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15.12.2015 Counsel for the app‘éliant and Mr.Zahoor Khan,

Inspector (legal) alongwith M‘i',Muhammad Siddique, Sr.G.P
for respondents present. Réquested for adjournment. To

come up for written 1'(-:ply/g6mm@ﬁtg on 17.3.2016 before

S.B at Camp Court A/Abad. |
Cha%man

Camp Court A/Abad

17.03.2016 Counsel for the appellant aind Mr. Sher Afzal, HC alongwith Mr.

Muhammad Saddique, Sr. GP for;respondents present. Written reply

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

18.10.2016 at Camp Court A/Abad. |

!
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Camp C6urt A/Abad
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18.10.2016 - Counsel for the appeilant and Mr. Muhammad
' - Siddiqu'e, Senior Gove_rnmentg Pleader alongwith Mr.
Muhammad Zahoor Inspector {Legal) for respondents presént.

Rejoinder Submitted. Arguments llhea-rd. Record perused.

Vide our d.etailed'judément of to-day placed in
connected service appeal No. 900/2015, titled "Ahmad Ali
Shah Versus Provincial Police C:)fficer, Khyber Pakhtunk'hwa
Peshawar and 2 others", we acceépt the instant appeal also as
per detailed judgment. Partiejs are left to bear their own
costs. File be consigned to the regord room.

_ Ca ourt,-A/Abad,
ANNOUNCED o |
'18.10.2016

S;:,{-' AT et
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~ Appeltant De

Counsel for the apéellant present. Requested for
adjournment. Adjourned to 15.09.2015 for preliminary hearing

. ‘ |
before S.B at camp court A/Aali')ad.

| _
K ' ?J
‘ Chiirman

| Camp Court Abbottabad

b
|

|
!
o |
Counsel for the appell!émt present. Learned counsel for the
appellant argued that the app'eliant was serving as SHO at P.S KTS,
Haripur Whenbsubjected' to inquiry on the allegations of supporting
the narcotics sellers and vidie impugned . order dated 2.12.2014
appellant was awarded major ppnishment in\‘!tlrfe sHeiEe of %éduction n
rank from the position of Inspel,:ctor 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 whgiere-aﬁer the instant service appeal was
preferred on 11.8.2015. |
That the appellant was given no show cause notice nor full-
fledged inquiry was conducted and that the findings of the inquiry
officer were not prov-ided to! the appellant for defence. That the
punishment of reduction in pe{lty for two stages is contrar)lf to law as
laid down by the august Supr<:3me Court of Pakistan in case reported
as 2004 SCMR 74. !'
Points urged need c’onﬁderaﬁon. Admit. Subject to deposit of
security and process fee wit:hin 10 days, notices be issued to the

respondents for written reply/c}ommehts for 15.12. 2015 before S.B at

|
Ch; rman

Camp Court A/Abad

Camp Court A/Abad.
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- Form-A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of ' ‘ .
Case No.__ ; _903/2015
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings _ ' : -
1 2 - 3
1 11.08.2015 , | ~ 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. \ . : B
, S REGISTRAR,
2 12 —-2— 14 This case is entrusted to Touring Bench A.Abad for

. | oo
preliminary hearing to be put up thereon 19—02% —. 0 i)

| CHA%AN




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
| TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal o 903/ Ro)S~

Raja Mehboob Khan $/O Mohammd Yagoob Khan Inspector
Police Department presently posted at District Abbottabad (R/O
Village Batangi, Tehsil Havelian, District Abbottabad).

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
INDEX
S/N | Description of Document ' Ann- Page
o) - | ‘ exure | No.

1. Apped! . o1—12
2. Copy of impugned order dated 27-07-2015 "A" |12 |
3. Copy Copy of Charge Sheet a1.13-10-2014 “B” 14—

4, Copy of reply dated 17-10-2014. “C" \/E-/8 .

5. Copy of report dated 30-09-2014 of Special| "D” ’
Branch. 19—

b. Copy of crime diary for 2013-2014 “EY 2

7. Statement showing detil of registered cases “Fr 23

8. Copies of FIRs & Application u/s-3MPO eG" RU-39

9. Copies of commendation certificates 1 "H oY

10. | Copy of daily diary No.39 dated 10-05-14 “" Ly

11. | Copy of inquiry report dated 27-10-2014 ") Y5 \

12. | Copy of complaint by faisal daed 26-12-1 3 S S22V

13. | Copy of order dt. 2-12-14 of DPO Haripur “Lr .

14. | Copy of departmental appea. "M hg -8

15. | Wakalathama '

%g[ oo
Appellan

‘Through “ M W

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli)
_ Advocate High Court
Dated: /1 -08-2015 at Haripur




- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
o PESHAWAR
S prpeel e 903]3elS
Raja Mehboob Khan $S/O Mohammd Yagoob Khan Inspector
Police Department presently posted at District Abbottabad (R/O
Village Batangi, Tehsil Havelian, District Abbottabad).

. : Appeliant
2.W.F Proving

VERSUS Sarvice ‘"b
Dsary No..

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshowor.

L2 The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
”3. The D:s’mct RPolice Officer, Haripur.

4 \ \v Respondents
* ", He - .
%‘t - .
R . - s .,, )

/APPEAL UNDER-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
YEARS) PASSED BY THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER HAZARA REGION
ABBOTTABAD WHILE CONVERTING PENALTY OF THE APPELLANT
'FROM REDUCTION IN RANK INTO REDUCTION IN"'__P'I_SY. ¢

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.

Respecffuliy, sheweth,

1. That the Regional Police  Officer, Hazara==Region,
kY

Abbottabad vide his order dated 27-07-2015 has

accepted the depor’rmen’rol appeal filed 'by the

oppellon’r converted the penol’ry of reduction in ronk by




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).

That while appellant posted as SHO Police Station KTS,
Haripur was served upon with a Charge Sheet along-with
stafement of allegations by the District Police Officer
Haripur alleging therein that “while posted as SHO PS, KTS,
it came fo 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/paddiers 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 affached

herewith as annexure “B"”).

That above Charge Sheet was duly responded by the
appellant vide his replyfo?ed 17-10-2014 explaining all
facts and circumstance and denied the allegation leveled
therein. L

S

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

as annexure “C"). 1 R

That the o‘!_'legoﬁons mentioned in the above refered
Chorge/S’ﬁ;ae’r vyere based on a report of Police Specicﬂ'

Broncp’f}lﬂ.dripur. According to the report of Police Special
Branch Haripur, “the p'ersons_‘(fothers & sons) were selling

narcotics from the times of their forefathers. Sometimes the

e ey = = = . B —



-

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 narcofics sellers

& 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»repor’r the matter to the High-Ubs to have
had rooted them out earlier. For showing their efficiency @
baseless report was subrﬁiﬁed by the Special Branch on
the basis of which appellant was charge-sheeted and
ulﬁmo‘rély awarded with the penalty of reduction in rank
from Inspector into Sub Inspector by the District Police
Officer Haripur.

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

is attached herewith as annexure “D").

That the appellant remained posted at PS KIS for about 11

mon’rh‘s. During the: period appellant carried out actions
against the criminals wi”rhout any discrimination. Within a
period of 09 months in 2014 about 86 Kg ohd 655 Grams of
Chas was recovered from differén‘r criminals  which
recovery was 2]l Kg more than that of the 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 for the year 2013 & 2014 is attached

herewith a annexure “E”).



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.1 & 2

which assertion is against the facts because the Police PS

KTS régis’rered 14 cases against these Addas, hence the
report of Special Branch's staff |s based on false
information. | o

(Staiemént showing detail of registered cases is attached

herewith as annexure “F").

. That so far as the ollégoﬂon of supporting and r_éceiying

the monthly from the narcotics peddlers is concerned the
same is incorrect, because appellant took every méosure
against them undér relevant sections of iow including 3
MPQ, their houses were raided after taking search warrant, .
every two Addas were raided and narcoftics substance
were recovered and cases registered against them. |

(Copies of FIRs & 'qpplicciion 3 MPO are attached as

annexure “G”).

That appellant took actions ogdins’f notorious offenders
running narcotics dens or involved in other crimes for the
years together. Appellant took to fight ogoins’r ’rherh and
exalted the morale of police force. On account c_jf his best .

performance at PS KIS, the Inspector General of Police

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

District Police Officer, Haripur awarded the appellant with
Commendo’rion Certificates and Cash Rewards.

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

That appellant was never influenced by toutism or political

interference in. discharge of: his duties on merits and



10.

1.

6

‘without any discrimination despite he was  extended

threats by political PErsons on OCcasions.
(Copy of Daily Diary No.39 dated 10-05-2014{is attached

as annexure “I").

That in the above mentioned charge sheets though Mr.

Bilal Zafar, ASP Headquarters was appointed as Inquiry

Officer yet no suéh inquiry was _ever.conduc’red by the

said officer, neither any place was selected for
appearance before the Inquiry O_fficer nor appellant was
called to appear before the inquiry officer. Nor any witness
from special branch was called to appear and record his

s’rotemem 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
opbellon’r was allowed to cross-examine the witness
oroduced, if any, against him nor was he confronted with
documenTofy evidence, if any, advanced -os'o proof of
allegations leveled in the charge sheet issued fo the
appellant. Neither appellant was issued 'wi’rh 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 inlthe rank from Inspector to Sub. Inspector

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

orocedure 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

-4
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12.

13..
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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 fo

the charge sheet submiﬁed by the appellant was not

taken info consideration. Hence the findings of Inquiry

‘were against the Disciplinary Rules 1975 and liable to be

turned down on this score alone.

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

2014 concluded the inquiry with the words “ that secret

infformation 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 wnile recording findings and

recommending major penalty did not consider the facts

. that actions were taken against the Narcofics Peddler

14,

Faisal and in retaliation who submitted application dated
26-12-20]3 to the high-ups against the appellant. Hence
fhe 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”).

That ultimately appellant was awarded with major penalty |

of reduction in rank from Ihspec:’ror to Sub Inspector by the
District Police Haripur vide his order dated 02-12-2014.
(Copy of order dated 02-12-14 is'aﬂqched as annex “L").

ooty mras u e -
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15, That appellant joined the police force as a CONSTABLE
and by dint of his devofion, dedication, honesty and
tremendous services he was elevated to the rank of
INSPECTOR. Appellant always earned gdod and very

good ACRs. Appellant has excellent rather meri’rdrious

service record at his credit.

16. That appellant pfeferred 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,

on the followmg grounds. (sz’“*"fmwM A—p\:esk 1S abtadeof
o anreX—'M).

GROUNDS:
a) That the penalty of reduction in pay for 02 stages
(02 years) awarded vide impugned order dated
27-07-2015 is illegal and unlowful against. the
departmental rules & regulations and natural
justice and is liable to be set aside.
b) ©  That the Inquiry Officer has acted in a flimsy and

whimsical manner conducting the so-called
inquiry in utter violation and negctionl- 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 Iioble to be

¥




d)

set aside to the extent of awarding penalty of

reduction in pay for 02 stages (02 years).

That even no one from the staff of Special Branch
Haripur was summoned to appear before the
Inquiry Officer and cbfroborc’re ’fhé allegation of
supporting Narcotics peddlers and réceiving
“monthly” from them as reported against the

appellant. -

- That performonce of the oppeilon’r has not been

taken info 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 registrafion of cases under law
and arrest of MDS & POs etc.

Tho’r the findings of Inquiry officer are without
conducting oﬁy inquiry, without calling d 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 condué’ring dny
inquiry, hence penalty based on ch_h findings is
illegal and against the law, rules, regulations and

natural justice.



f)

a)

h)

i)

)

That the appellant was never provided with a

chance to cross-examine the witnesses, if any,

produced against the appellant.

That the appellant was never provided with the
findings and report of the so—colléd-inquiry which
provision is mandatory under the departmental

inQuiry procedure.

That the oppelldnT was never served with FINAL
SHOW CAUSE NOTICE before awarding major
penalty which is mandatory under prevailing

disciplinary rules 1975.

That the appellant was also not provided with an
opportunity of personal hearing before oWording
the penalty which is also necessary and

mandatory thus has been condemned unheard.

That the appellate o-u’rhori’fy (Regional Police
Officer, Hazara Range, Abbottabad) vide his
impugned Qrder dated  27-07-2015  while
accepting depoﬁmenToI appeal and converting
the 'penoITy of reduction in rank into that of
reduction in pay for 02 stages (02 years} has not
taken info cbnside'ro’rion'. the performance and

efforts made by the opp’elldm against  the

‘narcoftics peddlers/sellers rather relied upon inquiry

report” and influenced by false, fabricated,

baseless and concocted report of Spéciol Branch

routed Through PPO Peshawar. Even Appellate
Authority has failed to observe that Inquiry Officer



could not proved the allegation 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

. W ;
Appellant

\M;W

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli)
Advocate High Court
At Haripur

usual.

Through:

Dated /[ -08-2015

VERIFICATION

It is verified that the contents of instant service oppeoi are true
and correct 1o the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing
has been concealed thereof. |

e!lonfr
Dated: -08-2015
/]



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Raja Mehboob Khan $/O Mohammd Yagoob Khan Inspector
Police Department presently posted at District Abbottabad (R/O
Village Batangi, Tehsil Havelian, District Abbottabad)

| Appellant

" VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Reg:on Abbottabad.
3. The District Police Officer, Haripur
Resgondem‘s

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT:

l, Raja Mehboob Khan $/O Mohofnmod Yagoob 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 Hos been suppressed from

Ww«

Deponent/Appellant

o

Appellant

this Ho_nouroble Service Tribunal.

'Do’red:( ] -08-2015

identified By: | |
e

Mohammad Aslam Tonoli/
Advocate High Court 2N
At Haripur, /' X7




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.;SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR |

Raja Mehboob Khan S/O'Mohommd Y'oqoob Khan !népec’ror
Police Department presently posted at Dls’rrlc’r Abbo’f’robod (R/O
Village Batangi, Tehsil Havelian, District Abboﬂcbod)

&4 j Appellant

'VERSUS

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

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL |

CERTIFICATE

It is certified that no such Appeadl on_’fhe subject has ever been

filed in this or any other court prior to fhej instant one.

\or

ELLANT

Dated: | | -08-2015

[—
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v Ci NGE Awnex-A

ORDER

o
gyt

'I‘hi_f's is an order on the representation of ST Raja Mehboob Khan No.H/17 of
Haripur District aéainst the order of major punishment i.¢. Reduction in Rank from Inspector’

to Sub-Inspector by the District Police Officer, Haripur vide his OB No.720 dated 2-12-2014..

Faéts leading to his punishmeni are that he SHO PS KTS 'was reported by -
W/Provincial Pollce Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide letter No. 15869- 7"/PPO

dated 03- ()-"014 -receiving monthly from the drug paddltrs/smuggl«.rs

i .
[’r(;;p'er depal'tmcmal enquiry was conducted by Mr. Bilal Zafar Sheikh ASP
Hgrs Haripur, After conducting a detail enquiry, the E.O pré)Ved him guilty. On' the
recommendation of E.O, the District Police Ofﬁcer Haripur awarded him minor pumshmcnt

of reduction in rafk from Inspector to Sub-Inspector.

After receiving the appeal, the comments ‘of DPQO Haripur were obtained. The
enquiry file, appe_ial & the comments of the DPO were perused. Thie appellant was also heard

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

THe enquiry is based on Special Branch report and the ASP/Hqrs Haripur did
not substantiate it as to with whom he had relation regarding monthlies in drugs etc. The.

reputation of the officer is not above board. .

I B
| ‘ However, keeping in view his previous record ofl service the punishment of
Y ) ' reversion from Inspector to ST awarded by the DPO Haripur is converted to major punishment

\ of “Reduction m Pay for 2 Stages (2 Years)®. Hc is also rcpnmanded with a warning to be *

careful in fuure. .

REGIONAL POLICE GFFICER

. é b i/ 5 | - . Hazara Region Abbottabad
No. /PA Dated Abbottabad the ? 2 : 7 ‘ /2015.
Copy of above is forwvarded to:- '
1. The 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 herewitls.

The District Police Qfficer, A bottabad for information and neccssury action.
The EA Region Oftice Abbotiabad for information please.

[
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., - CHARGESHEET

Harlpur -as- competent authorlty, hereby charge you ms_gectgr_ﬂaj_a_mnbgm as

/enclosed statement of allegatlons

E A 'spec1ﬁed in the saxd R\1135~ .

-~

. : Commlttee/Enqulry Ofﬁcer asthe case may be.

P

(4) co Your ‘written - defense, if any, should reach “the Bnqull'}’»i'r..
Ofﬁcer/Commlttee within the speaﬁed period, failing which 1t shall be presumed AN

“that you have no defense to put in. and in.that case ex-parte actlon shall follow
Tap agalnstyou.: o e T : :

e .
< IS '1"‘

1

Cotherwise T
- (6 -, - .- “Astatement of allegations is enclosed.

g )
W (Muhammad Khurram Rash:d) PSP Lo

B . o Dlstrlct Police Officer:. *.
o, ',‘”" ',, i s ’ i - . '- . . Harlpur

<y .

o ]
,_'l.~' i ' '."j " -
2 ‘ :
AR : _

ip )

, Dlstrlct PO]lCE Ofﬁcer

o (2) f . '- : You appear to be gullty of misconduct under’ Pohce Efﬁc1ency &
‘ Dlscxphne Rules1975 and have rendered yourself lxable to all'or any of the penaltxes o

Ced '(3) . You are, therefore reqmred to submit your wrltten defense =
L wnthln 07 days of the recerpt of this charge sheet and statement of allegatxon to the :

(5) R .. Intimate’, ,Weather' you desire to' be "hea'rd,‘_'in' n_ers:on_:or,

PR

' wae——

e *rrv"-'*rfv-—’*s-' - ﬂ-?- 1
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5 thhm the meamng of Pohce Efﬁc1ency & Dlsc1phne Rules 1975.

3

- %monthly” from them which shows malafidy ‘and dishonesty in -discharge. of ‘your official

_ duues/respons1b1ht1es and is gross mxsconduct on your part in terms of Police Rules 197 57

constltuted

ksr \’T'Q(g %&A

_",iof thlS Otdmance prowde reasonable opportunity: of hearmg to’ the accused, record

i “;pumshment orthe approprlate action against the accused.

Ofﬁcer/ Commlttee

,L\

( /nuhammad Khurram Rashld ) PSP
. DlStI'lCt Pohce Ofﬁcer '
Harlpur

Noﬂ /Z/ 2 -157 /PA dated. Hanpur the /57 / e /99/2014 L
A " Copy of above is submitted to the; - R
= ,' 1) Reglonal Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad please '

.Rules 1975. -

,- '.proceedlngs

S\
: _ S - QR g IO Dlstnct Pohce Ofﬁcer

I Muhammad Khurram Rashtd (PSP) sttnct Pohce 0fﬁcer, Haripur |

as- competent authorlty of the opinion that you Inswla_lughm ‘have rendered' g )
;yourself llable to be proceeded against as you committed the foIlowmg acts/omlssmns Lo

R et S

DI ' “That whlle you posted as SHO. PS KTS it has come to the notice of the o
underSIgned vide letter No: 15869-72/PPO -dated . 03.10.2014 by 'PPO 'Office; Khyber’ o
“Pal;htunkhwa, Peshawar- that you. are supportmg the  narcotics - sellers/paddler and taking -

,(2) o For the purpose of scrutmlzmg the conduct of the’ sald accused ofﬁcer.‘; L
.. with reference to the above allegatlons, an Bnqulry Commlttee consmtmg of the. followmg is- -

The Enqulry Ofﬁcer/ Comrmttee Shall in accordance Wlth the pI’OVISIOn;' : : S
finding and ‘make ‘within 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendatlon as to

, ,.‘(4) "The accused and a well conversant repfesentatlve of departmental o ‘-
* ishall in the proceedmgs on: the date time and’ place fixed by’ the Enquary-

3) InSD.QﬂQLRﬂJ.a.MﬁhMWIth the dlrectlon to submlt hlS defense w1thm 7 days of E L
~. " the’ receipt of this statement of allegations and. also’ to appear before the Enqmry _ S
" Officer on the date, tlme and place fixed - for the purpose of departmental e

TS,
Y
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T

C ey gy

A% feipeiaree * pen ) e n
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L et B e L

2) Enquiry Officer for mltlatmg proceedmgs agamst the sald éccused under POIICCJ':'A .
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The Addl; 'In»"autur General of Polico,

Special Branch; Khybor Pnkhmnkhw.u.
. Prshuwar. g

: Thc Provincial Pohcs Ofﬁcer
hhvbur Pal\htunkhwa Pe«hawar.
}/PA/SB dated Pcshawar the s ] 14

COM]’LA]N’L A("AINQ'I‘ LO(‘AL A]

= W

g e R

Phone: 9218173 .
Fax 9218074
/2014,

DDAS & P.S KHALABAT DISTRICT

HARIPUR,
o : ; :
Kindly refer to your office memo NO. 14

-'Im mdttcr w«a enquired into througl
ey aled asundos:-

X

Ruponcdiv the tollo\vmq persons ure

ety I\haa s/0 Bashir Khan /o

¢

1‘;“541 /.'ob Jio Jehanzel x/u -do-

- Bashir Khan s/o Abdul Ghultar Khan o Mohallah I\Irmbal
Shoh Ac.b ls.hmn st Bashir Khan b

705-06/210 dated 15.09 2014.
G.0 Spcéial_ Branch Hupipur, which

unning narcotics dens ut Sector No. 4

.

=g~
.do-.

* Johanzeb $/0 Hamesh Gul rfo Mohliah Civil Hospital
" Babar Zeb o/O Jehanzeb r/o  -do-|- ‘

h:avc been cagistered at P.S/1 halabat

flAdda No. I, while one case ws 9-C has
g ’~'014 .
-0 und el have beey . registered at

usal Zeb sons of Jehanzeb, while one

in2014,




R
:3}
o
3
K
4
3
1

-3 R

-_:.’4‘-;.:?; PRI S Mg s

3! '1hc, perscus ledl‘.f.':wdnd sons) at the above

j On relca;c frony Jail :lhr.:y agajn resume their act

4 Ilbpc‘:ﬁt(}l‘ Ra;a wiehboob SHO, S.1 '7ar1 I&n

-

o ASHO, M.C

TS PR PoGE 0%

Addas are mumub narcotics dens from the

tum,a of theic fuc ciathcro. Som»mucb the [ocul Bolice take action on receipt ul complaint,

1y1uc&

Abmed Al Shah and

Coxmamc Nueemn bnah Rider are supporting thel

S

Nomblca and elders 01 lhg area dum.md aclion u

B

Fors,

r

B
£
!
b

SR R

CERERRs

St

narcotics selfers and get “monrhiy”,

Buinst the eriminals.

(,SP ‘)’

FOR ADDL; INSPECTOR GENERAL OF PUMLL
- SPECIAL BRANCH, KHYBER PAKIMTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.




KHYBER PAK

Dated: (52 / 4@

- No, 45 *%’_4 %

-
Offico o 3?:.“.- 34 A=
, . Sadar & 2
Y T No.: ,226(//
ol ' Datg. _Lezlo-In "
! 16:25  DOYT-91-9223488 . Pe PAGE 01

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE (PPO)

{TUNKHWA, PEbHAWAR

/PPO Ph 4 091 921’*261
/2014

DlStI"Ct ‘Police Ofﬁcer
. Haripur

= Enélbscd'pleasc'ﬁnd herewith a letter 1¢
ybcl PaPJifuxﬁd:w vide No. 646/PA/SB, dated:
,'h'e'f.Police. Chief Khyber Pakhtunkhwa has desired

onvictigh of identificd drug peddlers and .also pr

b _ - .

omcxala and nq OLT bv 25,10, 201,«}—,% '
ey Syt A ’I‘.'\t“;%\;

s LT )
o

NN
L R A

s

WX R
Wu,uwﬂ*’g'

177 "The WGP Khyber Pakhtunkhw
i, The Addl: IGP/Special Branch K
quoted above,

il " Phe.RPO Hezara Region, Abbolta'?a

f«,cwed from Addl :GP

for favour of informat on.

Calabat District Haripor ’

pecial Blal ich

30.09.2014 on the subj Ciog t\,d above

o1 you to talke strict legal. acuon, cnsure

robe into thc ﬂ“c&,ﬂtx()'l slbull’lbt pohcc)

A :
Priocipal §taft Officer) 7 -

For Inspector General of Pohw, }) LT
Khyber P.z!\hluukhw.x, i j.‘:\

Pesha\\ar. o @ L/?
% ( Sa.xtsl_,u,

W‘-’R

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ‘wir to. ius Ietter

d

s

X/
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Anrse_ F

' STATEMENT SHOWING REGISTRATION OF CASES AGAINST

CRIMINALS BY RAJA MEHBOOB KHAN SHO, POLICE STATION, KTS.
DURING 2013-2014.

S/No. | FIR | Date U/Section Recovery Name of criminal
- 1. gg 06-01-13 | 34 EHO 26(2) 560 Grm Babar zeb S/0 Jehanzeb
2. 116 13-01-13 9C/CNSA‘ 1245 Grm Babar S/0 Jehanzeb
3. | 219 | 26-05-13 | % EHO 26(2) 420 -Grm Babar S/O Jehanzeb
4. 318 | 02-09-13 | 9B/CNSA 645 Grm Faisal S/0 Jehanzeb
5. 247 | 12-06-23 | 3% EHO 26(2) Shahzeb S/O M.Bashir
6. 254 | 17-06-13 | 9C/CNSA 1550 Grm- Tariq S/O Bashir
7. 260 | 26-06-13 | 3% EHO 26(2) 445 Grm Babar S/O Jehanzeb
8. 278 | 20-07-13 | % EHO 26(2) Tariq S/0O Basﬁir
9. 90 | 11-03-13 | 3% EHO 26(2) Faisal S/O Jehanzeb'
10. 449 | 28-12-13 | 3 EHO Bashir. S/0 Ghaffar
11.- 05. 06-01-14 | 9C/CNSA Babar S/O Jehanzeb
12. 243 | 03-05-14 | 9C/CNSA 1. Faisal S/O Jehanzeb
: 2. Atam S/0O Jehanzeb
3. Jehanzeb $/0 Ramish Gul
13. 257 | 10-05-14 | % EHO 26(2) Bashir S/O Ghaffar :
14, 91 | 04-03-14 | 9C/CNSA 1. Shahzeb S/O M.Bashir
2. Bashir S/O Ghaffar

L
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coxY "IN THE COURT OF MiaN AHID ULLAH JAN, %
3 A JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE-I, HARIPUR . '

- .ORDER

ER 11.12.2013 | R )
R - . Mr. Safdar Khan, Sub-Inspector Police Station KTS, appeared and
submitted an application for grant of search warrant of the house of

Lo S ‘ Shahzeb S/O Mohammad Basheer R/O Mohallah Khabal Sector Ng.4

[ S

KTS, Haripur. It is contended by the police that the suspected persons.is _ -
. * t
drug smuggler/peddler and possesses huge quantity of drug/narcotics in '

Tl - - his house. The application is also supported by sketch of the house along

. TN

with previous record of narcotics offences.

According to Section 22 of Prohibition Order (IV) of 1979, this court - :
is vested with powers to issue search waﬁant. Keeping in view the
request of police, search warrant is hereby issued and the house of

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

- —in.the.presence.of lady.police..The.search warrant shall. remain operativeme wi.___.

ata

for 24 hours, however, no search should be carried out after sun set and '
before sun rise. The police should submit detailed report with respect to

the search to this court on 12122013 during court hours and an

y
articles/n

arcotics recovered should be produced before this court. File to
come up for report on 12.12.2013.




'is vested with powers to issue se

IN THE COURT OF MIAN AHID ULLAH JAN,
LUDICIAL MAGISTRATE-], HARIPUR

. ORDER '
11.12.2013

~

-Inspector Police Station KTS, appeared and

submitted an application for grant of search warrant of the house of Tariq

Mr. Safdar Khan, Sub

S/O Mohammad Basheer R/O Mohallah Khabal Sector No.4 KTS(

Haripur, It is contended by the police that the suspected persons is drug

smuggler/ peddlef and possesses huge quantity of drug/narcotics in his

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

previous record of narcotics offences.

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

arch warrant. Keeping in view thd
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 sun set and

before sun rise. The police’ should submit detailed report with respect to
the search to this court on 12.12.2013 during court hours and any

articles/narcotics recovered should be produced before this court. File to
come up for report on 12.12.2013.
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JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE-I, HARIPUR

ORDER
- 11.12.2013

the search to this court on 12.12.2013 during court

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

submitted an application fo grant of search warrant of the house of Faisal

S/0O Jahanzeb R/O Mohallah Khabal Sector No.4 KTS, Haripur, It is

contended by the police that the suspected persons is drug

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

. &
along with
previous record of narcotics offences.

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

Is vested with powers to issue search 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, howevér, no search should be carried out after sun set and

before sun rise. The police should submit detailed report with respect to
hours and any
érticles/ narcotics recovered should be produced before t

come up for report on 12.12.2013.

his court, File to

IN-THE COURT-OFMIAID ULLAH JAN; -~
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- IN THE COURT OF M1 AHID ULLAH JAN, ‘

[UDICIAL MAGISTRATE-L HARIPUR

7.+, ORDER
R 11122013

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 Khabal Sector No.4 KTS, Haripur. It is

contended by- the police' that the suspected - persons is drug’

smuggler/ peddler and possesses huge quantity of drug/ narcotics in hl?

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

previous record of narcotics offences.

- 'According to Section 22 of PrOhlblthl’l Order (IV) of 1979, this court
is vested with powers to issue search warrant. Keepmg 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 shogld be carried out after sun set-and

[
before sun rise. The police should submit detailed report with respect to

the search to this court on 12.12.2013 during court hours and any

articles/narcotics recovered should be produced before this court. File to

come up for report on 12.12.2013.
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IN THE COURT OF AHID ULLAH JAN,
JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE-I, HARIPUR

"+ ORDER |
11.12.2013 ‘

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

submitted an application for grant of search warrant of the house of

Jahanzeb S/0 Hémaish Gul R/O Mohallah Khabal Sector No.4 KTS,

Haripur. It is contended by the police that the suspected persons is drug

- smuggler/peddler and possesses huge quantity of drug/narcotics in hi

"house. The application is also Supported by sketch of the house along with
Previous record of narcotics offences.

According to Section 22 of Prohibition Order (IV) of 1979, this court
is vested with powers to issue search warrant. Keeping in view the

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

suspected persbn 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 sun set and

before sun rise. The police should submit detailed report with respect to

: , !
the search to this court on 1212.2013 during court hours and any

articles/narcotics recovered should be produced before this court. File to
come up for report on 12.12.2013,
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A ORDER"

TR ~ : * Inspector Raja Mehboob Khan No./17 SHO PS KTS
was reported by worthy Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
vide letter No 15869-72/PPO dated .03.10.2014. As receiving monthly from the
drug paddlers/smugglers. The accused police official was suspended and was
sought with charge sheet and summery of allegation. This act was found gross .
miscoriduct on his part. . BRI ‘ :

TeTOuL et b
B

' : . ASP/HQ Mr Bilal 7afar Sheikh was deputed as Enquiry

Officer, conducted an enquiry and submitted his findings, vide Memo No. 1351, :
. dated 27.10.2014 he held the charges of misconduct as proved and recommended !
10 accused police official for major punishment.

Ty

* Inspector Raja Mehboob was called in orderly Room” on

02.12.2014 heard in person. Having perused the enquiry papers and personally '
“+ " .hearing and recommendation of the enquiry. Gfficer, the charges of misconduct are - !
‘ -, proved beyond any doubt. Therefore T, Khuram Rashid, District Police Officer, :
e ‘.. 1laripur being competent authority under the police Rules 1975, I am satisfy that g
. the charges of misconduct are fully proved, and awarded him major punishment of i
“yeduction in rank from Inspector to Sub-Inspector with effect from 02.12.2014..
- . ‘ _Order announced.
OB No.720 dated:02/ 12/2014
: T _ _ . » . District Police Officer !
S e : : ' » Haripur '
] L O B ),—"""
N Ve . S A 2 )b,
7% .. Copy of above is submitted to:- . " .
SRS R 1. The Regional Police Officer, Hazara Regilon,
g . Abbottabad.
- K 2. The Superintendent of Police, Investigation, Haripur.
LI Tt S o o : " District Police Officer,
- ';‘-l ? - ) ~
. P 7-’_:
B SO U T S e
- %p aart }m“?'v }-f:.—ia.,g,,,,,',.;:m.':%;_": S, e '~ "’j"' " T -
A A e e R R R R R A SRR Sy e gORSAYI AT A w.i'w..;“.*."-‘é'}

4



- .
<0y g%
=ty I -
. L
LICR

o a BEFORE HONOURABLE REGION POLICE OFFICER,
L 4= HAZARA RANGE, ABBOTTABAD.

ed il :hrouqh Prooer Channel:

RS i 23 )

;’?:”»fﬁepARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OB NO.720 DATED
*+#$02212:2014 PASSED BY THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
% JHARIPUR- WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED WITH

4" %THE'PENALTY OF REVERSION FROM THE RANK OF INSPECTOR TO

Vg-‘:’::‘\THE RANK: OF SUB INSPECTOR WITH EFFECT FROM 02-12- 2014.
TRRAT g et e

Sy ”‘%PRAYER ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL
ki‘*, ”APPEAL ‘THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 02-12-2014 MAY
”’ "‘GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND PENALTY OF REVERSION FROM
f‘:& {THE RANK OF INSPECTOR TO SUB. INSPCTOR BE WITHDRAWN
W 'SFROMu THE® DATE OF ITS AWARDING AND ALLOWING ALL

i) ‘-i’CONiQUENTIAL SERVICE BENEFITS,

:%'g H 4 _! %

W5 waReSpected Sir,

,g ;Appellant eubmlts as under:-

.:j,.—,.‘*z‘q,.. :'* LN

‘-r’“},{”ﬁ"ﬁ », That the District Police Officer, Hanpur vide impugned order OB

e e % 4% N0.720 dated 02-12-2014 has awarded the appellant with major

';‘fg:%-,’;f?;"".&,élz..r ‘penalty of reversion from the rank of Inspector to the rank of Sub.

f%’!tg;‘é" ¥ «»Inspector (Copy of order dated 02-12-2014 |s attached “A").

o Y J'h*

3"*3?{”{, ’guﬂ‘hat cited impugned order of the District Police Officer Haripur is

:‘ﬁf;‘,‘; ,i “*uilegal unlawful, against the facts based on false, fabricated and
- A

“concocted allegations and in utter violation of mandatory statutory
k ‘"’provnsuons of law.
”f ;ﬁ 15' 7 ‘.

ij.,j L‘,,’,%;Swi ’«»That ‘above referred impugned order has been passed without -

'd“!" h?r ./o J‘

W -?’f“f“enadhernng to the inquiry procedure set forth by the law for the
-‘;:“*'*;;}eh l_é““sﬂ’”,:'halspensatlon of justice at preliminary stages during the course of
A a

T f“?‘ﬁ"‘f}departmental inquiries. The Departmental rules and regulations
i %1;,;.5;; have seriously been violated while passing the impugned. order
. ,;\# <§;’§;wng“dated. 02-12-2014 awarding the appellant major penalty of
;"i’ﬁfé.g ?5’;{!'{“_ t}reverswn from the rank of Inspector to the rank of Sub. Inspector,

2
w?@%“é’f R hence the impugned order is not tenable in the eyes of faw rather is

k] k*:.
A AT ~liable'to be set aside.
FL RIS T
' g~rl.l¢' ,'b.lv‘m‘ﬁr:’,',_ ‘LL{ ’
o JEACTS @y ',
ATy Ny S .
Eat ﬁ‘f‘?’f’?"‘_ﬁga:’, That the appellant remained posted at PS KTS for about 11 /-
PR “:;.&;;‘,3 ~months. During this period the appellant carried out actions
RN l’é-@;%gf: . against the criminals without any discrimination. Within a
"ot et ST period of 09 months of 2014 about 86 Kg and 655 Grams of
fe b et L7 Chas was recovered from different criminals which recovery
RIS TR |
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was 21 Kg more than that of prewous 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 C’OP\} aliached. '8,

"~ 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.1 & 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 cases is

- attached herewnth e,

That so far the allegatlon of supporting and receiving the
monthly from the narcotics peddiers is concerned, the -
appeltant took every measure against them under dlfferent
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). 'D,!é "“a“ .

That due to action against them the narcotics sellers started
making false complaints against the appellant. Had appeilant .
supported and received monthly from them then appeilant
would have not taken action against narcotics sellers and nor
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). E/ 4 Pages

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 appeliant is the result of- pressure brought upon the police
officers by political . persons. For proof copy of Mad

'No.34...daily diary dated ..12..5.7.\ 1.is attached. ¢

/

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,

-
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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 appeliant
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 fhrough 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 course -
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.

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. Copy allachel -G, SPuses.

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). 'g) < Pa%cs.

That every -official is required to. be dealt with in accordance

~with departmental rules & regulation whereas in the case of

appellant’s inquiry he has been treated by the Inquiry Officer
on the basis of malafide, grudge and biasness or being
ignorance of rules and ‘under colorful exercise of powers in
serious violation of justice. -

- |
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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. But in the case of appellant this verdict of ruies has not been
~taken into consideration by the Inquiry Officer while passing
“his findings by recommending major penaity for appellant,

the same is nothing but just to complete formalities.

That though the Inquiry Officer was bound under the rules of
disciplinary proceedings to have call the officials/officers of

.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 on to give
findings. based on surmises and conjectures which have no

~ weight in the eyes of law hence liable to be turned down and
“the penalty awarded to the appellant be set aside.

That appeliant 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 services

- and recommended major penalty for him without conducting

any inquiry and that too under colorful exercise of his 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.

. That in view of the facts and circurmstance 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 pérformed 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.

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. ' '
That the Appellant has been awarded the penaity of reduction

in the rank from Inspector to Sub. Inspector iliegally,

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 tiable to be set aside.

D=4
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Th""t the Inqwry Officer has—acted in a flimsy and whimsical ‘

T < “manner- conductmg the so-cailed alleged inquiry in utter violation
ﬁ#?&«'gﬁdlnegatlon of the procedure set forth by the law for the
; ‘. rfdlspensatlon :of justice at the preliminary stages during the
: f«course of departmental inquiries, hence the order lmpugned is
33 'llable to be turned down on thls score ‘alone:
5 u.h ¥
That not a single witness was brought to be produced before the
soﬁ\called Inqwry Officer to .establish the charges leveled in the

':.{ charge sheet against the appellant in the charge sheet issued to
the appellant

....rf n b '
That even no one from the staff of Special Branch Haripur was

»’”" summoned to appear before the Inquiry Officer and corroborate

-0 3
4,

,
‘.K
CATL

s T g B A
1

-

ol &-'ﬁ;‘.— the.. -allegation of . supporting Narcotics peddlers and receiving

‘ -*'_-"f\*""‘monthly” from them as reported against the appellant

-¥’ii 5‘*V:§};,‘That the Inquiry Office while recording findings of inquiry and

ot -

X wr
tl.f?_,éﬁ Sty }R:x,,#,-frecommendlng major penalty did not consider the facts that

1;;&}”,;‘% . AaCtions were taken against the Narcotics Peddler Faisal due to :
;--3'};*4,«;.~%§§t‘=‘:’"‘twhlch he submitted application to the high-up against the ’|
ﬁ"ﬁ'ﬂs‘*zél"é%ﬁ appellant. ‘Hence the findings are in violation of the facts and i
P ,,J‘(rcclrcumstance of the matter and liable to be turned down. :
R ok Tl ;
Kﬁgxﬁ%g*ﬁ‘:e@é:-rhat the appeilant was never confronted with documentary

R g;,*ﬁf ?;;*lev:dence 'if any," produced against him by the special branch in

kcorroboratlon of the report they submltted against the appellant.
3

v u‘_

FoBusrtnay b .

R féThat ‘the appellant was never served with any explanatlon or
-,-“f_éhow"'cause notice before appointment of Inquiry Officer and
'ﬁconductlng so-called inquiry. Even no preliminary inquiry was

ade to probe into the guilt or innocence of appellant

”’g “";That the appellant was never provided with a chance to cross-
;};&3 . > *Iexamlne the witnesses, if any, produced against the appellant.
e : "

?%ﬂ;« n: -.w\ A qi: +

*kdtg- »lThat rephes of ‘the - Charge ‘Sheets, including all facts and
*5,&,. cnrcumstances submitted . by the appellant were never
i w,ékgon5|dered and the appellant was condemned unheard.

v}
L]

. .u--'

..ﬁ"‘~€<§That the appellant was never provnded with the findings of the

A&,

L;:%wso -called inquiry before awarding penalty vide-order dated 02- .

’Ib

5 ;;»le 2014 Wthh _provision is mandatory under the ° ' i
'r.ﬂ,t;;—g.ﬂ.,{.; departmental mqu:ry procedure.

,

a—— o tewe = e -

8
g. “t
R

-t
‘5,

,.z*’:t; 1% :- }‘ ‘fhat the appellant was never served with FINAL SHOW CAUSE
ST g R ‘NOTICE before awarding penalty which is* mandatory under
",j‘»'l‘? *'f’w,;prevalllng disciplinary rules 1975,

. N 1)
14 .

3 “;*f (i L 2% .;., e“:That the appellant was also not provided with an opportunity of
‘g?’ﬁ;‘-‘,}’&&‘ lpersonal hearlng before awarding the penaity which is also :

. ", I e
5 .‘j,,-.,,-p‘&:,g«}‘ w"necessary and mandatory thus has been condemned unheard.
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That the Inquiry Officer has acted in a fimsy and whimsical
manner conducting the so-called alleged inquiry in utter violation
and negation of the procedure set forth by the law for the
dispensatron of justice at the preliminary stages during the
course of departmental inquiries, hence the order :mpugned is
liable to be turned down on thIS score alone:

. That not a single witness was brought to be produced before the

so-called Inquiry Officer to .establish the charges leveled in the

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

- That even no one from the staff of Special Branch Haripur was

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 Inqunry 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 appeflant was never confronted with documentary
evidence, if any, produced against him by the speciat branch in

- corroboration of the report they submitted against the appellant.

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

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

That replies of the Charge Sheets, including all facts and
arcumstances submitted . by the appellant were never

* considered and the appellant was condemned unheard.

) 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.

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.




. 13. . That performance of the appellant has not been taken into

. o

“consideration by the Inquiry Officer while giving his findings with
regard to launching crack-down by appellant against the
- narcotics peddiers 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. '

14.  That the findings of Inquiry officer are without conducting any
- 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 & 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. ‘

15. 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.. 3

- 16. -That.Sir, the appellant is the only supporter of his large family

: ° ‘consisting upon his old parents, younger brothers & sisters and

. Q * wife, children having no source of income and they are fully
' dependent upon him.

PRAYER:
' ~ - , ¥
- Sir, -in View of the facts and circumstances narrated here above, it is
!. earfiestly requested that the impugned order dated 02-12-2014 whereby
' the appellant has been awarded the penalty of reduction in the rank from
. Inspéctor to the rank of Sub Inspector may graciously be set aside
... Exonerating the appellant of the charge and restoring him in his rank as
Ifspector with all consequential service back benefits.
Thanking you sir in anticipation.

You're obedient Servant

T ' AJA MEHBOOB KHAN)
- - | ’ SUB. INSPECTOR

Police Department
Haripur

DATED 10:12-2014

13
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 903/2015

Inspector Raja M_ehboob Khan No. H/18 s/o Muhammad Yagoob 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:

om s N E

That the instant appeal is badly time barred and not maintainable under the law.
That the appellant has not come to the Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands.

That the appellant has no locus standi to file appeal.

That the appellant has suppressed material facts from the Hon’ble Tribunal.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct. :
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 allegationé vide District
Police Officer, Haripur Office Endst: No. 148—51/PA{ dated . 13.10.2014,
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 poliee 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 appeliant couldvnot produce any substantial defense re’garding

~ his guilt so he was awarded Iawful pumshment of reduction in rank from Inspector

to Sub-Inspector vide OB No: 720 dated 02 12 2014, the appellant mstituted a

representation to the Reglonal Police Offlcer Hazara Region, Abbottabad aga:nst the -
punishment order of the District Police Officer, Haripur, the representation of the"
appeliant was entertained by the appellate authority, lenient view was taken and




FACTS:

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.

Correct to the extent of appellant,s misconduct and issuance of charge sheet and
statement of allegations mentioning the charges of misconduct.

Incorrect, the appellant could not give satisfactory account of his illegal activities in
departmental proceedings.

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

Incorrect, the appellant also remained postéd 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.

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.
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. :

Incorrect, on the performance of appellant vide FIR No. 44/14, u/s 365/34 PPC PS
KTS, the appellant was given appreciation certificates aloﬁg 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

10.

activities he was proceeded against as warranted by the law.

Incorrect, the appellant was inclined towards negative approaches by supporting
narcotics smugglers under the colour of police uniform . ‘
Incorrect, the enquiry officer was proceédéd against as per police rules 1975,the -
appellant associated with the enquiry ,proceedihgs ,he was given right to defend
himself, on the completion of enqu‘iry."he was afforded opportunity of personal



1t.

12.

13.

" 14,

15.

16.

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.
Incorrect, the enquiry officer conducted legal proceedings regarding the enquiry and
fulfilled all the requirements, hence the punjshment is lawful and maintainable.
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 énquiry officer took the
necessary evidence, hence, all the proceedings were in accordance with law.
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.
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.
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.

. Censure vide OB No. 243,dated 05.10.2002.

Il Warning vide OB No.30.dated 17.02.2003.

IV.  Censure vide OB No.168,dated 15.10.2003.

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

Correct to the extent that appellanf 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:

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

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.
Incorrect, as narrated in the preceding Paras, moreover, the enquiry officer collected
the sufficient evidence which proved the charges leveled against the appellant.
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.

. Incorrect, proper departmental enquiry was conducted and after completion of

enquiry and recommendation’ of enquiry officer punishment was awarded to the
appellant. . '

Incorrect, the appellant was provided full opportunity to defend himself, but he
failed miserably. ‘

Incorrect, the enquiry was conducted as per Police Rules 1975 in which the legal

‘formalities were fulfilled.

Incorrect, the appellant was giy_ehﬂ -'right‘tgfd_efe'n‘d himself and he was heard in
person by the District Police Qfficer,.Haripui.and:the Regional Police Officer, Hazara




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 respolndent départment 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

o

Provincigl Poli icer
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
Respondent No. 01

o

Regional Police Officer,
Hazara Region, Abbottabad
Respondent No. 2

District Police Officer,

Haripur )
Respondent No. 03




‘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

.......... {appellant)

Vs.

- The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and Others

............ (Respondents)

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

. 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 knowlnedge and belief and
nothing has been concealed from the Hon’ble Tribunal.

/ ~
Provincial -Po{c{O/ffic;r’-

‘Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Respondent No. 01

Regional Poli
Hazara Region, Abbottabad
Respondent No. 02

— > )
District Police Officer,
Haripur

Respondent No. 03
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CHARGE SHEET

(1) I, Muhammad_Khumam_RaihLd_LBSRL District Police Officer,
Haripur as competent authority, hereby charge you Lu_sp_e_c_tgr_Bam_Me_bb_o_gb as

enclosed statement of allegations.

(2} o 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. :

(3) You are, therefore, required to submit your Wn;itten defense
within 07 days of the receipt of this charge sheet and statement of allegatton to the
Committee/Enquiry Officer as the case: may be.

(4) . Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry
Officer/Committee within the specified penod failing which it shall be presumed
that you have no defense to put in and in that case ex-parte actlon sha]l follow

. against you.

(5) ; Intimate weather you desire to be heardﬁ'n‘*person or
otherwise. S,

(6)

o
A statement of allegations is enclosed.
P '

L '
[

ﬁ’—‘% : 1 s r :
(Muhammad Khurram Rashid) PSP
District Police Officer -
Haripur
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. (.. «  DISCIPLINARY ACTION
S - . I, Muhammad Khurram Rashrd (PSP) DlS‘l.l‘lCt Police Officer, Haripur
B competent authority of the opinion that you msne_cmr_ﬁma_Mﬁhlmgh have rendered . .

yourself llable to be proceeded against as you committed the following acts/omISSlons .
within the meanmg of Police Efficiency & Dlsaplme Rules 1975.

STAT EMENT OF ALLEQATIQN

. “That while you posted as 'SHO PS KTS it has come to the notice of the
undersigned v1de 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”

(2) .7 For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused officer.
with reference to the above allegations, an Enquu'y Committee consisting of the following is

constituted. -
| Ko Qe ook

1!
(3) oo The Enquiry Ofﬁcer/Commxttee shall in accordance with the provision
of this Ordinance, provide reasonable opportumty of hearing to the accused, record .
finding and make within 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendanon as to
punishment or the appropriate action against, the accused.

4y =~ .‘ The accused and a well conversant representative of departmental’
shall in the' proceedings on the date, tlme and place fixed by the Enquiry
Officer/Committee. . .

E— >
(Muhammad Khurram Rashid) PSP
' District Police Officer
Haripur

No: /Z/ 8 -—&7 /PA, dated Haripur the - Ve /¢ /939/2014.
' Copy of above is submitted to the: -
1) Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad please.
2) Enquiry Officer for lmtlatmg proceedings against the said accused under Police
Rules 1975.

3) Inspector Raja Mehboob with the dlrectlon 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 p]ace fixed for the purpose of departmental

proceedmgs

_;/;;%”%*w“;\\.._‘
District Police Officer
Haripur
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; OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICIL, (PPO)

| KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHA\’\’ AR

'~ 'No. 4{&%@ ZX/PPO Ph#091-9213261 .

Dated: G@/ ZqQ /12014 Fax# 091-9723480

1.

R '
|

Dxatrmt Police Ofﬁcer
Haripur

Subject:  Cumplaint against Local Addas & PS Kalabat District Haripur

" Dear Sir,.
Enclosed please find herewith a letter received from Addl: 1GP: Zoevial Branch
Khyoer Pakhtunkbwa vide No. 646/PA/SB, dated: 30.09.2014 on the subject ited above.

The Police Chief Khivber Paklitunkhwa has desired for you to take srict legal action, ensure
the allegation. agaist police

conviction of identified drug peddlers anc also probe 10

=~

officials and veport by 23,14 lO 014.-*:35«

C | Q-

l ;\(
L. i : ,
7 i Privcipal Btaff Officer)

_ Ok / ’  For Inspector General of Police,
B, A% LT e : . Khyber Pekhrunkhwa,
R :‘?55';1/ .
. | TR Peshawar,
Ce- .
i. The WIIGP Khivber Pakhtunkhwa fo; fayour of information.

it. The Addl IGP/Special Branch Khybu,r Pakhtunkhw'i w.'r. to his i»tter

guotsd :1bov:v.

i The RPO Hazara Regioﬁ, Abbottabad ' . ‘-S\_}‘:'s%

R .
M 0/ -
. 7 .
' - - -
:
:
—
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The Addl: Inspector General of Police,
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Phone: 9218173 )

From: -
Speial Branch, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Fax : 9218073
Peshawar. !
To: - The Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pe«hawar
_No. 6496 pASD, dated Peshawar the 33 la| /2014 - I o
© Subject: - comvu,um AGAINST LOC AL ADDAS & P KHALAB lx'r ‘DISTRICT
\ HARTPURf .
. : i -
Memo: - | i - f

. Khdlabat ’i‘own Ship Haripur:-

The matter:

rcvgaled as under:-

hi

kmdl\' refer to your office memo. NO 14705-06/PPO dated 15.09 2013_4.
. t !
o

was enquired int through G.O Special -Branch Havipur, which ‘

Reponrtediy ‘the tollowma persms are running. narcotics dens at Sector No. 4

Adda No. 1

i Bashir Khan s/o Abdul Ghaffar Khan t/o Mohallah Khabal . '
i Qhafw Ze¢b Kban sin Rashir Khan rio -do-
it .\-1 iu Khan s/o Bushir Khan /o -do-
© AddaNo.2
| 1. Jehanzeb s/o Hamesh Gul i/o Mohallah Civil Hospital
1. 13abar Zeb s/o Jehanzeb /o ’

RIS Faisal Zeb sio Jehanzeb o
During 2013, two cases u/s Y PEHO and 9-CNSA have been registered at P S‘l& halabat

-

Towmhlp against Bashir Khan and T ariq Khan of Adda No. 1, while ene case ws 9-C has

been regis

. n
N

wred against Shah Zeb of Adda No. 1 during 2014.

Similarly during 2013 three cases w/s % EHO and 3-C have hg.en segxstered at

P.S/Kahlabat Township against Babar Zeb and Faisal Zeb sons of Juhanzub, while one

case ufs 9-C has bezn registered against Babar Zeb in 2014,
' .

‘

. ‘ - . 1 .

oo

¢
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/ e | ‘ ORDER |
| . ‘ . . _ . E , . , .\
A o Due to sevcrxty of ‘charges of corruption accordmg.

}\’I‘S HC Ahmed Ali Shah Not 79 and *°

to spcclal ruport Inspector Ra;a Mehboob SHO PS
and closc to,Pohce mes, Hanpur thh_

Constable Naseer Shah No: 719 are hercby suspended ‘
1 ‘ I - ’I AT
immediate cffcct. o 1 '!3. ]%,: ’ ! "y S 1 t
. (SI Zari ]\han ASHO :is already suspended and
i j closcd 1o Police Lincs, Hanpur v1<le RPO, Ordcr No 8341/PA cilatcd 24. 09. 2014) 1 )
' \ b A Coroyrendplne g
o . i - . t oYy, :
‘ oo 0 o e P S B I T EE
2 [ R ! ': ;’. . "?‘ . -, RS I k’;é"’ .t
” ' ! N ) "f
- t . . 1 . 1 ( “-\‘9.\~
7 " . o . District Police Ofﬁcer,
: ' [ Haripur
. . i . | : r
T, o por Y s L
P Copy of the abovc is submitted to:- ' R T :
'< ¢))] The Provmcxal Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide letter
No: 15869 72/PPO dated 03:10. 2014 please. ) ) ?,"[ . .
/ I  The chzonal Police Ofﬁccr I-Iaz.ara Reglon, Abbottabad for favorof |
' _information please Co NN ! S P
- . l *.; ' I .:i-' ‘ ' . l ‘ . | . ) .;}‘!i.:l} i
- o . R
‘ ' S Cod \\_J\:’ j-
g ) - ' B Dlstnct Police Officer, . -
- Haﬂpur . 'J‘,‘ !
1.
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‘DPQ, Cffice Abbottabad

QxR

R ‘.

!
R ‘~. 1" . .
{ Head Constable Mehboob No«.3502 vhile

posted. as MEG ?ollce Statxon Kal.o “~ Town Ship utterly failcd

in the dlscharge of his official duv.es assigned to him

properly‘and honeatly as on 21.12.99 accused Javed dkhtar 3/0

N Jamshid d/o Swhbl who was 1nvolved in Caue FIR No.417/99 U/

’ 13 A0 Pollce atlon K7S wes in the custody c:‘o Police nade

" his escape 6ood from the Police Custodye. For this zross
negllgence and lnerflczency he wgs placed under sispension
'and properly Charge Sheeted. Mr. fLzam Khin atP-HG:Haripur
conducted proper departmental eng guiry. In his finding report
HC Mehboob No.302 was found guilty of the ‘charges levelled
‘against him in the Summery -of allegution. The Head Uonsteble
was served & Final Show Cause dotice for which he replied whic
was found un-satisfactory . He wes also given an apportL ity
to be heard in person; Ee was heard in Per o buk bz ¢t .d not
give a satisféctory reply. He has not only t  ught 2¢  iume
to himself but has also turnished the immege of Poli-  .2ptt:
hence a major unishment of dismissel is inflicted up : him.
He is hereby i .emissed frow Service under (WFP Police aul2s

19756 :
‘o .
ERR b oo ﬂﬁ&.éwvz- "
IR ' C R ' CalPIali-ZHRAN Towdll )
‘ Sup gédent of Police ,
' ' aripur,
OB,lc . C?E?

Dt: 3- 4’-/2000

No.ggy,.‘72_ /58,097 (.(, . revo

; opie . of sbove toi-
1. The ALE—EaripL o
2. The LGP-HQ:Har pur.

N3, s.m.c.

l“. FOI“EQC.
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Taripur ')nuu.l Lw.lm:.t ‘the order or .m;or punuhmcm 1.e. Reduction in Rank from lnspccmr :

o Sub- In-.;\u lor hy the District Palice. Oflicer, [1: ll'l]'JlIl vide his OB No.720 dalcd IE—.’ZOILI.
P ' . '
|

\’/Pm\'mn.u Police Oinur l\.h\'bd P.lkhluwkhwa Peshawar vide fetter No. l.ﬁo(;‘)-?JPPO

dated 03- I(J-’()I-l receiving monthl\ uom the drug paddiens/smugglers.

l'wm.r dep: Il(ian.ﬂ mqmr) was conducted by M B{Ial.Zafar S/n Mh A.S‘P
Hyrs Iurip wr. Aller conducting, L detail” enquiry, the E.Q proved him i,uz][y On the
recommieindinion off E.O, the District POIILL Ofticer Haripur awarded him miner ps:ns:.nmmt

1
ol reduction in rank from Inspector 1o Sub-.'nhpu.lor.

_Afler receiving the appeal, the comments of DPO Haripur were obliined. The

enguiry file, appeal & the commenis of the DPO were perused. The appellant svas afse heard
in person i the ordedy roon where hc‘cxplaincd no plausible reason.

The enquiry is b.ucu on bpumf Cranch rupo.t and the ASP/T lqrs Haripur did
Aot subsuninte it as 19 with \\hum he' had relation regurding mionthlics in drugs ete. The

reputation of the officer is not above board. ) .

.

lIowevca, I\unmg in view his previous record of service the pumsh.ncm of

A ) . reversion !m-n Inspector o 81 .erglLd b)' the-DPO Haripur is converted to major punishment

i Pw[m_//uu it Pay for 2 Stuges (2 }"rrrs)” He is also reonmande:d with & warning 1o be ~

C u!L‘xlEl in huure.

' . ) REGIONAL POLICE QFFICER
' ‘ A o Hazara Region Abboltabui
' Mo | /PA Dated Abbattabad the' 27 oIS
‘  Copy ol above is forwarded to:-
i l. {The District Police Otficer, Haripur for information and necessary action with
: \ 'rdt.n.nw (o his Memo: No.§401 dated 29-]12-2014, The enquiry ﬁklx, pt the
o o] : tappellant are returned herewith.
C o 2. "The District Police Officer, Abottabad for information and nhccs,.m' 'Mum.
i Y The A Region OfTice Abbotabad for inlormation please.
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This iy an erder on the representation of S7- Ruju Mehboob Khan M).I!/I}' ot'
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