to  CPO _Not recommended
- _ . review Board
Qayum ud Din Abdul Karam Norta Wazirstan | Not recommended Recommended
ag. Danish Aziz Abdul Aziz khan | Kara¢ Referred 1o  CPO Recommended
5 S, review board .
89, Bilal Ahmad Sohail Badshah | Karai Not recommended Recommended
100. M. lbrar Furab Din Harais Not recommended Not Recommendud
101. Nadeem Saleem Khan | Saleem ur Karaic Not recommended Not Recommentad
: . Rehman
102. | Jamal Rasool | Rasool Badshah | Karak Not recommended Recommended
103, | AdnanKhan Gui M. Khan Mohmand ot recommended Not Recommended
104, Zakir Khan 1 Dir Nawab Khan | Mohmand Not recommended Not Recommended
105. | Aamir Jan Bahadar Martian Referred to  CPQ .Notrecommended
. ) : review board .
106. M. trfan tal Umer Marcian Referred to  CPO Notrecommended
: - . - review board
107. Abdul Jabar Abdul Samad Peshwar Referred to  cPO Not recommended.
] review board . i
108. Tabarak shah Haleem Shah Peshawar Not recommended Not recommended
108, | Wisal ahmad . ttikhar Ahmad | Peshawar Referred to  CPQ Nolrecommended
L review board - '
110. Daud Fazal Rehman [ Peshawar Referred  to CPO| Not renommendec'l
. review board
111. | {awad Khalil Awai Sher Peshawar Not recommended Not recommended
. - . . -
112. Waqas Khan Abdul Manan Pesh.lwalj Naot recommended Not recomme.nde‘d
113. | Muhammad Farcog M. digab Peshawar Referred  to  CPOY Notrecommended
: review board .
114, | Abbas Khan Sarfaraz Khan Peshawar Referred to  CPO Not recommended
, : revigw board -
115. | SagibKhan Nisar M. Khan Peshawar Not recommended ~ | Not recommended
116, M. Asim M. Shah . Peshawar Referred to  CPO Notrecommended
. ) ) review hoard :
117. Shafi Uilah Mushtag Ahmad |. Khybar Not recommended Recammendad
[ 118. Nadeem Sadig Farhad . | Khybar Not recommended Not recommended
119, | M. Asif , Khybar Not recommended Not recommended
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Shabir Ahmd Muhabbat Khan | Khyber Not recommended Naot recommendled

121. | Abdul Azim M. Farcog < Khyber Referred  to  CPO Not r;:co&‘;mended
o Review Board .

122, | .-Amin Ullah Yar Akbar _l(hvber ) Not recommended” Not recommended

Sd/xxx

{Lt Cdr (R) Kashif Aftab Ahmad Abbasi PSP)

' . AlG Estahblishment
For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhawa,

i

Peshawar
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