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The appcal of Mr. Abdul Wahab presented today’
by Mr. Muhammad Ilyas Orakzai. Advoeate, 1t is fixed for |

Smoele Beneh Swal  on

pan]

hearing,  betore at

__Parcha Peshar is given to the counsel for the |

appcellant.
By the order of Chairman
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The appeal of Mr. Rahraat jslil tx-Police Constable

received today i.e on 18.09.2023 is. incomplete on the foll QWG SCOT

rounso! for lhe appo tant for comple ion and resubmission \,x;n‘..izirw_ 15 davs.

, /aoor used in printing of grounds of appaal is iow standard.
7 The law under which appeal is filed is not mentic
Copy-of rejection order of first departmeaeniai 3 ')l aldoted |\‘ 9 J077 1 no attacher
with the appeal Lo . . oo
Copy of revision D(‘tltiOﬂ ﬂywhlcw is rejection on 21.07.2023 is nu. attached vith the
‘/appeal be placcd on'it. . o
5- Annexu'os B & D of the appeal are iliegible which may e rop i..ruo by tegible/botier
one. ' '
J/., . . .
Copies of charge sheet, statement of slfegations, show cause notite, onginry «
and replies thereto are not attached with the appeal
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Copy of unpugned order dated 14—06-2022 :
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'.Copy of departmental appeal dated 30 06- 2022 " k
. 'along rlNlth order dated.19-09-2022 o
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Copy of Statement of allegahons

) oy an' .
.

16

11

C Relevant documents
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWA

.:ServrceAppealNo rZ@[fZ//j%ZS " : .

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

| Rahmat ]ahl - :
- S/o Ali Rahmat, Resident of P. O Garam Chashma V]llage Munoor

A"Tehsﬂ & Drstrrct Chltral Ex-Polrce Constable No. 3920 District
'Clutral(Lower ) ' : ‘

- .',.......f....‘...Appellant -

. VERSUS

: Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (ICPI() through the . Secretary -
Home and Tnbal affarr I(PK Peshawar | :

. Inspector General of Polrce Khyber PLkhthkwa Peshawar |

AIG/Estabhshr'rwnt for Inspector General of Pohce Khyber
' ’Pukhtunkwa Pes‘hawar . S ; : A

- Deputy Inspector General of Pohce Malakand D1v151on Saldu Sharrf '

Sawat

5, 'Distr'i'ctPo]ice Ofﬁcer Chitral. .

. Secretary Fmance Government of KPK at- Civil Secretarrat
: Peshawar - ;

o ....R.espondents

' Appeal UJS 4 of KPK, Service Tribunal Act 1974 against.
the impugned Order bearmg No. 3652-58 ‘dated 14-06-
2022 - issued by © District Police _ Officer
Chitral/Respondent No. 5 whereby the appellant ‘has
been imposed major Penalty of dismissal from service,
followed by impugned’ order of Inspector General of
Police KPK /Respondent No. 2 ‘bearing No. 1904-07/2023
-dated 21-07-2023 (issued on 17.08, 2023 ) whereby ‘his
' .departmental appeal has been fmally re]ected
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Prayer,

t

On acce;l)t'ance.. of the instant ‘Service Appeal the
impugned termination order of appellant bearing No.
3652-58 dated 14-06-2022 issued by - District Police
Officer Chltral/Respondent 1\0 5 as well as impugned

final crder in appeal passed by Inspector General of - |

Police KPK /Respondent No.2 bearing No. 1904-07/2023
dated 21-.07-2023 along with' all adversg orders against
appellant ; be set aside and'the appellant be reinstated
in service with all sub sequential benefits.

Any other relief iﬁcluding recovery of salaries etc which
deems just and proper in the circumstances of the case
may also be granted to the aRpella{nt.

Resbec’tfullu Sheweth:

Bnef facts and grounds glvmg nse to the mstant Service
Appeal are as under;

. That the éppellént 'joined_ Service in Police department as

constable on 27-08-2013 and was-allotted Police No. 3920 in
Chitral District where he rendeted spotless service and no .
adverse remarks whatsoever a331gned to hlrn from any

‘quarter.

(Copy of Service Card is annexure ”A”

TN

. That the appellart served Police Department for rhore than

09 years with full commitment and professionalism.

. That upon the cemplaint of privaté person namely ‘Amjad

Ali S/O Ranmat Ali Khan alleging the appellant for having
taken bribe’ of Rs.1,20000/- from =2im on account of
appontment in Police Department ,he was proceeder
departinertally and was awarded majcr penalty of dismiss
from Service vide impugned office order bearing No. 36
58 dated 14-06-2022 issued by District Pohce Of
Chltral/Respondent No.5.

\QOpg ot \1“\”9“%’(\&6 order dated 1406202218 Annexure




4. That on 30-06-2022 the appellant filed departmental appeal
to the high ps of the department against the -impugned
dismissal order dated 14-06-2022.. . SEEEE

(Copy of departmental appeal dated 30-06:2022 is annexure

e : . RN | :

5. That the matter remained under consideration before the

~ highest brasses of Police Department and finally rejected by
Inspector General of Police- KPK /Respondent Ne.2 vide
impugned order bearing No. 1904-07/2023 dated 21-07-2023
issued . on 17-08-2023 (Annexure-“D”); henc® the. instant
‘appeal amongst the following otHer grounds. .
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GROUNDS;
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A. That fromi the very beginning respondents have failed to deal
the appella:ﬁt in -accordance with law because the above
riamed complainant hagj submitted an affidavit that there was
a dispute between the parties for return of Loan and he has,
malafidely com‘plaint' against appellant  with effect to
‘recovery of the same and in absence 'of‘allege'd complaint
imposition of major penalzy upon appellant is against the

“ established Jaw.’ | R . -

EERRERRE ERERERE R

R

L)

B That the appellant has been given no proper opportunity to
defend himself and no prcper enquiry has been made about
. the relevancy of .the complaint with the appellant that
whether the. appellant was competent t0 make any
appointmert in poliée - .department: Or 'Whéther the
complainant was Candidate in any recruitment process or
whether the appellant ha\st " received . any bribe “from
complainant . et therefore in absence of any proper and
competent enquiry , awazd.of major penalty is against the
administration of justice and ineffective upon the rights of

~ appellant. L o - ’

(R R R AR R R AR R R

's"“‘l_\'a'a‘d'i'f"':'l-».ta?’iu.

PR ERR R

C..That as per mandate of Civil service the respondents were
- required firstly to affirm the complaint against appellant and
‘subsequenily charged him under the applicable criminal law
and on the basis of alleged offence and other reliable -
_evidences proéeed‘.departmentally but .in_the instant case
neither any'criminal case i_s made out nor any allegation

Ty AR

.
R E R R RSN




-
>
*
R
-~
=
hd
R
-
-
r
"
bl
"
i
>
A
«
-~
a

IR REREEEELEEEEREE]

ER AR RN R B N T

PEXANTEIFILGYITIYIIS

AR RARRERALARES R

PN INYYRIY Iy

FATFYIF ey

'
NAER TN Ry

EAA R A R R

established against ' the app"e}lant~ ;therefore the entire

~proceedings are arbitrary and illegal.

t

D. That no-judicial or private evidenee has been produced

n —— et ———

[ - R

against the appellant nor. he. has been associated with
procéeding neither given an opportumty 0 cross examine the
allegations leveled against ‘him .Furthermore the allegauon
leveled against the appellant are not even related to act or
omission done under color ‘of uniform of the appellant but .
pertains to private life of the appellant, therefore would not

‘be based for dismissal from service.

That the proceedings of the so-called inquiry was defective
one, the witnesses have never been cross-examined by the
appellant and the -appellant was kept int darkness and was
posted. to a very far flung Police Station and was never'
accompanied ‘with the "inquiry proceedings.

That the punlshment is too severe and is not proportronate to
the grav1ty of alleged offence.- -

A

. That the appellant was 'given no chance of personal hearing

and it is a demand of natural justice that no one should be

. Condemned unheard

H That in light of the afore mentioned situation the imposed

penalty is not only arbrtrary and 1llegal but also harsh and un
natural.

- That thé acts and omission of respondents is against the Civil

Service Act 1973, Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules and

' appheable Fundamental and Supplementary Rules.

That the instant appeal relates to terms and—eondltrons of
civil: servant and this honorable tribunal has been vested with
statutory power to entertain the matter

. That any other ground be furnished. when ever required for
. the assrstance of this honourable Tribunal in- support of the -

!




‘V"l'"i'!‘i‘-l:qw“_""'

LER R AREEE I

AR ERREARE LEREEEERER RS AR E A R R E R L)

subject appeal with prior permiission as required by-

procedure.

: If is, therefore, most hurﬁbly prayed that the instant Service
'Appeal be allowed as prayed for. o -

ol

o Appellant
- Thrbugh . (ﬁ

‘Syed G an ullah Shah

Advokate Peshawar
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B BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWA SERVICE
' o TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR o

Ser\}ic_e.Aépeale. 2023 e
el - ~’R@h‘mat]aﬂil:
- “VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) thiougle the Secretary
Hbmg and Tribal affairKPK Peshawar =~

o AFHDAVIT

-1, Rahmat ]ahl S/o Ah Rahmat R/o Garam (_hashma Munoor lehsﬂ
Tehsil & District Chltral Ex- Pohce Constabh. ‘No. *3920 . District
C “hitral. Appellant do hereby solemnly venfy and-declare on oath

- that all the contents of the- sub]ect appeal; are true and correct to the

- best of my know]edge and belief and nothmg has been concealed

: f10m thls Honourable Trlbunal

" Deponent
L C.N.EC No 15201-1052353-5

Verifieh b

. Syed Gufran uliah'Shah "
Advocpte Peshawar ‘
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BEFORE THE KHYBER I’AKHTUNKHUWA sr* RVICE
R TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR |

' »Serviee‘A'ppeal'-].\To.‘ -".».3 R 2023

1 ~ . S ,.";' Rahmat ]ahl 1,.
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Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) th1 ou%h the Secretary
‘ : Horne and Trlbal affa1r KPK Peshawar
i - ADRESSES OF PARTIE

' APPELLANT

Rahmat ]ahl P P o
5/0 Ah Rahmat R/o Garam Chashma Munoor Tehs 11 Tehsﬂ &

Drstr1ct Chltral Ex—Pohce Constable No 5920 Drs’mct Chrtral

wawaE3RT AT

GyN A EAAT S

>

RESPONDENTS

1. Governrrent of Khybel Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through the . Secret’uy
| Horne and. Trrbal affarr KPK Peshaw.al :

. o 2 Inspect01 General of Pohce Khyber Pukh’umkwa- PeshaWar.‘

'_ 3. 'AI(”/Estabhshment for Inspector General ‘of Police Khvbm
iPu khtunkwa Peshawar : : :

4 Depu’fy Inspector General of Po‘hc'e Malakand f‘-')ivi's'ion Saidu Sharif, |
"r.ISawat B o oA e S

R 5, lDlstrlct Pohce Off1ce1 Ch1tra1

v 6. Secretary: Frnance Government of KPK at C1v11 Secretarrat

‘ Peshawar
Wr

Appellant

SRR R R

T3

L4’

: AThroug B s |

o uyed'Ghufr '\ ullah Shah
Advocate I’eshawar.'
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FNamet All Rahmat )
HIC No: 15201-1052333-5
'!;&lz Mo: 0333.928 9488 o
D.0.Birth: 02.02.1993 : ‘
D.0.Appao: 27.08.2013
- Blood G: "Ae ‘

MHelght: 57 107

Eyem: . Biack .
p.o.i.-@:ﬂ.&lﬁin&.m@:j&%m

VHI: Munoor P/IO Garam Chashma

Addresnu:
o Tehsil Chitral Dlsttt Chitral.
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%« ORDER

)
|
i

FRN. SN " . - , N )
}3*«6.33, ‘ 11'hts office Order will-dispose of the deparimental enquiry against Constable Rahmat
Jalit No. 17 ;ao'sted Police Station Shéghore. ‘

I

Bnef facts pertaining to the initiation of the enquiry are that, as per complaint of the
applicant namely Amijad Ali S/O Rahmat Khan R/O Garum. Chashma. Lower ‘Chitral, he received
bribe of Rs. 120 000/- from the applicant on the pretext of hlslappointment / recruitment in Palice

Department ’
. ¥ :
His this ‘Act/omission being a serious crime on the part of a member of Law Enforcing
i

Agency and fcleforrnihg the reputation and credibility of local Police in the eyes of public was

punishabie. uhder disciplinary law/rules; hence, a departmental action under Police Rules 1975

amended 2014 was initiated against him. é
' |

Acco:dlngly, he was issued Charge Sheet anng with Summary of Aﬂegatlons yide
{his office order N0.2702-03/E-Il dated 10.03.2022 and Mr. IqbaI[Kanm DSQ HQ Chitral, Lower was
éxppointed as Enquiry Officer under the referred rule. . '

. Record reveals that during the course of enqunry the delmquent Constable Rahmat
Jalil No. 17 has been given ample opportunlty of hearing &|defense After proper and impartial

enquiry, the|Enquiry Officer found him guilty and in his flndmg recommended him for Major

punishment. ;

E
IThs: undersigned perused the enquiry file, all relevant documents, found no rnatenal

‘sllegahty or srregutarnty in the finding of enquiry officer or enqmry proceeding and the charge against

- the accused has proved beyond reasonable doubts.

'He was issued Final Show Cause Notice vide this offzce order No.3021/E-!l dated
27. 05 2022, and heard him in person “at Orderly Room on 14.08. 4022 but his reply was found not
sansfactory 1 : . 1_

1 N ] . .
! Smce the Charge against the accused has proved beyond any shadow of doubt and

keeping suc!h a criminal minded person in the force is detnmentai both for the Force and the
public; therefore, - upholding the reportirecommendation of the Enqunry Officer the accused
Constable Rlahmat Jah[ No. 17 is hereby dismissed from Ser‘[/nce with immediate effect in the best
interest of the public and Police Department, .

' Order Arinounced

A
174
A

Dis{rict Police Officer
. ‘Chitral, Lawe>
No. 3682~ 52 [E-N, Dated Chilral Lower the /41 o6 12022, A

Copies to:
DSP HQrs Chitral Lower.
SDPO Circle Lotkoh
SHO PS Shoghore.
Pay officer local office / Police Station.
Establishment Clerk _
OHC for OB. ' N
C.0 Security Clarence / HRMIS Form

No AN -

e %3 CamScanner
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. AT SAIDU SHARIF SWiT.
Pli; 0946-9240388 & Fax No. 094¢-9240390

N

S Email: chmnIakam!regmn(a)gmml.com
. | '

ORDER

This order will dispose of appml of Ex-Constable Rahmat Jalil
’ ,\'0 7 of Lower Chitral District, in connecuon wnh major punishment awarded by the
-Enstrlct Police Officer, Lower Chitral yldc order No. 3652 58}{‘ 11, dated 14-06-2022 i.e.
dxsmlbsed from service with xmmedmle effect. i ®
: } Brief facts of the case are that as per' complaml of complainant
: n'amely Amjad Ali S/O Rahmat Khan R/O Garam Chashma, Lowet Chitral, the appellant
recewed bribe of Rs.120,000/- from complamant on the pretext of his appointment/
recruitment in police department. The appellant is 06 nmes prevnous convicted during his
.09 vears servxc\, He was given full opportumty and being heard all legal and codal
; formalxtxes have been complied with, but ’durmg the enqmry he not only failed to negate
the charges leveled against him and prove himself i mnocent rather he confessed his guilt of
taking bribe from the complainant and 25 other peoples lotal amount of which is
5'3 12,000/-, on the pretext of their appointment in Clmral Pohce Being in Law Enforcing’
Agency his conduct in criminal actlvmes amounts gross mxsconduct and condemnable is
the eyes of law and has badly affecte& the image of Police in public. The grounds and
ob;ectlons raised in the appeal by the appellant are. totally lrrelevant in departmental
proceedmg and in dlsmpimary action under Police Rulés. Such arguments and grounds are
not cons:dcrable The appellant was convxcted in light of ev:dence, facts and circumstance
by District Police Officer, Lower Chitral office order No. 3639-58/E 11, dated 14-06-2022,
as the appellant could not produce any cogent reason in his defense. His case was
lhoroug,hly perused and found that he has been proved gm]‘{) durmg the enquiry.
| . He was called | m Orderly Room on 07- 09-2022 and heard him in
person but he did not produced any cogent reason to detend the charges leveled against

hxm, 1hcrefore hns appeal is hereby rejected. Oﬁ‘ N

. e D
SRR T ACAY
fov W/"“f ﬁ Aon_
o ST / »  Reqional PMice Officer,
. 6‘ 0\{03 " . Jl [ﬂ *«w oo ;la!al\und Region § Bﬁ'

! ) . 1 '
pated_\A A\~ pom, v “\"\ i“‘m 29/ "‘/ 3.

' Copy 1o the District Polxcc Omw Im\er Chitral for information
with reference to her office Memo: No.4502/E-11, dated 19-07-2022. His 8 Service Roll and
Enquiry file alongwith memory card, ruemd with the Memo: nader. reterence are returned
herewith for record i in your office,
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF Pouce

|

|

1| KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
l ' PESHAWAR ;

l 1
i ORDER Y

This under'is hereby passed o dispose of |Revlslon Petition under Rule 11-

I
\ A of Khyber Pakhtunkhwg, Police Rule 19735 (amended 120 {4) submmed Ex-FC Rohmat

Jalit No. 17. The petitioner was dismissed from serwce vide order Enesi No. 3652-

58/E

Rahm
Rs.120,000/- on pretext of his reciuitment in police depcrtmen! The appellant is 06

times

conte

on the pretext of recrmimg there is Chitral Police.

petiti

was

loan.

11, dated 14.06.2022, as per complaint of complamont namely Amijad Al $/0

at Khon R/o Garam Chashma. Lower Chitral Ihe oppe]lcmt received Bribe of

prev:ous convicted during his 09 years' serv;ce' During enquiry the: appeliant
ssed of taking Bribe from 25 other peoples, total umount{of which is 5,312,000/-
l :

| i-

The appel!cnf authority l.e Regional Poiice Off:cer Molckand reqected his
on vide érder Endst No. 9963/1 dated: 19.09. 2022 f

Meeting of Appellant Boar was held on 22‘06.:2023 wherein petitioner
heard in person petitioner contended that the amount from the complainant was
I

Perusal.of enquiry popers reveals thot the uliegc'mons leveied against ihe

pe?moner have. been proved. During hearing petitioner fcn!ed to odvance any

plousubie explonaﬂon In rebutial of the charged. The Boc:rd seen no ground and

reos:Tns for ccceptance of his pefition; therefore, the Board decnded that his petition is
| ;

herel?y rejected.

1
i l
| | Sd/-

t . ;

| RIZWAN MANZOOR PSP
Additionat Inspector General of Palice

|
|
i . HQrs: Khyber Pakhiunkhwa, Peshawar

No. 5/1904.07/23, dated Peshawar, the 21.07:2023

1

NomawN

Copy of the above is forwarded 1o the:

Reglonal Police Qfficer Malokand, one Service Roll along with Enquiry popers 20 pages of the
chove numed Ex-FC received vide your office Memo No. 14085; :80/E dated: 14. 12 201210
returned herewith for your office record.

District Police Officer, Lower Chitral.

AlG Legal CPO Peshawar.

PA to Additional IGP/HQFs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PA to AG/HQrs Khyber ?okhlunkhw::, Peshawar.

PA 10 Regiitrar CPO Peshawar, .

Oifice Supd! E-IV CPO Peshiiwar.

D¢. Wohed Ultah PSP
AlG/Establishment
For Inspector General of Pelice r
HQrs: Khyber Pukhlmskhwo peshawa
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. CHARGE SHEET

L Sonra Shamroz Khan (PSP) District |Police: Officer; Lower Chitral as
competent authonty hereby charge you Constable Rahmat Jeiil No. 17 poeted at Police
Station Sh oghore on the grounds mentioned below: ' : |
That as per complaint of the applicant namely Amjad Ali s/lo Rehmat Khan

rfo Garum Chashma, Lower Chitral you received bnbe of Rs. 120,000/ from the
’ applicant l;m the pretext of his appointment / recruntment in. Poltce Department Th:s act

is a tantamount of gross misconduct on your part. ' s '

1

|- i
| i
! :

1. Based on the above reasons, you appear to be gu:lty of
misconduct/inefficient, not fit for service and have rendered yourseff I:able to all, or any

of the penalties specuf ed in Rule -4 of the disciplinary Rules 1975 amended 2014
I :

2. You are therefore; required to submlt your written repiy wuthm seven. (07)
days of receiving of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry ; ‘Ofr icer) Mr. Igbal Karim DSP/HQ
Lower Chitral. ;

3. Your written reply, if any, should.reach t'o the énquir’y Officer, within the
specified perzod failing which it shall be presumed that you have ng defense to put in
and in that case Ex-parte action shall follow against you. ; . ' '

<,

4. ' Intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person or not’?

5. A statement of Allegation is enclosed.

. SONIA §HAMROZ KHAN (PSP)
| ' District Police Officer,
' ) | Chitral (Lower)
No.2.jod -3 IE-II " Dated Lower Chitral the  lo” / o3 /2022
Copies to:-
V( Mr.|Iqbal Karim DSP/HQ Lower Chitralfor initiating proceeding agamst the above
defaulter official-under Police Rule 1975 amended 2014.
2. FC qRahmat Jalil No. 17 posted Police Station Shoghore, C/O SHO PS Shoghore.

l

|

i

| |
l : .

}

|

|

l
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L FiNALsHow CAUSE Noﬁcs |

| Whereas you Constable Rahmat. Jalil No. 17, Posted Police
Station Shoghme as per complaint of the applicant namely Amjad Ali §/0 Rahmat
Khan R/O| Garum Chastima Chllla] Lower you rccelved bribe of RS 120,000/
from the complainant on the prctcxt of his appomulnent /" recruitment in Police
Department. Your this act shows gross mlsconduct{on your part and also badly
affects the good name of the department / Police force.

i

| As general Police proceedmg yo!u were ISSUBd Charge Sheet

along w1th Summary of allegation, vide this office No0.2702-03/E-1I dated
| 10.05. 2022 and \/Ir Iqbal Karim DSP HQ Chitral Lower was appointed as Enquiry ;
Officer. ! ' . | o

The Enquiry Officer after pi oper & lmpartlal enqun'y has found’

you guilty| of misconduct and in his ﬁndmg has rccommended you for major \
punishment. o | ‘

' |

In light of the above reasons yod are 1ssued this final Show

Causc Notice to explain as to why you should not be a}varded major pumshment

i Your written reply if any should reach to the undersigned
within (3) 'days of the receipt of this final show cause: notlce otherwise it shall be
presumed | that you- have no defence to put in and in that case an ex-party actlon
shail be taken against you. (Copy of finding report is also attached) Y

- .
e
. <

|
I
l

D
|
|

No. 302/ .82 11, df 577 oS - 9,0,7,7?

Lower Chitra 9

! ~ Copy to Constable Rahrat Jalil No. 17 posted Polxce Station -

S?ioghofe.é/o SHO PS Shoghore.

[ 9% CamScanner
ik R



| - . , Enquiry No,__| | 3 E-il, )’F’?

S . 'Dotod Chitralthe_1o_J_o.S 12022, Y el
| i 7 A4

DISCIPL ACTION | ‘

|

1, Sonia Shamroz Khan (P8P), Distiict Police Officer, Lower Chitral

as a competent authority alm of the opinion that Constable ﬁ{ahma! Jalil Mo, 17 has
rendered himself liable o be proceeded against ﬂépart'mentaflii as he has committed
the following Acts/Omissmn as definéd in Rula -2(jii) cf P"o!i‘c'e Rule 1875 amended
w2014, 1 x

STATEMENT OF ALLEGlAT!ON

Thal as pef compiamt of the applicant namely Am;ad Ali s/o Rehmat Khan
r/o Garum Chashma Lower Chitral he received bribe of Ffis 120 000/- from the appficant
on {he pretext of his (applicant’s) appointment / recruutment in Pollce Department. This
actisa tantamount of gross miisconduct on his part. ] ‘

!
That due to above reasons he has rendered hrmself liable to proceeding
under Police Rules 1975 amended 2014,
For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct é)f the said accused with
reference to the ébove alfegation Mr. Igbal Karim DSP/HQ Léwer Chitral as Enguiry
Officer. ! ' i _ :
. ? The Enquiry Officer shall conduct proceedxng in accordance - with
provxsaon of Police ‘Rule-18975 amended 2014 and shall provude~ reasonable opportunity .
of defense and hearing to the accused official, record his fi ndmgs and submit report
within ( 14) days of the receipt of this order.
“The accused official is bound to ensure hIS presence during the

!

-enguiry ;i)roceedings when and where called by the Enquiry OFffi cger._

SONIA $HAMROZ KHAN (PSP} -
rict Police Officer,
Chitral {Lower) /.g, }/

Noa]ba {E4], Dated Lower Chltral the 10 [ «J /2022,
: Coples to:-
7 -Mr. Igbal Karim DSP/HQ Lower Chitral.for [nitiating proceeding against the above
defaulter official under Police Rule 1975 amended 2014.
2, Conslable Rahmat Jalif No. 17 posted PS Shoghore C/O SHO PS Shoghore

beid CamScanner
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Mir Muhamm-t f‘l.ah
Advocate/Oath Ceannisioney
Distt. Court Chittal

[3— 08— 2002,
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