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The appeal of Mr. Hidayai Uilah Chowkidar GGHS Khe! Lakki Marwat received Lodav i.e-. 
on 04.04.207.3 is incomplete on the following score which is reinrned to the counsc-i :or Lhe

----- -- . '-vt appeiiant for completion and resubmi-s-siomwithin 15 days.

1- Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks. 
7- P/lemorandum of appeal be got signed by the appellant.
3- Annexures of the appeal are unattested.
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^ RffTORF THF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. ^ /2023

Hidayat Ullah Ex*ChowkidarBPS-07
Government Girls High School Dello Khel, Lakki Marwat

(APPELLANT)
VERSUS

1. Director Elementary & Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

2. District Education Officer (F) District Lakki Marwat.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 

07.06.2022, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN REMOVED 

FROM SERVICE AND AGAINST NOT TAKING ACTION ON
APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WITHINDEPARTMENTAL 

STATUTORY PERIOD OF 90 DAYS.

PRAYER:
THAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE ORDER 

DATED 07.06.2022 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE 
APPELALNT MAY BE REINSTATED INTO HIS SERVICE WITH 

ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER 

REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 

APPROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE EXTENDED IN FAVOUR OF 

APPELLANT.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTE 

FACTS:
1. That the appellant has appointed in the respondent department in the 

year 2007 and was performing his duty with great devotion and 

honesty, whatsoever assigned to him and no complaint has been filed 

against him regarding his performance.

2. That the appellant has falsely been charged and criminal case was 

registered against the him vide FIR No.664 dated 20.10.2020 U/S 
506/186/189/34 P.P.C P.S Lakki. (Copy'of FIR is Attached as 

Annexure-A)

3, That the appellant applied for regular bail which was accepted on 

09.11.2020 whereas his co-accused i.e. wife Fozia Begum’s BBA 

was also confirmed on 23.11.2020 in the aforementioned FIR.(Copies 

of Regular Bail Order dated 09.lt.2020 & BBA order dated 

23.11.2020 are attached as Annexure-Bi&C)



©
4. That no sooner the complainant of the said FIR i.e. the then School 

Principal GGHS Dello Khel had registered an online complaint No.l- 

55/2020 before the Provincial Ombudsperson Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

dated 03.11.2020 under the Protection against Harassment of Women 

at Work Place Act, 2010. (Copy of the Complaint is attached as 

Annexure-D)

5. That on one hand the appellant was charged/busy in criminal case trail 
proceedings while recording examination-in-chief & cross 
examination before the competent court o^ law, whereas on the other 

hand Provincial Ombudsperson had initiates proceedings/hearing 

against the appellant in complaint No. 1-55/2020 without infonning 
the appellant, which means that a single notice has not been received 

by the appellant from Provincial Ombudsperson.

6. That inquiry was conducted by the Provincial Ombudsperson’s 

investigation officers where they never associated appellant in the 

inquiry, despite that the inquiry officers gave their controversial 
findings & recommended that the appellant deliberately refused to 

associate in inquiry proceeding, factually inquiry was solely prepared 
inside the room of Government Primary School Dello Khel, which is 

mere allegation and nothing else. (Copy of Ombudsperson Inquiry 

Report is attached'as Annexure-E)

7. That while to initiate two (2) parallel, baseless criminal proceedings 

with mala-fide intentions & personal grudges at the same time i.e. FIR 
No.664 in PS Lakki dated 20.10.2020 & Complaint No. 1-55/2020 

dated 03.11.2020, appellant has been declared acquitted by the 
competent court of law in the FIR No.664 vide judgment dated 

25.05.2022. (Copy of the Judgment dated 25.05.2022 is attached as 

Annexure-F)

8. That in light of alleged inquiry report. Ombudsperson has delivered 

ex- parte Judgment dated 25.03.2022, where in it has been mentioned 
that the appellant be removed from service' vide order dated 

07.06.2022 without adopting proper procedure, however the judgment 
of Ombudsperson has never been communicated to the appellant and 

appellant has been kept in dark while initiating- the proceedings & 

passing the ex-parte judgment against the appellant. (Copy of the Ex- 

parte Judgment of Ombudsperson dated 25.03.2022 is attached as
I

Annexure-G)

9. That on the basis of Judgment dated 25.03.2022 the appellant has been 

removed from service while initiating the departmental proceeding, 
however the appellant was not infpnn of the same, noted that the 

appellant was facing tlie criminal proceeding/trail before the 

competent court of law.

10, That while the appellant was removed from service vide order dated 

07.06.2022, the order has also not communicated to the appellant.



0
however the appellant has been inform regarding the removal from 

service in a meeting arranged in the Assistant Commissioner Lakki 
Marwat Office witli elders of localities about the matter of School, on 
dated 26.11.2022. (Copy of Impugned Order dated 07.06.2022 is 

attached as Annexure-H)

11. That the appellant being aggrieved from the impugned order dated 

07.06.2022 has preferred a departmental appeal on 06.12.2022 and 
submitted the same on 07.12.2022 bearing dairy No.4197, however 

that too hasn’t considered within the statutory period of 90 

days.(Copy of Departmental Appeal dated 07.06.2022 is attached 

as Annexure-I)

12. That the appellant has no other remedy except to file the instant 
service appeal in this Hon’ble Tribunal on the following grounds 

amongst others.

GROUNDS:

A. That the impugned orders dated 07.06.2022, is against the law, facts, 
norms of justice and material on record, therefore, not tenable and 

liable to be set aside.
B. That no departmental inquiry has conducted against the appellant 

according to the prescribed procedure as. the appellant was engaged in 

criminal case before the competent court of law and never associated 
with the inquiry proceeding, which is violation of law and rules, hence 

the impugned orders are liable to be set asi^e on this ground alone.
C. That no opportunity of defense has been provided to the appellant 

during inquiry proceeding, which is viola|ion of Article-lOA of the 

Constitution of Pakistan.
D. That judgment of Provincial Oinbudsperson is illegal, void, and 

without lawful authority and clear violation of Article 13 of the 

Constitution of Islamic Republic of Law.
E. That the Provincial Ombudsperson Judgment’s and their inquiry is 

totally depends on the discussion of the Investigation Officer of 

Ombudsperson, so when the inquiry findings & judgment of 

Ombudsperson based on the statements of the concerned 10 of the 

case then the interest of justice demand that the departmental 
proceeding against the appellant should be kept till the decision of the 

criminal case pending against the appellant.
F. That the inquiry officers of Ombudsperson in their finding mentioned 

that appellant did not appear before the inquiry, factually 10 of 

Ombudsperson never tried do associate the appellant in inquiry and 

prepare one side inquiry inside the premises of Govt Girls Primary 

School Dello Khel, hence as per superior court no one be punished on 

the one side inquiries and by punishing the appellant on infonnation 

through ex-parte judgment is clear violation of the superior courts 

judgments.
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G. That it is cherished principle of law that where a law required a thing
to be done in particular manner^ the same has to be done in that 
manner and not otherwise. * .

H. That as per Superior Court judgments, mere filling online complaint, 
holding one side inquiry and delivering ex-parte judgment does not 
proves a person to be guilty of the commission of offence, rather he 
would be presumed iimocent unless convicted by the court of 

competent jurisdiction.
I. That the appellant has been penalized by remove him from service,

whereas all the proceeding against the appellant is against the Article 

13 of the Constitution 1973. ,
J. That the appellant has been condemned unheard and has not been 

treated according to law and rules.
K. That the appellant seeks permission of this Hon’ble Tribunal to 

advance others grounds and proofs at the. time of hearing.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 
appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT
THROUGH

MANSOOR SALAM 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

CERTIFICATE:
It is, certified that set-aside application has filed by the appellant before the 

Ombudsperson against the judgment dated 25.03.2022 earlier.
DEPONENT



(3BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

/2023SERVICE APPEAL NO.

E&S Edu Deptt: KPV/SHidayat Ullah

AFFIDAVIT

I, Hidayat Ullah Ex-Chowkidar Govt Girls High School Dello Khel, Lakki. 
Marwat (Appellant) do hereby affirm and declare that the contents of this 
service appeal are true and correct and nothing hSas been withheld from this 
Hon’ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT 
. Hidayat Ullah 

(APPELLANT)
CNIC: 11201-4332065-5 
Cell: 0318-9873185
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'7 d)1 . ! Page 1 of 2

N THE COURT OF iU^AM KHAN SULEMAN KHKEL 

SCJ/MAGISTRATE SEC:30 Cr.E.C, LAKKIMARWAT

I • 1Hidavat Ullah-Vs-State 
Bail Application# 408/4 Of^OlO

[

Or.........07:
09-11-2020

1. APP for State present

Both learned counsel for accused/petitioner and for complainant 

submitted written arguments. ,

The accused / petitioner Hidayat Ullah S/o Dost Muhammad 

R/o Dalo Khel Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat charged in 

FIR # 664 dated 20-10.2020 u/s 506/186/189/34 PPC of 

PS Lakki seeks his release on bail in the subject case.

Arguments heard and record gone through.

Perusal of the record transpires that accused/ petitioner has .been 

chai-ged u/s 506/186/i89/34;,PPC. Section 186 PPC is bailable 

whereas -506 PPC does , not fall under prohibitory clause

2.
V,

^ .
S.

3.

case

p

4

5.

of

___ _ Section 497 CrPC. It is further evident from the record that

^,j^-^ccused

r'

empty handed and nothing incriminating like any 

weapon was recovered from the possession of accused. It will

was
6 t

be determined at the time of!trial as to which clause of Section 

506 PPC is applicable to' the^ case of , accused/petitioner. ' 

police custody but he has 

neither made confession nor has-anything been recovered from ■ 

him. Keeping -in view the contents of the FIR,

Accused/petitioner remained in

case of the

accused/petitioner is one of further inquiry. 7
0^ i

&X\N\•\V
\v-

't'

* ..r



u 1Page 2 of 2

. •
J ‘: Hidavat Ullah-Vs-State 

Bail Application# 408/4 Of 2020
V

Continued Or....,.,07

6. Accused/petitioner is behind the bar and, no more required to
t

!• the local police for further investigation.

In view of the above discussion,, the application is accepted and7.

the accused / petitioner is admitted to bail subject to--furnishing
r

of bail bonds in the sum of Rs.200,000/- (two lacs) in the like \

amount with two local and reliable sureties to the satisfaction of .

tlais Court/MOD, if not required in any other case.

Record along with copy of this order be returned and file be 

consigned to record room after its necessary completion and .

8.

compilation.
'

'v
Announced:
09-11-2020

fAdam Khan Sbieman Khel)
SCJ/Magistrate Sec:30 CrPC 

Laklci Marwat

_ jUt-T Tested
3-^

. U No. • ............ ........... ^
AppHcation received 
Copying Fee deposited 
JudoiTcni p.-cei^ -r-O toi^opyinft*^ ‘ ^ 
No, of worrS"

I': .
A' •

« *4 » * »••• A. ^Copyinafci. , .
Seafcr-re?- /
Urge^vt Fee /-
Name ol Coyyi:.;;, _
C-opv.Compievyd 

■ Copy Delivered ■ ■
Anme of Examined ........ ■

. .j.
1

. V .

f



' u /Snnex C ''

I

JN THE COURT Olf lOVSHlF DILAWAR 
additional SESSIONS JIJBOF.-l

LAICKl Niat^VVAT
. ;•

:
*ri;. ■

;
Fozia IBegiim Vs Stn te
BBA No.70S of 2020

Or
23M1-2020

;

i
Mr. Javaicl Akhtar, earned Deputy Public Prosecutor 

for the Stale and. clerk

•:

counsel for ^complainant present. 1••f Accused/petitioner oh ad-interim bail present. !,
\

f ■.

Accused/petitioner Mst: Fozia Begum wife of Hidayatr :•

Ullah r/o Dalo Khel Tehsil ,& District Laldci Marvvat seeks 
' ■ ■!

.; . .. cb ifirniation of her ad-interim prc .arrest bail, being involved i - -: _ _ 

H,lNo.664.dated:20/il/2D20, registered u/s 506/186/189/34 PPC of
ill ...

: -tjS Lakici District Laldci Marwat;
' i!.

••
in casef 1

i

f

'P'- ■’

N
i

i

9 9?
■ill

f T (
Brief- facts as per r

FIR are that : on : 13/10/2020, 

TipJainant ShnKlda Gul, Principkl GGHS, Dalo,Khel District Lakki

: :
l!
r I ji

CO(
}'

M /mi9i .: r M^irwat submitted an application 

Marwat to the effect that she

to District Police Officer, Laldci ;
f

» ;
posted as Principal, GGHS, Dalowas

.■i.
I

KHel since , three; -years. ^That 

negligent in performing his duties

;
Hidayat Ullah, Chowkidar 

and Ireq uently refused, to’ perform 

his, duties due to which electricity boards were broken and two/

■!

was
;

1
; r

1

. T*

(g>
j

: computers and oiie regulator missing. That complainant Had 

sent several complaints to DEO(IF), Lakki Marwat against Hidayat , -

weie
I

Ullah and in response thereof two iinquires were -initiated against

Hidayat UJIah but due
■ I

him. Ihac due to the said 

seyeial times closed the-school and

to non-inl n'est no action was taken I•against

s, Hidayat Ullah Ciiokwidar had.

not allowed principal, teachers 

cincf-students to enter into the scfool and also forbidden Class-JV

reason

;
;

:
-<■



$I >iI \
■/

®)
(I £S i

Si^-^ill'
I I !. ' M

I kP-■ m\
1

\
\ :i.i

Wllah^
1 going Wo! the.school. That wife’of-;emp dyees tVoir 

inamltjyM'ozia ,
t! -rlidaya' •;

«f v> • ■;

{ 1JP? brciblv' eht'ered into the oKtlce’of-pnncipaii and
i 'll'I j

;haral|3ed the principal and ither teachers and intendeld to sigirthe

• i. ‘ i
i ■■

Mi
! i

,8

iI- stir. !i IIi ’1^2;'
■m-

i '
writfeh-statement on paper Whicli the principal refused.ilhat I- 

I ■ Ulia i and his wife Fozia had forbidden the complainart 

; »to fie school

i

idayatI Ii;r I I ‘}.i1-T ! !2
a

■A.

not to come
I I >

I

■ •-} )
and also uircatcned the complainant fd

I , *
:(iiuences ahd requested that one lady constable ariti (one

I
consiable be deputed for the security of school

. t;. klire i. f
1) i »,1

.11 • tr 'J' con?m ■ •

'Hi

5 ’ i! ! fromSO' as to avok:
i

■fit - ■ th

*11' .r.w, '

t
i j

ward incident, hence theun to instant FIR.!-
I1; <• .i;.

A I>-
if'i ?!

’ h,
■tt
1

nedI'defense counsel argued that t i■1. , • • •1Lea le accused / :!
I t

I II petit ner was innocent and was falsely charged oh account d 

Dhception.

, iK 4. ; some1 4

i\ ifj .I tWW/im ihisc He ! further argued that no time .and d ite ofI
:r' I

; neniioned ini occi lence was the FIR. That accused/p'etition jrlwas
' ;

imphcatejd in [the. irista'nt case due to personal frudge

1' ■ Inever remained invol /ed

n■f 5ri iW iIt jli
fals'e
.rr

J?y-f
of the • W)

ilii
I

■lii
ts;

i. \ (•r.'
jConi:'lairiant. THit accused / oetitioner 2

7 , 1inA ■- A ! i.f I \, Vi!
isuch like; cases. ■ 

■feliajil 2: evidence

That’tHerC w as no independent witness ahe 

iccused / petitioner. i.Th'jit co-aKcused-T-V
■ 'I

■o|f; consi itency '
t ■ '' ■

Lised/petitioner. That’ the offenc

ot ler-..V- t
M ■; I

. against the: 

g'Sumlar rdle waslallowid bail, therefore, rule o

r' . I . „ . ■e case of acc

■ ^ISiI# ip*:
f

hayi

alsdliifi
i

IP 9

Ifii 1
Itapplied-to tl I.

l-f js did5 t.•v
>1

not f within th(: ambit bl prohibitory clause of Sebtioil 497 G
t

; He fiir ;her center ded that gir
r’t' ‘•'I

tvhe'i-i Its refusal

• IV t
1.- 

v-t-.i

pi.
Iwi Ipl',.,

1t r.FlC.I' ! I; I

.vA ■1. rof bail in such likei.cases
: 1'

and requested for con'firmai

ian-V a n le( was!••Ii ii-*.

1■i ft.ti' . tIvV 5I♦ . vas an except fI on Ion pf■1
f ■:I I»■ .• -.1 Im bail of the. mstan accused/pdii^idner. 

e otherjhand.
I

opposed ihe afgume'nts

••i
I iI

f(
On -tl the learned DyPP a.^iste'd by fi 'i

! P ’ ( i
advanced by learned counsel for the

ect y

tvatc
I

■ counse.
I^ »

Si •’r

I II:-f 'f 1i

accusid/petiiionei and argiibd hat accLiscd/pctitioner was di
i !t • I



>:

m@

\/^ V.

^-1\
\

■mmi!

changed in tlie FIR for a criminal intimidating the public, sei-v-a^^
f

That only tentative assessment was to be made at bail
I

\ cleepci, cippreciatioQ of evidence

) . ' i'nence, not entitled to be released on bail.

'fN

dv

Stage and

was not permissible at this stage,
I

4

;
I i have heard the arguments advanced by counsel for the

accused/petitioner, DyPP for the stale and learned 

-Omplainant. Record is perused.j
. I ^

Perusal of record .it is revealed that

t

; counsel for the
i
I;

i

though the '',1

■ [^j^^il***^ccused/petitioner and her husband have

tile commission of offense but

I

directly been charged for 

here is nothing on record to suggest

Ijhat the. accused/petitioner had (|ver remained involved previously in
I 1 ’

I■ I

: i

. i such like cases. Further, the otence attributed to. the accused'arei
:

■ m
bailable and punishment of the

i
lestriclive danse. Fnrlhennore,
j'
available record the instant

alleged offence also falls out of the

;as per tentative assessment of the
!■

case is not only seems one of furtlicr ;;:
Iinquuy ratherrthe possibUily:b| false implication of the accused

' ■ , / 'n. .■

i |the score ^of allegations against I 

I school of the complainant with
■ . d ■ ' ■ ■ ■

; - ;. liuled:out. Moreover, co-accusec

: court ; of concerned magistrate,

.applicable to the 

tiereto, it is held' by the

on

husband being employee of the 

mala fide intention can also not be 

has been allowed regular bail by the 

therefore, rule of consistency also 
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©S-gnature of all school staff'are hereby included; . .

^ n's: Chowicidar is making hindrances* in learning activities of the school for his own mean interests.
I

Name of Staff SignaturePost
S^.fTvcna /'

(
Zokia

j.
/., Aifa' lllDl-aZ2-IZ2^- ^

■ ■

j (2='/-\ perveen
P gyL'^J

v’

• Rizwana

NilofarDilawr //2oA5/7V<??7'Z ./I i

RahilaTariq //Z?/^t>36z5^/-Si

Nighat //2^/-/55'‘?06i' 6 '
//A^FkI-( rO.5.^ hl-.p-T}

iSuKhushboo .r.:c; ©
Sadaf ;2./6/-/5'<?z2,^g-(y

Muhsina llZol-g^l'llZLi^2
-caI’

Rashida Bano '
^ i?ftn <9-//25/'C.33L/33A

-VTahira ' 2(S /\ T"
22^

- //2:W-'g3/2 A9-'g La
Rozina

niD}-o’^l6Lii^-9.
./]■ YTTrRobina

vC ///zo/-- o3yz - s
Balqees 2©5~^l<P6-0,3‘Tf7AL-6
Kalsoom 7^//2/?A^ Z^6 77?>- o C. / 5^/7
Ambreen (-«,TT)

\- .
V^J'rincipal

OlMi' '••'■'•- .•:o.v;.v
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# CASE TITLED “SHAHIDA^UI^ & QTHFRR
{COMPLAINANTS) VS HIDAYATIfl 1 am >i. rStrUFpciVffrrrf^rnv

. CASE N0.1-5S
•:

'..r

PROCEEDINGS OF THE INQUIRY TFAIUI
The Ombudsperson's Investigation Team comprising Ms. Nazid Zaki Deputy 
Sk Hanif-ur-Rehman Assistant Director (Investigation)
reached GGHS School Dallo Khel Lakki Manwat: However, the. school was found 
closed due to shifting of the same to GGES'Dallo Khel Lakki Marwat. Therefore
the Team Visited the said School. - V .;

The Principal, Staff & Students were interviewed by the'Team 
as under:-

>

, details, of which are
*

1. ^HAHIDA GUL PRINCIPAL fCONlPI AINAMTV

.She posted since 2017 in the saidGchodi: as PrihcipakiThe.accused was ^ 
working in GGHS No.4 as punishment by the DEO (Female). La^^ bn he 
was transferred to GGHS Oalio Khel: On his .transfer to GGHS Dallo Khel 
his atti ude towards, the Principal,: staff members;S studerits remained 
derogatory and threatening:, being the owner of the ,Schbof property He ' 
ne^r performedhis-; dutjes,: ^ rather he i stopped ithet Principaf Tern: 
perforiming her duties and. started damaging assets of the School An FIR - 
gainst him was lodged forstealing. 02 .Nohof Cbmputers -andla DPS from 
the Schoot in which he wa's .found guilty upon inyestigation. .Besides he -

) •

i

thI|SS, «S;^hehSSSn'Jhe'S ■
Second^^-DepltyS

Statement of the Princip§^

. .'.A'

II

•f.. .WAw ^-1.
t’t

. Page 1 of 7• ■/\
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2. Ms. Kaisoom Akhtar Headmistress GPS Mn i Daiib Kheli-
The teaching/non-teaching staff of GGHS Dailo Khel and GGPS Dallo Khel

SrLni Ha ' GGPS Dallo Khel: tried to enter in the
j -"id Ghowkidar

Hidayatullah refrained them to enter in the Schooi Building

/

r-

namely
r

Statement of Headmistress is at Annex-^ll.

Rahila Tan'o CT Teacher;-

that the wife af the accused always used
® Shahida Gul Principal due to '

hich she received injuries. She always used to threaten Principal for 

igni^ III^^^documents; She further-stated that fthe.. accused sent ' 
messages to the families of the complainants that if teachers came again
h^!w r (^). Theiatcused and+tis^wife nSde: :J

»

V' V

Besides above, .she^ provided additional 
reproduced as 'urideri-

infonriation^Tgistof^vvhicriJ.are- : ■ ;•

oijs
' ■

I^!3C '|Assistant Commissioner concerned 

the accused threaten all the staff with following remarks:

v’ y

statement of the Teacher is at Annex-Ill; ^ •
. i

r

,T>. Page.2.bf7 ■" .
.V •/•’•. ■•1,.

-
•', ■ j ,

•: •
;*■

'fyy'ft ■■■■■■

• V.
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Ms. Muhsina Qaria Teacher:-" M.
She has. been working since 2012 in the school and her statement are 
reproduced as under:-

v: vu if Uuj ^

■" adla^4

She further stated that the accused sent messages .to'the families of the 
complainants that if teachers came .again to sehopl, :he will pick off their . 
scarfs (''4^). ■ . .. "V-,

i

Statement of the Teacher is at Annex-IV. ;

5. Samina Anium SST (General):-
• !

She stated that the Chowkiddr used to ask her td:Cpme oh .Gate from tirhe ■ ■ 
to. time in order to. haunt. her -and also . asking . for’! her signature . on. 
unnecessary/irrelevant documehts/;The accused arid, his wife kept her ;/ 
hostage for not signing the:dnnec.essary/re.!eyanT(:)o.curnents..:

k

.kj'

Statement of the Teacher is at Annex-V.

6. Mirai Bibi Class-iV:^

The gist of statement of the.Class-iV is reproduced as under;-

ifiJ ^ ^ J'J-l JjU ^ M Cu\'iA

u ^ ^ jji ^ ^

■ ' -L5^ L5J->^ ^
\.

^ .1^ ^ /JLmM CuLS-Ul

• ,ljj ^ui (^\ jjS /C 4^Uu W? Oif -^

t

Statement of the Class-lV is at Annex-VI
. ••.). •

i
•: .

« . K
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©•\ ,•
^ H Ghani Shah

Hidayatullah Chowkidar (accused) haunted the Principal
and staff for reason to appoint her wife in the said Schpql. ,. . -

Statement of the Class-IV is at Annex-VII^ '

\8. jJrwat-ui-uska Student of Class^7*^ 

The gist of statement of the student i
. f,

IS re-prpduced as under'!-
jsa Jji u«

^ ^ ^ Ly^isji ■ -

*i
•I*. .

;
V

Statement of the Student is at Annex-VIII.

Lajba, Minhas & Khana Students of Claiss-iO*^;-
rhe gist of statement of the students-are-reproduced as.;ynder:-:

^ ^ ut Jjl liJ '■

l^n addition to above, the ;wife. of the accused always, shown knife to
Students on closing to left my .School quiekiy' ■

Statement of the Students is at Annex-IX^

Lafba Ameen Student of eiass-9tn--
■We wfe^the accused a^aysisnatched my food items which I used to

fellows. She snatched and kept,n:iy bag for: days and 
threatened me to leave. '

She further stated that;

cr^ uHj ^ ^

t

!
/.

I\
V

V

• / '*
•;

i

. Page 4 of 7
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Statement of the Teacher is at Annex-X >
i

Bibi, 7atin Taj & Farhat Members Parent Teacher Cnnnrii
:•

:•

ii.<^ ^jLu osy ^
■Oif ^ ^ diU,^ ^

Statements of the PTC Members are at Annex-XI

■12. Mr. Nadar Khan Uncle of the Accused:-

The statement clearly stipulates that the acJcused always 

language having bad character, uncivilized and a thief. -

■ Ljalj ^ u>»li V- uH .•4li jjf jjl jsUlj-jjU". .

:■ ' '->^ cW LS .1^ us;^4$dJ ■:-
^ ^ -i^ UV ^ dr.

Statement df the Relative is at Annex-Xlli

used abusive

i

:■

\

h.t i

:

,:S

/

i?

\
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FINDINGS OF THE INVESTIGAtinNI RFPORt-.

Mr. Hidayatullah Ghowkidar had provided Land to Goverriirient-forLonstrdctibo-o 

GQHS School Dallo Khel Lakki ;Marwat. On corripletidn of ednstruetion of the 

School, he was appointed as Ghowkidar in the said SchoQl in lieu of Land.'However 

being owner of the Land, he alongWith family members, including his wife, started 

harassing the Staff & Student by one way or another as. evident from the above 

statements.. Besides, the.complainants time and again filed-complaints with the 

authorities such as Deputy Gom’missioner, Director Elementary & Secondary 

Education Khyber Pakhtun.khwa, District Education Officer Lakki:Marwat.& District .. . 

Police Officer for,arrangements pf security but iri';vainL/rt;'atfc//toriLan^F/^ 

also lodged in the Police Station takki Marwat. How^eras jyer si 

SHO of the said Police Stationr thje accused wasinot^^rr^^^ to shifting
to an unknown place (Anhex-XUI)^ whereas during ir^estigaiiqnii^he^acciused 

was present in his residence arid despite calling-hlip; by the 

Te^m, he refused with the remarks that he carl-t aitfdndithe ihvesiigdtidh for 

being ill

was

i

•c
■ ;

i

»•

>

It is pertinent to rhention thatin'the iight. df judgementbf Supreme ,Court of 

Pakistan Islamabad, the Governiment.had imposed ■b^n on appoihtrhent.agairist in 

lieu of Land from: time to time as per lattached letters (Eilglish &vUrdu: Version) 

Ahnex-XiV.

It is proved from the statements.of cortiplainants .that the, accused hot only .,

Harass them but also placed undergarments and condoms in the Cless Rooms on
. t .' ■

the Desks of the students and in the staff roonii The/accused afongwith family 

member also used abusive language_ for the staff, students-and family of the ■ 

students of the said School and also, attacked ihe::Rfin:cipaTw^

2-

7

, , ,- I *

.
I
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3 During investigation,.it was' revealed by the complainants thgt the accused

Ex-Principal, 

and reinstatement order of the 

d is dustody of the

Was previously terminated because of the.similar behavior with
However, on inquiring about the termination
accused,iit was informed by the complainants that ^all the fecofd 

Ex-Principal GGHS Dallo Khel Lakki-Marwat. .. ' 1
RECOMMENDATIONS:-

, 1. Mr. Hidayatullah Chowkidar, GGHS Oallo Khei Lakkf Marwat may be ^ 
service under the Protection against Harassment of Women 

at Workplace as allegations against him have been proved
The accused may also be banned from entrance‘into the premises of the .
School otherwise the staff & students shall face untoward incident and dire 
consequences. ^

t

2.

3. Despite repeated;complaints ;loclged..against adcusfed;Tthb ;ElementaFy:^&
Department Khybefi^PakhWnkhwaV pirectorate: of :■ 

E&SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa;;& District Education Qfriee .concerhed took 
appropriate action against. the- accused .in time:," which ehcdufaged- t^
accused to continue :his illegal .andrunlawfuldictivife^^^^

4. It is a set procedure that the pistrict Adrhinistratidh.-^^^^^^^^ District'
is responsible for maintenance of peace' and security :of the;, cdmmuhity 
However, it is found ^ that.: besides" cpiiipleints" Iddg.edwith^.^: Deputy 
Commissioner Lakki Marwat, neither action has beentaken against accused 

nor security has been, provided by:.:the District .Administration to the 
complainants.

•, i.
no

••

6. It is evident from the record thet .an FIR was lodged agaihst Mr. Hidayatullah 
Chowkidar (accused) and the worthy 'Ombudspersph Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
time and again ordered for physically producing; the ..accused but the, DPO 
Lakki Marwat reported that, the SHO concerned searched the'accused 

everywhere in Dallo Khei but they were not found there.:.However during 
investigation,.it has been found thatthe accused was;at his home but he did 

not turn up before the Investigation Team for. investigation. Hence the 
statements of SHO concerned are baseless

In case the Government intends to.shift the Priricipal,.;stqff & Students' to.
^security, measures 

please; ^

j

. their pnginal.building of GGHS Dallo Khei Lakkf.Maiiy^ _____ ^
may be ^ure(^,be providgid to:thelPrincipal. Staff^&:StLidfe

f^iaZaki)

f

V

(lyir, Hanw-ur-Rehman) 
A^istant Director (Investigation)

:
(Ms.

Deputy Director (lnvestigatk5ni

v":.:T^Se:7pf7.;
:•

■■■

(■■■A

\
f
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Criminal Case No 

Date of Institution 

Date of Decision...

s*or,;:,rKrs'r"'

.'.196/2 of 2021 

...^.05-08-2021 

......24-05-2022

nt Girls High 

(Complainant)wat

VERSUS

1- HidayatUllahs/o Dost Muhammad;

2- Mst. Fozia Bibi wife of Hidayat Ullah r/o Dalo Khel District 

Lakki Manvat....
........... .................... ................ (Accused)

2MJMraiJ«5MflWI82a4]^^ P.S

; and

Lakki Mai-wat.

Counsel for accused: 

SPP for State:
Mr. Ghazi Mar Jan Advocate.

Mr. Zafar UJIah KI 

Counsel for Complainant: Mi-. Younas Ali Khan Advocate 

JUDGMFIVT
24-05-2022 ,

lan.

Brief but relevant facts of the 

complainant is
case^as narrated in the FIR are that 

as Principle since three years, 

was found absent from his duty

non performance of ■

posted at GGHS Dalo Khel 

-^That Chow/cii^ar/accused Hidayat Uliah 

since three years result of his negligence and, as a
/

two electricity boards were broken, while two 

electricity regulator.-(stabilizer)
computers along 

were found missing from
one

computer lab and in this 1 espect complainant sent several written

ak'T'T & S 00
' • 1'

®Sirtrtct ^ S»$iiiu(5 jiMitis*



.,Case#196/2 Of 2021.Page |of 8!
t IJllah and one other...;State Vs jHidaya

(judgment)
@ }.

ri• ■' ; •i
ij r i/ - I

DEQailits to District Education Officer (Female) Laldd Mai-waf

Commissioner Lakki Marwat fb^ information
andiflrr arrangerhent.of schooksedurify, upon which two incjuiri^s

;eresC no,legal action was taken place: against. :

aforementionedi r

1
Icom: :•:* ;

risjlarwm ^nd' Deputy •i

Lakci :
were i

\
\

iiaLeci but dike to non in •Iimti iI\ easons
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i!

i
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i

iJ
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Ml other
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i along wher:
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1

from the shoulders of her I
:1;
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i'

Th3 accdsedi
■ M
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i '[\
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com)ilamant from coming to toe s
■ , . i

In this regard c<
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* r State Vs Hidayat Ullah and one other, 
(Judgment) . Case#196/2 Of 2021.Page 3 of.8/■

The trial commenced after fmar repoit/chalJan submitted in the 

Court. Accused were summoned who appeared and after providing 

copies as required under the law, formal charge for the alleged offence

was .framed on 18-10-2021 against both the accused, wherein they 

pleaded not guilty to the charge and claimed trial and thereafter

prosecution was allowed to lead its evidence against: the accused, who 

examined seven witnesses with the following resume.:

Shahida Gul (complainant) appeared and recorded her

statement as PW-1. she reported the matter to the local police and 

charged the accused for the commission of offence. She also pointed 

the spot to -the police who prepared ^ site plan on her pointation. Her 

statement ,was recorded by the 10 u/s .l6l' Cr PC. She charged the 

accused for the commission of offence.

Mst. Samina Bibi Qaria appeared and recorded her statement

out

asJPW^^she supported the version of the complainant. Her statement

was recorded by the 10 under Section'l61 Cr.P.C.

Mst. Bibi Tahira SET appeared and recorded her statement as

f.W-3, she also supported, the version of .the complainant. She 

examined by the 10 under Section 161 Cr.P.C.

was

Besides, Mr. Ghazni Shah Naib Qasid 4nd Mst. Mairaj Bibi

appeared and recorded their statements as PW-4 and PW-5, who stated 

that accused facing trial forbid them from coming to school and
4 T T i£ S T ^

t
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perform dg of their duties ■ and also threatened' them fp 

cbnsequiJiices. They were:exaniined by the 10 under Section 161 Cr.P.C. 

Mr! Malik Isimaiil Khaln IHG (lOY appeared! as!(PW-idK who

dire
.1 j: -!i

i

vi
p!I'

i
•I

hj!'I

conductijd investigation in the Instant case. He conducted; louse search,

'' ■ 'is'search memo is Ex.PW 6/1, submitted applications for physical hmand
" : ] . I 1;

Jllah: (Ex.PW 6/2), prepared site plan "Ex.P^/ 6/3), 

ajgain sul)|nitted application for judicial remand (Ex.PW 6/f^), issu]i d card 

6f accused Mst FoziaiBibi (Ex.PW 6/5), drafted a ppUcaHopilbr
i ■ ■ ; ■ J I
of letters for deipaftmbntal inquiry against the acx used ;(Ex.i?W

1

I
;

i.l
of accused Hidayat I•;

i

•i!rliof arrest Pi';
!!

I *

issuance: i ).!
I 'li6/6).

:1ir

az Khain the then SHO appeared as fPWm whoIVftr. Sved Ay!

t!
chalked! oW tlie FIR in the instant case on the^ basis of application b^ked

. ' ' , • 'i
■ M

by;the bistrict Polibe Officeri Laldd Marwat. He arrested the acCused
' ' ,i ’ i.i ■

tJllah and issued his card of arrest (Ex.PW 7/1), subrnitted

ti'I

IM ' *1

;
i

i
.1 Hidayat

iI
Ghallan (Ex.PW; 7/2)bnd after completion of in/estigatibn he 

also submitted comj)lete;challan (Ex.PW 7/3). | ■ !

. T iL ■ learned

•i[ interim
;

I

5 I;..'j. SPP^ for the State, counsel fot the complalhant
■ j'

ejd'the remaining P’Ws being the-witnesses of the sarhb Set of 

iHch already deposed by other PWs and closed tl ie prosed,ution

; \ .1

!' . ; I

i- abando •p|

• i
Jt

^'1 .̂ J

acts, V
: J

!.
evidenc .!ei-

■I:
i;

Thd statemer ts of both the accused were redordei U/Sec: 342 

vfherein neither they wished to produce evideiice iri their detense

■; :i1i
1

CnP.C, •ii\
I

;. V

wished to l|e examined on oath U/Sec: 340 (2) Cr. P.C. ;nor the*
i

J. r. I '
;i

\
I
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i

Arguments of the learned SPP for the State and learned counsel 

for complainant and the accused have been heard while the record has
t • ■ '
1 .
1 , ' *

been perused in the light of arguments.

I According to the complainant, that accused forcibly closed the
i ' ■ .1 .

school and restrained the teachers and students from entering into the 

school. That accused also criminally intiinidated the Naib Qasid and 

namely Mr. Ghani Shah and Mst. Mairaj Bibi for dire 

consequences. That upon her application dated 13-i'0-2020, instant FIR 

lodged, however the contents' of FIR are silent regarding specific 

time, date and place of occurrence and the word “time to time” has been 

mentioned in the column of date of occurrence of the FIR, which fact 

also admitted by the complainant (PW-I) during her cross examination, 

which creates serious doubts regarding the version of the complainant. 

The narrated story in the FIR .also suggests that upon theft of articles 

from computer lab why only departmental action taken and criminal 

i.e FIR has not been lodged against the:accused before the instant FIR. 

pW-1 (complainant) during her cross examination stated that 10 came to 

the sport for its inspection on the following day,'which means that on the 

■ iday of occurrence i.e. on ■ 13-10-2020: This statement of .PW-l was 

contradicted by Investigation Officer (PW-6) by stating that on 20-10- 

2020 after registration and handing over the copy of FIR, he visited the

1

V

I
V

sweeper

was

case

place of occurrence.

ny*:'':
.. . ^ —..jnar
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1

Mr 0ham Shaii Naib Qa^id appeared and recorded ItJs statement
...1

complainant iin

•j

'i

as ;PW-4, who simpl}!’ suppohed the version of tlie his
■■

J(fxaminatlod m chief ^nd stated dhal. his statement was,recorded by Ihe
; f:

I

10' however during his cross I examination he deposed that exact dste of

! : . r I[is not knotwn to himi. He contradicted his statehAent that 10 

iorded his statement add the same contradictory stitemeri a|so
' ■ ^ V : , . ' M

:ae PW-5 by negating her version of Recording of sjtateme it tiy

' ' i '0|mher ::iioss examivntion. ;

; : PVr-d and PW-5 both diiring their cross examiriatidii stated that

|hGy wer : inot present at the iime of preparation of sit^ planMfhis
. i ‘ ■■ 1 ^ ■' ' ■ ■ ' ■

totement! of PWs wjas contradicted by Investigation; Off cer (PW-7)

lunng his'cross exaiinination by.stating that on the spot'Jill thej PWs
i ' .! I , ■ , ^

ncliiding school staff were present on the spot.
! , , ^ ' I ■' ! ■

ImlUtigation Officer! hlas not recorded statement of ktiy
■ ■ I ' ; . ! ■ !^ :

independirlt witness ^bout fhe occurrence, which fact he also admit ;ed jin
! ■ ; ' ' : ■ ■ ii i

lis cross ^iaminationi Th6re are material contradiction in thb statements
t I . I : |i

Dfthe PAA^sjwith regaijd to the presence ofthc PWs on tlie spbt, time date 

place! ttf the occiirrence and the role assigned to: the accused for

,1

I
I

ocGurrenc
1 !

has not re

•i i;giveii byt \
I1

f

j

’’ii

j
I

i

;i;

’ll

|l
i

1\ I

commissi oh of the offence. There is no confession! on; the pdrt of
fj I

I

■accused. 'vlb previous! conviction of accused in such activitijes exists on 
I ' ' , ' '1 ,' ■ !
link them with'the commission of offence, vtlireovei-, ithe

■/ I

(■ecord to

‘hepartme;;ta/'inquiry land'its fihdings not attached to] the lease file to
‘ i ' ' ■ '

cofTobora'es the coptents of FIR. EDO, who according tej fhe

< *1

■

I

>’■

- ;i

iir^
il®

I

:|
:■;I'

<i ’

■;1

I I Ii,'
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I

I ' . V;
I

I
h cmplainant was present on the spot has not been examined though he 

was the most responsible officer and relevant 

students from the school have hot been 

prosecution story.

II

witness. Similarly, 

examined in support ofI3

It is the settled principle of law that for giving benefits of 

necessai'y that there should be many circumstances 

--If there is a circumstance which creates reasonable

doubt, it is not 

creating doubt—

doubt, in the prudent mind about the guilt of the accused, then they 

would be entitled to its benefit not as a matter of grace or concession but 

as of right. Reliance is placed on case laws “Muhammad Akram Vs1
;

The State (2009 SGMR 230) & “Tariq Pervez versus The State” 

(1995 SCMR 1345).
I

In view of above discussions, it is crystal clear that the case of the 

prosecution is full of doubts and the statements of the complainant and

eyewitnesses arc contradictory; which create serious doubts about the 

mode and manner of the occurrence and verkity of the testimony 

umished by the complam^at as well as other eyewitnesses.
0

For what has been discussed above, it is held that the prosecution2^l6jJ.l2L

has failed to establish its, case against the accused facing trial beyond any

reaspnable shadow of doubts, and admittedly benefits of doubt in sucli

cases must be extended to accused. Hence, by extending the benefits 

doubt to the accused facing trial, they
of

f

hereby acquitted from theare

V f.-'

A
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111■ 1
\ iScllarge; levelled against themj Accused are 6n bail, their bkiJ bonds'stand 

icahcellil and sureties are discharged of their liabilities.

(Efopy of this;udginefit be placed on the police file. ; 

iie be comigned to the district record rooin a 

completion and con.pilatiori.
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Judgment Sheet 
Secretariat of KP Ombudspcrson 

For Protection against Marassment of Women at the Workplace 
CojT.plaint No. 1-55/2020, ' • ^ ' , V .

/

: s

;

'■ Ms. Shahida GliI Vs.,........ .;..Mr,:Hidayat Ullah and o.tliers •

JUDGMENT

_____ i'i pcr.son_ __
j Ri^ondcnis by:_____ Ncy£r ever a££cjirod

■25.03.2022

Rukhshanda Nnz, Ombudsperson: line captioned'complaint /was, lodged ■ 
under the Protection againsi Harassment of Women at the Workplace, 2010 - 
by the complainant namely Ms. Shahida Gul, along with 13 .other' 
complainants all Teachers of Girls High School Dalukhel, District. Lakki. 
Marwat against the respondents Hiday;at Ullah, School Watchman and. Msti,; 
Fouzia, vvife of the watchman for.llarassmerii: ofthese school,-teachers.

4

INQUIRY REPORT TN THE ABOVE TITLED CASE : • :•
i

On-ihe lailurc of the local iWicc'Station,.'Dail.o^ Khcl;..L.alcki-/Marwat'',td 
produce the accu.scd Mr. Hidayaf:. Ullah ..and' others,' The' a'ceuse'd;' 
deliberately - avoiding to , appear/-before, thje Ombudsperson arid:' ' ' 
submission of the written defense; In the above titled .case,.-.the 'KP •, 
Ombudsperson’s office issued direction's for the constitutiokqf Facts Finding 
Committcc/Tcam vide Order .Sheet ■dat-ed-0%^09.2b21 to visit Mafwat: . .- 
to conduct'• facts' Hn’ding inquiry^ in - 'the.' -, ease. Accordingly,-:-,,a. 
Commiltcc/lnvestigation

i

f

Team • comprising of . -Deputy. Direcl'br. -.• • 
(Investigation) 8c Assistant Director (Investigation) was constituted to make 
a visii on 30..H .2021 and probe ihc maUer.-

PROCEEDINGS OF THE INQUIRY TEAM:

The Ombudsperson’s,In\cstigation Team rcachcdOGHS School Dallo Khel 
l.akki-Marwat. However, the school was found closed due'to the shilling of 
the same to GGPS Dallo Khel Lakki Marwat. Therefore, the-Team visited 
the .said School, 1 he statements made pari of the judgment w.iih the 
language to illustrate.a mind.set again.si working woincn 
working environment at the workplace/

Ihc Principal, Staff &. Students were .interviewed 
which are as undcr:-

samc 
and a hostile .

I,

r^^Mn^^.tails of

' ' '

•}

: i
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1. STATEMENT OF SHAHIDA GULrCQMPLAINANT^: :
^ . ' She posted since 2017 ih .the said School as Principal. The : ' 

accused was working in GGIIS No.4 as punishment • by-the DEO' 
(Female). Later on, he was transferred to GGHS Dailo 'IChel. On his. ' • •• 

, transfer to GGHS Dallo Khcl, his attiiiidc towards the Principal, staff. 
members &. students remained domgalor.y and threatening, being the 
owner of the School property, .fie never performed his duties', rather ' 
he stopped the Principal from- perforniing her djuties .and started 
damaging assets of the School.- An FIR against him was dodged for , 
stealing 02 No. of Computers and a UPS from .the School in which he .

- was found guilty upon investigation. Besides, he alongwith her wife' 
namely Ms. I'o/ia Bibi was habitual for using immoral and abusive 
language i.c ..

In 2019, besides Verbal harassnient, the wife and aunt nairiely'Fozia, , ' 
Begum & Gul B'ano'of the Chowkidar; attacked her.wherein'-she' got. 
badly injured. The complainant reported the-situation ,to-Oire'etoL: "• 
Elementary & Secondary KP-, Deputy Commissioher, DPO-,"DEO:' 
(Female) but all in vain. STATEMENT OF MS. KAL^OOU ' 
AKHTAR Headmistress GPS No.1 Dallo Khel:-

*

t

«
l)

- Ms. Kalsoom^^Akhtai-slates,•’,att.he ieachihg/non-teaching..slaff-o'f ' 
GGHS Dallo,Khcl and GGPS Dallo Khel weremrdered to exchange 
School BuiIding.with'each'other a’..temporariIy. 'Hp'wcyerj'whcri the": • 
staff of. GGPS-Dallo Khcl tried to^ cnter'-lhc School "Building; of; 
GGIIS Dallo Khcl, the said. Chowkidar namely Flidayatullah ; 
refrained them to enter the School Bniiding. ...

2. STATEMENT OF Ms. RAHILATARIQ CT TEACHER:.

Ms. RahilaTariq staled in her statement that the wife of the accused 
always,used abusive language .even she attacked Ms., Shahida Gul 
Principal due to which she received .injuries. She,always,used to 
threaten the Principal for, signing illegal documents.-,,Shc further 
staled that the' accused sent messages to the families of the
compiainanls th9l if teachers came again to' sehool, he will pick off' -, 
their scarfs (/^.w). The accused and his wile made hostages the- • 
teachers and students till 3:30 for the purpose fo get a sign on .illegal 
documents from Incharge: ,-

Besides above, she provided additional information,'. thc^'gist.^ of 
.which arc reproduced as under:-; ' • V.

lA Os-*
ji^i ^ c::jUiUa ^Lu .t^ •;
(j! .L^J Ijjj LOV mW^LL ^'D'-

jjl Jalc .^Ldj ^ jU ^tjjU (5jL •̂

i

■;•;
'»J '4 c:r“ OiJJi O— o' .4 06^

VL

'T

;i

•i
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(jfj 'j'^ :

l’'ui'lhcnTiorc, on the inicrvcntion of the Assislanl Commissioner, concerned, 
ihc accused Ihrcalcnci.! all ihc stnlTwith ihc lollowing remarks;- • ■ ,

@

O-
/

• L -fa

CiJijfr' ^ : -wM:Uij

3. . STATEMENT OF MS. MUSHINA OAJRIA TEACHERi- .

She has been working since 2.012 in. the school ■^d.^^r.staternent-is - ■ 
reproduced as under:- • • ' .. • : ■'

^ Vi: 4:1 L-4
i

: i'::

She funher staled that the accused sent messages loathe families of the 
plainants that if teachers came again Lo'school-,'he will pick off 

their scarfs (Stalemcnt of the Teachcr is-.at Ahnex-.IV)' .

4; statement OF Ms. SAMTNA ANJUM SST (Gcnerajl:- '
■ Ms. Samina Anjum stated "that the Chowkidar use.d to ask; her io ■ 

come to Gale^from time- to lime in order to haunt her and was also
asking for her signature; on unncccssary/irrclcvant documents, Che, • -.
accused and his wifc'ikept her. hostage for :not-signing the , . . 
iinnecessary/rclcvant documents. ,

LW-

com

^ STATEMENT OFMs. MIRAJ BIBl Class-IV:- f

The gist of sialcmcnt ofthc Class-lV is reproduced as under;- •

'■ilii
oi-- JJ' erf dj^ £=:i Lrfj'

^ .1^ /O Ja. ts+J ufS ^t5-e. Cj^j^ (Crf •«=:' •
^ 0-1 dpe ^ uH.s^ „•. ••

j V^:c^; ; -, •

6. STATEMENT OF Ms. SYED GHANI SHAH Class-IV:-
Ms.- Syed Ghani Shah \.staied that the, Hidayatullah; Ghowkidar 
'(accused) intimidated thc.Trincipal and staff to-appoint his wife ..in;the

. said School.

STATEMENT OF T!RWAT-UL-USKA Student of Class-72^

The gist ofsfatemcnl of the sludcnlis re-produced as under:-' ..••

»

r’

7.

^ VCi o^ d>^ ^ d>>^-o^W. Jjl
.Lgj i:_jj 4i)! iiuiAj Of- -ezri^ underweafjjl Bra

Jjl 4^'^ 44^

Of-

© N'.cO^

1.-*'
VI
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8. STATEMENT OF LAIBA. MINHAS & KHANA Students of:
Class-1Q“';-

The gist of statement of the students are rcproduced-'as under:- ' 

jji (ly-iiij 6'" Jj' •^.•'

-■■■

In addition to above, the wife of tlie accused always shown Icnife to • . 
studcnts'on closing to left my School quickly. '

7

V

9. STATEMENT OF LAIBA AMEEN Student of Class-9‘*’:

The wife of the accused always snatched my food items which I 
used to bring for the class fellows. She snatched and kept my bag •. 

. for days and threatened mc to.Ieave, • : • . '

. She further stated that:
V

(jl^, uS^ .sj aSG (jjj (_>-l t_ji IdLi

' U 7 T' ‘ ^7 .' I " :

•/
10. STATEMENT- OF ZARSHADA Blbl. ZARIN TA^ &

FARHAT MEMB ERS PARENT TEACHER COUNCIL:-
•!

* h

IjjLl £3- JjS-U- .yJ yJ {T O'OiJ j • ■ • •
Ja jS l>i! -s5Ljj^ (jjjS jS

i
‘ O''i:-'-Uiip O'tW : 

JjlluLa LS ^jOj O^ A'Oljj LU). oiSU-VASOjoS

v •

11. STATEMENT OF Mr! NADAR KHAN UNCLE OF THE
ACCUSED:- •

• The statement-clearly stijDulates'that the accused always' used . 
abusive language having bad character, uncivilize!|l, anda thief: '-

y-^ ujti Liaij jj>4LS i_i-, ■••
.1^ tj^,yjLij:ij f.1^ jji.Ljll-, y^

".U£ (j^ jjfc y^ ^ tjS IjS y^ .

KEY FINDINGS OF THE OMBUDSPERSON/ FINDINGS OF THE
INVESTIGATION REPORT:

Mr. Midayatullah. Chowkidar had pravidcd.Land to the Go^r^' 

for the construction

1.

of GGHS. School'Dallo Khcl
•:

*
h.

V

i•*.
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completion of construction of 'thc'School, . he waV appointed, .as...,; . 

Chowkidar in the said School in ■lieu .of Land. However'being'an ' 
of the Land,he.alongwith'family members including .his wife-, 

started harassing the Staff 8l Student in one way or another as. evident 
from the above statements. Besides, the cbmplairiants time' and. again '., 

filed complaint-s .with the authorities such as Deputy Commissioner,'. 

Director Llcmcntary &. Secondary Lducation Khyber Palchtunkhwa,
• • District Lducation Officer Lald'ti Marwal &. District Police Officer for

aiTangcments of security but in' vain. In addition, an hlK No 664 

Dated 20/10/20 also todged in the Police Station Lakki Marwat. 

However, as per the slatement ofthe SHO oj the sa^d Police Station, 

the accused was not arrested due io shifting to an unknown.place 

whereas during the investigation, the accUsed. was present.in his 

residence and despite' calling him by the-Investigation' Team, lie- 

refused with the remarks that hecaiPi attend the iirvesifgatibnfor 

being ill.

r< .
owner

r

9

\
!;

pertinent to mention ihal.fn thc light .of the ■j.udgmenf.p'f; the 

Supreme Court of Pakistan Islamabad; the Government had imposed 
appointment against’ in dieu of Land from time to 

timc.Rcrfcncc has taken from SCMR 1997-Page. 855.

It, is

• a ban on

It is proved from the statcmentS' .o'f complainants that the, accused not 

only Harassed them but also placed undergarments-and-condom's. in- . 

. the Class Rooms on the-Desks^df the 'students and in/he'-staff room. 
The accu.’ied along with family-members also used abusive language 

for the staff, students, and family of the students of the said School and 

also attacked the Principal where she got injured.

2.
r

During the invcsiigaiion, it was revealed by the complainants'that the

prcviou.sly icrmihatcd because of similar behavior w.ith ■.

inquiring about the ' tentiinatioiv nnij
accused was 

Lx-Principal. However, on

reinstatement order of the ,1 accused',,.' it. was.' informed uby.'.'the ; 
complainants that-all the record is-;in the custody, of.the-.^k-.prindip^]^_^.;^;^, 

■ GGHSDalloKhelLakkiMarwat.

>v

K .

i

'/



RECOMMENDATIONS:

Mr. Hidayatullah Chowkidar, GGIIS Dallo Khcl,Lalcki Marvvat may 
be removed IVom serviec under the Proleelion against Harassment of '' 
Women at Workplace as allegations against him havc-beenproved '

2. The accused may also be banned from the entrance into the premises 
ol’the School otherwise the staff & students shall face'untoward •. 
incidents and dire consequences;'

3. Despite repealed complainls .'lodgcd'-against Hhc'. accused, .-the' 
Jilementary &, Secondary Education Department; K-hyber • 
Pakhlunkhwa, Directorate of K&SE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.&'District' . - 
Education OiTicc concerned look. n'o appropriate action ■agamst;'lhe ' 
accused in time,, which encouraged the accused.to continue his.'iilegar' ' 
and unlawful activities.'

4. It is a set procedure tliat.the Disttict'Adi'ni'nislratipn of.tiie.,c.phcemed..,V- ''
District'is responsible for the mamteriari.ee of peac,e and securii'y;Of,the '. 
community. However, it is. found that besides complaintslodged with".,^ 
Deputy .Commissioner I.akki Marwal, .ncilher action hasibeeri'.taken •' 
against the accused nor security has been provided'-by-the District ; 
'Administration to the complainants!.' .

5. It is evident from the record that-an 'l'IR was lodged, against Mr. • 
llidayatullah Chowkidar (accused) and-the worthy Ofnbudsperspn-' 
Khyber Pakhlunkhwa lime- and .again ordered ^ for physically.:-" ' •••. 
producing the accused but the DPQ.'Lakki Mai-wat reported that the!.'
SHO concerned searched the accused everywhere in-Dallp Khel but !• 
they were not found there. Ilowcvcr, during the investigation, it has-
been found llial the accused was at his home but he did-not turn up 
before the Investigation Team forinvcsligatioiT; Hence, lhe!statemcnts ■ 
of SIIO concerned arc baseless.:-

In ease, the Governmem intends to .shift'the P-rincipal, Staff-&., 
Students to their original building ■ of GGHS Dallo KJic! ' Daldei ' ■ 
Mai-wal, security measures may be'ensured'to be .provided To the . 
Principal, Staff & Students, please. •

Based on the hearings, in-depth inquiry,.and official record placed ori.- - • 
file revealed that the accused Hidayativliah and his v^ife Msf Fozia afe'!... 
taking advantage pf the land donated to-ihc government. Iari.4 they^are.':- 
harassing the teachers .and . girls . students. The entire . situation 
illustrates that the-accused lenpwin'gly used physical conduct, of.:a 
sexual nature or sexually demeaning altitude to force wPmen.&'girls -r . 
to vacate the buildjng. According to Pakistan.EconomiC'Stu?^ey!2020-'''- 

• 21, the Lakki Marwal literacy r'alc is 29.07%. In districts.-cducaudn ; 
profiling Lakki Marwai is on.the.89,..which shows-.a-low'literacy rale. '
Grave allegations of harassment'as, alleged by the complainants'wefe 
found to be true in'the case, the complaint in hand falls under the aiTibit ! 
of the definition under Section-2(h).orProtectibn against Harassment' .

•of Women Act, 2010, a series'ol'qffcnsivc incidents repbricd, in the!. ^ 
inquiry report arc related Lo''.‘ sexuolly demeaning attilude.s, caitsin

n 1.

i-
r"



. 7 r &
/■ . interference with work:performance 

' . hostile or

Under section 4 (d) the ■•accused il^r/HidayatuIlaii'and F'd7ia be ' ■
. dismissed JTom sci-vicd-The Secretary Eduedtiori/teElto ■ ' 

Secondary Mucation Department Khyber Pakhinnkhwi Directorate 
of D&SJr Khyber Pakhtiinkhwa-& District;,Education:Office arc 
dnected to exccutcthc instant judgment in letter and spirit in order to 
ensuic a safer workmg.environment for teachers'and girls students to '
feel secuie in the school. 1 he accused Mr. Hidayatullahand Ms. -Fozia

premises otherwise:they will continue 
inici fciencc in ihc affairs of school. > ■'

for the reasons stated supra, the titled complaint is disposed-of.;

s
or -creating: an - ihtimidaling.♦ I.

y . offensive work environment'".'

ANNOUNOTD:
25.03.2022

/

vOmb^«^^per^jbn KjP
Protection against Harassment of Women.at the Workp^ 

, (Khyber. Paldilunlchwa)
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 
(FEMALE) LAKKI MARWAT

Ph&Fax:(0969)538PB0,. Email: deoflakki@gmail.com,' .

OFFICE QRDER:-

In compliance to the judgment announced by the Secretariat of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Ombudsperson for protection against harassment of women at the .work place in compliant No.1-55/2020.

. Ms.Shahida Gul VS Mr. Hidayat Ullah and others dated: 25-03-2022 communicated by Director Elementary.
. .& Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide letter No. 33Q3/File:192/Ombud:/P.F Shahida Gui/Lakld 

: ’ Marwat/2022 dated'Peshawar the 13-05-2022. The District Education Officer (Female) Lakki Marwat is .
Government service with •pleased to remove Mr. Hidayat Ullah Khan Chowkidar GOHS Dallo Khel 

immediate effect. /
1

P
District Educal ion 
(Female) Lak d

icer

12 Dated. 7 U/Zc hi:. Endst: No.

Copy to the:-

1.. Director Elementary & Secondary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Registrar Ombudsperson Secretariat Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
3. Deputy Commissioner Lakki Marwat.
4. Section Officer (complaint) Elementary & Secondary Education KhyberT'akhtunkhwa Peshawar. 

. 5. Principal GGHS Dalio Khel with the direction to made necessary entry in his service book.
6; District Accounts Officer Lakki Marwat.

; 7. Master File.

\

■71

District Edu(tati(tn QHficer .
rwatJ^epiale) L ikki

• /••

L--
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