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PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENT‘S.

Preliminary Objections:-

Respectfully Sheweth:- 1

i. That the appellant has got no cause of action to file this instar{t appeal.

i, That the appellaht due to his own conduct is estopped to file ‘his appeal.

iii. That the appeal is bad because necessary parties have not been arrayed

iv. That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal W|th crean hands.

V. That the appeal is liable to be dismissed in lim ine. :

@ﬁ_Facts:- : T

1. Pertains to adverse remarks recorded by the countersigning officer by using
powers under rule 13.17 of Police Rules 1934, keeping in view performance of
the appellant. As per the rues ibi.d, Deputy Inspector General of Police may

amend the report regarding any Police officer according to ‘his performance as
forrﬁer is the supervisory officer. :

2. Incorrect, and misleading as the remarks have beer; recorded on his
performance for the specific period and has no concern with his past history.
Incorrect, as already explained vide above para. 1

4. Incorrect, due to the conduct of the appellant, he was awarded adverse remarks
by the respondent No. 2. After recelpt of adverse remarks instead of mending
his conduct he started file frivolous and baseless appeals to the respondent No.
1 and thereafter to this Honorable Service Tribunal. His Jepartmentai appeal
was duly considered by the fespondent No. 1, but having found no substance,
he was having no other option except to file / reject the appeal. Similarly, the
instant appeal filed before the Honorable Service Tribuna_ll is also without any

substance and worth to be dismissed. Copy of order is annaxure A.
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5. Incorrect, as already explained vide abdve para- 2,

6. Incorrect, adverse remarks have been recorded as per law / rules.

7. This para is also mcorrect and wnthout foundation, because the appellant failed
to substantiate his plea and thus his departmental appeal was nghtty rejected by
the respondent No. 1. Hence the appellant has got no cause of action to file the
instant appeal before the Honorable Service Tribunal. |

On Grounds:-

a) Every Police officer is under obligation to perform duties with honesty and
devotedly. | ,

b) Incorrect, the adverse ACR has been granted by the authority within his lawful
jurisdiction.

C) Incorrect, already explained vide above paras. .

d) lncdrrect, adverse ACR has been recorded keeping in view 'pven‘ormance of the
appellant for the specific period, '

e) Incorrect, already explained vide above para.

f) Incorrect, already explained vide above para.

le)) Incorrect, adverse rerﬁarks were recorded fof the specific period.

h) Incorrect, already explained vide above para.

) Incorrect, already explained vide above para.

)i Incorrect, already explained vide above para.

9] Incorrect, the departmental appeal of the appellant was rejected by the
departmental appellate authority on merits. (Copy annexed). |

) Incorrect, as submitted above, forwarding adverse rem;arks, ‘complaint or
perusal of the service record of the official / officer is not a pre requisite.
Personal hearing is also not mandatory under the ACR rules and good entries
are also irrelevant while awarding adverse remarks to an official / officer.

m) Incorrect, adverse remarks awarded to the appellant are based on hard realities
and sound reasons. The adverse remarké are neither based on assumption nor
on presumptions. The adverse remarks being based on SOLI;’Id footings are quite
sustainable in the eyes of law and cannot be called in question.

n) Incorrect, for awarding adverse remarks, existence of departmental inquiry is not
required. Hence, this para is misleading and of no legal consequence.

0) Incorrect, the adverse remarks awarding to the appellant are neither outcome of
the surmises nor conjectures. |

p) Incorrect, that the adverse remarks awarded to the appellant are not suffering

from legal or factual defect, hence the adverse remarks cannot be called in
guestion.
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q)  ‘Incorrect, the adverse rlémark‘s are neither harsh nor arbitrary. The adverse
remarks, commensurate w1th the performance of the appellant.

) incorrect, adverse report has been given within the administrative Jurtsdnctlon of
the authquty and no human right has been violated.

8) Incorrect, each and every case has its own merits. Hence reference to the cases
-already adjudicate_d by the Honorable Tribunal cannot prbve beneficial to the
appellant. - '.

t) The respondent department may also be .allowed to advance additional grounds
at the time of hearing before the Honorable Tribunal. ‘
PRAYER -

It is therefore, requested that the instant'_appeél deserves to be dismissed with

costs while adverse remarks awarded to the appellant may kindly be upheld in the

great interest of law, justice and fair play, please.

For PrE\I/G .Legal CP(?ﬁcer eneral of Police
Khyber Pakh wa, Peshawar (E‘;zz;iggﬁnr\::og?t
(Respondent No. 1} _ ' : -
SHER AKBER) PSP, S.St
MAD AKHTAR ABBAS) PSP - (SHE :
N ‘_qntif ) . - .
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1830/2023 S :
Rehmat Ullah L e e Appellant
S|, District Kohat ‘

- VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Reglon Kohat
....... 'Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sher Akber, Regional Police Oﬁlcer Kohat Respondent
No. 2 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of reply to
the appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and

nothing has been concealed from the. Honorable Tribunal. 4
It is further stated on-oath that in this appeal the answering

respondents have neither been placed ex-parte nor their de‘fensle is struck off.

* + Dy™nspector Gerferal of Police
Kohat Region Kohat
", (Respondent No. 2)
(SHERIAKBER) PSP, 5.5t
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) {FICE OF THE | @
Y23 INSPhuwuw GENERAL OF Poucr

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -\ ", .

CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, PESHAWAR

Phonc: 99210927 Emncil; émglbc.!llcht.nnw( .ggmu_m .
".A ”; e prayem ". o

" No. S/_ /7_?_79_ ZE 123, duted Peshawarlhe A5 01 /202.» |

QRDER

This order periains to the representation preferred by Sub- Inspeclor Rehmat Ul!ah
No. 242K of district Karak fo' the expunction of Adverse Remarks contained in hus ACR tor :‘hc o

: period from 14.06.2020 10 .31.12.2020 re corded by the report ng/counters:gnmg oflrccn

\t - Comments were alsa obtained. ' Y

After going through the relevant record. comments and m: ttenal on ground lhc""' '
' Adverse Remarks recarded in his ACR for ine period lrom 14.06. 70/.C to .;l 12 7020 are

~mamtained and his repre scnlauon 1s hereby filedirejecied.

. - Sdi-
N 2¢ CIG/HOrs:”
eyt For Inspector General of Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhiwa, Peshawar.

c‘ 74
']'7\7 Endst: No. & date even.

.
.

. Copy of above is forwarded for information and necgssary aclwn to hc
t. Regional Police Officer. Kohat Region wir to his memo: Nai. 327, 'C, dated 26:05.2022
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Tl;,'lf- ' The District Police Ofiicer. Karak.
Sll.bjecl.'-; . ANNUAL CdNF!DENTIAL REPCRTI/CERTIFICATE
MEMO: |

© thr: pericd from 14.0F 2020 1o 31 12.2020 s as under:-

.
.
v

Class of the Report

Remz-«s of Reporting Officer

PIOR o K Remarks hy fhe

countersigning Officer

Not ' \greed'

The above remarks may please be conveyed to the ofﬁcer cmcemed m

.,n. ,. o

order {o ramedy the defects. Représentation if made should be sent no later than 4)ne month j

from the date of rec..:apt of this commumcatlon. ’
An acmow!edae’neﬂ* as token of the receipt of the memoranduw may
also be ob'amed frorn bis on the at ad“nd cuplicatzs copy of this communication and sent to thr‘

office fer record on his Character Ro!l Dosster.
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KHYBER PARHTUNKINWA

AL POLICE OFFICE, I’ESU/\W/‘\ IZ
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RO Thke  Resinnal Palice Officer. ' !
Kol Region, o L.
Srsjcet- ASNUAL CONEINDENTIAL REPQRTS/CERTIFICATTE B
N
Memn
!, l Iease refer 1o vour o Tice memo No. ‘)a/CC. datcd 09. m 2022 'on o -
the subject cited abeve, ‘3“

Rehmat Ulah I'nr'lh': periad om 11,0620 21-t0 31.12.2020

“Below Averave Officer ™
“Naot Avreed”

The C nimpeicnt '\lulmr:}\ has rhr"ucd 1o convey fn!lm\rmg rennrl\c ok

Morcover, AUR in ariginal of the aforesail Sub Impccmr s g
returned  herewith Tor further noceseary action and token of s rcccnp. ma) bc
acknowledged. piease
(IRFAN _
‘ AlG/Estashishment, ‘ )
For Inspector Ciecnerzl of Police,” = .
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar ©
Endst: No, & daté even: ' vt ‘ L
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. .Inspector General of Police, }:24 : R N N
R . ) B Il A y F' . )
) # Khyber Pakhtunkhsva, Peshawar 5 bl C_, : L c’) €/0\ '

/f[(‘:ugh: PROPER CHANNEL
Sszject' R FP‘REQEET(\TIO\'

/. Respected sir, .} .
/ ' With profcund regards, appeliam submit represen atlon for expunged of th'

E Advelse Remarks recor rded by countersigning Authority { RPO Kohat ) i’or the penodf.:ltl.-{)(,-,gi-.

2020 to 31-12-2020. The rgmarlu were conveyad vide your good officer ietter N@ 753 54/22 -
/ . dated 14-04-2022 through regional Police officer Kohat letter No. 22 n/cc dated 19 04' 2022} L :

‘ 1. That appellant is seoving' l{hvber Pakhtunkhiva Police in the rank of Sub Inspector unde- -

your kind commanid and control. Appellant is nosted in district Karak o’ Kohat Reg:on Pdiiée

g coad B

2. | That during the neriod under review appellant was also poated m dxstnct Karak. Thef{"”i '
repot“tmg\ officer rated appellant as gooc Police officer and held. The clds‘; of Report: a's "A"‘ ;
but unlortunateiy the countersigning Authority declared the appellant as' Below Avgrage R
:ofﬁ' er” and did not agree with remarks of Reporting officer for the 1m;;i1géd period The-.'.l

remarks were conveyed as Adverse. Therefore this’representation on thoae fc)llowmg

grounds.
GROUNDS:
a.  That the remar: of countersigning officer is outcome «f misunderstanding. The
countersignir~ oifcer has not sroperly evaluated the performancc of appe!lant ior thr=

impugned period. t.aw and rules emphusis objectives but not subjective asses*\ment of thrx
performance. The countersigning offiver has not referred ta any specsﬁc }apses and'
omission and source behind the impugnad remarks. Therefore the remarks are herethh
expunged. ' S L f :
b. That appellant has earned good report irom reporting officer who was 1mmed1¢1te superwr' |
of the appellant and was dlrectl" supervising the working of apppllant Therefore thn.:

remarks of countersigning ‘officer without advance of reasons of dlsagre4=ment thh'.:?

. assessment of reporting officers, suffered from vagueness. y
T e That the countersigning officer has not supplementary the .|dver'se remarlrs w1th anjr
o material evidence. Hz has not referred to the weighing scale f performanCP evaluanon .
| " Therefore inconsistent remarks of coun-ersigning officer with the repomng ofﬁcer Mlt.ht')u*h‘_
b any tangible evidence are against his was settled Lmncnples of pe rfﬂnnance evaluatlon ‘

d. That counselmg ol an officer reported upon | s must before reco rdmg was not vnsured nor

\ warning or advice natice was issued to appellant. The remarks were recordcd at the back

. \-{?’V of appellant. _
. . K;,/l | r‘\ll I. ‘ f
o i\ §=N o
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N | lf)--ty ¢ C,L D R
B . ‘ 1e remarks pertaining tO the year 2020 were conveyed to appellant in the year 202‘_’ . 3 l?
. 3 3 /

efore the late dispatch of the remarks also prove the mlsuaderstandmg on the part of

.‘
- ; ‘

ounterslgmm officer.
ra Tnm a chair of resorting and countersizning officer have rated ap')ellan. as good offcer
throughout long span of service. Human conduct does not change abmptly whlch further .
support that the remarks are outcome of misunderstanding. |
That the counte signing officer has probahly took the adverse notzce of suspensnon of
appellant during the period. Actmilv zppellant was proceeded aaamSa departmentally
duri ing the perioc under review burwas exonerated of the charges ar'd re- nstated from the

I TR

date of suspension, thus the stigma of suspension was do away wnth on acceptance of the‘

«"" .t

. representatnon th° impugned remarks may | olease be e\r:punged
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Your s obechently
Rehmat® Ullah"" ; L
Sf No. 242 /K AT
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA - \
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR \

Service Appeal No. 1830/2023
Rehmat Ullah

.............. Appellant
S|, District Kohat ’

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Reglon Kohat'

....... Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Usman Ali Khan, DSP Legal K'ohat.is hereby authorized
to file the parawise comments -and any other registered documents in the

. Honorable Tribunal on behalf of respondents / defendant and bufsue the appeal
as well. |

" Kohat Regién’ Kohat
. A - (Respondent No. 2}
* (ORFIUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS) PSP (SHER AKBER) PSP, S.5t
-o,/‘( . '

{Respondent No. 1)

T ap——




