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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAAKHTUNKHWA-:SERVICE@TRIBUN'AL
CAMP COURT SWAT ;
APPEAL NO. 180/2015 ‘
Khaista Muhammad Versus The Provincial Police Officer: Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 2 others. '
JUDGMENT
04.10.2016 MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFKIDL CHAIRMAN- -

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad ;Zﬁb;éin Senior

Government Pleader alongwith Mr. Khawas Khan, ViSigb;i'Ihépéctor

(Legal) for respondents present.

2. Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC hereinafter rgferr‘ed‘f‘tol as the
'appellant has preferred the instant service appeal undefS;ﬁcti&ﬁi of the
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 ag‘ains;t éf{ginal 6r_de.r
dated 19 11.2014 vide which he was awarde(i punishmént ﬁllthe shape

g
of reversion from the rank of Head Constable to that of C- I Constable

and where-against his departmental appeal dated 27 11 2014 was

rejected vide final order dated 16.02.2015.

3. Brief facts of the case of the appellant are that he was subjected
to departmental enquiry on the allegations of entertaiﬁing}flinks with
timber smugglers and after conducting the departmental enquiry -the

impugned orders were passed constraining the appellant to prefer the
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instant service appeal on 03.03.2015.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant has argued that riléitller any

o

enquiry in the mode and manners prescribed by rules was; conducted

nor any evidence was recorded nor opportunity of cross-exalgnination or
: o Lo
participation in the enquiry was afforded to the appellant. That the
: E i; - U

enquiry officer in the enquiry report suggested  that -n(f). evidence
whatsoever was collected in support of the allegations.

[ P
1

5. Learned Senior Government Pleader has argued itha‘tf though. no
proof was found regarding involvement of the appellant in‘facilitating

the timber smugglers however he was involved as.a result of secret

information. , 3
6. We have heard arguments of learned counsel for t‘h.e' parties and
: R P A
' R R
perused the record. S M

7. Enquiry report dated 20.10.2014 would suggest that the

appellant was attributed the charges on mere rumouré.: NQ complaint
whatsoever was ever lodged against the appellanfby the SHO
concerned. According to findings of the enquiry ofﬁceli no proof
whatsoever was collected regarding involvement of the éiapellant. in

facilitation of smugglers. Even the enquiry officer has recommended

warning to the appellant on the basis of the so-called secret irifog‘mzition.

8. Since no evidence whatsoever was collected in js,upj)ort of the
alleged charge which remained unsubstantiated during the enquiry and
no punishment whatsoever was warranted in the absence of any such

evidence as such we hold that the impugned order of reversion of the
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appellaﬁt' from the post of Head Constable to that of C-I coﬁstqb_lc is

TN

against facts and law. We are therefore left with no Option."b'bi?'t":tozacc'ept

: : S R
the present appeal and set aside the impugned orders dated 19.11.2014

and 16.02.2015 and restore the appellant to His p'r'ev,:iou‘s' oni_s:itioh..The
- T ' oo IRk l ‘

appeal is disposed of accordingly. Parties are left to bear; their own

costs. File be consigned to the record room. o
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) / : Chairmanug n
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09.12.2015 | ““Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Amir Qadir, GP for
res'p'(.)hden't:‘s present. Due to non-availability of D.B arguments could
not be heard. To come up for rejoinder and final hearing before D.B

on 3.5.2016 at Camp Court Swat.

‘}\\
CHairman

Camp Court Swat

03.05.2016 . Counsel] for the appellant and Mr. Imranullah,
| Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Zubair,

Sr.GP for the respondents present. Couns¢! for the

appellant requested for adjournment to submit

rejoinder. To come up for rcjoi-nder and final hearing

before D.B_ on 04.10.2016 at Camp Court, Swat.

‘ Chadfime
@\ Camp Court, Swat

Member
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0 -.:;' 4 '6.5.2015 | . Appellant in nerson and -Mr. Khawas Khan, S.l (legal} alongwith
k)
. Mr.Muhammad Zuhair, Sr.G.P for respondents present. Written reply not

submitted. Requested for adjournment. To ‘comé up for written

PR TV o) DA

| reply/comments on 6.7.2015 at Camp Court Swat.

R
, I Cha%r’“
5 6.7.2015 Appellant w1th counsel and Mr Khav(_easmmwt SJkegal)

_ ~alongwith Mr. Muhammad Zubair, Sr GP for respondents present.
a1 Re uestedrfor adjou,g?ment T@ come up for written reply on 7| 9~2015 T

at camp court Swat.
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792015 veb s e Co’un?‘et' for the appellant *and P MY Khawas Khan SI(Iegaf)
| alongw1th I\/Ir Mubammad{ubalt, Sr G.P fowespondents present Written
reply subm:tted The appeal is assngned to D.B for rejomder and final
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1 2 3
1 - ~03|_.O3_;2915 - The appeal of Mr. Khaista Muhammad presented today
. ..‘ = |t ~t~, AR - i ’

r : by Mr. Aziz-ur-Rehman Advocate may be entered in the
Insﬁtuﬁon register and put up to the Worthy Chainnan for
proper order.

~ : qu
2 (9 f"'—lv —t) This case is entrusted to Tourmg ench swat- for
_prellmlnary hearing to be put up thereon 0 7 V >c (f
A
CHAIRMAN
3 _ 7.4.201% - Appel;ang with coumsel present. lLearned

coun-‘{-el for the‘ lppel}ant argued that the appelianf
wa-s serving ss THC at P.S ‘Rat_ehpur when charged fer
facilitating timber agaugglers and after @ chame
inq;\iry re‘vei‘teé to the post ef Conatable vide

impugned order dated 19.11.201%4 egainet which

depfrimentsl appeal was preferred on 27,11 .201%

which was rejected on 16.2.2015 &nd heace the instant

service appeal en 3,3.2015,

That the inguiry proceedings were gonducted
@t the back of the appellant and no cpportumity of

hearing was even extended to him,




" @ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SER VICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

Service Appenl No. ' PO of 2015

Khaista Muharﬁmad Ex-THC Poli'ce Post Fateh;zu.r, District Swat.
...Appellant
- VERSUS
The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Others. ‘

...Respondents

INDEX

T s saton W GO DS

1. Memo of Appeal

.2. , Affidavi t 6

3 | Addresses of the parties | s 7

4. Copies of the Charge Sheet A 7 8

s Copy of the Order OB No. 102 dated 19-11-2014 B 9

6. The Application C 10

7 Copy of the Departmental Appeal D 11-13
g | Copyofthe Order No. 1452/E dated 16-02-2015 E 14

9 Vakalat Nama ' 15 -

Appellant Through'

‘Aziz-ur-Rahman

Advocate Swat

Office: Khan Plaza, Gulshone Chowk,
* Miggorn Stunt, Cell 0300 907 0671
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA '
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. I%D of 2015

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC Police Post Fatehpur,
District Swat.

... Appellant ,

. IVico Tribp
VERSUS Diary 1o 1272 |
o Qated 53— 3 — .
1. The Provincial — Police  Officer, ~ Khyber Mﬁué.-gq 15"

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
"), The Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu
 Sharif |
:3. The District Police Officer, District Swat at
Gulkada.

...Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA  SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE
ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 3 BEARING
0.B. NO. 201 DATED 19-11-2014, WHEREBY
THE APPELLANT WAS REVERTED TO
POST OF C-1 CONSTABLE AGAINST THE .
LAW, RULES AND FACTS. FEELING
AGGRIEVED OF THE SAID ORDER THE
APPELLANT PREFERRED A
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL TO THE
RESPONDENT NO. 2, WHO ALSO
REJECTED THE SAME IN . SUMMARY
MANNER AGAINST THE LAW, RULES AND
FACTS VIDE ORDER NO. 1452/E DATED 16-
02-2015, HENCE BOTH THE ORDERS
IMPUGNED ARE LIABLE TO- SET ASIDE
AND THE APPELLANT REMAINED AS HC
WITHOUT ANY BREAK.
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THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL
BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS OF
RESPONDENTS NO. 2 AND 3 BE SET ASIDE
AND THE APPELLANT REMAINED AS HC
WITHOUT ANY BREAK ALONG WITH ALL
CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Facts:

®

i)

That the appellant joined the Police force in the
year 1999 and since then performed his duties

with honesty, bravery and punctuality.

That the appellant also under various training
and proved himself to be an efficient and able
Police Officer/Official.

That the while the appellant was post as IHC
Police Post Fﬁ'tehﬁw he performed his duties to
the best of his abilities and helped the Forest
Department  in cu%bing the illegal timber
smuggling, in | which regard the. Forest

Department has given prize money 1o the

* appellant as well.

* That it was during this period that a false and

baseless complaint was made against the
appellant alleging that the appellant has got

links with timber sniugglers.

That a shqn_;le imquiry was constituted and the

appellant was served ’with a charge sheet,
o A ] )

wherein the same baseless charge of links with

timber smugglers was leveled against the




v1)

vii)

viii)

ix)

appellant. Copy of the eh_czrge sheet is enclosed as

Annexure “A”.

That the appellant submitted a detailed reply to
the same and clarified himself of the baseless
allegations by providing the details of his
successful effort of intercepting the timber
smuggling attempts.

That the reply of the appellant was never
considered neither the appellant was given
proper opportanity to defeﬁd himself, moreover
his defence version was also never considered,

Ph ,
rather it seemed a pre-decided case.

That upon the recommendations of the InGuiry |
officer the respondent No. 2 passed an order vide
O.B. No. 201 dated 19-11-2014 against the law,
rules and‘ facts, whereby the appellant was
reverted to the post of C-1 constable. Copy of the

order is enclosed as Annexure “B”.

That appellant feeling aggrieved of the said order
submitted an application for getting the copies of
the whole inquiry proceedings, but  the
authorities were so biased that the same were

never provided to the appellant. The application

- is enclosed as Annexure “C”.

That feeling aggrieved and having no other
option the appellant filed a de;ﬁartmental appeal
to the respondent No. 2, who also rejected the
same in a very mechanical mdnner vide order

No. 1452/F dated 16-02-2015, without resorting

either to the facts or the law and rules on the




Xi)

subject. Copy of the appeal is enclosed as
Annéxur;: “D” and that of the order as

Annexure “E”, respectively.

That feeling aggrieved of the orders iinpugned
the appellant filed the instant appeal on the
following grounds. |

Grounds:

2)

.

:d)

That the appellant has not been treated with in
accordance with the law and rules and has been

condemned as unheard.

That no proper inquiry has been conducted.
Moreover the appellant has not been properly

associated with the inquiry neither his defence

7

version has been taken into any consideration.

Furthermore that the appellant has never been given
the opportunity to know any evidence, zf any, that

is used against him.

That the respondents have overstepped their
authority in imposing the illegal order of reversion
and that too in a very colorful and arbitrary

manner.

That vested right of the appellant has been denied to

him without any reasons, whatsoever.

That the appellant has never committed any act of
commission or omission which may constitute any

offence under any law.

It is, tkerefore, very respectfully prayed that
on acceptance of this appeal both the impugned




orders may very kindly be set aside and the
i appellant restored back to the position of HC along

* with all consequential benefits.

Any other relief deemed appropriate in

'\ circumstances may also very kindly be granted.

1

ellant

uhammad

Through Counsels,
Aziz-ur-Rahman

) dad Ullah

Advocates Swat




' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA .

SERVICE TRIBLINAL PESHAWAR

-Service Appeal No.

of 2015

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC Police Post Fatehpur,

District Swat.

...Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and

Others.

...Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

[ Khaista Muhammad solemnly state on Oath that

all the contents of this appeal ave true and correct to the

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has either-

been misstated or concealed before this Honourable

Tribunal.

Identified by:

Imdad Ullah

Advocate Swat

eponent

Khaista‘ Muhammad

Seisd B by
QATF COMitLasiovas
Distrirt Coyrts iy 23
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' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL; PESHAWAR

. Service Appeal No. of 2015

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC Police Post Fatehpur,
District Swat. .

... Appellant

VERSUS

- The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and
Others.

...Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Ap Qlellant:

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC‘ Police Post Fatehpur,
District Swat.

Respondents:

1. The  Provincial ~ Police  Officer,  Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu

~ Sharif. | _

3. The District Police Officer, District Swat at
Gulkada.

Appellant
Through Counsel,

: mdad Ullah

Advocate Swat

@ |
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ORDER .

This order will dispose off the departmental enquiry against Head
Constable Khaista Muhammad No.620 he while posted &s IHC Police Post Fatehpur was
reportedly linked with timber smugglers. '

He was issued Charge Sheet alongwith statement of Allegations and

SDPO/Matta Circle was deputed as Enqui‘ry Officer. The Enguiry Officer conducted proper

departmental enquiry against the delinquent oificer Head Constable Khaista Muhammad °

N0.620 and recorded the statements of all conceirne_d officers. He has. provided ample
opportunity .to the-delinquent officer Head Constablé Khaista Muhammad No0.620 to defense
the charges leveléd‘against him. After conducting proper departmental enquiry, the Enquiry
Gfficer submitted his findings wherein he recommended the delinquent Officer for punishment.
He was heard in Orderly Room. However, he could not present any pléué'ible defense for the
charges lavelerd against him.

Therefare, in exercise of ine powers vested in the undersigned under
Rrdes 2 {iii} of Police Disciplinary Rules-1975, 1, Sher Akbar, S.St; P.S.P, District Police Officer,
Swat as a competent authority, am constrained to award himi the punishment of reversion to his

substantive rank of C-! Constable.

Order announced.

}| . R /‘_3\ T~ {\ ™

& D|stncthI/t:e Of’ncer, Swalt

e v

0.8.No.____ 201
Dated 19 / 11 /2014,
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Brief facts of the case are thar the Head Constable Khaista Muhammad No, 620
while posted as THC Police Post Fatehpur had reportedly | inked with timber smugglers in
was-issued Charges Sheet 'afongwith statement of allegations and SDPO/Matta Circle was deputed as
Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer conducted proper departmental enquiry against the delinquent
officer and recorded the statements of aJj concerned officials, He was provided ample bpportlmity to

levelled against him, Being round guilty of the charges the District Police Officer, Swat awarded him the
punishment of reversioa to kis substantive rank of C-I Constable No. 201 dated 19/ 172014. _

rank of C-I Constable, His appeal is rejected. ’

Order announced

(AZAD KHAN) TSt, PSP
Regional Police Officer,
alakand, at Saidy Sharif Swat
4&” T *Nagi*

&o. '”’,5 l /E,

Dated (6 ™ &) ~ o, : R

Copy District Police Officer, Swat for information an¢ Aecessary actign: with

reference to his office Memo: Mo. 19759/, dated 30/12/2014.
e ****MMAA'VM****AMAMAAMAAM****

O
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAI;_KHY BER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

o %Service Appeal No. 180/2015.

~(

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC PP Fatehpur Swat. A | Appellant
YERSUS
1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Swat.

The District Police Officer, SWat.......o.ovveeieee e Respondents.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS .

Respectfully Shewith,

B -

The comments on behalf of Respondents are submitted as below.

Preliminary Objections.

That the appellant has got no Cause of action and locus standi to file the present
appeal. » |
That the appeal is.bad due to misjoinder and nonjoinder of ne'cessary parties.
" That the appeal is time barred.
That the appellant has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.
That this Hon’ble Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to entertain the present dppeal.
That the instant appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
That the appellant concealed the material facts from this Hon’ble Tribunal.
That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the appeal.

FAacts:

il.

iil.

iv.

Para No.1 of appéal pertains to service record and éubject to proof.

Para No.2 of appeal pertains to service record, hence no comments.

Para No. 3 of appeal is not based on real facts, appellant while posted in PP Fatehpur.
have made links with timber smugglers. ) .
Para No. 4 of appeal is incorrect. Appellant while posted in above Police Post instead of
assisting the Forest Department, appellant himself involved in timber smuggiiﬁg._

Para No. 5 of appeal is incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry against the appellant was

conducted during which it has been established that appellant has linked with timber

smugglers.
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Para No. 6 of appeal is incorrect. The reply of appellant was not satisfactory, hence on
j receipt of recommendation of Enquiry Qfﬁcer, appellant was reverted to substantive
rank of Constable C-1 list vide speaking order dated 19.1 1;2014 OB No. 201.

vii.  Para No. 7 of appeal is incorrect. Proper depaftmental enquiry was conducted against
appellant and proper opportunity of defence was provided but appellant did not prove
himself innocent.

viii. Para No. 8 of appeal is correct to the extent of punishment vide OB No 201 dated
19.11.2014 which is speaking in nature.
ix. Para No. 9 of appeal is incorrect and based on malafide intention
X.  Para No. 10 of appeal is correct to the extent of filling of departmental appeal, but the
same was rejected by the respondent No. 02 being meritless.

Xi. The orders of respondents are quite legal and in accordanee with law.

Grounds:

a. Incorrect: appellant has been treated in accordance with law.

b. Incorrect: proper departmental enquiry in accordance with law has been conducted.

c. Incorrect: the orders of respondents are QUite legal and in accordance with law, while as
per rules reversion from officiating rank is no punishment.

d. Incorrect: no vested righted of appellant has been violated.

e. Incorrect: appellant has proved hlmself an inefficient Police official and found guilty of

the mis- conduct.

It is therefore requested that the appeal of appellant may kindly be dismissed with cost

being devoid of merits and without any legal substance

Provincial Police cer,

Khybe akhfunkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1)

Deputy Inspector General of Police, B
Malakand Region, Swat.
(Respondent No. 2)




* : " BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

7
B ‘ Service Appeal No. 180/2015 ’ !
Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC PP Fatehpur Swat. A . Appellant
VERSUS
1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.
R District Police Officer, Swat.
Respondents
POWER OF ATTORNEY

We, the undersigned No. 01 to 04 doe hereby appoint Aziz Ur Rehman DSP Legal

Swat as Special representative on our behalf in the above noted appeal. He is authorized to

attach to Tribunal.

Khyber Pakhtunkfiwa, Peshawar

o represent us before the Tribunal on each and every date fixed and to assist the Govt: Pleader
: (Respondent No. 01)
|

>
Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Malakand Division, Saidu Sharif Swat.
- (Respondent No. 02)

. District Poli fficer, Swat
dent No. 03 R
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. BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 180/2015

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC PP Fatehpur Swat. Appeliant

" VERSUS
1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.
3. District Police Officer, Swat.
Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

We, the above respondents do hereby solemnly affirm on oath and declare that
the contents of the appeal are correct]tr‘ue to the best of our knowledge/behalf and nothing has

been kept secrete from the honorable Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

%;ia/l Police Office/,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Péshawar
(Respondent No. 01)

Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Malakand Division, Saidu Sharif Swat.
(Respondent No. 02)

District Police Officer, Swat
(Respondé€nt No. 03)




0T
. ; . - o 4:‘.*2)1,
‘ “”’ /"C“ i

o

N ..p ’ R . .,"‘ .
.~[3/"L ’ i '." S A LU
- Yoo it
: v . f\ g?f(ﬁ ’s;( P
‘ . ‘ o AR
3 ’," X ,V- . : v ‘ .‘~.
- A :
;e PR ‘éf“} . . e
.v""*,-‘,\.'_.'..', W / o ke . . - _»\“ -
\/' . e *\. "G'\\“&\ 7 J5£ 5’él’ s ‘,,-j:,.x
o .. . .

“-&(ubf...:uvxdﬂf

a.usﬁ’/auyéwna:,.vuun)‘/.»usopoju’mé&wezo/l-loj W””& i
[
s ,ASDPOu”zi/ Yo 25-06- 014.>m113/a5/.,y cw.»._,m,»u DPOwb/pr\,//’Ul-c_ri/‘l ’

v _:/-"'"/' ‘\531%@.4%wa&{mg"fezomcj:ﬁ M

» AT 2
un e du S by /,d/ly(ufw,d,;bf,uDdeinZij,WSZOIch,Jbu’{,» TS 0 el

\'(

5

e (AL A E UG e S il v._,udnwmcwfuwz,’uww
‘ _ -c.)l/'a.../;!_.,/lz s hle
sl URBAE e s 2 Sl S asd 23 SHO ulpo“w;’,l?ufidj/u}i,:SDPO(j/i: s
G.L,rwrrm:.\}b L’u‘ig);fSDPOulod‘wi L Lol L PLS 1355y 723 SHOJL ot
IF e SHO U L 1 i:’laLl}fLr..,)'Kub(’/MHCJJJJ Seiv$ade sl nlrr SMS e i)
S Sl G LI mIASIgE ,/rw&vz,,w Sl 2 DRt mgi e @ SIL
LT ES s w,Jem;J"’Jw&cf z,/vu,”uf Jd;utu..C{z/uLJ RS uits o
A freds z,Jqu,wz,c/vw,j///w/vu*érww uu"c,..;)[_..,ln.»uopoff G & x
PP RIS .afSHO»’[.u’f (_,y.,tja_ué._//uﬁ»-‘_ uu«‘vufsmzui S B ASILE
et T G o U wi/u ,dm_u(‘j (N&c/vwskﬂp
| ~,Q.,Ls.£ﬁ.c_lnuail/z., U,/aa— e IHij/bfdfM S Yl 2 St sl p o6 SHO
Jrre, m-f L L/h.ul/v/...}J-”LiHCoJ,JA:::_ISHOJ =i w-._,wfu{su", o 3¢
< dwett
. u&&/mu;,:rwvmy{j&c/ww uu:.dwpwstwwﬁ, suéch,mz,/‘m
YT uDonwJL.....,,Lu“.,& /-Jiua,(leC.« 20 di,«JuwsruJy-_m,c_,z.,fsmw"”
2Hosrdin & Lo ey o e LS s of KKS 2 Lo SHO A S50 A 1810 d [
- TV S AT A AR ,..,ruwf.z__,‘u;u"u[:ﬁ/éli-lcjh\ ,
& m,,,z:u)-g.f_muwumwz:m/w.,m_awwv_»,,w Fedlogns
P E L A3 STy i 2 SHA 28 AN U)”Jgfgj’u‘...c..d'f/!)}’;fdf/'bf“’}

Y QO A A Y TR 5
inul,vjwszuuwv/m 6 4P FSHO 18 AT e Fy b S § 505 Jﬂ’:i."_
,,e’s,uuun,h sk z«,./wu'w-‘ JM;wl/:li'(f/f/DCTulu:’ZidPIHCJ.“ji‘;cSiuG A f,WSHO o
e 2Bl b c:,r‘du/()/fdi ewgupée.zo/m i e s &, e A

kwuwwm.;uc»,y 620/Hc.2 ’L;g,}‘rlgfijé_, e, ’m.c.lmm.,wu.wé% }*’*’

Re

5 o o : -.f:..&"/l;v(;;/‘,s.‘/-"lw’)"/" /:‘/u»,wb Y, J‘.v !Jtn/uc'f’..,@um
s )
. NG .4 Y& N
Lj ,/g- ) y ,:"’ “

W '\\
\

* %ddw»



Fodog 2 -"_‘ii‘s' of Palice Drsrlolmary Rules 1975, |, Sher Akbar, S. St P.S. P District Pohce Offlcer

ORDER - - .« - : S

This .order wull ‘dispose off the departmental enqunry agamst Head

Conslabte Khaista Muhammad No.620 he while oosted as IHC Police Post Fatehpur was

raportedry linked with trmber smugglers

- Hé was issued Charge Sheet alonngth statement of Allegattons and

'SDPO/Matta Circle was deputed as" Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer conducted proper

mzpar.me..tql u-qurry aoumst the de!mq'uent officer Head 'C-enstz'xbfe'Khaieta Muharnm'ad h
N0.620 and recorded the statements ofi‘all congerned ofr’ir:_ers. He has ‘provided amdle
opper.tunity'-to the de.linquent officer Head‘Corlstable Khaista Muhammad No.620 to defense
the charges IcveILd agamst him. After conductrnn proper departmental enquiry, the Enqurry

(;.frrc submitted his findings wherem he recommv*nde(i the delmqucnt Officer for punishment.

I.o was he‘]rd in Orderly Room However 'he could not present any plaus:bie defense for the | -

charsac nunlad peajnet h|m

v

lnerefoxe in exercsse of tne powers vested in the undersi ned under
g

’

T Swat as a Lompetent authorlty, am constramed to uward hlm the punlshment of reversior to hls ’

substantive rank of C-1 Constable,, .‘

Qrder announced. o g

t . ~-

0.8, r\io . 901

————— e s
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D CHARGE SHEET

niice Officer, oV Swat as comoetent authority. hereb\}'

| i, Shet Akbar. 5.5t P.S.P. District
bZU Whﬂe postoo as 1HC Pohce Post Fatchg_'uz as L

ci.*,af;:g«-: Vou Head C Cor\stable Kth a Muhammad N
’ : l 2 o A -

h "|5'/ are gross

e foilowmg act / acts, whic
ules 1975

foltows
p0rted *hat you cornnutted th

It has been re
(m) of Ponce Dlsaphnary R

t on your part as denned m Rules 2
sta Muhamn‘ad No.620 while
ger report of SDPO/Khwa

. misconduc
posted as lHC Police Post Fatc pur '

You Head Constable Khal
za Khela Csrcle, dated

. ave reportedly linked with t'!mber'-smugglers as

WA ey

the above, you appcar to be -guilty of miscondpci and rendered you'rseif

ofthe D'supltnary Ru\es 1975.
¢ wntten rep!y within seven

). By reasons of

penaltms specmed in Rule-4

ore requu od to submit you ( ) davé of the

fiable to all orany o{
3, ‘{ou are, theref
ettn the tnC'UH‘y ofucer

shoutd r2ach the Enqulry Officer
d in that case €x parte action s

within the specified period,
h1|l. o

4. Your written. reply, if any,
med that you ‘mve no defense to put inan

i i sPat be presu

= foaiien AR :'St VOU '

s it imale as o \,\]h&d’} > hpard in [‘)PFSO'\ or notl.

YO debl-(. to ‘)\

&. & stateme nt of allegations is em.los ‘

. DISU!CI Pohce C. -or, Swatf




KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

No_ 1701__/ST '~ Dated _13 /10/2016
To - ‘ The D.P.O,
o "~ Swat at Gulkada.
Subject: - JUDGMENT

I am directed to forward herewitlh a certified copy of J udgement dated
4.10.2016 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Encl: As above

\Rﬁmug )
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.



