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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. {535 /2014 .

ke

Mohib Ullah S/0 Mir Zaman R/o Laghari Bogaran Tehsil |

Takht-e-Nasrati & District Karak......coooooviinn, A'ppellant
W B my
versus ' ﬁ,«
1. Provincial Police Officer/ Inspector General of Poli - ’33&'@
. rovincial Police Officer/ Inspector General ot Police
| a!haéLlﬁmikPl9

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Regmn Kohat

3. . District Police Officer, Hangu

4. District Police Officer, Karak

5. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Chief Secretary, Peshawar

.................. ;.....................7.........‘.............Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 '
AGAINST ' THE ORDER DATED 10/10/2014 PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO. 2 BY WHICH APPLICATION FILED BY
PETITIONER FOR FIXATION OF PERIOD OF MAJOR PENALTY OF
TIME-SCALE SI HAS BEEN DISMISSED/ FILED

PRAYER

On accepting this sefvice appeal, tﬁe impugned order

bearmg No. 9371/EC, dated Kohat the - 10/10/2014 as well

as order dated 30/12/2008 may graciously be set aside by

m . declaring it illegal, unlawful, without authority, based on

[~ »@*’7 - mala fide, void abinitio and thus not sustainable in the eyes
“?7/ [ of law and the respondent may please be direct to fix the
time period of major penalty cf reduction to lower stage in

time-scale Sub Inspector awarded to petitioner vide order

dated 30/12/2008

Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That appellant joined police department as constable in the year,

> e L
ac-gubmitted 8882 1977 and has rendered satisfactory service in the Departraent for

wnd filed.
I . the last 36 long years and has earned promotion to the rank of

Sub: Inspector ( SI') and performed his duties with full zeal and.

enthusiasm.
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i proceeding
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

, PESHAWAR.

]

: : APPEAL NO.J 2014

| i
(Mohib Ullah-vs-Provincial Police Officer/Inspector General of Pohce Khyber.
f . Pakhtunkhwa and others).

‘ 17052016 | - JUDGMENT

i | PR BAKHSH SHAN . MEMBER.

“Appellant with counsel (Shahid Qayum Khattak, Advocate) and Mr. |
\bdm Rehman, Inspector (Legal) alongwith /\ddmonal AG for mspondcms
present.

2

<2, " On the basis of the allegations that appellant (S.1) Mohib Ullah while

posted in Police Station Hangu, conducted faulty investigation in a case

registered vide FIR No. 54 dated 20.01.2007 under Section 302 PPC ect, Police

| Station Hangu, he was proceeded against and vide order of DPO Hangu dated

25.08.2008 major penalty of reversion to the rank of ASI was imposed on him. In

departmental appeal this penalty was converted into reduction to lower slage in

time scale vide order dated 30. 12.2008, hence this service appeal under Section -

4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974.

3. Arguments heard and record perused.

S After a careful pGIUSdI of the record and pro & contra arguments, it was

obscx\cd by the lubunal that no time luml hdS been prcscnbcd in the lmpugncd
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order in contemplation of thé provision of FR.29. The impugned order dated
30.12.2008 is therefore, faulty. This may further be observed that since it is a
continuous Wrong invol_ving continuous monitory loéé to the appe!-lant, therefore |
the .con‘tention of limitation of the léamed AAG is repelled. Consgqucntly, while
correcting impugned order dated 30.12-.2008 of the appellate authority, we would.
like to prescribe and fix the reversion period for three years onlyA. The- appeal is |

allowed accordingly. Parties are left to bear their own cost. File be consigned.i6 |-
t : L ' -

the record room.

sd/-
(PIR BAKHSH SHAH)
MEMBER
sd/- ) _ : .
(MUHAMMAD AAMIR NAZIR)
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
17.05.2016
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S.No | Date of Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate -
' order ' ‘ ? ‘
proceeding ' : S
S o
| 2 3 '
. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, |

! PESHAWAR.

' APPEAL NO.1335/2014 o Fe

(Mohib Ullah-vs-Provincial Police Officer/Inspector General of Police Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa and others).

17.05.2016 JUDGMENT "

PIR BAKHSH SHAH . MEMBER: : . E

Appellant with counsel (Shahid Qayum Khattak, Advocate) and Mr,
Abdur Rehman, Inspector (Leg:al) alongwith Additional AG for respondents

present.

2. " On the basis of the allegations that appellant (S.I) Mohib Ullah while
A posted in Police Station Hangu, conducted faulty investigation in a case
registered vide FIR Né. 54 dated 20.01.2007 under Section 302 PPC ect, Police
| Station Hangu, he was proceeded against and vide order of DPO Hangu dated
25.08.2008 méjor penalty of reversion to the rank of ASI was imposed on him. In
departme!mal appeal this penalty was converted into reduction to‘ lower stage in

time scale vide order dated 30. 12.2008, hence this service appeal under Section -

4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974,

3. Arguments heard and record perused.

- 4. After a careful perusal of the record and pro & contra arguments, it was., )

observed by the Tribunal that no time limit has been prescribed in the i'lﬁpugne'd
B ) . P S ’_‘.;
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order in contemplation of the provision of FR.29. The impugned order dated
30.12.2008 is thé‘refore, faulty. This may further be observed that since it is a

continuous wrong involving continuous monitory loss to the appellant, therefore

| the contention of limitation of the learned AAG is repelled. Consequently, while

correcting impugned order.dated 30.12.2008 of the appellate authority, we would
like to prescribe and fix the reversion period for three years only. The appeal is

allowed accordingly. Parties are left to bear their own cost. File be consigned to
' .

Sl
(PIR BAKHSH SHAH)
’ MEMBER '

the record room.

(MUHAMMAD AAMIR NAZIR)
MEMBER

1 ANNOUNCED

17.05.2016

vy



= 03.09.2015 ¥ Céunsel for the appellant and Addl: A.G for respondents present.

Rejoinder submitted. The appeal is assigned to D.B for final hearing for

.C%an

©21.12.2015.

4

]
S
o
<
—_—
(o

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Abdur Rehman, -
Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. Ziauilah GP for respondents

present. Clerk to counsel-for the appellant requested adjournment.

To come up for, argumcﬁls on / e 5_ ‘)zﬂ/d .

B

Member

[ ——— - me = amte . = . 3 . . N : . ' N RN ;,'»f}




| N .4 16.2.2015 Counsell for the appellant present and
|' B ,ﬁ\ : submitted that fnajor penalty of reduction to lower stage
o - in “time scale was imposed on the appéllant without -

* .
i@\ mentioning period which is contrary to the rules. Points

raised need consideration.- The appeal is admitted for’

regular hearing, subject to all legal exceptions.. The

“within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the

§ appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee

respondents. To come up for written reply/comments on

29.4.2015.

29.04.2015-

18.06.2015

MEMBER

P

Appellant in person, Mr. Mujahid Hussain, PSI and Mr.

Habib Khan, PSI alongwith Asstt:AG for the respondents preset.

(3 ]
Representative of the respondents requested for time to S_iibmitl
written reply/comments. To ponie up for written reply/comments
on 18.06.2015 before S.B.

Member

i

.

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Sawab Ali, ASI alongwith Addi: -

A.G for respondents present. Para-wise comments submitted, copy

whereof supplied to learned Addl: A.G. To come up for rejoinder on

3.9.2015.

N

Member

RCSEI




e Form- A
"FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of B
Case No. 1335/2014 ‘
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate ‘
- | Proceedings ‘ ’
1 ' 2 _ 3 e
1 13.11.2014 The appeal of Mr. Mohibullah resubmitted today by Mr. -
‘ Shahid Qayum Khattak Advocate may be entered in thAe“
) : Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for
[ ' proper order.
| - ; ) ) — .
2 |1§-01-2075 This case is entrusted to Bench_£Z  for preliminary
' hearing to be put up there on /4~ ol- /g ‘ ‘ '
CH%Q‘MAN S
. _
16.1.2015 ~ Notice of general strike received from the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council. Notice be issued to
appellant and his counsel. To come up for preli-mina'ry'

hearing -on 16.2.2015, : Y

ER
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The appeal of Mr. Mohlbullah sonof Mir Zaman r/o Laghari Bogaran Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati Distt.

Karak received today i.e. on 05 11 2014 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the , T

counsel for the appellant for completlon and resubmission within 15 days
oo

Copy of == departmental appeal/appllcatlon mentioned in Para-§ of the memo of appeal is not

attached with the appeal whu;:h may be placed on it.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL -
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.| %3) /2014

1 o) oS 1s T 01 Y s VTP UTT D VPO DTS STS PP PPPPPPPP PR PPPES PR PSR RER Appellant
Versus
Provincial Police Officer and others......... e, e, .....Respondents
S.No. -Descrip.tion of Documents Annexure | Pages
1. Memo of appeal - 1-4
2. Affidavit S
3. Address of the parties 6
4, Charge Sheet _ A 7-8
5. Copy of Order dated 25/08/2008 B . [9-10

. Copy of Order dated 30/12/2008 C 11
7. Copy of letter dated 12/08/2014 D-I 12 -

Copy of letter dated 19/08/2014 D-1I 13

Copy of letter dated 22/08/2014 D-III 14
10. Copy of Impugned order dated E 15

10/10/2014 .
11. Wakalat Nama

o . Appellant..
" Through b
Dated: OF4/11/2014 Pf,shawar
‘ o " Mob No. 0333-9195776
' "’;"?';
] .
ey
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= . BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. {535 /2014

Mohib Ullah S /o Mir Zaman R/o Laghari Bogaran Tehsil
Takht-e-Nasrati & District Karak..........c..ooooiiiinn v Appellant o

w P 8'),.3?
Versus .

’338.@

1. Provincial Police Officer/ Inspector General of Police
Khyber Pakhtﬁnkhwa Peshawar m £ 4 =2 (f
Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Reglon Kohat

" District Police Officer, Hangu
District Police Officer, Karak -

R

o

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through

Chief Secretary, Peshawar
Respondents

................................................................

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 10/10/2014 PASSED BY
'RESPONDENT - NO. 2 BY WHICH APPLICATION FILED BY
PETITIONER FOR FIXATION OF PIERIOD OF MAJOR PENALTY OF
TIME-SCALE SI HAS BEEN DISMISSED/ FILED ‘

PRAYER
| On accepting this service appeal, the impugned order
bearing No. 9371/EC, dated Kohat the 10/10/2014 as well.
as order dated 30/12/2008 may graciously be set aside‘by‘?
% declaring it illegal, unlawful, without authority, based on
: ‘mala fide, void abinitio and thus not sustainable in the eyes
of law and the respondent. may please be direct to fix the

time period of major penalty cf reduction to lower stage in

time-scale Sub Inspector awarded to petitioner vide order

dated 30/12/2008

Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That appellant joined police department as constab.le in the year,
&M“B*m‘w@ 9048 1977 and has rendered satisfactory service in the ‘Depar't'rﬁent for
the last 36 long years and has earned promotion to the rank of
Sub: Inspector ( SI' ) and performed his duties with full zeal and

enthusiasm.

PN X P
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2 That respondent No. 3 1ssued a charged sheet to the appellant on
02/01/2008 containing the allegation of gross misconduct.

( Copies of charge sheet is attached as Annexure “A”).

3. That after conducting enquiry final show cause notice was issued
which has been properly replied but respondent No. 3 vide order
dated 25/08/2008 reverted petitioner to post of A.S.I. ( Copy of

* order dated 25/08/2008 is attached as Annexure “B”) N

4. That Appellant filed representation against the said order to
respondent No. 2 wherein the punishment of retrersion from the
rank of Sub inspector to ASI has been converted into major
punishment of reduction to lower stage in time scale Sub mspector
vide order dated 30/12/2008. { Copy. of impugned order dated
30/12/2008 is attached as Annexure “C”)

5. That appellant. was informed that his representation has been -
accepted and the penalty 1mposed upon him was walved off and he

" has been allowed to work on his post as the order dated
of the reversion of time-scale S.I. But when he came to know
regarding the said fact he filed an application for fixation of period

of time scale as per P.R 16.5. which read as under:-

16.5 Stoppage of approved service for increment

|

|

|

|

|

| _

- 30/12/2008 was not communicated to him thus he was unaware
|

increments or forfeiture

(1)  The increment of a police ofﬁcer on‘ a time_-scdla tnay be
withheld as a punishment. The order must state definitely the
period for which the increment is tqithheld, and whether the
postponement shall have the effect of postponing future
increments. The detailed orders regarding the grant and

stoppage of increments are contained in rule 13.2.

The said application was properly forwarded by respondent
No. 4 to respondent No. 2 on 12/08/2014 and respondent No. 2
requisitioned comments. Respondent No. 4 in their comments.
suggest that the applicant is justified and his case need's proper

consideration in accordance with 15.5{1) cf Police Rules 31'93-4-. e

| (Copy of applications are attached as Annexure “D-I to D-III)
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A

o)

6. That respondent No. ﬁéﬁwnphoutc‘bnﬁéla‘{e”?mg the submission under
the relevant rules declare the apphcatlon is not mamtamable and
thus filed the same vide order dated 10/10/2014. ( Copy of the
impugned order dated 10/10/2014 is attached as Annexure “E”) ...

7. That now the appéllant feeling aggrie§ed from the same order and
having no other remedy file this appeal before this Hon’ble

Tribunal on the following amongst other grounds.
GROUNDS:

a. That the impugned orders are illegal, unlanul, without
authority, based on mala fide, void abinitio thus untenable in

the eyes of law and is liable to be set aside.

b. That under Rule 16.5( 1) of Police Rules 1934 it“v'v'a‘t.s incumbent *
upon respondent to fix time period while awarding major
penalty of time scale Sub Inspector but the order dated
30/12/2008 haé been passed with out fixing any time period .
which make it illegal and void thus the same is liabie to be
modified but this aspect of the case has not been considered at
all by the Learned respondent No. 2. while deéiding .ar;)plii:‘atibn

" of'zllppéllant. | | - B

c.  That under the law void order is no order and limitation never
runs against any such order. The appellant brought into the
notice of respondents the illegality _committed by them while
passing order dated 30/12/2008 but the same. has not been’
considered at all therefore, the application 1s liable to be

accepted and the time period of time scale SI is 11able to be
fixed.

d. That under the Police Rules 1934 respondent» No. 2 is the
competent authority to clarify and rectify any mistake apparent -
on the face of any order but this gspéc_t of the case has not been

considered at all by respondent No. 2.

e. That it is fundamental right of appellant being a civil servant

that he must be treated in accordancé to the rules and




Dated:

regulatlon and if any. m1stake is very much ewdent the same is

liable to be corrected m”the best 1nterest of justice. -

That the order dated 30/12/2008 did not specified the stages of

reduction to time scale therefore, the order is worth modified. -

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that ‘b}l’ acce‘p£in-g'£ﬁi§ '.
service appeal, the impug'ned order bearing order bearing No. ‘
9371 /EC dated Kohat the 10/ 10/ 2014 and order dated
30/ 12/ 2008 may grac1ously be set aside by declarmg it
1llega1,: urnlawful, without authorlty, based on gnala fide, void -
abinitio against the rules & regulation and thus not
sustainable in the eyes of law ‘and the respondent ~may
please be direct to fix the time period of major penalty of
reduction to lower stage in‘time-scale Sub Inspector awarded

to petitioner vide order dated 30/12/ 2008

Any other relief not opcuﬁc ally- praypd fer:but- d\,em

appropridate in the circumstances 'of the casé¢ may also be

granted. C
Appellant
Through |
Advocate, High .ourt

06/11/2014 Peshawar

Certified that as per instruction of my client no such appeal has
been filed before this Hon’ble Forum.- . ‘




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
'KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Q2 ‘
Service Appeal No. ' /2014
Mohib Ullah...........cccenee. SO T UUT ORI Appellant
Vversus . . - oo - R T
Provincial Police Officer and others.......... e e Respohdents
Affidavit

I, Moh1b Ullah S /o Mir Zaman R/ o} Logharl Bogaran Tehsﬂ Takht—
e-Nasrati DlStI‘lCt karak, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on’
Oath that the contents of the above appeal are true and correct to
the Best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been kept

secret from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Identified by

Shahid Q Khattak

| Advocate
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
| Sgwice Apééal No H /2014 | - S
 Mohib Ullah....cooeeiinininns crrvees e A?pellant_
Versus
Provincial Police Officer and otﬁers ................... PO .Respondents. .-

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Mohib Ullah S/o Mir Zaman R/o Loghari Bogaran Tehsil
Takht-e-Nasrati District karak

RESPONDENTS

1. Provincial Police Officer / Inspector General of Police

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Deputy 1nspector General of Police Kghat Region, Kohat.
District Police Officer, Hangu. )
District Police Officer, Karak

@ ok W

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Chief Secretary, Peshawar

Appellant
Through

Sh&hid ‘ Khatték
: _ ~ Advocate, High Court
‘Dated: 06/11/2014 ' | Peshawar




. @ | A»W
.. . '-‘.1-

CHARGE SHEET. @

.

MIAN GHULAM MUHAMMAD, D. P O, HANGU as comperent authority,
hereby charge you S1 Mohlbullah as folh st -

- That you, whlle posted at P S Hangu comrmtled the followmg 1rregu1ar1*1es
a). You while posted ASI' P S. Hangu conducted investigation v1de case FIR
No. 54 dated 20.1.2007 u/s 302[ 24/353/427/148/149 PPC P. S Hangu in

: wh1ch ASI Yaseen Khan wab martvred and the police conbtables got Injuries. '

You failed to bring no alota of evxcence ‘directly or indirectly connecting the

accused with the comrmsmon of offence and sent the case for trial and

hereoy committed gro&,s rmsconduct Wthh shows your disintérest in the
investigation. - o _ ) '

2. By reasons of the above, you apﬁear’ to be guilfy of misponducf Under Section - 3 of the
NWFP (Removal from Service) Special Power, 2000, and have rgﬁdcrcd yoursell liable to all '
or any of the penalties specified in section —3 of the 01;di119nce ibid.

g,

. '.\

-

3. You are, therefore requlred to submit your written defence within seven days of the

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enqulry ofﬁcel / Commmees as the case may be.

* . .
? . 4. Your written defence, if any, should "reach'to thc'Enquiry Officer / Comn»iltees within
g | the specified pcnod failing wluch it shall be p1<:sumcd that you have 10 defence to put in and

-in that case ex-parte action shall be taken agzinst you. -

5. Intimate whether you desirgto be heerd in person.

' 6. A statement of allegatién is enclosed.

- ‘ ' o . (MIAN GHULAM MUHAMMAD)
' DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

Ji
{ 2 ° No. 078 __/PA, ‘ o | L

pt: § / 1 /2008
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION.

I -—_MIAN GHULAM MUHAMMAD, D.P.O, HANGU a5 competent
authority, am of the opinion that ST Mohibixllah while posted as ASI P.S. Hangu' has

il O

' ‘rendered himself hable to be proceeded agamst as he committed the following acts / omlssmns)
" within'the meaning of section-3 of the North — West Frontier Provmce Removal from Service

(Special Power) Ordinance, 2000: -~ =

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

@), You while posted ASI P.§, Hangu conducted investigation vide case FIR
No. 54 dated 20.1.2007 u/s 302/324/353/427/148/149 PPC P.S. Hangu in
‘which ASI Yaseen Khan was martyred and the police constables got. injuries. o

'You failed to bring no aiota of evidence ‘directly or indirectly connecting the

acc_used ‘with the commission of offence and sent the case for trial and

thereby committed gross misconduct which shows your disinterest in the

1

investigation. . - o e

f ' S o |
. 2. For the purpose of scrutinizing. the corduct of the said accused with refersnce to the
{ above allegations, an Enquiry Committee co:sisting of the following is constltuted under

sectlon 3 of the Ordmance.

DsPéb 5L
i Mr. Akbar Ah Hargu

TR Sub Inspector Abdul Nawaz Khan -

3. The Enquiry Committee shall in acccrdance with the prov151ons of the Ordinance,

provide’ reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its findings and make, within

twenty five days of the receipt of this order, recommendanons as 1o punishment or other
- apprOpnate actxon against the accused. "

4. The atcused and a well conversant répresentative of the department shall Join the |
'X ' proceedmgs on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquxry Committee. :

. S . (MIAN GHULAM MUBAMMAD) |

'DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
: HANGU. . '

~ A copy of the above is forwarded to:-

1. DSP/Legal & SI Abdul Nawaz Khan. The Committee for initiating proceedings against
c the accused under the provisions of the NWFP Removal from Servu:e (Special Power)
_ I . Ordmance 2000. . :

i

4

A 2. SI Mohibullah, The concerned officer’s with the directions to appear before the
' Enquxry Committee, on the date, tlme and pla(,t fixed by the Committee, for thc purpose of the
1 4 enquiry sedings.

?

P A ) . . . . . s
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BETTER COPY -

ORDER

An enquiry was initiated against SI Muhibullah on the basis of

allegation that he while posted in P. S Hangu conducted investigation in case F.IRNo.54 .

dated 21.01 2007 u/sS 302/374/427/353/148/149 PPC P S Hangu in whlch ASI Yasin
Khan was martyred and Pohce constable were mjured The defaulter S.I was charged for
not bringing anyiota of evidence during the course of this 1nvest1gat10n and the District
Public Prosecutor complained against him, Charge sheet and Summary of allegation were
served upon the defaulter who replied and put the entire burden on constablg Iftikhar Ali

of for not identifying the culpurits.

Acting DSP (L)Mr. Akbar Ali was appointed as EO who deliberately
delayed the findings for almost 7 mmonths and it was me who got the enquiry completed |
and the E.O had to submit his ﬁndmgs on 21% July and hence Final SCN was issued
which he did not heed to Keepmg in view the emergency scenario in Hangu 1mportance
of this enquiry in which a brother police officer was killed and the uncallr,d for delay by
A/DSP(L), it was deemed fit to initiate Ex Parte proceedings and thus thIIS order.

The enquiry filed was also considered pertinent to be perused which
proves without doubt that the 1.0 ASI Muhib Allah was i=n league withl tne accused. The
report of Distt: Public Persecutor, Hangu dated 11/ 12/2007 is worth perusal in which he
has categorically stated that 1.0 Muhib Ullah has not bothered to collect any evidence.

The E.O seems to be quite shrewd in assessing the situation. He on one
hand delayed the findings and-on the when forced for éomp*etiton of enquiry, in a way
led the authorlty by holdmg h1m responsﬂ)le but has been nalve whlle dlscussmg the
lacunae. He is very lenient for the reason best known to hlrn (E. O) fro 1nstance keeping
aside the male fide on his part. ( i.e delay) the E.O has, unfortunately, placed emphasis on
poor shoulders of a Constable ( Iftikhar Ali) for * not identifying the accused” but has

totally ignored the huge and important responsdibility of I>O i.e collection of evidence in MM '

which a belt brother ( Shaheed Yaseen) was murdered.

In my opinion, the E.O Akbar Ali is equaily responsible for damage to this
case. Being in charge legal wing, it was also his preliminary duty to havé looded into this
important case is which a custodlan of laws was killed by miscreants. In the light of these
facts, a separa*e requcst is to be made to worthy Provincial Polce Otficer NWFP |
Peshawar and worthy Dy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region,’ ‘Kohat for faking -
departmental action against acting DSP (legal) Akber Ali .' |
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As far as this diSposaI is concerried | am of thc honest opmlon

that “s,'mce S.1 Muhib Ullah has not been respondmg to Fmal &CN, issued to
“him on 07 08.2008 therc[or(, in the best interest of the department yet takmg '

a 1cmcm view, the S. I Muhlbullah is revcrtcd to the work of A.S.1. This wﬂl how.

[«
cve f‘ POl 1( op; ndl/(, the right of this or other - office to award/ r(,commend him ~

agjamst any Lhmg ol dl’lOLhu cnquiry(s) [ying SO for- regarding ‘more

P [:\ ishment. .
.BE8S_ N 2 |
| ,_gg(glog R » (MUI!AMMAD IDREES ) PSP
DL ‘ . A . . DISTRICT POLICE OFFFICER,
' N . HANGU
(Competent Authority)

.1/‘ [

OFFICE OF THE DIS.

[86‘? —«M/PA Dated Hangi the 5 1& /2008?'

ep=vre . -
Copy of above is- submltted to~ Lhe Provmmal Police Officer,

NWFP, Peshawar for favour of information pleasc.

9., Addl: Inspector General of Police, II"IVCbI.IUdI.lOn NWP P, Pcshdwar for
inlormation pleasc. ' ' '
3 . by Inspectof General of Police, Kohat Reglon Kohat with the reqﬁest
. to write, to Dy: Inspector General of Pohce D.I, Khan for departmental'
action against DSP (Legal) Akbar Ah in Case FIR No. 54 dated
21.01. 2007 U/S 302/324/427/353/ 148/149 PPC P.5 Hangu.

' ( MUHAMMAD IDREES ) PSP e
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
HANGU
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BETTER COPY

So far as thls disposal is concerned I am of the honest opinion that since
S.I Muhib Ullah has not been responding to Final SCN, issued to him on 07.08. 2008 '
therefore, in the best interest of the department, yet taking a lenient view, the S.T- _
Muhibullah is reverted to the work A.S.I. This will how ever not jeopardize the rlght of -
 this or other office to award/ recommend him against any thing of another enqury(s) lying
so for regarding more punishment.

OB 585
DL 25/8/08 ' ( MUHAMMAD IDREES) DSP
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
. HANGU

( Competent authority)

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, HANGU
No. 186971 / PA. Dated Hangu the 2518 /2008 ~

Copy of above is submitted to the Prox 1nlcal Police. Ofﬁcer NWFP,
Peshawar for favour of information please.

jeol?
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- . KOHAT REGION.

POLICE DERARTMENT

' E This order will dispose off the ,represehtation of ASI

" Wiohibuliah of Hangu district. _ ‘ " o
- Brief facts of the representation are that on 21.01.2007 ASI - ; |

... Mubammad Yaseen alongwith Police party was on night patrolling in official vehicle. on .
-+ the eventful night unidentified person started indiscriminate firing on the said mobile. As’
.t . ‘aresult ASI Muhammad Yaseen was martyred and Constable Iftikhar Ali; Munir Ahmed .|
<" and Said Rehman sustained - injures. Case FIR No54 dated 21.01.2007 U/S*

Cos '302/3"24/3'53/427/148/149 PPC Police Station Hangu was registered againsttunknown -
accused. . ' S

The appellant while posted af I_rwx)estigation VV':",ng»Hangu was

A ‘entrusted the case for investigation. He failed to workout @ heinous nature case and 1o
. ¢ollect the evidence against arrested accused He was dealth with departmentally-under |-

h__" the NWFP Removal From Service (Special Power) Ordinance 2000 and awarded /'
SEI y -+ punishment of Reversion from the rank of S.1 te ASI. . T
LT ‘ o - Hewas heard in person in orderly room held in this office on " |
R . 03.12.2008. The case file was perused.-From the perusal of case file and other relevant '
s g documents | have come to the conclusion that the appellant has traced out the case and !

arrested the accused. . . , ,
h : Keeping in view the .abeve the undersigned has taken lenient ‘
f reversion from the.rank of Si1to ASl is converted into major. |
I
I
{

. viéw.and.the punishment o _
punishment of reduction to. lower ‘stage in time scale

effect.

Sub Inspector with immediate

. (QUDRATULLAH KHAN MARWAT) .
' Dy: Inspector General of Police, - |
4 . : Kohat Region, Kohat. = ="
) e L (57273 EC, dated Konat the _ Z“’7/ 2 2008, S
S ' _ Copy bf District Police Officer. Hangu for information with reference to his . -
office Memo: No.4883/GC, dated 06.10.2008. His Service Record togejr ith~Police
o file of casé FIR No. mentioned above are returned herewith. o e T
IRV The Supdt: of Police Inve: Wing Kohat. ‘ o
. g L_ l.‘ .
(QU : RWAT) -
o | | .. Dy: Inspector General of Police, = -,
S .| Kohat Region, L i
 paintendent of A/ tR gion, Kohat S

AESTABLISHMENT CLERKVIMKORDER 2 doc

4L r,!yontiﬁ.ion Kohat
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From: The DIStl’lCt Pohoe Offlcer Karak

S Tor o " The Dy: Inspector General of Pollce
Kohat Reglon Kohat

. N /5 5~ /EC, dated Karak the /l 4 ra0a

"Subject  APPLICATION.

.

-Memo:

An application breferred by ASI Mohib Ullah, ré'qu'esti‘ng therein f‘or
‘specification period in the major penalty of timescale, awarded to him vide your
good office. order Endst: .No. 5672-73/EC dated 30.12.2008, is submitted

herewith for favour of perusal and order please.

o ' o JI,L’ ~ District Po&g&;cer, Karak |

v
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From: -

To: -
No 7 S é/

The Dy: Inspectol (reneral of Pohce s
Kohat Reglon Kohat L

The Dlstrlct Pohce Officer, Karak

/EC Dated Kohat the/Z / 0?/2014

Subject: -

MEMO:

12.08.2014

APPLICATI

Please refer to your office Memo: No. 10'145 /EC, dated

The apphcatlon of ASI Mohxb Ullah recelved w1th your

above quoted referénce is. returned heremth for comments, dlso furmsh

his service recmd for the per usal of W / DI(r
1

4

For DV Inspector General of Police,
Kohat Regmn Ixohat




“To:  The Dy: Inspector General of Police, -

From: * The District Police Officer, Karak. -

‘Kohat Region Kohat.

No._Jol4Sg /LB, dated Karak the _ 29 /48 /2014

Subject: . APPLICATION.
Memo:

\'.

Kindly refer to your Office Memo “No. 7561/EC, dated 19.08.2014

on the subject cited above
The requ:srre comments on the subject appllcatlon are submiﬁed K

as below:-.

It is oh record that SI Mohib Ullah, while postl'ed‘ in Police Station
Hangu, conducted.invéstigation.in case FIR No.54, dated 21.01.2007 u/s 302,
324, 353, 427,148, 149 PPC Police Station Hangu, in which AS| Yasir Khan was

hsulyre d and < n Polic o Conasfablo was injurod Iln ivestio llllll} Officer thilod o
- procure mcrmlnatlng evrdence in supporl of prosecutions case. He was

_proceeded against depanmentally for conductlng defective rnvestlgatlon in the

case. Proper enquiry against defaulter S | was conducted by Akbar Ali DSP, who

" recommended defaulter for major punlshmer}t,. consequently defaulter S.I was
‘reverted to the rank of ASI by the District Police Officer, Hangu vide O.B.N0.585, -

dated 25.08.2078. . _
At a subséquent stage the defaulter AS| filed appeal against

. punishment order of reversron in rank to- Reglonal Police Officer Kohat, which
" was decided vide -your Office Endst No. 56/2 /3/l‘C dated 30.12. 2008,

- whereby punishment already |mposed upon the appellant was converted to time

scale S| wuth immediate effect. ,
At present, the appllcant ASl Mohib Ullah has requested for

‘ ‘speCJfrcatron of period of tlme scale in accordance wrth the provrsuons of P-R
" 16.5. The request of appllcant is Just[fled and needs proper consideration in
‘accordance with.16.5 (1) of Police Rules 1934 Copy of P-R 16.5 enhclosed for

your kind perusal and further orders deérned proper in the cirournstanoes,

please.

Encl:_' S. Record. M SR

PR



. may be fixed.

Thls order is passed on appllcatton moved by'ASI Mohlb Ullah

of Karak drstnct The applrcant submitted that he was awarded a major penalty of

time-scale SI by the DIG Kohat on acceptance of his departmental appeal filed

‘agalnst reversion order to the rank of ASI by DPO Hangu He requested for fixation

.of period of the above punishment.

Record gone through whrch indicates that the applrcant whlte L
_posted as Sl at Hangu district was awarded a major punrshment of reversron to the
rank . of ASI by the DPO vrde order dated 25.08.2008. On acceptance of

* -departmental appeal the. punlshment was modlfred to time- scale Sl by this forum )

vide order dated 30.12.2008.
' Now the appllcant requested that the perlod of trme scale Sl

Record further indicates that the applicant if so aggneved from‘_ :

the order of departmental appellate forum was requrred to seek remedy from -
: second appellate forum (i.e Service Tnbunal) but agam approached to this forum :

~ after lapse of a long period.

. Therefore, in view of the. above and legal aspect the

application is not maintainable in eyes of law and hereby filed.

EDMARWAT)
enerdf of Police

(DR. ISHTIA
Dy: Inspect
(\ 'Kohat Region, Kohat. -

No. - [/37/ Dated Kohatthe jo._ /[0 /2014

: Copy of above. to the Drstnct Police Officer, Karak w/r to hrs
office Memo: t\lo 10459/LB dated 22.08.2014 for mformatlon and necessary

- action.

L g{\&@\—-&d& L - (bR ISHTI , ﬁ?ﬁMARWAT) ~
A A N ‘ Dy Inspector Geperal of Police .
— 0 Kohat Reglon Kohat o

3
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