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15.12.2015 Counsel for ihe appellant and Mr.Zahoor Khan, 

Inspector (legal) alongwith Mf.Muhammad Siddique, Sr.G.P 

for respondents present. Requested for adjournment. To 

come up for written reply/commenls on 17.3.2016 before 

S.B at Camp Court A/Abad. i
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Camp Court A/Abad

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Sher Afzaf HC alongwith Mr. 

Muhammad Saddique, Sr. GP for | respondents present.. Written reply
I

submitted. The appeal is assigned to; D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for
I

18.10.2016 at Camp Court A/Abad. i

17.03.2016

It
Cha^iian

Camp Court A/Abad
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1 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad 

Siddique, Senior Government Pleader alongwith Mr. 
Muhammad Zahoor Inspector (Legal) for respondents present. 
Rejoinder Submitted. Arguments heard. Record perused.

18.10.2016
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’1IIif
II' Vide our detailed judgment of to-day placed in 

connected service appeal No. '900/2015, titled "Ahmad Ali 

Shah Versus Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar and 2 others", we accept the instant appeal also as 

per detailed judgment, 
costs. File be consigned to the record room.
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19:08.2015 Counsel for the appellant present. Requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned to 15.09.2015 for preliminary hearing 

before S.B at camp court A/Aabad.

Camp Court Abbottabad

Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant argued that the appellant was serving as SHO at P.S KTS, 

A^<-l Haripur when subjected to inquiry on the allegations of supporting 

the narcotics sellers and vid'e impugned - order dated 2.12.2014 

appellant was awarded major punishment in the shape of reduction in 

rank from the position of Inspector to that of S.I regarding which he 

preferred departmental appeal] on 10.12.2014 which was partially 

allowed and punishment converted into reduction in pay for 2 stages 

vide order dated 27.7.2015 where-after the instant service appeal was 

preferred on 11.8.2015.

That the appellant wasj given no show cause notice nor full- 

fledged inquiry was conducted and that the findings of the inquiry 

officer were not provided to! the appellant for defence. That the 

punishment of reduction in pay for two stages is contrary to law as 

laid down by the august Supreme Court of Pakistan in case reported 

as 2004 SCMR 74. ,

Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to deposit of 

security and process fee within 10 days, notices be issued to the 

respondents for written reply/eomments for 15.12. 2015 before S.B at 

Camp Court A/Abad.

15.9.2015
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

90.1/2015Case No..

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Raja Mahboob Khan presented today 

by Mr. Muhammad Aslam Tanoli Advocate may be entered in 

the Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order.

11.08.20151

-----
REGISTRAR

2 This case is entrusted to Touring Bench A.Abad for 

preliminary hearing to be put up thereon ^ ^ — pP —^ fJ

CHAl^AN
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BFFQRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

ftpprn^ •

Raja Mehboob Khan S/O Mohammd Yaqoob Khan Inspector 

Police Department presently posted at District Abbottabad (R/O 

Village Batangi, Tehsil Havelian, District Abbottabad).

VERSUS
Appellant

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. The District Police Officer, Haripur

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL

INDEX

PageAnn-
exure

Description of DocumentS/N
No.o

Appeal1.
“A"Copy of impugned order dated 27-07-2015 

Copy Copy of Charge Sheet at.13-10-2Q]4 

Copy of reply dated 17-10-2014.
Copy of report dated 30-09-2014 of Special
Branch._______________________________
Copy of crime diary for 2013-2014________
Statement showing detil of registered cases 

Copies of FIRs & Application u/s-3MPC 

Copies of commendation certificates 

Copy of daily diary No.39 dated 10-05-14 

Copy of inquiry report dated 27-10-2014 

Copy of complaint by faisal daed 26-12-13 

Copy of order dt. 2-12-14 of DPC Haripur

2.
"B”3.
“C”4.
“D”5.

u E”6.
2^:3upn

7.
XU-3^“G”8.
Uo--^T>“H”9.
hnU I M

10.
kr.jn

11.
“K”12. u E"

13.
“M”Copy of departmental appeal. 

Wakalatnama
14.
15.

A'ppellan

Through
(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli 

Advocate High Court 
at HaripurDated: j -08-2015
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Raja Mehboob Khan S/0 Mohammd Yaqoob Khan Inspector 

Police Department presently posted at District Abbottabad (R/O 

Village Batangi, Tehsil Haveiian, District Abbottabad).
Appellant

^rvice TribusAl 
©iary No-iSSVERSUS

-rio\\

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar. 
2?The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad. 

The District Police Officer, Haripur.
' " .

\ V-v -

W -ie, :

Respondents

\
APPEAL UND&R SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 27-07-2015 TO THE

EXTENT OF PENALTY OF REDUCTION IN PAY FOR 02 STAGES (02

YEARSl PASSED BY THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER HAZARA REGION

ABBOTTABAD WHILE CONVERTING PENALTY OF THE APPELLANT

FROM REDUCTION IN RANK INTO REDUCTION IN PAY. i

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL ORDER

DATED 27-07-2015 OF REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER HAZARA RANGE

ABBOTTABAD MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE TO THE EXTENT OF

AWARD OF PENALTY OF REDUCTION IN PAY FOR 02 STAGES [02

YEARS) AND THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE RESTORED HIS PAY.

A
Respectfully sheweth,

1. That the Regional Police Officer, Hazara'*^Rbgion, 

Abbottabad vide his order dated 27-07-2015 has 

accepted the departmental appeal filed by the 

appellant, converted the penalty of reduction in rank by

\
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reinstating him in the rank of Inspector and has awarded 

the penalty of reduction in pay for 02 stages (02 years).

(Copy of order dated 27-07-2015 is attached herewith as 

annex-A).

FACTS:

That while appellant posted as SHO Police Station KTS, 

Haripur was served upon with a Charge Sheet along-with 

statement of allegations by the District Police Officer 

Haripur alleging therein that “while posted as SHO PS, KTS, 

it came to his notice through letter No. No.15869-72/PPO 

dated 03-10-2014 of the Provincial Police Officer, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar that appellant was supporting 

the narcotics sellers/paddlers and taking ‘monthly’ from 

them”. Mr. Bilal Zafar Shekh, ASP Headquarters was 

appointed as Enquiry Officer.

(Copy of the Charge Sheet dated 13-10-2014 is attached 

herewith as annexure “B”).

2.

That above Charge Sheet was duly responded by the 

appellant vide his reply dated 17-10-2014 explaining all 

facts and circumstance and denied the allegation leveled 

therein.

(Copy of the reply dafed 17-10-2014 is attached herewith 

as annexure “C”).

3.

X

That the allegations mentioned in the above referred 

Charge-Sheet were based on a report of Police Special 

Branch'^Haripur. According to the report of Police Special 

Branch Haripur, “the persons, (fathers 8. sons) were selling 

narcotics from the times of their forefathers. Sometimes the

4.

• ^



local police took action on receipt of complaint. On 

release from Jail, they resumed again their activities. 

Inspector Raja Mehboob SHO(Appellant), Sub. Inspector 

Zari Khan ASHO, HC Ahmed Ali Shah and Constable

Naseer Shah No. 719 were supporting the narcotics sellers
1

& getting “monthly”. It is astounding one that appellant 

was posted at PS KTS only about only 11 months ago but 

criminals had been selling narcotics from the time of their 

forefathers. In such a situation as to why the Police Special 

branch failed to report the matter to the High-Ups to have 

had rooted them out earlier. For showing their efficiency a 

baseless report was submitted by the Special Branch on 

the basis of which appellant was charge-sheeted and 

ultimately awarded with the penalty of reduction in rank 

from Inspector into Sub Inspector by the District Police 

Officer Haripur.

(Copy of report of Police Special Branch dated 30-09-2014 

is attached herewith as annexure “D”).

5. That the appellant remained posted at PS KTS for about 11 

months. During the period appellant carried out actions 

against the criminals without any discrimination. Within a 

period of 09 monfhs in 2014 abouf 86 Kg and 655 Grams of 

Chas was recovered from different criminals which 

recovery was 21 Kg more than that of fhe previous year. 

Similarly recovery of Heroin, Opium and liquor was also 

above than that of last year which is a proof of appellant’s 

performance.

Copy of Crime Diary tor fhe year 2013 & 2014 is attached 

herewith a annexure “E”).



rr
That letter No.646/3019 of Inspector General, Special 

Branch, Peshawar reveals that in the year 2013 & 2014 the 

Local Police registered 07 cases against Addas No.l & 2 

which assertion is against the facts because the Police PS 

KTS registered 14 cases against these Addas, hence the 

report of Special Branch’s staff is based on false 

information.

(Statement showing detail of registered cases is attached 

herewith as annexure “F").

6./
r

That so far as the allegation of supporting and receiving 

the monthly from the narcotics peddlers is concerned the' 

same is incorrect, because appellant took every measure 

against them under relevant sections of law including 3 

MPO, their houses were raided after taking search warrant, 

every two Addas were raided and narcotics substance 

were recovered and cases registered against them. 

(Copies of FIRs & application 3 MPO are attached as 

annexure “G”).

7.

That appellant took actions against notorious offenders 

running narcotics dens or involved in other crimes for the 

years together. Appellant took to fight against them and 

exalted the morale of police force. On account of his best 

performance at PS KTS, the Inspector General of Police 

Peshawar and D.I.G. Hazara Range Abbottabad as well as 

District Police Officer, Haripur awarded the appellant with 

Commendation Certificates and Cash Rewards.

(Copies of certificates are attached as annexure-“H”).

8.

9. That appellant was never influenced by toutism or political 

interference in. discharge of his duties on merits and



without any discrimination despite he was extended 

threats by political persons on occasions.

(Copy of Daily Diary No.39 dated 10-05-201^is attached 

as annexure “I”).

10. That in the above mentioned charge sheets though Mr. 

Bilal Zafar, ASP Headquarters was appointed as Inquiry 

Officer yet no such inquiry was ever conducted by the 

said officer, neither any place was selected for 

appearance before the Inquiry Officer nor appellant was 

called to appear before the inquiry officer. Nor any witness 

from special branch was called to appear and record his 

statement before the inquiry officer against the appellant 

with regard to charges leveled against him in their report 

as well as in the charge sheet. No documentary evidence 

was ever produced against the appellant. Neither 

appellant was allowed to cross-examine the witness 

produced, if any, against him nor was he confronted with 

documentary evidence, if any, advanced as a proof of 

allegations leveled in the charge sheet issued to the 

appellant. Neither appellant was issued with findings nor 

report of inquiry. Appellant was also not provided the 

opportunity of personal hearing. Even no Final Show Cause 

Notice was issued before awarding major penalty of 

reduction in the rank from Inspector to Sub. Inspector 

through impugned order dated 02-12-2014. Hence entire 

procedure of departmental inquiry was seriously violated.

That Inquiry Officer was bound under the rule to have 

based his findings on documentary as well as evidence 

recorded by the witnesses including the defense taken by 

the appellant in his reply to the charge sheet. But Inquiry

11.
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Officer went on to give findings based on surmises and 

conjectures and that too without conducting any inquiry 

or calling witnesses and recording evidence. Even reply to 

the charge sheet submitted by the appellant was not 

taken into consideration. Hence the findings of Inquiry 

were against the Disciplinary Rules 1975 and liable to be 

turned down on this score alone.

12. That Inquiry Officer vide his report dated 151 dated 27-10- 

2014 concluded the inquiry with the words “ that secret 

information was taken against the accused so that facts 

could come forward but persons are not ready to give in 

writing because they afraid, however they are reqdy to 

give information secretally who were heard”. This is the 

total report on the basis of which the appellant was/is 

being awarding.penalties by the authorities.

(Copy of the Inquiry report dated 27-10-2014 is attached 

as annex-“J").

. That the Inquiry Officer while recording findings 

recommending major penalty did not consider the facts 

, that actions were taken against the Narcotics Peddler 

Faisal and in retaliation who submitted application dated 

26-12-2013 to the high-ups against the appellant. Hence 

the findings are in violation of the facts and circumstances 

of the matter and liable to be turned down.

(Copy of application is attached herewith as annex- “K”).

13. and

14. That ultimately appellant was awarded with major penalty 

of reduction in rank from Inspector to Sub Inspector by the 

District Police ^Haripur vide his_order dated 02-12-2014.

(Copy of order dated 02-12-14 is attached as annex “L”).

4
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15. That appellant joined the police force as a CONSTABLE 

and by dint of his devotion, dedication, honesty and 

tremendous services he was elevated to the rank of 

INSPECTOR. Appellant always earned good and very 

good ACRs. Appellant has excellent rather meritorious 

service record at his credit.

16. That appellant preferred a department appeal against 

the order dated 02-12-2014 passed by the District Police 

Officer Haripur. The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Range, 

Abbottabad while accepting departmental appeal has 

converted the penalty of, reduction in rank into reduction 

of pay for 02 stages (02 years) vide impugned ordered 

dated 27-07-2015, hence instant service appeal, inter alia, 
the following grounds. i-Son

GROUNDS:

That the penalty of reduction in pay for 02 stages 

02 years) awarded vide impugned order dated 

27-07-2015 is illegal and unlawful against, the 

departmental rules & regulations and natural 

justice and is liable to be set aside.

a

That the Inquiry Officer has acted in a flimsy and 

whimsical manner conducting the so-called 

inquiry in utter violation and negation of the 

procedure set forth by the law for the dispensation 

of justice at the preliminary stages during the 

course of departmental inquiries, hence the 

impugned order dated 27-07-2015 is liable to be

b)



set aside to the extent of awarding penalty of 

reduction in pay for 02 sfages (02 years).

Thaf even no one from fhe sfaff of Special Branch 

Haripur was summoned to appear before the 

Inquiry Officer and corroborafe fhe allegation of 

supporting Narcotics peddlers and receiving 

“monfhly” from them as reported against the 

appellant. '

c)

That performance of the appellant has not been 

taken into consideration by the Inquiry Officer 

while giving his findings with regard to launching 

crack-down by appellant against the narcotics 

peddlers and other criminals and recovery of huge 

quantity of chars, heroin, liqueur, Klashinkove, 

pistol, rounds and registration of cases under law 

and arrest of MDS & POs etc.

d)

That the findings of Inquiry officer are without 

conducting any inquiry, without calling q witness, 

without any documentary proof and even taking 

into consideration the defense taken in reply to 

the charge sheet by the appellant. Findings of the 

Inquiry Officers are stero-type without justification 

& reasons and that too without conducting any 

inquiry, hence penalty based on such findings is 

illegal and against the law, rules, regulations and 

natural justice.

e)



That the appellant was never provided with a 

chance to cross-examine the witnesses, if any, 

produced against the appellant.

f)

That the appellant was never provided with the 

findings and report of fhe so-called inquiry which 

provision is mandatory under the departmental 

inquiry procedure.

g

That the appellant was never served with FINAL 

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE before awarding major 

penalty which is mandatory under prevailing 

disciplinary rules 1975.

h)

That the appellant was also not provided with an 

opportunity of personal hearing before awarding 

the penalty which is also necessary and 

mandatory thus has been condemned unheard.

i)

That the appellate authority (Regional Police 

Officer, Hazara Range, Abbottabad) vide his 

impugned order dafed 27-07-2015 while 

accepfing departmenfal appeal and converting 

the penalty of reducfion in rank info thaf of 

reduction in pay for 02 stages (02 years) has not 

taken into consideration the performance and 

efforts made by the appellant against the 

narcotics peddlers/sellers rather relied upon inquiry 

report and influenced by false, fabricated, 

baseless and concocted report of Special Branch 

routed through PPO Peshawar. Even Appellate 

Authority has failed to observe that Inquiry Officer

J)
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could not proved the qllegatipn against appellant, 

hence penalty awarded by appellate authority is 

against the law, rules & regulation and natural 

justice and is liable to be set aside.

PRAYER:

It is, therefore,! humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant 

service appeal order dated 276-07-2015 may graciously be set 

aside to the extent of awarding penalty of reduction in pay for 02 

stages (02 years) and appellant may kindly be resorted his pay as 

usual.

Appellant

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
At Haripur

Through:

-08-2015Dated

VERIFICATION

It is verified that the contents of .instant service appeal are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

has been concealed thereof.

ellant

II -08-2015Dated:



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Rdja Mehboob Khan S/O Mohammd Yaqoob Khan Inspector 

Police Department presently posted at District Abbottabad (R/0 

Village Batangi, Tehsij Havelian, District Abbottabad)
Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pa;ktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. The District Police Officer, Haripur

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT:

I, Raja Mehboob Khan S/O Mohammad Yaqoob Khan do 

hereby solemnly declare and affirm on oath that the contents- 

of the instant appeal are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been suppressed from 

this Honourable Service Tribunal.

Deponent/Appellant

Dated:/!-08-2015 

Identified By;

Y\ ■
Mohammad Aslam Tanoli 
Advocate High Court 
At Haripur,

Appellant
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

(

Raja Mehboob Khan S/O Mohammd Yaqoob Khan Inspector 

Police Department presently posted at District Abbottabad (R/O 

Village Batangi, Tehsil Havelian, District Abbottabad).

f

Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. ' The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. The District Police Officer, Haripur

Respondents

;

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

It is certified that no such Appeal on the subject has ever been

filed in this or any other court prior to the' instant one.
t

r

ELLANT

Dated: j I -08-2015 ;

r

i

I
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i•I
ORDER;

Thi:S is an order on ihe representation of SI Raja Mehboob Khan No.H/I7 of 

Haripur District against tl'ic order of jnajor punishment i,e, Reduction in Rank from Inspector 

to Sub-Inspector hj the District Police Officer, Haripur vide his OB No.720 dated 2-l>2014..

Facts leading to his punishment arc that he SHO PS K.TS was reported by 

W/Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar vide letter No.l5869-72/PPO 

dated 03-10-2014';receiving monthly from the drug paddlers/smugglers.
r

Proper departmental enquiry was conducted by Mr. Bilal Zafar Sheikh ASP 

Hqrs Haripur. After conducting a detail enquiry, the E.O proved him guilty. On the 

recommendation of E.O, the.District Police Officer Haripur awarded him minor punishment 

of reduction in rank from Inspector to Sub-Inspector.

After recei\'ing the appeal, the comments of DPO Haripur were obtained. The 

enquiry file, appeal & the comments of the DPO were perused! The appellant was also heard 

in person in dte orderly room where he explained no plausible reason.

The enquiry is based on Special Branch report and: the ASP/Hqrs Haripur did 

not substantiate jt as to with whom he had relation regarding monthlies in drugs etc. The. 

reputation of the officer is not above board. .

However, keeping in view his previous record of service the punisliment of 

reversion irom Inspector to SI awarded by the DPO Haripur is converted to major punishment 

of "Rediiciion in^ Pay for 2 Stages (2 yearsf \ He is also reprimanded with a warning to be • 
careful in fuiure...

REGIONAL POLICE QFFICER 
Hazara Region Abbottabad

7?7/PA Dated Abbottabad the 
Copy of above is forwarded to:- 
Fhe District Police Officer, Haripur for information and necessary action with 
reference to his Memo: No.8401 dated 29-12-2014. The enquiry file of the 
appellant are returned herewith.
The District Police Officer, A‘'boUabad for information and necessarv action.

. The EA Region Office Abbottabad for information please. /

No. /2015.

1.

2.

REGIONAL POLICE 0^^ 
Hazara Region Abbottabad

I

v
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>• 4 ijw/x-Si54-i- CHARGE SHEET
• V**

^(1) - 1/ l^^hammad Khurram Rashid (PSP) Dktrirt; Police Officer,
’F-1 '^s-'competent authority, hereby charge you Inspector Raia Mehhonh

' ^enclosed,statement .of allegations. ■ ■

•■{I
as-

■t

You appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Efficiency &. 
Discipline.Rules 1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all'or any of the penalties, 
specified in the said Rules. ' '

" C2).
\
i: - ir-
<

• 1 .. >
[3) ■ You are, therefore, required to submit your .written defense. 

■ within 07 days of the receipt of this charge sheet and statement of allegation to the' 
Committee/Enquiry Officer as-the case may be.

-t

t

I

W. Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry 
;■ Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be- presumed 

■ tiiat you have no defense to put ,in.and in.that case ;ex-parte. action shall follow 
' ; ■ againstyou.\ '-.'i

;Vc5}': Intimate , weather you desire to' be heard/in
■ - ■ I ■. •

.A statement of allegations is enclosed. ■

i•J.H person or.
Otherwise.'

i
(6) f.»

.. f1

I•r^ ^ ' Ij-

^ (/Hahammad Khurram Rashid) P5P ;
District Police Officer ■,

■ ' F . Haripur.ft.:■ ■■: -} ■ .

:

;

4/ :
, •:

V. . ;laV'.

• -Y- ... -
■ n ■: • t

•V'

• -} ■ -

•i. * %rs
X *.

*.
-4 ;

1

.\ \ '

.• . *: •
• •*

t ■

r :
. l



e/,PySCIPUNARY ACTION.i; t-
I-i f-'

I, Muhammad Khurram Rashid (PSP), District Police Officer, Haripur 
as competent authority of the opinion that you Inspector Raja Mehboob have rendered 

-■ yourself liable/to be proce against ..as you committed the following acts/omissions 
■ imthin the meaning of Police Efficiency & Discipline Rul^^

ytf STATEMKNTOF AT.T.RGATinN

■. i'

. i .

i;

^,

•'That while you posted as SHO PS KTS it has come to the. notice of the 
undersigned vide letter No: .15869-72/PPO dated . 03.10.2014 by PPO Office, Khyber 

V P^tnhkhwa, . Peshawar 'that you are supporting the narcotics sellers/paddler and taking 
."^^nthly” from them which shows malafidy and dishonesty in discharge of your official 
duties/responsibilities and is gross misconduct on your part in terms ofPolice Rules 1975”

Forthe purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused officer, 
vrith reference to the above allegations, an Enquiry Comrriittee consisting of the. following is 

• constituted.'

5
I
!■

!

:■

. ' . m: ->

■ I'

I

■I •
f

• 1

The Enquiry Officer/Committee shall in accordance with the provision'.. 
; of this. Ordinance, proyide reasonable opportunity, of hearing to the accused,, record 

, ; finding and make within 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as . to- 
■:V y; piinishmentpr the appropriate action against the accused.

The accused and a well conversant representative of departmental 
i: jshall in the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry 

rpfficer/Committee.

t■ 1
• V-

i:
1

: ■ [

'i' I

•r
i.

■y
■ ■. ?

:
*-?■..V’f--

V\;
(/yiuhammad Khurram Rashid) P5P

District Police Officer , 
Haripur

2014.

V---!'

.•

No: /PA, dated Haripur the /C? f^f
Copy of above is submitted to the: - ■

1) . Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad please.
2] Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings against the said accused under Police

.i. ' Rules 1975.;
: 3} Inspector Raja Mehboob with the direction to submithis defense within 7 days of

thefeceipt of this statement of allegations and also to appear before the Enquiry 
.Officer on the date, time and place fixed, for the purpose . of departmental 

■; ;;,;y r /.proceedings.^

;j

5 r
■■.I:'-:.;' 7

.;v..

•, 'j

V—^1
. District Police Officer 

. Haripur ^

V,

r

i
■:

;.
-/f:

■ , ' y.v
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Cn/LJlUfe .^..
i'

t

K||i|Tl. AaUh I,4ctor Ccr.™i or^olicc,

teiliUEri”*"”.. PlKiHc: 9218173 
Fiix : 92180/J

I
Pravitioial Police Officer, 

Khybtr PakiUuhkhwa, Peshawar.
i

/'2014.
i>'

A )jDAS & p.S lCHALA>jA1' DVuSTRTrT

it® *..
Kindly rcl'er to your office memo NO. H 70.v()(';/PPO dutcO 15.09 2014.

pKreYwIcdis^imder:-
was enquired into througi G.O Special Draneh Huripur, which

. Keponedly the following persons
|i:KhiilabatTownSl,ipHunpur;.

are fanning narcotics dens at Sector No. A
t

\Wm Bashir Khan a/o Abdul GJiaffar KJ :an r/o 
■Shah Zeb k'JiHn .s/cj Mashir Kliari d)

MolialJali Khubal
: ll.

-do-
-do-'*' , Khan do

pfiiI
Johanzeb s/o Hamesh Gul r/o Moh 

■■ s/o Jehanzeb r/o

»||Dumg|pl3„two oases u/s ^ peho and SJlCNSA
Biivli?Ktan and Tariq Khan oflAdda No. , 
^^q|r|^islcrcd usaiust SInih 2cb of Adda No. I d Lng 20ld. 
|»>|.!aHy,dnring :i0l3 threo oases ul. % m ' 
g^lIjS^ahlabat Township against Babar'2eb and J?,

diah Civil,Hospital
“do-

i'aisaj Zob s/o Jchiinzcb r/o -do-

havc been rogistered at P.S/K halabat 
i, while one ease ids 9-C has

0 mid 9-C have biien registered at 
lisal Zeb sons of Jehaii^eb, while 

n 2014.
oneI® ''®Sistted against Babar Zeb i

/ i| . : i

1

■;

I

■'■s

4
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3. The perious (1'uchcri.bijd soi»s) at the above A Mas are runaiiig narcotics dens iVoni the 
tunes ol* their tureMthers. Sonietiujes tJic local &y)ioc take action, oti receipt of complaint. 
On reiease iron; Jaibihey agajn.i-esuine their activities. ‘

^ '

,4..■Inspector, Raja Mehboob SHO, S.l 2ari Khm ASHQ, H.C Ahmed Aii Shah_and 

■■■■■■■ /' yConstabie Naecm Siiatj Rider are siipportirip the 

eiders oTlhtf area demand action a
narcotics sellers tind get ‘'monthly", 

^uin.sl the eriinifials.

f

;; •.

bOR ADDL; INSbECTOR GENEiEAL OF FOLiCE.
■ SPECIAL BRAl' [CH, KHYBBR PAKHTUKKHWA, 

PESHAWAR.
I

■1:
V.

m
81
liA !

r. c.

.1.
■j.-

•.IH/i'' •ivm H'■I If
S'*

:)

w’
)
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o ■Office. cA i:-..:- SC FO 
Sadar H:
No.:__ 1________
Date-.—^

■ PSO ■ 0 IG-P

I'*' ur

1S:25 0032-91-9223480 PAGE 01

%m i OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POuICE, (PPO) 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR 
"yhrpvn

Dated:<33/ ^<3

?
:?<

a
Kto'

ST.

w Pli # 091-9213261 

, Fax# 091-9223480^2014
I'• m f-

a'To:. • ;TVle ■ District-Police Officer, 
• Haripur a {X i iS{ £

I

0^^ ■ '

;

t;>pear‘Sif,„ -

I
9:! ■

I
Comnlaint;aoaiast Local Addas & PS T^nlgbat District HaWp,..

»■

.. S' herewith a letter received Horn Add!: IGPAh.ectal Branch

dated: 30.09:2014 on the sul^ect cited above. ., ,AV 
^l^tefol^e. Ghiet Khyber Pakhtunkhwa has desired for you to take strict legal.action.ensiire:.;^ 

|Con^^ion ol identified ^rugje^ers_^ .also nrobe into .tlic^gatiotwagainst-poliecirV

i,

• •'.'•• •

•-A-

^5 .r/s
•iV'LA

iV

\ixS_Vs
^St' ?•

P u.:..: . ■ o ■■

(T^rincipal ^taff Ofllccr) ^
Por Inspecior General of Police, 

Khyber Pukhiunkiiwii, 
.Peshawar,

£t2'f|A/ ■■■
.?

V| •••J,-'

mf
' • sd/o-S'AO'V-

Xh^uR
Gc:-

.1- ■ ■ The' V//1GP IGiybcr Paklitunkliwa fo 

'ihc Adcll; IGP/Special Branch 

ciiJotfcd above.
Thc-l^^b Hfiiiura Region, AbbouabaJ

r favour of infonnaiion. 
vliybcr Paklitunidiwa \v/r lo. his letter

11.

ni

I

r:

t'"

-V,

k\ ^

'A
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\

STATEMENT SHOWING REGISTRATION OF CASES AGAINST 
CRIMINALS BY RAJA MEHBOOB KHAN SHO, POLICE STATION, KTS. 
DURING 2013-2014.

S/No. U/Section Name of criminalFIR Date Recovery
No.

3/4 EHO 26(2) Babar zeb S/0 Jehanzeb1. 05 06-01-13 560 Grm

2. 9C/CNSA Babar S/0 Jehanzeb16 13-01-13 1245 Grm

Babar S/0 Jehanzeb3. 219 26-05-13 3/4 EHO 26(2) 420■Grm

Faisal S/0 Jehanzeb9B/CNSA4. 318 02-09-13 645 Grm

3/4 EHO 26(2) Shahzeb S/0 M,Bashir5. 12-06-23247

Tariq S/0 Bashir9C/CNSA 1550 Grm6. 254 17-06-13

Babar S/0 Jehanzeb3/4 EHO 26(2)7. 260 26-06-13 445 Grm

Tariq S/0 Bashir3/4 EHO 26(2)8. 278 20-07-13

Faisal S/0 Jehanzeb3/4 EHO 26(2)9. 90 11-03-13

Bashir S/0 Ghaffar10. 449 28-12-13 3/4 EHO

Babar S/0 Jehanzeb9C/CNSA11. 05. 06-01-14

1. Faisal S/0 Jehanzeb
2. Alam S/0 Jehanzeb
3. Jehanzeb S/0 Ramish Gul

9C/CNSA12. 243 03-05-14

Bashir S/0 Ghaffar10-05-14 3/4 EHO 26(2)13. 257

1. Shahzeb S/0 M.Bashir
2. Bashir S/0 Ghaffar

9C/CNSA14. 91 04-03-14
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L MAGISTRATE-L HARIPU]^
!

\ .
\: t*•V

%
;ORDER

11.12.2013 i

4’Ml-. Safdar Khan, Sub-Inspector Police Statio

" ' ' ' warrant of the house of
hahzeb S/O Mohairunad Basheer R/O Mohailah Khabal Sector n74

KTS, Har,pur. It is contended by the pohce that the suspected pel-sons is 

drug smuggler/peddler and possesses huge quantity of drug/narco tics m 

■ his house. The application is also supported by sketch of the ho 

With previous record of narcotics offences.

According to Section 22 of Prohibition Order (IV) of 1979, this court

Keeping in view the

i -n KTS, appeared and i
i>
‘\

•- )
>
!

»
TI rr

use along P

i

t

IS vested with

request of police, search warrant is hereby issued and tlie house of 

suspected person be searched keeping tn mind the privacy of women folk

m.the.presence.of.lady..police...The-search

powers to issue search warrant.

t'

V. • ■• .;
I,!
)*

warrant shall.remain operativcU.,-._______

sun set and *

report with respect to 

any
produced before this court. File to

.vf •

for 24 hours, however. search should be carried out after 
before sun rise. The police should submit detailed

no

the search to this court on 12.12.2013 during court hours and
articles/narcotics recovered should be

■ • ■' come up for report on 12.12.2013.I--
-»I

i

V 'f.*
AN),*r

J^tnCMn^istra te-l, 
Haripur« ;
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^
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I
IN THE COURT OF A/TTai^

lyPICIAL MAGISTRATE-L HAPTPTTp

i!'

‘ \
r•’.j' .•

t

ORDER
11.12.2013

rI
fI*

Mr. Safdar Khan, Sub-Inspector Police Station KTS, 

an application for grant of search 

S/0 Mohainmad Basheer

appeared and 

warrant of the house of Tariq

No.4 KTS,

I

submitted
\ ■V

R/O Mohallah Kliabal Sector 
Haripur. It is contended by the police that the

1

;
suspected persons is drug

smuggler/peddler and possesses huge quantity of drug/narcotics 

house. The application is also supported by sketch of the house al

♦ .t

in his 

ong with
\

previous record of narcotics offences. :

According to Section 22 of Prohibition Order (IV) of 1979, this court 
is vested with

request of police, search

ipowers to issue search warrant. Keeping in view the
warrant is hereby issued and the house of 

suspected person be searched keeping m mind the privacy of women folk

m the presence of lady police. The search warranfshall remain operahve

sun set and

« '
f

V

for 24 hours, however. search should be carried out after 
before sun rise. The police should submit detailed

no
I - ■/

report with respect to
t^e search to this court on 12.12.2013 during court hours 

articles/narcotics recovered should be produced before
and any

this court. File to; come up for report on 12.12.2013.
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¥ IN'THE-GOURT-GF-MIANiZ.iifHlD ULLAIilAM-- 
inPICIAL^^RATK-T. Haptptto ^---- ‘

.'i.

s
(i

ORDER
■11.12.2013

Mr. Safdar Khan, Sub-Inspector Police Station KTS, 

submitted an application for 

S/O Jaharuieb R/O Mohallah

>
Iappeared and 

grant of search warrant of the house of Faisal >
i

Khabal Sector No,4 KTS, Haripur. It is 

the suspected

I
?

contended by the police that 

smuggler/peddler and
persons is drug 

possesses huge quantity of drug/narcotics in his 
house. The application is also supported by sketch of the house al 

previous record of narcotics offences.

According to Section 22 of Prohibition Order (IV) of 1979

I-
4-

ong with

5

, this court IIS vested with 

request of police, search
powers to issue search \

Keeping in view thewarrant.

is hereby issued and the, house of 
suspected person be searched keeping in inind the privacy of women folk 

m the presence of lady police. The search warrant shall

warrant

f
?
c-

remain operative 

2r sun set and 

report with respect to 

court on 12.12.2013 during court hours and an;^^ 
articles/narcotics recovered should be produced before this court. File to 

come up for report on 12.12.2013.

i
for 24 hours, however. 1search should be carried out after 
before sun rise. The police should submit detailed 

the seai’ch to this

no
;.

I
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I
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i

IN THE COURT OP MT AHID ULLAH TAM 
JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE-I, HARTPTm.

i V

I
I ORDERj
I

11.12.2013'*n •

Mr. Safdar Khan, Sub-Inspector Police Station KTS, appeared and
submitted an application for grant of search warrant of the house of Babar 

S/O Jahanzeb R/O Mohallah 'Klrabal Sector No.4 KTS,
I

Haripur. It is
contended by the police ’ that tlie suspected ■ persons is drug' 
smuggler/peddler and possesses huge quantity of drug/narcotics

i

*1

in his
house. The application is also supported by sketch of the house along with 

previous record of narcotics offences.

> .
i

■ According to Section 22 of Prohibition Order ,(IV) of 1979, this court 
is vested witli powers to issue seai'ch warrant. Keeping in view the 

request of police, search warrant is hereby issued and the house of 

suspected person be searched keeping in mind the privacy of women folk 

in the presence of lady police. The search warrant shall remain operative 

for 24 hours, however, no search should be carried out after 

before sun rise, 

vthe search to this court

i

t

sun set and
The police should submit detailed report with respect to 

on 12.12.2013 during court hours and

\I

»;
any

articles/narcotics recovered should be produced before this court. File to
T .•",

I

come up for report on 12.12.2013.I

I
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ORDER
11.12.2013

i.

i

Mr. Safdar Khan, Sub-Inspector Police Station KTS, 
submitted an application for 

'■ ■ Jahanzeb S/O Hamaish Gul R/O

appeared and 

warrant of the house of
.

grant of search

Mohallah Khabal Sector No.4 KTS 
Haripur. It is contended by the police that the suspected persons i 

smuggler/peddler and
IS drug

possesses huge quantity of drug/narcotics in hii
;•

house. The application is also supported by sketch of the house along with1

previous record of narcotics offences.

According to Section 22 of Prolubition Order (IV) of 1979, this court '

warrant. Keeping in view the

!
IS vested with 

request of police, search

: powers to issue search

hereby issued and the house of 
suspected person be searched keeping m mmd the privacy of women folk
m the presence of lady police. The search warrant shall 

for 24 hours, however, no search should be carried out after 

before sun rise. The police should submit detaUed

warrant is

1-:

remain operative 

sun set and 

report with respect to 

court on 12.12.2013 during court hours and any 
arhcles/narcotics recovered should be produced before this court. FHe to 

come up for report on 12.12.2013.
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t

A)
yf, ORDER. 4

I ■
• fV.

t , Inspector Raja Mehboob Khan No.I-I/17 SHO PS lO S
was reported by worthy Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
vide iLr No 15869-72/PPO dated ,03.10.2014. As receiving monthly fi'om Uie

, dmg p“dto*muggl=,s. The .ccused poliee was suspended .dd w»
" ' ' . , soulht With charge sheet and summei7 of allegation. This act was found „ioss

niiscoriduct on his pait.

I
‘H
% ■ ^Vi

I
W- ' ASP/HQ Mr'Bilal Zafar Sheildt was deputed as Enquiry 

• Officer conducted an enquiry and submitted his findings, vide Memo No. 151 
■ dated 27.10.2014 he held the charges of misconduct as proved and recommend 

lo accused police official for major punislmient.

" Inspector Raja Mehboob
02 12 2014 heard in person. Having perused the enquiry papers and personally 

' -hearing and recommendation of tlie enquiry officer, the charges of miscon^aic 
• o3 beyond any doubt. Therefore I, Khuram Rashid, District Police Ofricer 
' ’ Haripur being competent authority under the police Rules 1975,1 am satisfy tha

the charges of misconduct are hilly proved, and Pj™ Sl4
'^eduction in ranlc front Inspector to Sub-Inspector with effect from 0-. 12.20 ..

, ■ Order announced.
OB No.720 dated:02/ 12/2014
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i.:. :• BEFORE HONOURABLE ^GION POLICE OFFICER. 

HAZARA RANGE. ABBOTTABAD.

tnihrouqh Proper Channel:

DEPARTMENTAL
>>^'02'^12-2014 PASSED BY THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFTCFR

f;HARIPLUR-WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED WITH
;'^^He-Penalty of reversion from the rank of inspector to
.L'^EfiBRANK OF SUB. INSPECTOR WITH EFFECT FROM 02-12-2014

' KsjSv'' ^ ^ ^ ^
%;CiPRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL
CY:; ‘appeal •■THE impugned order dated____________________

^GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND PENALTY OF REVERSION FROM 
.C^JtHE RAnK of inspector to sub. INSPCTOR BE WITHDRAWN 

IFR'OM^ THE- DATE OF ITS AWARDING AND ALLOWING ALL
;?^:<C?gonseouential service bfnfftts

<?*

1

APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OB NO.720 DATED

02-12-2014 MAY
t

ft“.j^; ',.j'Respecfed Sir,
r' '■

lA"ppellant submits as under:-

-District Police Officer, Haripur vide impugned order OB 
No.720 dated 02-12-2014 has awarded the appellant with major 
penalty of reversion from the rank of Inspector to the rank of Sub. 

.^fi|m#|;Inspector. (Copy of order dated 02-12-2014 is attached "A").

cited impugned order of the District Police Officer Haripur is 
Pit*unlawful, against the facts based on false, fabricated and 

^concocted allegations and in utter violation of mandatory statutory 
J^p'fovisions of law.'

'Y ■
referred impugned order has been passed without 

to the inquiry procedure set forth by the law for the 
5r^^;^^*'-^^‘^^C;^flispensation of justice at preliminary stages during the course of

Departmental rules and regulations 
seriously been violated while passing the impugned, order 

awarding the appellant major penalcy of 
from the rank of Inspector to the rank of Sub.

/ihence the impugned order 
C^^liaBle'to be set aside.

Y.- -tFACT^>;k-

Jt»- 'fe;- -

-'f

Inspector,
is not tenable in the eyes of law rather is

That the appellant remained posted at PS KTS for about ll 
months. During this period the appellant carried out actions 
against the criminals without any discrimination. Within a 
period of 09 months of 2014 about 86 Kg and 655 Grams of 
Chas was recovered from different criminals which recovery

A ^ •
s

v7

4
J'-.
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thatof previous the year. Similarly
^ __ recovery of Heroin, Opium and liquor was also above than

■that of last'year which is the proof of my performance. Copy 
of Crime Diary for the year 2013 & 2014 is attached for 
kind perusal. Cop^^j "0^

was 21 Kg more than

b. That letter No.646/3019 of Inspector General, Special Branch, 
Peshawar reveals that in the year 2013 & 2014 the Local 
Police registered 07 cases against Addas No.l & 2 which 

■ assertion is,against the facts because the Police PS KTS 
registered 14 cases against the referred Addas, hence the 
report of Special Branch's staff based on false information. 
Statement showing detail of registered 
attached herewith, e

That so far the .allegation of supporting and receiving the 
monthly from the narcotics peddlers is concerned, the ■ 
appellant took every measure against them under different 
sections of law including 3 MPO, their houses were raided 
after taking search warrant, every two Addas were raided and 
narcotics substance were recovered and cases registered 
against them. (Copies of FIRs & application 3 MPO 
attached), 'd /4 fkges

d. ■ That due to action against them the narcotics sellers started 
making false complaints against the appellant. Had appellant 
supported and received monthly from them then appellant 
would have not taken action against narcotics sellers and 
they would have made false complaints against the appellant.

, That the appellant during his posting at PS KTS always took 
. actions against notorious -offenders and even influential 

criminals' who were running narcotics dens or involved in 
other crimes for the years together. Appellant took to fight 
against them and exalted the morale of police ■ force. On 
account of his best performance at PS KTS, the Inspector 
General of Police Peshawar and D.I.G. Hazara Range 
Abbottabad as well as District Police Officer, Haripur awarded 
the appellant with Commendation Certificates and Cash 
Rewards. (Copies of certificates are attached).

cases IS

c.

are

nor

e.

f. That the appellant was never influenced by toutism or political 
interference in discharge of his duties on merits and without 
any discrimination though he was extended threats -by 
political persons on occasions. The instant penalty awarded to 
the appellant is the result of pressure brought upon the police 
officers by political persons. For proof copy of Mad 
No.daily diary dated is attached, y

That in the above mentioned charge sheets though Mr. Bilal 
Zafar, ASP Headquarters'was appointed as Inquiry Officer yet 
no such inquiry was ever conducted by the said officer.

g*
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neither any place was selected for appearance before the 
-■ Inquiry Officer nor appellant was called to appear before the 

inquiry officer. Nor' any witness from special branch was 
called to appear and record his statement before the inquiry 
officer, against the appellant with regard to charges leveled 
against him in-the charge sheet. No documentary evidence 
was ever produced against the appellant. Neither appellant 
was allowed to cross-examine the witness produced, if any, 
against him nor was he confronted with documentary 

'.evidence, if any, advanced as a proof of allegations leveled in 
the charge sheet issued to the appellant. Neither appellant 
was issued with findings nor report of inquiry provided to him. 
Appellant was also not provided the opportunity of personal 
hearing. Even no Final Show Cause Notice was issued before 
awarding major penalty of reduction in the rank from 
Inspector to Sub. Inspector through impugned order dated 
02-12-2014. Hence the entire procedure of departmental 
inquiry was seriously violated which is mandatory for 
dispersion of justice at preliminary stages during the 
of departmental inquiries. Therefore the comments given by 
the Inquiry Officer are based on conjecture and surmises thus 
have got no weight in the eyes of law.

course ‘

h. That the Inquiry Officer was bound under the rule to have 
based .his findings on documentary as well as evidence 
recorded by the witnesses including the defense taken by the 
appellant in his_ reply to the charge sheet. But Inquiry Officer 
went-on to give findings as. his own created, based on 
surmises and conjecture and that too without conducting any 
inquiry- or calling . witnesses and recording evidence. Even 
reply to the charge sheet submitted by the appellant was not ' 
taken into consideration. Hence the findings adduced by the 
Inquiry Officer are against the Disciplinary Rules 1975 and 
liable to be turned down on this score alone.

i.. That the Inquiry Office while recording findings of inquiry and
'recommending major penalty did not consider the facts that 

■ actions were taken against the Narcotics Peddler Faisal due to ' 
which he submitted application to the high-up against the 
appellant. Hence the findings are in violation of the facts and 
circumstance of the matter and liable to be turned down. 
(Copy of the application is attached herewith),

That every official is required to. be dealt with in accordance 
vyith departmental rules & regulation whereas in. the case of 
appellant's inquiry he has been treated by the Inquiry Officer 
on the basis of malafide,

J-

grudge and biasness or being 
ignorance of rules and under colorful exercise of 
serious violation of justice.

powers in

.k. That Chapter-16 of Police Rule -1934 has 'seriously been 
violated in the case of appellant which condemns.awarding of 

• harsh penalty to the official incommensurate with his default.
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ant mis verdict of rules has not been
...... . . - passing
his findings by recommending major penalty for appellant, 
the same is nothing but just to complete formalities.

.1:
• '

, But in the case of appellant _
: _ taken into consideration by the Inquiry Officer while

That though the Inquiry Officer was bound under the rules of 
disciplinary proceedings to have call the officials/officers 
special branch, who had submitted a false, baseless and 
concocted .report against the appellant, for recording their 
statement in support of said report but the Inquiry Officer 
ignored the very requirement of rules and went

of

on to give
findings, based on surmises and conjectures which have i . 
weight in the eyes of law hence liable to be turned down and 
the penalty awarded to the appellant be set aside.

no

m. Tha.t appellant joined the police force as a CONSTABLE and by 
dint of his devotion, dedication, dexterity, honesty and' 
tremendous services he was promoted to the rank of 
INSPECTOR. Appellant has a unique position in police force 
due to his qualities of performance & ability. But the Inquiry 
Officer did not take into consideration his meritorious 

■ and recommended major penalty for him without conducting 
any inquiry and that too under colorful exercise of his

services

powers.
Therefore, such findings are in violation, of departmental rules 
and as such the penalty awarded based on these findings is 
liable to set aside.

h. That in view of the facts and circumstance explained here 
above,, by stretch of no imagination appellant could be held 
responsible for baseless allegation as mentioned in the 
Charge Sheet.

That the appellant has always performed his assigned duties 
, with devotion, dexterity, honesty and never provided a 

chance of reprimand to his officers. Appellant has excellent- 
■rather meritorious service record at his credit and always 
earned good and very good annual evaluation reports.

. 0.

p:,. That appellant shall be very grateful, if he is provided with an 
opportunity of personal hearing enabling him to bring the real 
picture.of the matter into the knowledge of your Highness and 
to clear his position as well.

■ ■ Q* . That the Appellant has been awarded the penalty of reduction
, ; in the rank from Inspector to Sub. Inspector illegally,

unlawfully against the facts and circumstances without any
- reason and rhyme, hence this Departmental Appeal, inter 

alia, on the following:

GROUNDS!

■ That the impugned order dated 02-12-2014 is illegal and 
‘Unlawful thus is liable to be set aside.
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iSmiRv#^' ■■ -. ■■
Officer has acted in a flimsy and whimsical 

so-called alleged inquiry in utter violation 
procedure set forth by the law for the 

justice at the preliminary stages during the 
departmental inquiries, hence the order impugned is 

Niable'to be turned down on this score alone:4
^ single witness vyas brought to be produced before the 
Inquiry Officer to-establish the charges leveled.in the 

against the appellant in the charge sheet issued to 
appellant. ,

0^ Special Branch Haripur was 
to appear before the Inquiry Officer and corroborate 

tho-allegation of - supporting Narcotics peddlers and receiving 
Sf|^\i#^j^g^/;^?*>onthly'' from them as reported against the appellant.

tT
ii
i
iI

f .- ».

lmcmi db ruportea against cne appellant.

Inquiry Office while recording findings of inquiry and 
major penalty did not consider the facts that 

were taken against the Narcotics Peddler Faisal due to
I to the high-up against the 

findings .are in violation of the facts and 
matter and liable to be turned down.

vv.3,c Laiscii aycMibL uie n
which he submitted application

II___________i-i-- .-• i' •-kr iiciiuc u
r .^.,.ii^;-^‘^^4'-WLyf<circu of the

. ■

appellant was never confronted with documentary 
any,'produced against him by the special branch in 

the report they submitted against the appellant.

served with any explanation or 
notice before appointment of Inquiry Officer and 

inquiry. Even no preliminary inquiry was 
probe into the guilt or innocence of appellant.

appellant was never provided with a chance to cross- 
witnesses, if any, produced against the appellant.

^-replies of the Charge 'Sheets, including ail facts and 
^^y.^l^V^-iJiicircumstan submitted . by the appellant

and the appellant was condemned unheard.
:-'J- ' ' '

appellanfwas never provided with the findings of the ’ ;
i'^i^^|p4^^y^^^%so-called inquiry before awarding penalty vide order dated 02- ;

. provision is mandatory under the ^
;^v ,departmental inquiry procedure.

appellant was never served with FINAL SHOW CAUSE 
-‘NOTICE before awarding penalty which is' mandatory under 

44MI ;-?'Sf^'^|prevailing disciplinary rules 1975.

f, ^'ifhat-the appellant was also not provided with an opportunity of
3‘^^A|s2XR^J2Pn®' ^®3ring before awarding the penalty which is also '

snd mandatory thus has been condemned unheard.
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were never

t

? •

/
'? !<■

^ .
f



■ ♦ ■

' 2. ^That the Inquiry Officer has acted in a flimsy and whimsical 
manner conducting the so-called alleged inquiry in utter violation 
and negation of the procedure set forth by the law for the 
dispensation of justice at the preliminary stages during the 
course of departmental inquiries, hence the order impugned is 
liable to be turned down on this score alone.

. That not a single witness vyas brought to be produced before the 
so-called Inquiry Officer to establish the charges leveled in the 
charge sheet against the appejlant in the charge sheet issued to 
the appellant.

That even no one from the staff of Special Branch Haripur 
summoned to appear before the Inquiry Officer and corroborate 
the. allegation of supporting Narcotics peddlers and receiving 
"monthly" from them as reported against the appellant.

That the Inquiry Office while recording findings of inquiry and 
recommending major penalty did not consider the facts that 
actions were taken against the Narcotics Peddler Faisal due to 
which he submitted application to the high-up against the 
appellant. • Hence the findings are in violation of the facts and 
circumstance of the matter and liable to be turned down.

That the appellant was never confronted with documentary 
evidence, if any, produced against him by the special branch in 
corroboration of the report they submitted against the appellant.

' A, •
That the appellant was never served with any explanation or 
show cause notice before appointment of Inquiry Officer and 
conducting so-called inquiry. Even no preliminary inquiry 
made to probe into the guilt or innocence of appellant.

That the appellant was never provided with a chance to 
examine the witnesses, if any, produced against the appellant.

That, replies of the Charge Sheets, including all facts and 
circumstances, submitted . by the appellant 

; considered and the appellant was condemned unheard.

I
■ 3.

4. was

I

•5.

• 6. .. (

was

8. cross-
%

9;
were never

'I'OV , That the appellant was never provided with the findings of the 
so-called inquiry before awarding penalty vide order dated 02- 
12-2014, which provision is mandatory under the 

departmental inquiry procedure.

14'; That the appellant was never served with FINAL SHOW CAUSE 
'NOTICE before awarding penalty which is‘ mandatory under 
prevailing disciplinary rules 1975.

That the appellant was also not provided with an opportunity of 
personal hearing before awarding the penalty which is also 
necessary and mandatory thus has been condemned unheard.

42.
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13. . ^That performance of the appellant has not been taken into 
consideration by the Inquiry Officer while giving his findings with 
regard to launching crack-down by appellant against the 
narcotics peddlers and other criminals and recovery of huge 
quantity .of chars, heroin, liqueur, pistols, Kalashnikov, rounds ' 
and registration of cases under different section of law and 
arrest of MDS & POs etc.

- U. That the findings of Inquiry officer are without conducting 
inquiry, without calling a witness, without any documentary 
proof and even taking into consideration the defense taken in 
reply to the charge sheet by the appellant. Findings of the 

. Inquiry Officers are stero-type without justification &

any

reasons ,
and that too without conducting any inquiry, hence penalty 
based on such findings is illegal and against the law, rules, • 
regulations and natural justice, therefore, impugned order dated- 

•• 02-12-2014 is liable to, be set aside on this score alone.

That the appellant is a young man with sound physique, stout, 
energetic, literate Police Officer, well equipped with the 
departmental training. & courses and knowing police rules to a 
great extent.. ’

That.Sir, the appellant is the only supporter of his large family 
consisting upon his old parents, younger brothers & sisters and 
wife, children having no source of. income and they are fully 
dependent upon him.

15.

16.

PRAYER:
jr I

Sjf, in view of the facts and circumstances narrated here above, it is 
earnestly requested that the impugned order dated 02-12-2014 whereby

been awarded the penalty of reduction in the rank from 
‘ Inspector to the rank of Sub Inspector may graciously be set aside 

the appellant of the charge and restoring him in .his rank as 
Inspector with ail consequential service back benefits.
Thanking you sir in anticipation.

You'Ve obedient Servant
/I

\ liAku, ■(Tt^A MEHBOOB KHAN) 

SUB. INSPECTOR 
Police Department 

Haripur
&ATEP/On2-2014
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<: r .r BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 903/2015

Inspector Raja Mehboob Khan No. H/18 s/o Muhammad Yaqoob Khan, Police Department 
presently posted at District Abbottabad r/o Village Batangi Tehsil Havelian, District Abbottabad

......... (appellant)

Vs.

The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and Others

(Respondents)

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH!

The requisite Para-wise comments on the behalf of respondents are as under:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

1. That the instant appeal is badly time barred and not maintainable under the law.
2. That the appellant has not come to the Hon'ble Tribunal with clean hands.
3. That the appellant has no locus standi to file appeal.
4. That the appellant has suppressed material facts from the Hon'ble Tribunal.
5. Thatthe appellant is estopped by his own conduct.
6. That the instant appeal is not maintainable for non-joinder/mis-joinder of necessary 

parties.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:
1. In reply to Para No. 1, It is submitted that the appellant Inspector Raja Mehboob 

Khan No. H/18 while posted as SHO PS KTS in district Haripur extended, support to 

the narcotics dealers In consideration of monthlies, the appellant deviated from his 
primary duties of eliminating the crimes from area of his posting, adversely his role 

was cooperative to the drug peddlers, the episode continued till he was reported by. 
watch agency of police department i.e. Special Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar vide letter No. 646/PA/SB, dated 30,09.2014, in which it mentioned that 

the 02 narcotics Addas were being run by the 06 persons mentioned in the. report, 

the acts & omission of appellant were illegal, unlawful and misconduct in terms of 
Police Rules 1975, hence, proper departmental enquiry was conducted, the
appellant was served with charge sheet and statement of allegations vide District

Office Ehdst: No. 148-51/PA, dated . 13.10.2014,Police Officer, Haripur 
ASP/Headquarter, Haripur Mr. Bilal Zafar Sheikh was appointed as Enquiry Officer,

he probed the allegations and in his findings report No. 151, dated 27.10.2014 held 

the charges of misconduct proved and recommended the defaulter police officer for 
major punishment,( Copy of inquiry is attached as Annexure "A") therefore, the 
appellant was called in Orderly Room and was heard in person by the District Police 

Officer, Haripur the appellant could not produce any substantial defense regarding 

his guilt so he was awarded lawful punishment of reduction in rank from Inspector
to Sub-Inspector vide OB No. 720, dated; 02/12.2014, the appellant instituted a

representation to the Regional-Police Officer, .Hazara Region, Abbottabad against the 

punishment order of the District Police Officer, Haripur, the representation of the; 

appellant was entertained by the appellate authority, lenient view was taken and
<3



punishment of reduction in rank from Inspector to Sub-Inspector was modified into 

reduction in pay for 02 stages, the appellant was restored in the rank of Inspector so 

the appellant has already been given extra advantage hence, he does not deserve 

any relief as the acts of appellant were anti-social and subversive leading the 

tendency of young generation towards narcotics habits.

FACTS:

2. Correct to the extent of appellant,s misconduct and issuance of charge sheet and 

statement of allegations mentioning the charges of misconduct.
3. Incorrect, the appellant could not give satisfactory account of his illegal activities in 

departmental proceedings.

4. Incorrect, the appellant was reported by Special Branch for supporting narcotics 

addas along with other police officers of PS KTS specifically mentioned in the report 
and as reward thereof, they were taking monthlies from narcotics dealers, Khala- 
Batt Township is famous for narcotics related activities, the police staff of PS KTS 
gave their protective hands to the outlaws under the supervision of appellant, SHO 
is very responsible post in police department, the appellant remained posted earlier 

in PS kts as IHC ON.03.11.1996,MHC,PS,kts ON.18.11.1998, as sub-inspector SHO in 

PS KTS in 2011, besides this he remained posted in District Haripur in different 

police stations on various posts, he was aware of all miscreants of the District, SHO is 

duty bound to maintain surveillance in his jurisdictional area for eradication of 
crimes, unfortunately the appellant moved contrary, so for the proved charges of 
misconduct he was awarded lawful punishment.

5. Incorrect, the appellant also remained posted as SHO PS KTS in 2011 also , 
moreover, the performance shown by the appellant in the instant Para is not fact in 

issue, the charges were that appellant received, monthlies from narcotics peddlers in 

consideration of shelter, Khala-Batt Township .is famous for narcotics and timber 
related activities. However, the performance shown by the appellant was not so 
significant.

6. Incorrect, the appellant remained posted as SHO PS KTS from 24.10.2013 to 

10.10.2014 but the appellant being the Incharge of Police station could not take any 

substantial action against the narcotics dealers running the Addas particularly 

pointed out in special report, it is admitted fact that the appellant received 

monthlies from the narcotics dealers. The performance of appellant was not up to 

the mark rather he extended active support to the narcotics dealing Addas.
7. Incorrect, the charges of misconduct were proved, SHO is under legal responsibility 

to make the area of Jurisdiction as crime free, the instant appellant supported the 
criminals in police uniform.

8. Incorrect, on the performance of appellant vide FIR No. 44/14, u/s 365/34 PPC PS 

KTS, the appellant was given appreciation certificates along with cash reward by the 

Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad and the Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar which is clear evidence that respondent 
department always proceeded on merit and upheld the righteous character in police 

force, moreover, when appellant indulged himself in anti-social and subversive 

activities he was proceeded against as warranted by the law.
9. Incorrect, the appellant was inclined towards negative approaches by supporting 

narcotics smugglers under the colour of police uniform .
10. Incorrect, the enquiry officer was proceeded against as per police rules 1975,the 

appellant associated with the enquiry proceedings ,he was given right to defend 

hirnself, on the completion of enquiry he was afforded opportunity of personal
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hearing by the District Police Officer, ,hence all the codal formalities were fulfilled 

,therefore, the punishment is quite legal in accordance with law and maintainable.
11. Incorrect, the enquiry officer conducted legal proceedings regarding the enquiry and 

fulfilled all the requirements, hence the punishment is lawful and maintainable.

12. Incorrect, the enquiry officer held the charges of misconduct proved, moreover, the 

appellant was influential officer acting as inspector/SHO ,so prudently no one could 

dare to come forward to get hostility of appellant ,the enquiry officer took the 
necessary evidence, hence, all the proceedings were in accordance with law.

13. Incorrect, the appellant remained posted for a long period in PS KTS where he 

maintained cordial relations with the narcotics dealers, any campaign which is 

launched by the senior officer, and substantive; action is required to be taken, that is 

not a conclusive proof that the appellant had dealt with criminals strictly in 

accordance with law, had he proceeded against the dens holders the fact has not 
been disclosed as evident against him.

' 14. Correct to the extent that charges of misconduct were proved against appellant so 

lawful punishment of reduction in rank from Inspector to Sub-Inspector was 

awarded to the appellant by District Police Officer, Haripur.
15. The appellant was also dismissed from service earlier on 2000 vide OB No.68, dated 

03.04.2000 (Copy of order is-attached as Annexure "B") and committed several 
misconducts for which he was awarded following punishments.

I. Censure vide OB No.07 dated 13.01.2000.
II. Censure vide OB No. 243,dated 05.10.2002.

III. Warning vide OB No.SO.dated' 17.02.2003.

IV. Censure vide OB No.l68,dated 15.10.2003.

Hence, the appellant is habitual defaulter with no excellent record.

16. Correct to the extent that appellant filed departmental representation against the 

punishment to the Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad who modified 

the punishment of reduction in rank and converted it in reduction in pay for 02 

stages (Copy of order is attached as Annexure "C"), the punishment is lawful which 

commensurate with the gravity of charges.

GROUNDS:

a. Incorrect, the punishment is quite legal in accordance with law, natural justice and 

maintainable.
b. Incorrect, lawful enquiry proceedings were carried on from which punishment arose, 

hence, the order of reduction in pay for 02 stages is quite legal and maintainable.
c. Incorrect, as narrated in the preceding Paras, moreover, the enquiry officer collected 

the sufficient evidence which proved the charges leveled against the appellant.
d. Incorrect, the District Police Officer, Haripur as well as appellate authority took into 

consideration all the facts and circumstances including performance of appellant 

and then passed the lawful punishment.
e. Incorrect, proper departmental enquiry was conducted and after completion of 

enquiry and recommendation-of enquiry officer punishment was awarded to the 

appellant.
f. Incorrect, the appellant was provided full'opportunity to defend himself, but he 

failed miserably.
g. Incorrect, the enquiry was conducted as per Police Rules 1975 in which the legal 

formalities were fulfilled.
h. Incorrect, the appellant was given right.to.defend himself and he was heard in 

person by the District Police 0fficer,rHaripu7.and..th^ Regional Police Officer, Hazara
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Region, Abbottabad in orderly room, hence the proceedings are lawful and 

maintainable.

i. Incorrect, as narrated above.

j. Incorrect, the punishment passed by the Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, 
Abbottabad is quite legal which commensurate with the gravity of charges based on 
cogent evidence and maintainable.

Any other point may be argued on behalf of respondent department by .the 
permission of this Hon'ble Tribunal during the hearing of the case.

In view of above, it is therefore, requested that instant service appeal does not 
hold any legal force which may kindly be dismissed

Provinci^ Polj
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Respondent No. 01

er

Regional Police Officer,
Hazara Region, Abbottabad 

Respondent No. 2

District Police Officer, 
Haripur
Respondent No. 03
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Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal Peshawar

Service appeal No. 903/2015

Raja Mehboob Khan s/o Muhammad Yaqoob Khan, Inspector, Police Department 
presently posted at District Abbottabad r/o Village Batangi Tehsil Havelian, District

Abbottabad

51
f
i.1:

(appellant)
Vs.

The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and Others
..........(Respondents) i

I

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT
.1

5

We the following respondents do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare that all the contents of reply/comments 

are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been concealed from the Hon'ble Tribunal.

f

i

I

f

i

Provincial Police Officer 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Respondent No. 01
;

Regional Poll
Hazara Region, Abbottabad 

Respondent No. 02

icep; I
1

District Police Officer,
Haripur
Respondent No. 03

'V



%
{I

n-nVifiirggj- I-’t-aBsS^u.>0;< ■

♦

\
'^- . ,1

-.•■a

Li^U
■:’■)

I ,T

>yi/ T Cyl/l<)'L/^-^-^'^'A''^/r'-^-^^ ■T

■ ISI
#►

^;'

-•C

148-51; ; : ;*/•

V.4"..\
I

.•: .11,

' 03.10.2014^.^15869-72/PPO^c4sHO/KTSdcA;-JlJ^f'^'<-^^' 4\

t

■ , . v--,* pfa,r v7'4,pfc.8i:o^iAJdUi^^vyt>r'^'y'
{

u;
> j^jj}

4>-
/■;

i,J-(^l
/•

r /;
5- •

•• •■' 75^>^w5! :
•;

;

or PiJ.

I

7-4o; ,'■ a o fp. s^c
pj3-3/^j• <9)

;:

;

t
i

l
i



% ■!
t:

4 CHARGE SHEET
/• • ^

‘J^

/ I, Muhammad Khurram Rashid (PSP). District Police Officer, 
Haripur as competent authority, hereby charge you Inspector Raja Mehboob as 
enclosed statement of allegations.

(1)
/.

/

I

/ You appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Efficiency & 
Discipline Rules 1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties 
specified in the said Rules.

(2)/
/

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense 
within 07 days of the receipt of this charge sheet and statement of allegation to the 
Committee/Enquiry Officer as the case may be. ; j

(3),

Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry 
Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed 
that you have no defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shall follow 
against you.

(4)

f

(5) Intimate weather you desire to be heard in-person or
otherv/ise, t'

■■'i

(6) A statement of allegations is enclosed. : t
■ ■

r: ri.”
1.

:■<

! i
p ■ c! . !s__t\ :

(/yiuhammad Khurram Rashid) PSP
District Police Officer 

Haripur
r ■

/

}



DfSriPUNARY ACTION
./I

e*a», I, Muhammad Khurram Rashid (PSP), District Police Officer, Haripur
/ competent authority of the opinion that you Inspector Raja Mebboob have rendered 

yourself liable to be proceeded against as you committed the following acts/omissions 
within the meaning of Police Efficiency & Discipline Rules 1975.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

/

"That while you posted as SHO PS KTS it has come to the notice of the 
undersigned vide letter No: 15869-72/PPO dated 03.10.2014 by PPO Office, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar that you are supporting the narcotics sellers/paddler and taking 
“monthly” from them which shows malafidy and dishonesty in discharge of your official 
duties/responsibilities and is gross misconduct on your part in terms of Police Rules 1975”

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused officer 
with reference to the above allegations, an Enquiry Committee consisting of the following is 
constituted.

C2)

[3) The Enquiry Officer/Committee shall in accordance with the provision
of this Ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record 
finding and make within 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as to 
punishment or the appropriate action against the accused.
[4) ; f The accused and a well conversant representative of departmental
shall in the' proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry 
Officer/Committee.

(/yiuhammad Khurram Rashid) PSP
District Police Officer 

Haripur

/PA, dated Haripur the Jc3^ /j^/2014.
Copy of above is submitted to the:-

1) Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad please.
2) Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings against the said accused under Police 

Rules 1975.
3) Tn^ipprtnrRaiaMehboob with the direction to submit his defense within 7 days of 

the receipt of this statement of allegations and also to appear before the Enquiry 
Officer on the date, time and place fixed for the purpose of departmental
proceedings.

No:

VA

District Police Officer 
Haripur
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■ OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, (PPO)
KHYBER PAICHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Ph#091-92i326l

»

N..4gf=^<PPO
Datedi^ / iCt /2014 Fax# 091-92234SO

\
?

District Police Officer. 
Haripur

The.To:..-.
5'V

Subject: C ornphtint asaiast Local Ailtias & PS Kalabat District

Dear Sir,.
letter received from Addl: IGF ■■'pe’-ial BranchEncluacd please find hercAVith a 

Kiiyber Paklitudd'is'.a vide No. 646/P.VSB, dated: 30.09.2014 on the subject c.ted above.

The Polic.e Chief Kiiybcr PfikJitunkhwa has desired for you to take strict legal action, ensure 

identified dnm peddlers and also probe itito the allegation agg.insy^otoeconviction oi
officials a^nd n^porpbv

■-

•H..- oit OA--- /1 j A.L

(■Principal If tafl’ OOicer) 
^Foi- Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhvunkhwa, 
Pesliawar.

/'t-&>y
Ife, .A ft •. ■"'

C.'c:-
The V.'/IgP Kliyber Paklitunklwa for fa\ our of infonnation.
The Addl: IGP/Speoial Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa w/r to his letter

quoted iibove.
The RPC flazara Region, Abbottabad

i.

II.

m.
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4. In.pantor Raia Mehto^SHO^i^^LMHLASM^ „

demand action against the
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1^-. •;
iMmieo Ali‘ Shalt ond 5

. H.C

5.' 'Noubies and eiders oi.lhe area
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Phone: 921 SI 73 
Fax : 921S073

The A2dl: Inspector General ofPolicc, 
Speoia! Branch. KJiyber Pakhtunkliwa. 
Peshawar. ■

\

I

The Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Paklituiikhwa, Peshawar./

"No. ' ^ /?.-\/SB, dated Peshawar the 3 I ^ i

COMPLAINT against LOC.AL AnD.\S A P.S KHALABvVT‘DISTRICT

/ /20 4.
5?

Subject: -
HARIPUR.i

t i\Memo: - k

Kindly refer to your office niemo. NO. 14705-06/PPO dated 15.09 2014.
T

The matter was enquired into through G.O -Special-Branch Haripui; which

revealed as iinde: ;-
Reported'iV the following persons are running- narcotics dens at Sector "No. 4

KhalabatTosvn Ship Mavipur:> 

Adda No. 1
\Bashir Khan s/o Abdul Ghaftar Khan r/o Mohailah Khabal . 

Shah Zeb Khan .s/o R.ishir Khan r/o 

Tariu Khan s^o Bashir Khan r/o

!.

-do-I!.

•dO-IH.

Adda No. 2
Jeharrzcb s/o Hamesh Gul r/o Mohailah Civil Hospital 

BabarZebs/oJehaiizeb r/o -do- 

raisul Zeb s/d Jehanzeb r.'o 

{. During 2013, trA-'o cases u/s y- PEHO and 9-CNSA have been registered at P.S/K halabat 
Township against Bashir Khan and Tariq Khan of Adda No. 1, while one Case u/s 9-C has 

been regisicrcu against Shah Zeb of Adda No. 1 during 2014.
2. Similarly during 2013 three cases u^s y EKO and 9-C have |>een registered at 

P.S/KahInbat Township against .Babar Zeb and Faisal Zeb sons of Jehari^eb, while one 

-C has been registered against Babar Zeb in 2014.

].

u.
-do-

case u/s 9

1

1 •
I

k2)S

t
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rity of, charges of corruption according ■ 
PS K.TS^ HC Ahnacd Ali Shah No:. 79 and

hereby; suspended and'clof

Due to seve

to special report, Inspector Raja Mehboob SHO 

Constable Nasecr Shall No: 719 

immediate effect.

; i-

are
•I.' i • ‘I

fi ! { 5I >
(SI Zari Khah ASHOUs already suspended arid

closed to Police Lines. Haripur vide RPO, Order No: 8341/^A dated 24.09.2014) ^ . .

I ■

:

t

i ^ i.• I

• i' i 1'. -p*ft • >

District Police Officer, 
. Haripur

• t (
)

r

yc- . ;■ •( <
/o -*f

■ (D

J.
cop, or “ Soer, Khybo, P.kh,urid,wo, Po.h.«« vide .e.«

?£3SM.oMSHorC‘.^ : ■
information please. . ? . . . • ' ■ •

> t<

Thec
(II)/

1 I .I

... III •?-
! .■■ u ;

I>
\

: ' District Police Officer,. ••t

Haripur V ^ \ .

I
I

I

I

}
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û
 ^ y

y^ i/' ypy- yj owp'J>lu jl
.^yyi ^i^(jLfy!u^ CD'

(J

>'0>cJ^ . l^’c 7y^
(JU^y/U ^ LU ‘ urr LJA^y ;>M-'^ d (-/<^

y " y ' ^ y■ iyfO']^i. yyjy-xc? Lju 2- ^ X019, ju
' V' - ^ ^ ^

■ S

J sj

<>\J\sy
y’ cy/y' - p r^ ] cj-^y J" Iz 

y ^y y ^ u
iJ /,fy Ji I'.^I. J /dy. If

N
^yX/U;i«

;/// './ /y

ex''
J

r i r</ '' -</ ^/



\

r'>

7

y
^ yy 1^’^ ^5;

y V'OL {Jtj^ ^y
Ir^Ccy y ^

J
/ y 7

O^J (j^ ■ yy ^

' U-- u^iy

/
•>

:--y cy I cyy ’ yy^ -
•V 'L

Aijyyi^ui>yiy'y T ^ C W ;

5,i^po.y .
ppo

>>

SZ ul^'y'^ ^ ^ 'i
U^'. ^
- ■ > - t / JyO Li ^ Uy*

r ly> "•^yy

^y; - ^
'(/

/

1/ y
■ y ^

C^y^ 1^ \J>Jy ^
s

- o^
>L c■ Vy y" ■ jy y-ij^-^yy^ly [l isl^y^ ^

y ^uy^ycy^ - ^ tyy ^
2^ftr '‘^ ^

^#<if(:K?yyv^y'^pyy^ f"'

yy

y i
.. ^

i*.

♦ •
, y yy.

\
^y

"4. "•v■.r,I ^ |aA c • \
■• <• ,/ \u

y^
yy%-.:

' 6'^^ .-■ y i-■■

/»

//.

«



...
m

■•r *•i~'.m »■

■ PSaS^No,
■:

■1' ■
<7i

Page No J-
SKC

DPO. Office Abbottabad

V

OiOEri.\\'
1

if* t

\ Head Constable Kehboob No*302 while
I '

i
j

■<j •f posted.as iffiC Police Station Kol-.o Town Sh5-p utterly foa.lcd
; ■ ' ■

• •*

in the discharge of his official duties assigned to hid 

properly'and hones tly as on 21.'12*99 accused Javad Akhtar S/0 

JaiTiShid d/o Sv/abi vfhO' was involved in Caoe i'IS No*417/99 N/U

■

'i

I

113 A.O Police Station IffS was in the custody of Police cade 

" his escape good from .the Police Custody* Por this gross 
negligence end inefficiency he w^s placed under s ispension 

and properly Charge Sheeted* Mr. Aaaia Khan AbP-i-u^;fiai’xpur 

conducted' proper departmental enqxairy. In his finding report 

EC Mehboob No.302 was found guilty of the charges levelled 

against hia in the Eummery-of allegation* I’he Head C-on.stsble 

was served,a Pinal Show Cause Notice for Which ho replied v/fcit 
was foxmd' ‘on-satisfactory • He v/as also given ai.v apporti ity 
to be heard in person* Ee was heard in pei m but ha cc .d not 
give a satisfactory reply* He has not only t ught j^j'sc 

to himself but has also turnished the irnmase of Poll' -aptt: 

hence a major unishinent of dismissal is inflicted up u his.©
He is hereby I .smissed from Service under NVPP Police ovules 

l975o •

4

'I' ' .

: ?

1

•» 1r..;
t

( CApM^SbAN lo^AIL ) 
Sup,£riirf^dent of Police , 

Harip'tU'*

■

■OB.iJo .
Bt: 3- ^-/2000.

opie . of above to:-
1. The ALp-Earipv *
2. The LiiP-HQ:Har pur. 

^3. ii-K.C.
4. P.M.C©

}

J
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ORDER

j I ills IS an OT-dcr on ihc rL-p;i;sc-)i:i!ion oTS'l Rajit Mehboob Khan NoJi/17 of 
i luiijjiii- i)isirici ai^ainsc the order oT nKijor punishnicn: i

I.

. Reduction in Rank Irem inspector '
Siib-!ns,yclor by the Oisuici I’olicc. OHiccr. Uaripiirvidc liis OB No.720 dated 2

i.c
t■ to

-12-2014.
: s

Fnets loadiiii^ to )iis jninislHncnt arc tliat he SHO PS K'l'S reported by
\V/ProvineiaI I’olice Ornecr. tChybor.Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar vide letter No. 15869-72/PPO
dated O.l-Ki.2014 roeeivin-monthly Jioni the drug paddiors./snuigy[crs.

was

Proper clepartinenlal enquiry condiicleri by Mr. Bilal. Zafar Sluufih ASF 
I/qrs IIarh:<r. Alter coudiieiing a detail enquiry, the C.O proved him guilty. On the. 
rccommendauon ul'E.O. the Dislriel Police Onicer Idanpiir awarded him minor punishment

was

nl leductiiai in rank from tnspcctoi-.to Siib-Jn.speetor.

After rcce’u'mg tlic appeal, the comments of DPO Haripur were obtained. The 
enquiry tile, appeal the conmicnis of the DPO'were perused. The appellant was also'hca.al 
in pcr.son in ilic orderly room wltere he,e.\pl;iincd no pl.nusible reason.

iiie enquiry is based on Special Gninch report and ;hc ASP/Mqrs hlaripurdid 
not subsiaiHiale it ris 10 with whum he I'.ad relation regarding moniiilics in drugs etc. The 
mpuiaiidii o!'lire urncer is not abo\'c board. '

Mowever, keeping in view hi.s previous record of service the punislHrieiii of 
reversion Irum Inspector to SI av*. ari.led b)' the 'DPO Haripur is converted to major puni.shnicnt 
ol "RiuliiL-iioii m Pay far 2 Sta^i^s (2 Years)". Me is also reprimanded with a warnitig to be •• •
ctiivi'ul in i'uiurc*.

\

REGIONAL POLICE f^pTcLR 
1 lazara Region Abbultabad

/2011

■

77/ 7No. N'PA Daiccl..\bboltab:tcl [he 
: Copy oraboN'C is forwarded to:- 
iTlie District Police Ofl'iccr, Maripur for informalion and necessary’ action with 
’reference to his Memo: No.1140! dated 29-12-2014. The enquiry file of (lie 
• appellant are returned hercwiili.
;Thc District I^olicc Office.''. A‘'boLlabad for infoniiatinri and neccssarv action, 
'fhe DA Region Ol'lice Abbottalxid lor iiilbinialion please. /

/
1.

.1

. J.

%//

REGIONAL POLICE '
Hazara Region AbtK'>tlnbad

/
/A. \

•“"v'Y
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