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BEI*ORL THE leYBER PAI\HTUNKHWA SERVICE 'IRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Serwce Appeal No 76 /2023

: Rehnmlullah

Ex-THC No.399s . . - | o e
- Police Station Hashtnagri, Peshawar ......... ST Ty ...Appeliant

I.  The Inspector General of Police ; _ .
" Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar L »' B AT e

‘ 'The Provinc'iaer'o'lice Officer, )

-
Khyber P‘akhtunkh'\'ua Peshawar.

3, The Lapltal City Police Othui
. Pesh'\wcu

s - The’ Semo: Supermtcndent of Pohce . . :
Peshawar ..., TR e Respondents

. SERVICE APPEAL UNDER - SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE |
: ORI(,iNAL IMPUGNED ORDER DATED ' 16.06.2022 WHEREBY
APPELLANT WAS AWARDFD MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION TO
LOWER RANK AGAINST WHICH HE FILED DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
"BUT THE SAME WAS DECIDED BY ENHANCING THE PUNlSHMENT To'
THAT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE VIDE IMPUGNED APPELLATE
ORDER DATED 27.10.2022 AGAINST ‘WHICH APPELLANT: PREFERRED
'REVISION UNDER RULE, 11-A OF POLICE RULES, 1975 BUT THE SAME

WAS ALSO. REJECTED VIDE IMPUGNFD REVISIONAL ORDER DATED'
21.07.2023.

PRAYE R o
On acceptance of the mslanl appeal, the impugned ougmal 01del dated _
. E() 06. 2022 passed by Respond«,m No 4 and-the nmpuoned ap’pellate Oldel dated L

”7 10. 7022 pasacd b) Responduu No.3 and 1mpuoncd Revisional Order datcd



21.07.2023 .paésed byAReSp‘ondent No.I, may gramously be set aSIde and .

'appeilam be re- mstated into- se1v1cu with 'l” back benefits.

Respectiully Sheweth,

Ifacts gi\r'ingrisc to the presem appeal are’as under:-

That .1ppdlanl hails from mxpwlablx lamll\ of DlStI‘lLl Peshawar. llc 10111ch
the Polu,e Force as a Constable way back in the year 2000. It lS apprised that -
during that period he peltcnmed his duties elcgantly and was never ever
paou,uclcd against departmentally. As a result he was plomoted to the rank ot B
Head Lonslable in the yeal 70 0 whlle as Inter Head Constable (IHC) in the
\mn 7017

That while tlis’chzir‘giné his duties against the subject post at PS"Shah'ee'd Gulfat

llussam ([lmhln 1011) all off blltl(lt.ﬂ appellant was bLlSpCt‘lde hom service vide

\mlu dated 17. ()\ 702” &-lmw\ -A) on th basis ol Charge Sheet and Stalcment

ol All‘.gatmn» (Annex: B) wherein bascless alleg'mons upon the appellant were
mlhcud Since the ch;ug.,cb were bascless and ill- loundc.cl appeilanl submitteda -
detailed chlv (Annex -C) wherein he explained his position and each and »

ever y dspec,t of the matter but 1he same was not taken into con51demt10n

That undu the. Taw, Respondent were supposed to comply with the
requirements as unbodtcd in Rule-6 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pollcc Rule%-
1975 by. conduumg a ncguiar mqulrv buy at lhe back of the appellant a Fact
“I'inding [nquuy (Annex:-D) was conducted. The Commlttee Jumped 10 the'
wrony conclusion and appg.ilcml was nllc dlly tound to be’ gudty ol the charges
and 1-cu0mnu.nded for major pumshmenl ot reduction to lower rank V1de-
1mpugncd original order daud 16.06. ’7022 (Annex:-E). It is fuxther elu01dated-
~that the Facl demg lnquu y Rupozt was not plOVldbd t appellanl rather

appdlanl gol th same from the concuned quartel

That itis %ubmmed that Lll]dCl the ld\\ Respondems were supposed to issue the

Final Show -Lause Notice 10 the. appcllant but the same was not lssued to

-'appellant 'Aplelcmt bem\ aos,uevc,d of the 1mpugned ongmal order dated :

16 06. 7022 pu[umd Dcpaumemal Appeal (Alme,\ -F) but instead 01 dec1d1ng



L
D"

the appeal on merit, the appellale ‘luthonly wnthout any - legal jUStlthatlon 1
enhanced 1hc ptll’llblll’llcnl to. Llhmlsxal lmm selwce vide lmpugned appellate

order dated 27-.‘i0.20_22 (Annex:-G) that,too wuhout_ giving any Notice, tq

- appellant.

‘That appeltant bcing aggrieved of the orders ibid filed Service Appéal»
- ‘Nu'I698?20’22 but during pendency. Dep'll'tnnenlal Revision Petition under, ll-— .
" A of the Khy bu Pakhtunkhwa Police Rulus 1975 of the appcllam was 1e|wted.

s vide 1mpu2mcl Rcvnslonal Order 21.07. 7073 (Anne.x -H) S

That dppelldm bemo aggrieved of the impugned originai‘order”’dét'éd

16. 06.2022 and unpuoned appellate order . dated 27.10.2022 and 1mpu0ncd-

" Revisional Qrder dated 21 07:2023. f.llCSl the mstanl Servuce_: Appea_l lnter—aha on

- the following grounds:-

Grounds: .

A

B. -

C.

~That Respondents have not treated appellant in accordance with law, rules and

policy on subject and acted in violation of Article 4 & llO'A of the Constitution
u!""lslumic'Repub‘lic'ol" Pakistan, 1973-and.unlawtully issued the impugned

‘orders. which are unjust, unfair and hence not sustainable'in the eye of law.

Thai il 1S Sle‘ddﬁls[ scheme of service law that whenei/er an accu‘sed 1S subj'ected

10 (leknlmc.nldI proceedings., a chmu is framed in thc shape of ChdlEL Sheet

and btatunun of A“CL’.d[lOHb The basm aim ol the same - is" to mt01m the
delingquent civil.ser vant of the (.halgLS without any amblgmty and he has to be -
informed that \\-hal kind of misconduct has been committed h_v_ hlm. The.

charges us inflected uponethie appellant are very serious in nature, therefore, the

Respondents were supposed o clearly mcntion the chéirg’es'without any doubt .

because men‘tionino mere relation with the crzmmals and ta/cmg graz:fzcaaon

- Jrom 1/1(3/17 does not c\unpl the authority fr om his legal duties. Thus the chargcb h
are nol LOVl::lt‘(l under” Rule-3 of the Khyber Pdkhlunf\hwa Pohce RUILS 1975

and 1hu;on the unpuumd orders are liable to be scl aside.”

~

L

Thit the editice of the departmental procecdings against-the appellant is. of the -

relation dllLl La!\mg bllhk, lmm LIl“LILl]l Smug aglers. Now the question is that -



/ . ) . . ) . o .
whether any kind of complaint has ever been submitted against the appellant or
whether the statements of the incumbents were récorded by the 'Inqpiry Officer
as under the law it was the primnrv dutv ofthe Inquiry Ofﬁcer to ascertain the

uulh thmd th \.hciIO\.s as leveled against dclmquml civil servant bul the so

_mllgd mquuv as conduycted by the Rcspondums will reveal that the mmdatony ‘

uquuumms as has bwn enunciated in. Article-10A ol thc Constllutlon of

Islamic Republic of Pcll\lst’ll‘l 1973 ‘have not been complied with, “therefore, 1t'

“would not be wr ong to add here [hd[ on the b’lSlS of surmxses and comunctures

.appdlanl has been mlkclul upon major pumshmcnt of dnsmlssal hom se1v1ce

which is liable to be set aside.

That a set procédure under Rule-6 of the Police Rules-1975 has.been catered

for but this important aspcc‘l of the matte was outright overlooked by the

I{cxpondun Department and conducted a Fact I“mdma lnquuy under Rule-5-0l -
the Rults ibid. 1t is lurther contended that whenever tlu, Compctcnt Aulhonly is
sultsllcd_»}flth the recommendations of the lFact Fmdmg‘lnqulry and he is of the
6;)i|1i0ﬂ that there is no need to conduct regulur inquiry againsi'lhe delinquent
L;i\/il serveﬁﬁt then réasons are mentioned and regular inquiry is dispensed with -
but this important aS‘pch of the matter was also- ignqrcd by the co.mpe-tent
authority as neither reasons for dispensing with the regulaf inquiry nor final

Show Cause Notice was served to the appellant, which is not tenable in the eye -

“of law, thereforc. the basic order against the appellant is without -any lawful

authority and it'is an established priiciple of law that whenever the initiation of

“a departmental inquiry is based upon Lmla\\lul onder then the supelstructure '

bu1|l thereon wuu!d lail Lo the ground aulomal:call\

That the lmpugmd appellalc order ‘dated’ 27.10. 2022 has been _;ssued by the

appellate authorlly in utter cllsregzud of the set procz.dure as has been enacted in

the Khyber Pal\hlunkh\\ a Police Rules-1975. It has been submltted thaLFma}:
Show. Cause Notice was not ‘issued 10 appellant but in addition to the same
whenever the appellant dLlthlll) de&.ﬂlb 'lppropnale that the pumshment as
uwarded does nol commensurate with the guilt/charges of the accused civil.
mv ant then Lwo pzoccdmes havc been- pmvnded to the 'lppellate authority,
tirsily 1o remit back lhc matter for denovo inquiry and secondly issue a Show _

Cause Notice to the delinguent civil sefvant that why the punishment should not



i

.

be enha'nced. Therefore, mandatory requirement of law has been ignored by 1 the '

Jppullalu authority. In le Peuuon No.2314-P/2021, the operallon of lhe-
impugned remoyal ordc-:1 was su%pended by the Ilon'ble Peshawar ngh (,ouxl
Peshawar vide Order dated 01.07.2021 (Anne: "-l) wherem without giving

notice to the referred Petitioner; the minor pumshment was unhanced to removal

from service. Iurther. reliance is 'pluccd on 2021 SCMR 1162 ' and PLJ 2018

TiC 7:-

“-—-R. 4(1)(a)-—-Negligence in maintaining official record---Penalty
‘ of reduction in pay scale by four steps for five years reduced to
minor penalty of 'censure’-~—~Inquiry Officer had not jouml any
documentary evidence to prove the allegation against the responderit
of making double puyments--- Further, it was found that the alleged
misconduct and negligence was not Sully established-—-Inquiry
Officer observed that although the reSpamleut was negligent and-
showed lack of interest, there was no element of intentional omission
or deliberate  mishandling of records or overpayment. to - two
individuals-- -On said basis, the Inquiry Officer had recommended
issuance of a severe warning fo the res'/Jondeiﬂ-; However the
competent authority disagreeing with the findings of the Inquiry
Officer imposed major penalty of reduction in pay scale by one step
- Jor two years without recdrding any valid or- cogent reasons---
- Further, the Appellate Authority also did not record any valid .
- reasons or lawful justification for Surther enhancing the penalty
. imposed upon the respondent-—Service Tribunal re-examined the
entire record and came to the correct conclusion that there was
insufficient evidence against the respondent to establish charges of
Sraudulent double payments and negligence in handling offi cml
records and in discharge of his duties---Tribunal rightly came to the
conclusion that the penalty imposed by the competent authority and
further enhiancement of the same by the Appellate Authority was
disproportionately harsh to. the allegations levelled and not Sully
Sproved  against  the  respondent, particularly - so  where no
) douuueurmr evidence was “available to ‘substantiate the charges
againsi hin--- Furthermore record did not show if any mandatory
show cause notice was issued by the Appellate Authority . to . the
respondent or he was given an opportunity to defend his position and . .
to plead his case against Surther enlancement of the penaltv :
imposed upon him---Such material .error/ defect in the procedure -
adopted by the Appellate Authority had violated the due process
“rights of the respondent-— Service Tribunal was justifi ed'in reducing
the mujor penalty of reduction in pay scale by four steps for five
years to minor penalty of 'censure ---Petztlon /01 Ieave 10 appeul was
dlsmmsud and leave was refused.”

’l’hz_ut Scection-1o ol the Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Civil Servant Act, 1973 read with,

Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules. 1974 nécessitate thai civil

servant has to be treated in auo:danc with law and rules. Fherefore

Rcspondcntx adopted summary ptou.duu. mlhel the uavl!y of the chatges

“



lev c,lul against. the ”uppellan,t requucd striet comphance thh said xuleb and it
was the basic duty to conduct a- regular inquiry. Moreover, th whole

proceedings  have been carricd out i violation ol Article-18A  of the

~ Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.

~ That it is a settled legal principle that where major penalty is proposed then

only a regular enquiry is to be conducted wherein the accused must be
associated with ull stages of the enquiry including the collecting of oral and

documentary evidence in his presence c\ncl he must be confronted to the same

_ and must be atforded an opporlumly of cross-examining the witnesses. "Thus the

‘ lmpugn.cd orders are nullity in the cyc of law and hence liable to be set asnde._

That no oppértuhil‘y of personal hearing was atforded to the appellant neither -
by the competent authority, nor by the Enquiry ‘Ofticer . nor CY.GI’.l, by the
a_ppc‘llzne authority while enhancing penalty to'dismiss-al from service which are

the mundatory requirements of law. Reliance is placed on 2003 SCMR 1126

toT

which states that:-

“where the civil servant was not afforded a chance of personal
hearing bu/ore passing of termination order, Auch order would be
void ab-initio.’ ~

..

Further reliance is placed on PLD 2008 SC 412 which states as under:-

“Natural Justice, principles of —- Opporuinity of hearing --- Scope -
- order adverse (o interest of a person cannot be passed without
providing ltim an opportunity of hearing --- Deparlure Srom such
lule may render such order illegal.”

Thus appellant was condemned unheard as the action has been taken at the back
of the appellant which is against the principle of natural justice.

That Rupondun No I also failed 10 clppiv his judicial mind by ad]udlcatmg the
Departmental Revision of Lhe ..lpp«.llant by mcans of unpugnc.d meon 01duﬂ'

dated 21.07.2023 because no dmmc of pelsonal hearmg was turnxshed to

' Jppt,l!dnt

That 1hu requirements of Rule-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil ServantsA :

' (/\ppLd!) Rules: 1986 “have not bcen rulﬁlled and re}ected the Departmental



_ Appeat of the appellant without applying judicial mind.
‘K. - That the 'appe'llant has served the Deparunent for about than 22 years and has
A Lonsumed his.pr ecious life in the service and. keeping in view his unblemlshed _
service the nnpmllmn ot ﬁk major penalty in peculiar facts and uuumslanus
oof th. um is luush n,\u,smv«. and does ol comlmnsmate w;th the gu:ll of the '

appdlanl

. Lo That appellant would like to offer some other additional’ grounds during the

course of arguments- when the stance-of the Respondents is known to- the

appellant.-
ll 15 1hereforc~ humbly plavcd ‘that lhc, mslanl ﬂppeai may gracnously be
aceepted as pmvcd for above. ' T e

o

s
Any olhel relief as ceemed applopriate in the urcumstances of case not -

:apLullLdll) asked for, may also be glantcd to appelldnt

| Tli rough

* Muhammad Ghazagfar'Ali
‘ Advocates, High Cairt
~ Dated: [2/08/7023 A L

'_'(,u nm‘m

At is submitted that appellant has filed Service Appeal No 1698/”0"
labamst the impugned orders dated 16.06. 2022 and 27.10.2022 which is pending -
adjudication and is fixzd for 31.08.2023 betme this ‘Hon’ble Tribunal which yet -
1o be w 1lhdl awn i order to challenge the 1mpuuned Rewsnon Otde / o

' A.p‘pellant




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

.

. Service Appeal No. /2023

-Rehmatallah ... Leeeieii Appellant
‘ Vusus ’ '
The IGP andothers'....................l......... Respondents
Affidavit' ~ LT

Rchmalullah Ex-IHC No 3995, Pollce Slanon Hashtnagri, Peshawar, do
huub\ wlcmnly allnm and LILLI(I!C on oath that’ the conterts of this Appeal are true

and conu{ to- the best of my I\nowledoc and .nothing has been concealed lrom this

lonble Tribunal.

Deponeht

. é\yidczllc; Peshawar

P e ’

-



© KP Polics Humun Reaource Management Systeri . ’ S i

)3 . OFFICE OF THY -
&'.f ' SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
‘ %}%  OPERATIONS, PESHAWAR

e

Fhe below mcnnoned Moharrar of PS SGH is her eby plaucd urider suspemxon and closed with
_ unmeclmte effect. ‘

7601-2769 ?
'SUSPENSION ORDER . .

Subsequently, propef cl1a1gehnd sumniary of allegations will be issued to hix11' seperately. .

Sr. - - |Closed ‘|Closed Closed - . ' ‘|Suspension
No  [Name Number & Rank District Wing  |Station Recommepded By |Remarks
T HEAD CONSTABLE: Rehma( ‘ullah  |Peshawar OPERATION |POLICE LINES, SSP/Opérations, Negligence

© 3995 : : . Peshawar : '

\P 1/ [; BN
J

ARQON RASHID KHAN (I‘ ST PSP)
SENIQR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
CY OPERATION PESHAWAR

o {42~ [g A Dated Peshawar the = / 71052022
Copy tonwaxded o the: ‘ A S T
1. Capital City Police Officer Peshawal A
2.SsP Security & HQrs Peshawar, : f B e o
"2 ADIT CCP Peshawar. , IR - |
- 4.CC, PO, AS, EC-II, OASI | ‘ :
"+ 5.1/C Emergency Control Peshawar. - W




-

~

CHARGE sager /O ,%n M’g y

- . Whereas I, Haroon Rashid Khan PSP, SSP/ Operations'Peshawar, am satisfied

\tl"at a Formal Enquiry as contemplated by Police Rules’ 1975 is necessary - &
expedlent in' the subject case agamst Head Constable Rehmat Ullah No. 3995
while posted as Moharrar PS . SGi H . '

2. And whereas, I am of the view that the allegatlons if established would egll for
inajor/miner penalty, as defined in Rule 3 of the aforeseud Rules. - '

3. .. Now therefore, as required by Rule 6 (1) (a) & (b) of the said Rules, I, Hérdon ‘
‘Ras}ud Khan PSP, SSP Operatxons, Peshawar hereby charge Head Constable

Rehmat Ullah No. 3995 wlule posted as Moharrar PS S Oa I+ under Rule 5 4)

©oof the Police Rules 1975. L *

iy - According te the source report, it has been observed that you' were found .
taking undue advantage of your assigned duty. The fact 1s evident that -
you are getting bribe from dﬂferent ‘smugglers of the area and havel
developed contacts with 'antl—soaal and criminal. 'elements and was,
recewlng 1llega1 grauflca'uon from them ) ) .

i) It has also been reported that you did not conflmng the accused 1n the

_ lockup and releasing the accused in lieu ‘of hug bribe / amount and’ are
gettingb hefty sums running .of Rupees for encouraging such like
elements. o A : ' - ‘
Being hand in glove with emugglers as well as ériminal elements you

' have brought bad name to Pohce in general and SGH Pohce in part1cu1ar
iiijy That you have a persistent reputatmn of  being corrupt and have
maintained a standard of hvmg beyond your known sources of income.

1v) All this ‘comes within the purview of “corruption’ under Pohce (E&D)

' lRules, 1975: . 7

4. 1 hereby direct you further under Rule 6 () {(b) of the said Rules to put f01th
written defence within 7 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the hnqulry
Officer, .as to why action bhould not be taken: agalnst you and also statmg at the
same time whc,ther you desire to be heard in person. ' -

5. In case your reply is not received within the spec1ﬁc period to the Enqulry

" Officer, it shall be presumed that you have no defence to. offer and ex-parte action will®

be taken against you

perintendent of Pohce
erahons) Peshawar




STATENI'ENT OF ALLEGMIONS /4

g - L, llaroon Rashid I{han PSP, SSP/ Operauons Peshawar as competerrt

~authority, am of the opinion that Head Constahle Rehmat Ullah No. 3995 whﬂe

posted as Moharrar PS SC M .. has rendered- hlmself liable to be’ proceeded

\agamst departmentally as he has commrtted the followmg ‘acts/omission within the ‘

meaning of sectlon 03 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pohce Rules 1975

i) 'Accordmg to the source report it has been. observed that he was found

takmg undue advantage of his asslgned duty The t

is getting bribe from d1ffcrent smugglels of the area and have developed

: contacts with anti- socral and criminal elements and was receiving 1llega1
- gratification from them. _ . ‘ :

i) . It has also been reported that he d1d not confmmg the accused n ‘the
lockup and releasmg the accused in heu of hug bribe/ amount and are
getting hefty sums runmng Rupees | for encouragmg such like elements.

1id. .‘ Berng hand in glove with smugglers as well as crrmmal elements you

) have brought ‘bad name to Police in general and SGH Police in par trcular

iv)  That he has a persustent -réputation of being corrupt and have
mamtamed a standard of living beyond his Krniown sources of income.

vii) All this comes wrthm the purv1ew of corruptmn under Police (E&D)

»Rules 1975 : : . . - Lo . o

2, For the purpose of scrutlmzmg the conduct of afore said pohcc ofﬁcral m th
said episode with reference to the above allegations 4F wl{ '
: |

is appomted as Enqulry Officer under Rule 5 (4} of Pohce Rules. 1975.

3. The Enqmry Ofﬁcer shall in-accordance. wrth the prov1smn of the Police Rules
<(1975} provide reasonable opportumty of hearlng to the accused Official and make -

recommendat1ons as to punrsh or other actlon to be taken against the accused’

official.
|-
: ON RASHID KHAN (T.ST PSP)
_ S " Superintendent of Police
' - e L O eratrons) Peshawar
Mo i E/PA, dated Peshawar the Zo 72002 :
- Copy to:- ' ' '

1. The Inqulry Offlcer
2. The Delmquent official through PA to the EO offlcer

act is ev1dent that he o
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GFFICE OF THE ~ 3 |

CITY, PESHAWAR.
‘091~ )22_3___/sgutmeshawar@yahoo com.

5 (n ? /l‘A dated Peshawarthe “S /€ Q /2022

To:. . TheSenior Supenntendenl of Pohce
' Operatlons Peshawar. :

Subjects REGULAR DEPARTM EN'I‘AL ENQU RY REPORT

L

. RO
Memo:

‘l .

Kmdly refer to your offu,c Draly No. 71/E/PA dated 30-05- 2022_ :

attached in or iginal.

It is submitted that Regular Departnie'ntal Enquiry of accused
Head Constable Rehmat Ullah No. 399‘3 while posted as Muharrar PS SGH, -

" Peshawar, was entrusted to the undersigned Wthh was proceeded under

' the law.

: SUMMARY OF CHARG-E SHEET |ORIGIN’AL ATTACHED[ -

Heao Constable Rehmat Ullah No. 3995, while posted as. -

MuhaIrar PS SGH, Peshawar was charged for gross n‘usconduct on the

followmg grounds ST S - ST I J,

co. g According to. the" source report it ha's been observed that he Was
found takmg undue advantage of your ass1gned duty. The fact is

"~ev1c1ent that he is getting bribe from different smugglers of the

_ area and has clevelopcd contacts. with anti-social and criminal

elements ,ancl was receiving illegal gratlflcauon from them.

¢ It has also been reported that he d1d not conﬁnmg the accused

Cin the lockup and releasing the accused n heu of hug

: brlbe/ amount and a1e gettmg hetty sums 1unnmg Rupc,es for .~

encouragmg such like elements

LI Bemg hand in glove w1th smugglers as well as cnmmal elements

he has brought bad name to Police i in general and SGH Pohce m

. particular.

P

i. (7

. h SUM‘RINT ENDENT OF POLICE, /47&/\/2)00

P
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7

'That he has a perblstent 1eputa.t101 of being corrupt and: has

maintained: a standarcl of living beyond hlS known- source of

- income. - : IR " ‘ h )

. Al] thlS comes. w1thm the- purv1ew of “corruptlon under Pohce, .

(E&D) Rules, 1975.

That- the mtuatxon pnme facie suﬁgests / 1mp11es unprofessmnal'
attitude and dxsmterest 1n service, thus maklngh him

liable/ accountable under the relevant rules _

ENQUIRY PROCEEDINGS'

a).

b)

Charge Sheet was served ﬁpon HC -Rehmat: Ullah. as ,per :

directions {copy of Charge Sheet is attached).

: HC Rehmat Ullah 'was called to ofﬁce of the undermgned heard

in detail and his statement was recorcied (statement is
attached). ‘ '

FINDING/ RECOMMENDATION£ -

I ‘have perused all the relevant papers and the accused Head .

'Constable was heard in person, but he failed to defend hnnself agamst the -

allegations leveled agamst him. Therefore, I came to the conclusion that

Head Constable Rehmat Ullah No. 3995 is guilty of all accusatlons leveled .

agaln::.t him.

B

UEEE%I#‘ENDWOLICE,

Y, PESHAWAR.

| e
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SR: SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
{OPERATIONS) PESHAWAR .
' Phame. 0917‘)2]0508

- / 5’ " OF¥ICE OF THE

, B " This o,ffiﬁ:e order will dispose-off the 'departmeptél prbc‘:eedin'gs'agaipst. .
‘ Head -;C:onstable‘R.eh-ihat".Ul;glt. No. 3995 while posted as Moharrar “SGH CCP "~
Peshawar, was procceded against departmentally vide this office vide No. 717/ E/PA

| duted 20.05.2022: According to the source report, it las been observed that he was . -
{ound taking undue advantage of his assigned duty. The fact is evident that he is' -
getting bribe from different smugglers of the area and have developed contacts With'_ -

’ ant1~scual and criminal elements and was receiving illegal gr atification from thc:m It
- has als 50 been reported that he did not confining the accused in the lockup and
1e1easn £ the caccuxc-.d in lieu of hug bnbe/amount and are ‘getting hefty sums

1'unnmg, Rupees for encoulagmg such hke element' Being ‘hand in glove w1th

smugg.as as well as criminal eléments you have blougl‘t bad name to Pok “e in"_

gener dl dnd SGH Pohc.c in particular. That he has a. peralstent reputauon of bemg

couup* and, have mamtamed a standard of lmng teyond h1s known sources of

© income.

2 _ _Under, Police Rules 1975 (amended 014) proper charge shest alongwﬂh _

summdry of ailegatmn was igsued agalnst hzm and SP City was appomte(l as Er. qulry

- Officer who submitted his ﬁndmg wherein he concluded - that he failed to Geferid

himsely aga- wt the allegatmna leveled. against L:m. The E.O re: ommended tlmt L, '

. found guilty uf the a%ove chazges

3. ~ Keeping in view of the above, the undersxgned bemg a colny« tent
authorny, do agree with .the recommendatlon of Lhe enquiry. offzcer Lh(*reforw HC -
' Rehmar Ullah is -awarded Major pumshment “Reverted to the ragpic . of Kiead
‘ Constable - to Consta’ble with immediate efﬁ‘eut. He is reinstated into service
fromy rm. date of suspceusion vide Endst No. 1512-18 /A dated 17.05. &022 i

%

A OON RASHID KHAN (T-8T PsP)
: Buperintendent of Police
"f’ perations} Peshawar

No. /7 4{ /4 PA dated Peshawar, the/ 14 Zu}'é / 20'2'2
Copy for informatior: and necessary action to:- .

. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar
2. EC-II/OASI /A / CRC /FMC along with complete enquiry ﬁle for record (

o v
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C l'!’l‘AL CITY POLICE OITI“T(,ER
I‘k‘.SllA\VAR

-

_{{)iﬂ)mt. ' A ~ | | |
, © . This order will dispose of‘the dcjuﬁ1u1culal uppczlzl prcfcrrcd by Constable Rehmai ¥
Ullah No. 3995 who. was awarded the major pmushmcnl of “reversion from €he r: ank of HC to-
'(‘ﬂnai.nblc" under KPP PR-1975 (untended 2014) by SSi’/Opt.muous I'Lshawar vide order No.

UTIROOPAdoed 16062022 L ; _

- Shori fucts Ecadmﬂ to ﬂn. instant appeal are that the appellant wtul;. pOblLd’ s

-

\1ul1mar [ SGH l"cshawm wits prou.cdccf 'q,amst dqmrlrm.nially an the lulluwmg chacges.

i, As per classified source r(,porl ‘the defaulter constable was involved -in peting
- gratifi cution from different smuggplers of the arca and had developed contacts with anti-
-social and eriminal elements aud was favouring them in their 1lle§,al activities. -

i That he was-in hdbll of releasing aceused from th:. lock wp in hcu ol hefty mnmumry '
] gains., . : o :
iil.  That he has a pus:stent reputation of ln,mg._, corrupt d.ﬂ(] huve nmmlamed a .shmdaxd uf
living beyond his unknown sources of income. - . R "
3- - Hewas issued proper Charge Shest and Sunumury of Aileganons hy bél’/Omeuons '

l’\.pha\ws. SP/City Peshuwar was appmnlr:d as mquzry olficer to serutinize the conduct of the

- accused ofiicial. The inquiry ofi:cer after conducting proper inquiry submitted his finding in which’
hie was found 1'11111)’ The competent .mthomy in hght of the findings of the i lmluufy officer « awardud o
the above major pumsln‘nent

4-. He was heard in purson in O R and the relevant record along wzth lus'u}.pldmlmn e
paused, Dxmn}, pusomi hearing the appcliaut Tailed to submit any plavsible explanation in lus _ -
defence. The officer under juguiry Ldn'lc& extremel y bad reputation for corruption and connivance.
+ with eriminal elements. He has been aucuesslnl!y m'um;,uu;, his posting as Mubharrar Lhmughout his
sorvice. Even now he has managed 10 be’ posted as Mubarrar PS Palnrlpma du‘.pxtu bemg a
Coububk. lluu.c, l.(,qung in view the aforesaid 1llcg,.|iwns, the punishment awar ded o hin
by bbl’}()pu.umus l'csh.rw.sr vide or dor No, 17J7»))/l‘4 s dntcd 16. 06,2022 is hereby

Lnlmnud 1o dismissal fivn service. : f]

. (MUH&MMAD 1) ? ;:\N) [T
- ‘ L . ‘ ) CAP[[‘AL {_ITY ro 4 0I‘F?CER
R . PESHA
337793 A, dau.d l'u.lmwut the - &’2 / /O /2 22-‘ 5
LUplus for information and necessar y .;(,mm 10 the:. ] ;
L. 88P/Operations Peshawar, - . o ,f~'
« AD-IT CCP Peshawar, - :

< PO, BC.JT and QASI,

4 ML alonsg with cmm}icte touu migsal *

Fold
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| ' OFFICE OF Tins .
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF poLicy

KUVBER PARITTUNKIN G - -
CPESIEAWAR, 5 .

-~
-
-
[

.

Jhs orda :\ heréby pmuj lu dl\]m\\. ul Kevision Petition nuder Rul\ I!-f\ b Kbl

itk litcokbiea Palice hu]u 1973 (uuuulul "I)I 4y ~.uhnn:lc.l x- HE Rebmat Uliah Nn- 3'3‘):\.‘3[1:'.

pebitinlivy sSas everied Feom the xuuk al N fa B by ...-.l' peralions Peshawat vide Ondor Pade N

S S P o 1 < o - .
S s SO TSR s dated Reshowa e - e 09 2023,

T i AL duted Tio.2007 i the luliowing ;nfluy.uiuns.
P clissilid subiee epor, (e .11)]1Lliml \mx m"nI ed i, p:‘t.IHi\“ eralificiiinny b

Ltferent v locs ol the wren .uut husd developed ..x-m.ul*.'ntth .lnl‘ okl & crimiil gI\mx.ul\ & u...

. l
{.!swli'lﬂ»i‘_ }uI;l it ”l\h l“\.—l’xll s .\']“L..

: 1l B s in .1;nhul of releasting sevused Trom h'pui;‘up in lies ol helly monctary i::uns:

i ‘fii‘.af I s o !‘rL'i'xisin:Iil‘ repusiton of being ‘unrru['ﬂ & v mainaned s samdand ol Dy
o i utrhnieng ) sourees ul hieoie A - ' .

| the :\p]k‘“r!!v Autherits Lo, COPO Pestusa m}h;.u}cud his pruiisfunent inln Jisnussad e,
eryice sude DIder Fodst: Na, ARTTNWPA L duted '37 0. '7(-I”“"' . ‘ : .

Muegiing oin Appelline Hnml Wy hdd an 22, (3(».2“’» \\]1cr- i1 |n:lnmm.1‘ Wiy |II.. wd e peeson,

Voo deaicd the oltepaiipus I\.‘\'L‘ll i lnin

l croasabal enguiry peprs revents i e .liu]l o leveled ayuinst the sictiliuiic;‘ium- besn

deed D). dnte BT, poilioaga ik W s, TIINANRTING |1i,m\|h£». L\piun itan an n.hml.al - lic ghmuw

!E'(»l s e Lu\ [\.\l_._[\_,\_j

. . ‘Mi“ Lo c
RIZWAN \I:\"\/‘(I()h. UNE T
N Alditional Tnspeetor Genesail of Polive.
. Qs Khyher Pakhuaskbwa, Peshowm. -

f np\' ol theshave | IS Iut\\mdul 10 the: " S : .
Lo Cupigd © m' "uim Officer, Peslawar. O Service:Rotl; Uuu I nqum lllk 11 S prigest, vl
e ghove Tt b EC reevived vide your oflice Mo N, 8§70 -1t it
1 !.»:",,E-UI’," i rensengd herewitli for your ol Tiee seconl. |
S0sar Oieritions, Peshunwr,
A el Kisvber l'uk]}iunkimuu l’k\::\'iu‘at\'\';\r,
S EA R A ':i?i‘.'!}{h.\' i&h_‘;h‘-;r Fukbtankhiva, Pesiawar, ‘.
MO BHGIHQrs; Kh_\-hcr l;‘.lkhlgm};|l\\u. Peshawa
6.1 W Registor CDO Peshawar, : . S - -
Fouie Sipde -V O16O b!'uslm;v';'uu- o
) ,—-"'-"3"\7 |
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Better Cupf

S / OFF[CE OF THE = .

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE

" KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -
PESHAWAR

'ORDER

-

lhlb mdu is hereby passed fo dlSpObL of Rcvmon Petition under Rulu 1 A of ‘the

Khyber Pakhtinkhwa = Police - Rules. 1975 {Amended 2014) submitted Ex-HC
Rehmatullah No.3995. The Pelitioner was reverted from the rank of HC to FC by SSP

Opérations. Peshawar vide order Endst: N().17_97-99/P'/’;’.‘dated_ 16‘.06.2022 on the

following allegations:- -

I. *. As per classified source report. Lhe appeildnt was involved in Qettmg gr'ltmcatlonS'
. from diflerent Smugelus of the arca and had developed contacts with anti- social &
criminal clemcntb and was favoring them in their llkegai acuwtles '

2. That he was in h’lblt of releasing accused from lock-up in heu ot healthy monetaly
gdms

3. That he. lms peibmenl leputauon of being corrupt & have remained a standard of
living bevond htb unknown bULllLLb ol income. '

The A‘ppéllaté Atlt1101tity i.e.. CCPO, Peshqwar enhanced his punishment into

dismissal [rom serviee vide ouler Endsl:,No 77 83/PA dated 27.10. 2022

Mulmu ol :\ppdl.llu board was. held on 22 06 2023 wheréin T’cullonm was huud_

in person. Petitioner dumd the alluadlmnx leveled against him

Perusal ot ‘the inquiry papers reveals that the allag‘munb lewlul de!nsl tlu,
Petitioner has been- proved. Petitioner failed to advance any plausible explandllon n:

rebuttle of the chalge> The Board sees no ground and reasons for acceptance of his

'pumon therefore! the Board decided that hlS petition.is hereby Rejected

- .Sd/-.

' _ RIZWAN MANZOOR, PSP
P - - Additional Inspector General of Police
_ » o A Hle Khyber Pakhtunkhw1 Peshawar
M.-----BB/"“ dated Peshawar 21-07-2023 _ e :

Copy of the above is forwarded 10 the:-
t,. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar, OJIL bcnme Roll, One anuny llle (135 pages), of the
above named Ex-1HC received vide your office Memo: No.8827/EC-I, dated 11.05.2023

retwned herewith for your oifice record. ' .

SSP Operations, Peshawar.

AlG/Legal, Khyvber Pakhtunkhwa. Pebhawal

PA 10 Addl: IGP/HQrs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pu,h"n\at

PA ro DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

PA 10 Registrar CP, Peshawar .

. Office.Supdt: F:1V CPO Peshaswvar,

B L= VS S P

Sd/-
Dl LA[ IIDULLAH PSP

»
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IPL"!)HAWAR HIGH COURT PLSHAWARu ,

FORM‘A . {,:‘
'EQRIl OF ORDER SHEET '

Uats of order, Ofder.or other pmceedlngg with the order of the Judg‘e .

00072021 | W.P.No.2314-P of 2021 with Interim relief.

Présent: . Petitionér in person. '
Mr.Witayat Khan, AAG for the -~ :
resporidents-No.1 and 2. - A4 C

' -Tha l’urmer otatus that agamst the orderqua.
' 'lmposztlon of minor penalty on hlm vide order dated
S A :29 07.2020 he had filed-an appeal before lhe respondent
o o : No 2, who amrdud hlm a major penalty of removal from. -
" service and-thgt 100 without hearing him. In‘sucb Il{(e, '
situation .particula'rly when the _;petitioﬁer has been
condemned Aun'hssard we “suspend the lrript‘jgned order
.dated 18.05.2021 and adjourn the casetoa short date in
off ice. Besnde notxce be |ssu=d to the respondents No 2 |
"and-3 to file their paramse oomments soas to reach thls

~ court wuthm a fortntght

' Sudlq Shuh, [ {D8) {Hor' hln MrJustcs Lal Jhn Kmmu & Hon'ble Ilr Justice ljaz Anwwj '
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