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. Counsel for the ‘appellant present. Umair Azam, Learned

Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.
- Former made a request for adjournhqent in order to

- prepare the brief. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on

16.05.2023 before D.B.

i

. (Faregha-%ﬁl)’ QRehman)

Member (E) _ Member (J)
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19.05.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant pri;esent. Mr.
| Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Mr. Saleem

Stenographer for the respondents present. ‘

Written reply/comments on behalf of respondents
submitted which is placed on file. Copy of the same is
handed over to the learned counsel for the appellant.
Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder if any, and ri‘guments'
on 18.07.2022 before B.B.

(Mian Muhammad)

Member (E)
E
!
18.07.2022 Due to non-availability of Bench, case is édjourned to
15.09.2022 for the same as before. :
15.09.2022 Junior to counsel for the appellant ed/nt:x
eader;

Muhammad Jan, learned District A;Etorney for

t

respondents present. .

Former submitted an application for aajournment;

allowed. To come up for arguments on 28.11.2022 before

D.B.
m . Q;

(Fareeha Paul) (Rozina Rehman)
Member (E) Member (J)

glin | Deletel o érs/ Zo Gt
(AN TS

Moot L B R N P



08.11.2021

y

-1'_‘

Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary

~
TN

arguments heard.

Points raised need cons{deration. Subject to all just and
legal objections, this appeal is admitted for full hearing. The
appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within
10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for
submission of written reply/comments in office within 10 days
after receipt of notices, positively. If the written

reply/comments are not submitted within the stipulated time,

f(gl,t -

or extension of time is not sought through written application

with sufficient cause, the office shall submit the file with a
report of non-compliance. File to come up for arguments on

02.03.2022 before the D.B.
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of
Case No.- 7 L{ g /2021
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
L. 13/09/2021 The appeal of Mr. Habib-ur-Rehman presented today by Mr. Ashraf
Ali Khattak Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up
to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.
REGISTRAQ -
o This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put
up there on Qg!ll! > .
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BEFORE THE LEARNED SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appea:l, No. Z 9_0 g (97'0 Al

Habib Ur REBMAN...vvverereeeiecrreeereceeerserseesns Seesravs Appellant
VERSUS
Govt of KPK............... eeonracesenses cvsensenssasannas Respondents

'APPLICATION FOR ADJOURNMENT

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the above titled Appeal is pending adjudication before this
Hon’ble Court and is fixed for today i.e 15.09.2022.

2. That the counsel for Appellant 1s busy before the
Hon'ble Peshawar High court Abbottabad Bench,

hence would not be able to appear and assist thls
Hon’ble Court on the date fixed.

It. is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on
acceptance of this application, the titled Appeals may

kindly be adjourned, convenient to this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Appellant
Through

2

ASHRAF ALI KHATTAK
Dated 15.09.2022 Advocate Supreme Court of
Pakista
Through Clerk ,
& R N
HASSAN 'AHMAD

8333 S KD
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ESHAWAR

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SE RVICE TRIBUNAL P
Service Appeal N0.7 C{O 2021
Ex- ASI,
Habib Ur Rehman S/o Rahim Ullah,
District Police Kohat
.......................................................... Appellant.
Versus
The Regional Police Officer, :
Kohat Region Kohat and others.....v.onven..... Respondent.
INDEX
SN -::-;‘“DL&Cl‘lpfl{)n of Documents Date .Anﬁexurg‘ Pages
1. | Memo of Service Appeal. *Qmoﬂ“ﬂ' — —
2. | Copy of charge sheet and statement of 29 04- 2{}21 A_ B P
| allegations R N . g_"_e] _
3 Capy of reply to Lﬂlarm, sheet and B |
statement of allegations L \6
4. | Copy of inquiry report C A-i)
5. | Copy of final show cause 28-052021 \2
6. | Copy of reply to final show cause E \\‘l
7. | Copy of impugned order of respondent 16-‘{;(_5-2152]_ - n o
No.2 ) L o NSHB
8. G
Copy of dcparnm.fll_fl appe ll N _ R R & S C
9. Copy of final unpugned order 24-12-2020 H Py
10. | Wakalat nama ! ' |

Through

L1

Ashraf Ali Khattak,

Advocate,

Advocate, Supreme Court,
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2021

Ex- ASI,
Habib Ur Rehman S/o Rahim Ullah,
District Police Kohat...ov.oveivniiiii e Appellant.

Versus

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

2. The District Police Officer,
[S) 1T OO PRI Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 READ WITH
SECTION 19 OF THE GOVERNMENT SERVANTS (EFFICIENCY &
DISCIPLINE) RULES, 2011 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED FINAL
ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 1 DATED 01-09-2021 THEREBY HE
REJECTED THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT
PREFERRED AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF
RESPONDENT NO.2 DATED 16-06-2021, WHEREBY HE IMPOSED
UPON THE APPELLANT MAJOR PENALTY OF REMOVAL FROM
SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT.

Prayer:-

On acceptance of this service appeal, this Hon’ble Tribunal may
graciously be pleased to:- '

1. Declare both the impugned orders dated 16-06-2021 of respondent
No.2 and order dated 01-09-2021 of the respondent No.l is illegal,

unlawful and without lawful authority and set aside the same.

2. Direct the respondents to re-instate the appellant on his original
position with all back benefits.

3. Any other relied which this Honorable Court deemed appropriate
but not spccifically asked for may also be granted.

Respectfully Sheweth,

Facts giving rise to the present appeal are as under:

1. That appellant was enrolled in the respondents’ department

w.e.from 20-06-2002. He has 19 years service at his credit and has



been awarded commendations certificates for his devoted service

beyond the call of his duty.

That vide Charge Sheet and Statement of allegations dated 29-04-
2021 appellant was charged with certain unusual allegations
(Annexure-A). Appellant submitted reply to the charge sheet and

statement of allegations and denied the charges (Annexure-B).

That an inquiry was conducted through DSP Headquarter namely
Badsh Khan (Annexure-C) who _though not recorded the statement
of witnesses in presence of appellant with opportunity of cross
examination, but still failed to collect any evidence to connect
appellant with charged accusations. The Inquiry Officer exonerated

the appellant from all leveled charges.

That appellant was served with final show cause (Annexure-D) on
28-05-2011 without providing him with copy of Inquiry Report. -

Appellant submitted reply to the final show cause (Annexure-E).

That appellant was removed from his service by respondent No.2
vide impugned order dated 16-06-2021 (Annexure-F) without
calling him for personal hearing and without scrutinizing the
material collected by the inquiry officer during inquiry proceeding
and also without weighting the inquiry report; as to whether charges

have been proved or otherwise.

That appellant being aggrieved from the impugned penal order of
respondent No.2; preferred departmental appeal (Annexure-G)
before the respondent No.1, who vide impﬁgned final order dated
01-09-2021 (Annexure-H) rejected the same in violation of the
mandate of Rule No.17 of the Govt: Servants (Efficiency and
Discipline) Rules, 2011.

That appellant now being aggrieved from the impugned order of
respondent No.2 dated 16-06-2021 and impugned final order dated
01-09-2021 of respondent No.1 and having no other remedy assails



the same through the this Service Appeal alias on the following

grounds.

'A. That the respondents have not treated the appellant in
accordance with law, rules and policy on the subjected and’
acted in violation of Arsticle 4 and 10A of the Constitution of
Pakistan, 1973. Moreover the act of thé respondents amounts t0
exploitations, which is the violation of Article 3 of the
Constitution, 1973. Mere allegation of commission of
offence/misconduct and initiation of departmental disciplinary
proceedings against a person would not ispo facto make him
guilty, rather he would be presumed to be innocent and would
have right to enjoy the presumption of innocence until proved
through impartial inquiry proceedings with opportunity to
defend himself against the allegation leveled against him. The
impugned order has been passed without scrutiny of the
available record, without any sort of evidence and without
opportunity of defense, therefore cannot be clothed with
validity and is liable to be interfered with by this Honorable
Tribunal.

B. That section 16 of the Civil Servant Act, 1973 provide that a
civil servant is liable for prescribed disciplinary actions and
penalties only through prescribed procedure. In instant case
prescribed procedure has not been followed in its true letter and

spirits.

C. That though the inquiry has been conducted in the absence and
at the back of appellant but even than the inquiry officer failed
to bring on record an itoa of evidence which could connect the
appellant with leveled charges. Inquiry Officer has exonerated
the appetlant from all leveled charges as evident from the

inquiry report.

D. The penal authority was under legal obligation to either file the

nemirv nroceedings being devoid of any incriminating evidence



K.

or call for De novo inquiry in case he was not satisfied with
inquiry proceedings or its findings. In the instant case, the penal
authority without giving any reason as to why he was not
agreed with the finding of inquiry repot; straight away removed

the appellant from his legal service.

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

has been violated. This principle of law was always deemed to
have embedded in every statute even though there was no

express specific or express provision in this regard.

....An adverse order passed ag&iinst a person without affording
him an opportunity of personal hearing was to be treated as
void order. Reliance is placed on 2006 PLC(CS) 1140. As no
proper personal hearing has been afforded to the appellant
before the issuing of the impugned order, therefore, on this’

ground as well the impugned order is liable to be set aside.

That the non provision of the inquiry report amounts to deprive
a civil servant from confronting and defending himself from
evidence that may go against him, which is against the
provision of Article 10A of the Constitution of Pakistan, 1973.
In the instant case copy inquiry report has been denied to the
appellant, which fact is evident from the perusal of the final

show cause notice.

. That under the provision of Rule 14 of E & D Rule, 2011, the

competent authority was under legal obligations to peruse the
inquiry report and determine as to whether the inquiry has been
conducted in accordance with prescribed procedure and
whether the charge are proved or otherwise. The competent
authority has made no such efforts and dismissed the appeliant
with a single stroke of pén, whfch is nullity in the eyes of law

and liable to be interfered with by this Honorable Tribunal.



H.

J.

K.

Accused is stated to be a favorite child of law and he is
presumed to be innocent unless proved otherwise and the
benefit of doubt always goes to the accused and not to the
prosecution as it is for the prosecution to stand on its own legs
by proving all allegations to the hilt against the accused. Mere
conjectures and presumption, however strong, could not be
made a ground for penaliziﬁg a civil servant [1999 PLC (CS)
1332 (FST)]..... Unless and until prosecution proves accused
guilty beyond any shadow of doubt, he would be considered
innocent [1983 PLC (CS) 152 (FST)].

That Re-instated employee would be entitled to back benefits as
a matter of course unless employer is able to establish by

cogent evidence that concerned employee had been gainfully

employed elsewhere. In this respect, initial burden would lie

upon the employer and not upon the employee to prove that
such employee was gainfully employed during period of

termination from his service. 2010 TD (Labour) 41.

That Civil servant who was dismissed from service through
arbitrary and whimsical action of the government functionaries
and re instated through judicial order of Service Tribunal would
have, every right to recover arrears of salaries by way of back
berefits due to them during the period of their dismissal and re
instatement. 1t would be very unjust and harsh to deprive them
of back benefits for the period for which they remained out of
job without any fault on their part and were not gainfully
employed during that period...... Supreme Court allowing their
appeal and directing payment of back benefits to the appellant.
2006 T D (SERVICE) 551 (a).

That the penal order is not a speaking order for the reason that
no solid and legal grounds have been given by the penal
authority in support of his penal order. On this score the

impugned order is liable to be set aside.



L. That appellant would like to seek the permission of Your Kind
Honoure for award of personal hearing. Appellant may kindly

be granted the opportunity of personal hearing.

In view of the aforesaid explanation, it is humbly requested that

the appellant may be allowed as prayed for above.

Appéllant

Through' ./(5[ gD
Ashraf Ali Khattak

Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan-



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR -

, SERVICE APPEAL No. 12021
Ex- ASI,

'Habib Ur Rehman $/0 Rahim Ullah,

District Police Kohat ....... eetsanenonaansncnanansaananyanaasrarann s Appellant.

Versus

The Regional Police Officer,
Kohat Region, Kohat and others ... Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

{, Ex- AS, Habib Ur Rehman S/o0 Fahim Ullah, District Police Kohat, do

hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this

Service Appeal are true and correct to the best of fyy knowledge and belief,
&ibunal.’i

}ﬂ;{ble ‘
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and nothing has been concealed from this
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Office of the ,
District Police Officer,
Kohat

Date a’.’a?_f:"_f/_: 202}

' CHARGE SHEET

1, MR. SQHAIL KHALID, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT, as compelent. autharity under Khyber Pakhrunichwa Police Rules
{amendments 2014) 1975, am of the opinion that you Offg: ASI Habib Ur
Rehman Incharge PP Political Serad rencered yourself liable Lo be pracecded

against, as you have omilted Ue following act/omissions within the meaning of
Rule 3 of the Police Rujes 1075,

i That one Qaiser Khan s/oc Mehdi Khan r/o Meri Colony
complain against _r}ou that you had made a demand of
Rs: 5,50,000/- regardirfg employment of his son in FIA
out of which you have received Rs: 100,000/, You
neither complicd (with your llegal commiunent nor
returned the amount to the complainant, -
i, That you hawve received Rs: 600,000/ Jrom Ali Ahtisham
Jor appointment of Sadig Ullah in FIA as constable., Now -
Sadig Ullah lodged-a written complaint against you.
i, That you were called and heard in presence of both the
complainant and you have admitted taking amount.
Jrom both the persons. Thus you have indulged himself
in illegal activities and committed gross professional
misconduct.
iv, That from the above, and your previous record yo‘u are
ill-reputed,
2 ' By reasans of rthe above, you appear to be guilty of
misconduct under Ruie 3 of (he Rules ibid and have rendercd yourselfl liable Lo

alt or any of the penalting specified in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid,

3. - You are, therefore, I‘thil‘cd fo  submit your written
statement within 07days of the veceipl. of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry
officer,

'{‘('our writlen defenss if any sihould reach the Bnquiry Oflicer
within the specificd period, faiting which it shali be presumed thal, you have no

defense Lo pul in and cx-parie action shall be taken against you,
4, A statement of allegation is enclosed.
. - _
. I L
o b4
S“ﬁo DISTRICT POJMCE OFFICER, |

KOHAT4%) 2%/4

— e T
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o) : Office of the
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9 _ District Police Officer, -
e | S Kohat °
R R, . 5O s
N f?fi‘if':}j_f-_/,i_s_//_/ TA Dot rzr,('f_g ) Ll /2021
DISCIPLINARY ACTION
I, MR. SOHAIL KHALID, DISTRICT POLICE_ OFFICER,

KOHAT as competent authorily, am af the opinion thal you Offg: ASI Habib Ur
Rehman Inéharge PP Political Serai have rendered yoursell «liable [0 be
proceeded against departmentally under Khyber pPakhtunkhwa Police Rule

1975 {Amendment 2014) as you have commitied the following acts/omissions.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

i, That one Qaiscr Khan sfo Mehdi Khan r/fo Meri Colony
complain against you that you had made a demand of
Rs: 5,50,000/- regarding cmployment of his son in FIA
out of which you have received Rs: 100,000/ You
neither complied with your itllegal commitment nor
returned the arnount to the complainant.

i1, That wyou have ‘peceived Rs: 600,000/ from Al
Ahtisham for appointment of Sadig Ullah in FIA as
constable. Now Sadiq Ullah lodged a written complaint

against o

1ii. That you were called and heard in presence of both the
complainant and you have admitted taking amount
from both the persons. This you have indulged himself
in illegal activities and committed gross professional

miscondiict. ,
iis, That, from the above, and your preuious record you are

til-repruted.

2. Far the prpose of serulinizing the conduct of said
' >
OW@(/#@?AS is:

shall in accordance with

accusce with reference to Lhe above allegalions
appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer

provision of the Police Rule- 1975, provide v sasonable epportunity of hearing to
within twenty five days of

ihe accused official, record his findings and make,
to punishment or other

the receipt of this ovder, recommendations  as
appropriate action againsl the accuscd official.
' " The accuscd official shall join the proceeding on the

date, time and place fixed by ihe enquiry officer. .

DISTRICLJ\!"OL%O OFFICER,
KQHAT g T,

O_L_'_.{’_ ;j_-_-i[j_; PA, ciaLcd_f-Q-g // -~ }2021.

Noy N
Copy ol above jo:- e )
, /_{QQ)HO /}'/m/zﬁ '/ - The Bnouiry Officer for initiating
proceadings Against the aecused nnder Lha provisions of Polien
. Rule-1975. .
2. The accused officiak:- with the directions to appear before the

Enquiry Officer, on the dale, time and place fixed by him, for the
: iqurpose ol cnquiry proceedings. K :

e i - \@{) -

B {{»:\?‘5’ |
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Anx— G iy
DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST ASI Habib Ur Rehman

Incharge PP Political Serai.

The subject enquiry was referred to this office in the capacity as
enquiry officer vide order of enquiry bearing endst: No.2093-94/PA dated
26.04.2021, to ascertain the alleged charge of misconduct on the part of above
mentioned ASI with the following allegations; - :

i That one Quiser Khan s/o Mehdi Khan r/o Meri Colony
complain against you that you had made a demand of Rs:
550,000/- regarding employment of his son in FIA out of
which you have received Rs: 100,000/-. You neither complied
with your illegal commitment nor returned the amount to
the complainant.

ii. That you have received Rs: 600,000/ Jrom Ali Ahtisham for
appointment of Sadiy Ullah in FIA as constable. Now Sadig
Ullah lodged a written complaint against you.

tii. That you were called and heard in presence of both the
complainant and you have admitted taking amount from
both the persons. Thus you have indulged himself in illegal
activities and commi tted gross professional misconduct.

iv. That from the above, and your previous record you are ill-
Feputed.

The undersigned conducted an enquiry to find out the actual
facts regarding the above mentioned allegations.

For scrutinizing the conduct of defaulter ASI .Habib Ur
Rehman was served with charged sheet and summary of allegations. he was
summoned for personal hearing, recorded his statement, in his written reply
of charge sheet and summary of allegations, he defended himself innocence.
He stated reason that both the complainants namely Ali lhtesham and Abdul
Qadcos and Qaiser Khan s/o0 Mehdi Khan received their claiming amount he
further stated in his written statement due to getting late their amount
returning, both the applicant presented complaints again him.

During the inquiry to determine facts. All the concern branches
OHC /SRC also summoned to furnish the detail service record of above
defaulter ASI Habib Ur Rehman {copy annexed) accurding to the service record
report, the said defaulter ASI enlisted in Police depsrtment on 20.07.2002 and
awarded Major punishment 3 and minor 02 and still suspended, regarding
the mentioned allegations. (copy annexed)

To validity of the statement of the above defaulter ASI Habib Ur
Rehman was given complete legitimate opportunity to defend himself
according to the law, rules and regulation as defaulter police officer. His reply
of charge sheet found little satisfactory. While both the complainants Ali
Ihtesham and Abdul Qadoos r/o Khattak Colony Mobile Number. 0334-
8259919 and Qaiser Khan s/o Mehdi Khan Meri Colony Mobile Number.
0335-1996204 were properly summoned to this office, heard in persons. Both
above mentioned complainant presented their written statements that they
could not want to legal action against the said ASl because they have received
their amount. defaulter ASI Habib Ur Rehman also summoned and appeared
before the applicants, wherein applicants certified their statement before the
defauiter ASI Habib Ur Rehman.(copy annexed)

During the course of inquily another complaint received to
undersigned against the defaulter ASI Hahib Ur Rehman that he taking bribe

/4%’ pﬁ?ﬁﬁ’
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request of applicant regarding the bogus cheque but he nor chalk FIR neither
returned amount, the said applicant also contacted his cell number 0332-
98019425 but applicant mobile aumber is coming off continuously,

Foregoing in view the above facts, and thoroughly examine
allegations and record I have come to conclusion that allegation against the
said ASI could not be substantiated because no one come to front for giving
sohid evidence / written statement against purported ASI Habib Ur Rehman.
Beside the complainant§ Ali [htesham and Abdul Qadoos r/o Khattak Colony
Mobile Number. 0334-8259919 and Qaiser Khan s/0 Mehdi Khan Meri Colony
Mobile Number. 0335-1996204 presented their written statement that they
could not want to legal action against purported ASI Habib Ur Rehman. (copy
annexed) According to the secret probe defaulter ASI Habib Ur Rehman

‘reported unfastened character,

It is therefore; bhe is recommended for appropriated order
viease

Inquiry report is enclosed with all relevant docuraents submitted
for favour of perusal please, :

{Enclosure ., 17.,..)
364 PA-Reader Dated _27 /05/2021

Sub-Pivisional Police Officer,
-~ HQrs Kohat

ﬁio"@
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

=)y 1 -~
Nog= OéZé___/PA dared Kohat ﬂ:e,.ac)g{g 73> 72021

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

T, Sohail Khalid, District Police Officer, Kohat as

compcetent authority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975,
(amended 2014) is hereby serve you, Offg: ASI Habib Ur Rehman as

(allow:-

2.

1.

iI.

That consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted
against you by the inquiry officer for which you were given
opportunity of hearing vide office No. 2093-94/PA dated
29.04.2021.

On going, through thr flndmg and recommendations of the
inquiry officer, the muterial on record and other connected
papers including yourticlense belore the inquiry officer.

I am satisfied that you have committed the following
acts/omissions, specilied in scction 3 of the said ordinance.

That one Qaiser Khan s/o Mehdi Khan rfo Meri Colony
complain against you that you had made a demand of Rs:
5,50,000/- regarding ‘employment of his son in FIA out of
which you have receivid Rs; 100,008/, You neithor con!pffed)
with your illegal commitment nor returned the amount to the
complainant.

That you have received Rs: 600,000/- from Ali Ahtisham for
appointment of Sadiq Ullah in FIA as constable. Now Sadig
Ullah lodged a writter. complaint against you.

That you were called and heard in presence of both the
complainant and you have admitted taking amount from
both the persons. Thus you have indulged himself in illegal
activities and committed gross professional misconduct.

That from the above, and your previous record you arec {ll-

reputed.

As a result thereof, 1, as competent authority, have

tentatively decided to impose upon you major penalty provided under thE'

Rules ibid.

3.

You are. therefore, required to show. cause as to why the

aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon vou also intimate whether
you desire to be heard in person.

4.

If no reply to this notice is received within 07 days of its

delivery in the normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that
you have no defence to put in and in that case as ex- parte action shall be

taken against you.

S.

The copy of the finding of inquiry officer is enclosed.

& '
ﬁ 45& DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
‘((.& | Q y KOHAT
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Office of the
District Police Officer,
Kohat

Ph: # 0922-9260196  Fay #1, 0922-9260125

ORDER

This order will dispose of departmental proceedings conducted against
Offg: ASi Habib Ur Rehman (hereinafter called accused official) under the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 (amendment 2014), on the below score of charges:-

That one Qaiser Khan s/o Mehdi Khan /o Meri Colony complain against
him that he has made a demand of Rs: 5,50,000/- regarding employment
of his son in FIA out of which he have received Rs: 100,000/-. He neither
complied with his illegal commitment noi retiumned the amount to the
complainant.

ii. That he have received Rs: 600,000/ from Alr Atitisham for appointment of
Sadiq Ullah in FIA as constable. Now Sadiq Ullah lodged a wrilten

complaint against-him.

i,  That he was called and heard in presence of both the complainant and he
has admiited taking amount from both the persons. Thus he, have
indulged himself in illegal activities and committed gross professional .
misconduct.

iv.  That from the above, and his previous record he has ii-reputed.

SDPO HQrs, Kohat was appointed as enquiry officer to proceed against
the sccused official under the above score of charges and rules ibid. The enquiry officer
filed report wherein he stated that he is il-reputed. He aiso enclosed statement of
complainants, wherein they disclosed that the amount has been returned by the
accused official. '

Final Show Cause Notice was served upon the accused official to which
he filed reply but found unsatisfactory.

The accused official was called in O.R and heard in person, wherein he
stated that he wants to returned the amount to the complainant and placed himself at
the mercy of undersigned, but his version amounts to admission / confession of his

illegal practice / corruption and misconduct,

Record gone through which indicates that the accused official being
-member of a -disciplined department indulged himself in illegai activities, cheating /
frauds with complainant, in garb of government employment and deceived them from
valuable property. Besides above, similarly, complaint of one Muhammad Zubair is also
received against the accused official, Furthermore, one of the complainant named
Ihtisham Ali filed another complaint, wherein he disclosed that the accused official
threatened him for dire consequences, Hence, the accused official misused his
authority, earned bad name to a disciplined department and he is a stigma on Police.
Hence, the charges leveled against the accused official are established beyond any
shadow of doubt’and his retention in department shal! damage the image of Police,

&
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Therafore, in axarcise of powaers conferred upon ma under the rutes ibid I, Sohail
Khaid District Police Officer, Kohat impose a major punishment of removal from
service on accused Offg: ASI Habib Ur Rehman with immediate effect.

Announced

14.05.2021

D]?TR T|POQKICE OFFICER,
Lot ] L OHAT

OB No. 7/ A '

Date /G- & s 12021

Noadl -Z—Zf@_xm dated Kohat the / €3 - AL 2021,

Copy of above is submitted for favor of informalion to the:-

1. Regionai Police Officer, Kohat, -.
2. District Police Officer, iKarak for necessary action.
3. R.|/Reader/SRC/QHC/Pay Qfficer for necessary action.

DISTRIC (@] E OFFICER.
Q , HAT



o At —

A= G (13

THE HONOURABLE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KOHAT REGION KOHAT |

APPEAL UNDER RULE 11 OF THE POLICE RULES 1975

(AMENDED 2014) AGAINST IMPUCNED ORDER OF THE

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT DATED 16-06-2021 VIDE

WHICH THE APPELLANT WAS REMOVED FROM SERVICE

WITHOUT ANY LEGAL JUSTIFICATION.

Respected Sir,

With great respect the appellant may be allowed to submit the

following for your kind and sympathetic consideration;

" Facts of the Case: .

1. That appellant on 20*06_2.002 had joined tiﬂe Police Deptt:- as
constable.

2. That sihce_ enrolment of the appellant in the Police De;;tt:, he
-discharged his official work with d‘edicati_on and-zeai and zest.

3. That on accoun.t of his round the clack efforts, the appellant qualified
the intermediate course in the year 2012 while the appellant was
promoted to the rank of ASlin the year 2020.

4. That during more or less ninetéen years service, the appellant has
always served in accordance thh law, merits and rules.

5. That during his service the appellant for his good official performance
has earned a number of commendation certificates besides cash
rewards.

6. That the appellant due to his exemplary service Iin the Police ijeptt:

‘ has -earned confidence to his .worthy senior officer who used to

P
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appeilong perlon med on all these assignments very successiully.

Y Ihat not only the official circles but also all segments of the public life

have shown satisfaction on the official performance of the appellant.

8. That during his service career the appellant ‘has never been awarded’

major or minor punishment.

9. That unfortunately on account of some misunderstanding, the

~appellant was charge sheeted on th',:e followi‘ng grounds:-
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demand of Rs.S,SO,bOO/— regarding employment of his son in FIA out
of which he has rgceived Rs.100000/-. He neither complied with his
illegal commitment nor returned the amount to the com'plaiinant.

fha't he have feceived Rs.600000/- from Ali Ihtisham for appointment
of Sadig Ullah in FiA as constable. Now Sadiq Ullah lodged a written
complainant against him.
That he was called and heard in presencé of both the complainant and
he has adﬁlitted taking amoﬁnt from both the persons. Thus he has
indulged himself in illegal activities and' coﬁqmitted gross professi'onal
misconduct.
;i'hat from the above and the previous record he is ill reputed.

10. That upon. conclusion of the enquiry the appellant was awarded

major punishment of Removal from service vide order bearing OB

No.421 dated 16-06-2021.

11. That since enquiry was not conducted in accordance with law nor

punishment order has fulfilled the principles of natural/codal justice
therefore, the appellant has serious reservations over the impugned

punishment order.

12.  That following are some of the grounds of appeal among the other

which.may graciously be considered sympathetic’ally.'

awid T (5 %" | x..-ef(?p
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A That the impugned order of punishment is not in accordance with law,

Grounds of Appeal:

rules and justice, hence it is liable to be set aside.

B. That all the allegations leveled against the appé!laﬁnt have- not been
proved. Hence no punishmént can be awarded on the said allegations.

C. That as faf as the first allegation is concerned, the factual position is
that the appeliant has heard frofﬁ; some sources that a third person
acted on his behalf and had enteréd in iflegal bargainiﬁg on béhalf of
the appellant with the alleged effectee. When the appellant came to
know about such an illegal and unethical act of the person the
appeltant had téken immediate action, because such an illegal and
estheticalf act \.NOLIid ruin his ser‘vice‘ career coupled with his good
reputation. The person involved in iliegal bargain was forced to return
the amount. Compiai‘nant Qaiser Khan vide his statement dt:21-5-
2021 had withdrawn his application and réquested that no action be’
taken against. the IappeHant. Hence first allegation against the.
appellant totally went unproved and unsubstantiated. . |

D. That regarding the second alleg‘ation, it is submitted that Ali lhtisham
vide his statement dt:21-5-2021 had requested that since the
appeilant has resoived' the matter, therefore, he was not willing to ‘
proceed further with his complaint.
in this case too, tHe appellant was not involved but some iil wishers
tried to damage reputation of the appeliant. When the appeliant came
to know about the alleged issue, he ;r.nmediately interfered and the
person who écted on behalf of the appellant w;as directed to return
the amount.

E. That the third allegation is also 'not true and it is exaggerated one.

The zppeilznt has neser zdmitted of receiving the amount form the
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pe-rsorrf; mentioned in the inﬁpugned order for appointment the
nCrrnihated person‘in the FlA.

That allegation No. IV is aiso an‘exlag.gerate'd one. The worthy
authority has not quoted _single instance which could -prove the
appellant is an ill reputed person/ officer. |

That the word il} reputed is a very comprehensive word. The authority
has to come with clear version that whether the appellant is a narcaotic
dealer or he is a gambler or he is an arms / ammunitions smuggler or
he is in habit of receiving illegal gratification. This charge is vague
and uncertain, hence this allegation is not an ailegation against the
appellant in the eyes of law. It is to be kept in mind that punishment
can be-'only ewarded when charge in spe'cific and certain. Hence the
pdnishment awarded to the appe!lent is defective.and is of no legal
effect on the rights of the abpellant.

- Th.at the enduiry officer, in his findihgs has not reeommended any.
punishment against t_hel apeellant but inspite of this the hcompetent
authority awarded him one of the rhajor punlishment. Copy of the
findings of the'enquiry efficer is enclosed..

That rf the competent authorlty was not agreed with the findings of
the -enquiring officer, he should have returned the enquiry: with his
remarks to the enquiry officer that he being not satisfied with his
findinge so it is to be conducted _by arrother enquiry officer but
unfortunately, the competent authority did not exercised such option.
Hence the competent authority acted unilateraily and arbitrarily -
against the appe!iant which has vmated the entire enqmry-
proceedings.

That it is very ciear that the appellant has got no in\rolvement directly
* orindirectly is getting the iil'egla[ amount from different people. for

appointment in FIA but inspite of the fact, appellant was held
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respon5|blle as a principal. defaulter which is sheerly against the
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justice. haf taken place agcunst the appe!lant

K. That the appellant is a poor person and he is a humble ASI How he

“can claim that he could manage or facilitate the people to get

employment in FIA. in addition if the appellant -has cléimed that he
has approached / access to the hi;gh ups of the FIA, how people
believed sucH a version without any verification. In th_e enquiry this
'imbortant point is missing which has obviously not connected the
appellant with the allegation being leveled agai.nst him. When the
allegad access of the appellant was not verified then how they made
payment for appointment in FlA. The appeliant assufes your_goodSelf
that he did ndt make any claim about his approach to t'hel high ups,
secondly, the appeliant did not attrﬁct péop]e to make pa\;/ment in lieu
of facilitating employment to their near and dear.
It is a hard reality that'in Police Deptt: an official at-the same time has
good and bad wishers. Bad wishers are always in search of finding
opportunity to darnége him. In the case of the appellant bad wishers
hatched conspirécy in order to ruin his good reputation and as well as
his service - career. They succeeded in doing so and created an
atmosphere.of misunderstanding which resulted in infliction qf onelof
the majolr punishment.

L. That even the enquiry officer did not conduct enquir_y in accord'_a_ricé
with law/ rules.'He‘has not summoned the a;ppellant to cross.examine
the witnesses. He simply recorded statements of the witnesses and
made them part of record. Such a pfacfice is repugnant to the

principles of law, justice, transparency and fair play.

%m\%ieo |
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That a fact finding enqwry against the appellant was. conducted by

the worthy DIG Ofﬂce Kohat and Afj Ehtrhsham x-_vho is compiar’nanr

mAm o g
— ey,

That the enquiry officer did not associate the appeliant with the
enqu:’-ry which is mandatory. Hence, the spirit of law and justice was
defeated hence the impugned order is not sustainable in the eyes of

law.,

That the appellant has more or less' 19 years service in the pohce

-deptt The appe“ant did not involve himself in such like illegal and

unethical activities. Hence on such u_nproved allegations no
punishm‘ent whatscever can be awarded to the appellant. The
appellant assures your goodself that in future too he will not switch
over to such ilfegal activities.

That the punishment awarded to the app-ellant seems to be result of
some misunderstanding. Such misunderstanding after submission of
tlhe instant appeal shall remove negative impression in the bilnds of
his worthy officers regarding the ab,pe”ant.

That Under 10-A of the constitution of Pakistan Independent, fair and
transparent trial / enquiry is the fundamental right of the appellant
but the authority by conducrmg the enquiry one sidedly, unilatera”y
and arbitrarily, in fact wolated the fundamental right of the appelfant
whu h has legally vitiated the entire enquiry proceedmgs

That in the case of the appellant due process of law was not followed.
At this score the enquiry and the impugned o_rderl became legally
questionable. -

That the appellant maintains large family. The impugned -order which

“is based on unproved and unsUbstantiated allegations is likely to land

o
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family of the appellant in a state of starvation and the appellant Allah

forbid may face irreparable loss for the no fault on his part.

T. That the appellant assures your goosself that he cannot even think to
involve / indulge himself in such like illegal/unethical activities and in
future too'he will not involve himself in such like activities,

. That your goodself has got Isources through which contlenticm of the

appellant and status of the allegations leveled against him can be

verified. The ;ppellant in that p;ocess too will prove to be a clean

person.

V. That if deemed proper the appellant may kindly be heard in person.

Prayer:

it is therefora, humbly rlequestedl that since the allegation leveled
against the appellant have not béen proved/ substantiated, enquir\,;
officer in his findings did not held guilty the appeliant, fact fin,dingl
enquiry held by the worth DIG Office Kohat Region, also held the
appéllant‘not'guilty and resultantly was filed because nothing was
substantiated the process of law was not followed and tﬁé enquiry and
the impugned order are not in accordance with law/ rules/ justice and
fair play, therefore, by graciously accepting the instant appeal,limpugned
order of punished vide OB No. 421 dated 16-6-2021 may kiﬁdly be set
aside and the appellant may be reinstated in seMce from the déte of

punishment with all back benefits. The appellaht and his family will pray

/ﬁ’sﬁo

N

for your long life and prosperity.

Dated:; 06~-07-2021.

Ex-ASl
Cell No. 0334-5581845
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No. /37L8  /BC, datedKohatthe /— ef - 1021

POLICE DEPIT: ’ " KQHAT REGION

 ORDER.

i

This order will dispose- of a departmental appeal moved - by
Ex-ASI Hablb-ur—Rehman of district Kohat, against the pumshment order passed by DPO -

Kohat vide OB No. 421, dated 16.06.2021 whereby he was awarded ma_]or punishment of

Removal from Service on the following allegations:- .
I That one Qa1ser Khan s/o Mehdi Khan r/o Meri Colony complam agamst him that he
has made a demand of Rs. 5,50,000/- regarding employment of lus son 111 FIA out of which .
he received Rs. 1 ,00,000/-. He neither complied with his illegal commltment not retumed the

amoumnt to the complainant. ' ' '_' ;

fi.  That he have received Rs. 6,00,000/- from Ali Ahtisham for appomtment of Sadiq

Ullah in FIA as constable. Now Sadiq Ullah lodged a written complaint agalnst him,

iii.  That he was called and heard in presence of both the complamants and he has admitted

taking amount from both the. persons. Thus he have indulged lm-nself in 111egal actmtles and
committed gross misconduct.

iv. ~ That from the above, and his previous record he has ill reputed..

Conunents as well as relevant record were reqmsmoned from DPO
Kohat and perused. The appellant was also heard in person in O.R held in this ofﬁce on

30.08.2021. During hearing the app ellant did no advance any plausible explana‘uon in his
defense to prove his innocence. '

Above, in view, the undersigned reached to .the conclusion that the
appellant deceived the above named persons and did not return back the amount to them

despite of the commitment raade with the complainants, thus tantamount to gross professional

'F-AR ALI) PSP

Region Pglice Officer,
)}, Kohat Region.

misconduct. Therefore, his appeal being devoid of merits is hereby rejected.,.
Order Announced

30.08.2021 \//

(MOHAMMAD

Copy to District Police Officer, Kohat for information and

necessary action w/r to his office Memo: No. 9646/LB, dated 29.04.2021. His Service

Record containing 02 Service Books, 01-Service Roll & Enqulry F11e is returncd
herewith,

-

Region Pclice Officer,
},< Kohat Region,
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. BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
. SERVICE TRIBUMAL, PESHAWAR

Survice Appeal No. 7408/2021 .
Htatib ur Rehman .. C eeveneens Appellant .
Zx-AG1 District Kohat ' . -

i
ke
z

VErsus
Regionél Police Officer, Kohat & other : .... Respondents -
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBURAL, PESHAWAR

L1

Service Appeal No. 7408/2021

Habib ur Rehman e Appellant
x-ASH, District Kohat |

Yersus

Regional Police Officer, Kohat & other ... Respondents

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO.1TO 2.

Respectfully Sheweth:-
Preliminary Obijections:-

I. That the appeal is not based on facts.

ii. That the appeal is not maintainable in the bresent form.

i That 'the appeal is bad for mis-}‘oinder and non-joinder of necessary -and
propér parties.l | |

V. That the appeliant is estobped to file the instant appeal by his own conduct.

V. That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.

vi. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file the

instant service appeal.

)}

FACTS:--
1. Pertains to service record of appellant needs no comments.
2. ‘Correct to the extent that charge sheet issued to the appellant on the

account that one namely Qaiser Khan sfo Mehdi Khan rio Meri Colohy
registered complaint against the appellant that he had made demand of
5,50,000/- regarding appointment of his son in FIA out of which he had
received Rs. 1'00,000!'-. xFurther added that second complaint also received
on the basis that appellant received 600,000/- from one namely Ali htesham
for appointment of Sadiq Ullah in FIA as Constable. It is pertinent to mention
here that appellant is ill reputed. Copies of complaints are annexure A & B.
3. DS?/ HQrs: Kohat was appointed as enquiry officer to proceed against the
accused official under the above score of charges. The enquiry officer
submitted report to the District Police Officer, Kohat wherein he stated that
‘he-is ill I({eputed. He also enclosed statement of complainants wherein they

(I:I‘isclosed that the amount has been returned by the accused official.
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4. Incorrect. Final show cause notice was served upon the accused official to
which he replied but found unsatisfactory. Furthermore, he was called in
orderly room and heard in person, wherein he stated that he wants to return

* the amount to the complainant and placed himself at the mercy of competent
authority. He confessed of his illegal practice/ corruption and misconduct.

5, Appellant was held guiity for his misconduct and all the allegations leveled
against the appellant stood proved without any shadow of doubt therefore,
he was dismissed from service vide District Police Officer, Kohat office order
No. 2671-74/PA, dated 16.06.2021, Copy as annexure C.

6. The departmental appeal against the dismissal order was rejected by the
Regional Police Officer, Kohat on the grounds that appellant deceived the
persons and did not return back the amount to them despite of the

commitment made with the complainants. Copy of departmental appeal is

annexure D. _
7. The appeal of the appellant is not maintainable on the following Grounds.
GROUNDS:-
A Incorrect. The appellant was treated in accordance with law/ rules.

Furthermore, no violation of Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan,
1873 exist on part of answering réspondents.

B.  Incorrect. All codal formalities were fulfilled during inquiry and orders were
passed in accordance with law/ rules.

C. Incorrect. As already explained in Para No. 3 & 4 of Facts that the appellant
had bad reputation and enquiry officer recommended for appropriate order
furthermore, he was heard in person during orderly room and he was
provided-every opportunity of self-defense but the reply of the appellant was
found unsatisfactory.

D. Incorrect. As already explained in preceding paras.

E. Incorrect. As aiready explained in Para No. 4 of Facts.

F. incorrect. As already explained in Para No. 3 of Facts.

G. Incorrect. All codal formalities were fulfilled during inquiry and orders were
passed in accordance with faw/ rules.

H. incorrect. As appellant confessed of his illegal practice/ corruption and

misconduct during orderly room furthermore, he aiso wanted to return the
money to the complainants. '

27" -Incorrect. As already explained in preceding paras the appellant had bad ill
reputation- and he was corrupt employee of department on the basis of which

he is not eligible to be reinstated into service.
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J. Incarrect. As already explained that appeliant is nbt eligible to be reinstated
into service as well as for back benefits.

K. Incorrect. The appellant was dismissed from the service on the grounds that
all charges leveled against the appellant stood proved in the departmental
pfo;eedings. '

L. The respondents may also be allowed to raise additional Grounds at the time

of hearing of the instant service appeal.

PRAYER:-

Keeping in view the above stated facts and rules it is therefore humbly
prayed that the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of merits hence, may

kindly be dismissed with costs, please.

ngl prlice
Kohat Regon Kobe

' fo er, \/\/ - i i |
N S\ _ (Responden{.Nodﬁw



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

‘Service Appeal No. 7408/2021

Habib ur Rehman ceenanann s Appellant
Ex-ASI, District Kohat ' g
- VErsus
Regional Police Officer, Kohat & other ..., Respondents

' GOUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the bélow mentioned respondents, do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are correct and
~ true to the best,of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from
this Hon: Tribunal.

v/

District PeliceQffice \/ Region ice Officer,

Koh S ' Kohat
(Respondent N ) (RespopdentOffices
N W&OFQMBMl

Kohat Region
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ORDER.
¥

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal moved by
FX-ASL Habib-ur-Rehman of district Kohat. against the punishment order, passed by DPO |
Koha vide OB No. 421, dated 16.06.2021 whereby he was awarded major punishment of
Removal from Serviee on the following nllegatinns:-
). That ane Qaiser Khan s'o Mchdi Khan /o Meri Colony complain against him that he -
has made a demand of Rs, 8.30.000/- reparding emiployment of his son in FIA out of which |
he reeeived Rs. 1.00.0007-. e neither complied with his illegal commitment not returned the
amont to (e complainant, i
i. That he have reccived Rs. 6,00.000/- fram Ali Ahtisham for appointmem of Sadig
Ullah in 1A a5 constable, Now Sadig _Ull:'.h {odped a written complaint against him.
ni. Thal be was called and heard in presence of both the complainants and he has adnitted
taking amount from both the persons. Thus he have indulged himself in illegal sctivitics and
eonumtied gross misconduct.

iv, That from the asbove, and his previous record he has ill reputed.

Comments as well as relevant recard were requisitioned from DPO

&
kohat and perused. The appellant was alse heard in person in O.R beld in this office on
30.08.2021. During hearing the appellant did no advance any plausible explanation in his

defense to prove his innocence.

Above_in view, the undersipned reached to the conclusion that the
appellant deceived the above named :pcrsons and did not returm back the amount ta them
despite of the commitmeni made with the complainants. thus tantarnount to gross professional
misconduct. Therefore, his appeal being devoid of mierits is hereby rejected.

Order Announced
.08.2024

Region Pglice Officer,
Kohal Region.

No. _/_37/48 JEC, duted Kehatthe  /— &f - 12021,

Copy to District Police Officer. Kohat for information and
necessary action w/r to his office Memao: No. 9646/L13. dated 29.04.2021. His Service
Record containing 02 Service Books. 01-Service Reoll & Enquiry File is returned

herewith,
Mo. 1377 - / . ﬂ
N \)/yaf\.&a " N. N *
/37— #Ctigy (MOHAMMAL ZAFAR ALD ISP
J4 oA Region Piilice Officer,

rn

n: S «b¢ Kohat Region.



SRR IRR N, e A M T Lt et % NN Y B e BTN ey

-8

P\mnu( - D
OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR,

ORDEK

This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Khyber Pakhtu,
 Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Ex-Offg: ASI Habib-
service by Distr_i"{i"%\" éql_i(‘:e Officer, Kohat vide OB No, 421, dated 16.0
- (:) -LTI:I&;-Y- Bﬁe.Qaiflser:IW(han s/o Mehdi Khan r/o Meri
delpghd of Rs. 5,50,000/-

ur-Rehman, The petitioner was remove
6.2021 on the following allegations:-

Ct_:uloii} corri;-)iﬁilﬁ against him that he had
regarding employment of his son in FIA out of which he recejve
1,{50,000!_-. He neither complied with his 'illegal commitment nor ret

complainant.

(i) That he had received Rs, 6,00,000/-

urned the amount {

from Ali Ahtisham for appointment of Sadiq Ullah in F

- . _Constable, Now Sadiq Ullah lodged a written complaint against him. .

(iii) -Tha;t he was cailed and heard in presence of both the complainants and he had admitted taking ar
from bofh the persons. Thus he had indulged himself in ille

gal activities and committed
misconduct.

(iv)  As per his previous recdrd, he has ill-reputed.

His appeal was rejected by Regional Police Officer, Kohat vide order Endst: No, lj?ﬁS/EC',
01092021, " i - - T
Meeting of the Appellate Board was held on 16.02,2022, wherein the petitioner was present and
tn detail. ' . “'k
During hearing the petitioner denjes charges. The inquiry officer did not find evidence against
. The complainants withdrew their complaints. The Board decided that his major punishment is hereby ¢onvent
minor punishment of forfeiture of one year approved service on grounds that he was carrying bad repute a;
-‘adlrnit‘s‘t(li' be in totich with peoplé who take money from-people for getting jobs and he also managed to infl
them to return money when he was proceeded departmentally. The intervening period to be treated as Ileavc wi
pay. ,
Sd/-
SABIR ABMED, PSP

Additional Inspector General of Police,
HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

No. S/ 46 ;"' fé’ /22, dated Peshawar, the  //- ®% /2022,

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. Reg'ibﬁal Police Officer, Kohat. One Service Roll, Three Service Books and one enquiry file of the a

named appellant received vide vour office Memo: No. 17658/EC, dated 29.10.2021 is returned here
for your office reco:d. R - :

.~ District Police Q#ficer, Kohat. e

s PSO to IGE/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.-
AIG}"(LégaI, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, -

. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Office Supdt: E-II, CPO Peshawar.

' Office;'_'concemed.

I I C R TGS

(IRFAN TARIQ) PSP |

AIG/Establishment, !
For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,



' BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE YRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR -

Service Appeal No. 7408/2021 -
Habib ur Rehman ‘ e Appellant
Ex-ASI, District Kohat ' .

5N A A

Regional Police Officer, Kohat & other oo Respondenfs-

AUTHORITY LETTER

-Mr: Arif Saleem steno / Focal person of this district is hereby
authorized to' file the comments on behalf of respondent in” the Honorable

Trisunal-and cther documents as required.

District Pgticy Oijicer,



