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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2024
%

I .

Mr. Tiahir Nawaz, ASI 
Investigation Wing, Karak.

APPELLANT

VERSUS

The Regional Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat. 

The District Police Officer, Karak.
1.

• 2.
RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KUyBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 16.11.2023, WHEREBY 
MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION IN RANK OF 
OFFICIATING INSPECTOR TO SUBSTANTIVE RANK 
OF SUB-INSPECTOR HAS IMPOSED UPON THE 
APPELLANT, AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 
16.01.2024, WHEREBY MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF 
REDUCTION IN RANK FROM THE SUBSTANTIVE 
RANK OF SUB-INSPECTOR (SI) TO SUBSTANTIVE 
RANK OF ASSISTANT SUB INSPECTOR (ASI) FOR A 
PERIOD OF TWO YEARS (02) HAS IMPOSED UPON 
THE APPELLANT AND AGAINST THE ORDER

WHEREBY THE28.02.2024,DATED
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT 
WAS REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUNDS.

PRAYER:
THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 
IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 16.11.2023, 16.0L2024 
AND 28.02.2024 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND 
THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE RESTORED TO 
HIS ORIGINAL RANK OF OFFICIATING 
INSPECTOR (BfS-16) AS HE WAS BEFORE THE



ORDER DATED 16.11.2023 WITH ALL BACK AND
BENEFITS. ANY OTHERCONSEQUENTIAL 

REMEDY, WHICH THIS HONORABLE TRIBUNAL 
DEEMS FIT AND PROPER THAT MAY AlSO BE 
AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

«

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
FACTS:

That the appellant was appointed as constable in the respondent 
department and since his appointment the appellant is perlonning his 
duty with devotion and honesty, whatsoever assigned to him and 
compliant has been tiled regarding his performance by his superiors 
and with the passage of the time the appellant was promoted to the

regular basis along with

1.

no

rank of officiating Inspector (BPS-16) 
other officials vide notification dated 19.04.2023. (Copy of 
notification dated 19.0,4.2023 is attached as Annexurc-A)

on

That Superintendent Investigation Wing Karak through memo/leucr 
submitted to respondent No.1,that investigation vide in Case FIR 
No.265 dated 10.05.2023 u/s 341/188/427/353/337 A9U) 147/148 
PPC/7ATA PS'Karak City were conducted by Inspector Sajjad 
Haider and on his transfer from investigation wing, investigation ol 
the above mentioned case has becti entrusted to Inspectoi Thaii 
Nawaz (appellant) already post inThe wing and mentioned in tlie 
letter/memo that the appellant reportedly used to gain/demand illegal 
gratification and disturbing'irrelevant innocent people and lequested 
that Inspector Tahir Nawaz (appellant) may please be transferred 
from this wing. (Copy of meino/letter is attached as Anncxure-B)

• 2; •

That charge sheet along, with statement of allegations were issued to 
the appellant in which the following allegations were leveled against 
the appellant that ‘as per letter received from the W/RPO, Kohal vide 
letter Endsf No.79ll/EC dated 21.07.2023 that from perusal of the

10.05.2023

. 3.

u/sFIR ■ No.265 dated 
341/188/427/353/337 A910 147/148 PPC/7ATA PS Karak City that 
you inspector Tahir Nawaz (appellant) during investigation process 
demand illegal gratification and disturbing, irrelevant innocent 
persons, the appellant submitted his reply, to the charge sheet in 
which he denied the, allegations. (Copies of charge sheet along 
with statement of allegations and reply

file videcase.

are attached as
Annexure-C&D)

That inquiry was conduct against the appellant in which statements 
of different, officials have taken by the inquiry officer .in which all 
the officials stated that they does not know, about anything regarding

4.

»
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1

the. said inspector (appellant) has demand money from someone, 
even in the secret probe report no solid evidence was found against 
Inspector Tahir Nawaz (appellant) for,his involvement in illegal 

- activities and on the basis of statements/ayailable record the inquiiy 
its' finding that that apparently there was no evidence against 

the Inspector Tahir Nawaz (appellant) of harassing any person 
demanding anythii^ from any person. No solid evidence has been 
found against him in this,case, however, frorri his previous seivice 
record. It is clear that is a corrupt and dishonest person and although 
no solid evidence was found against the appellant on the allegations 
during the inquiry .proceeding but despite that the inquti7 otlicei 
found him guilty and recommended for major punishment. (Copy of 
inquiry report as Attached as Annexure-E).

5. That show cause notice was issued to the appellant which was 
properly replied by the appellant in which he again denied the 
allegations and he is innocent. (Copies of show cause notice and 
reply to show cause notice are attached as Annexure-F&G)

gave or

order dated 16.11.2023,6. That the respondent No.02 passed
whereby major punisloment of reduction in rank from ofticiating 
inspector to substantive rank of sub inspector has been imposed 

. upon the appellant. The appellant filed departmental appeal against 
the order dated 16.11.2023 .on which respondent No.l passed 
order dated 04.01.2024, wherein he set aside the punishment of 
reduction from the rank of officiating Inspector to substantive rank 
of Sub Inspector and directed respondent No.2 to pass a speaking 
order on the departmental inquiry conducted against the appellant in 
accordance with KP Police Rules 1975 (amended in 2014) within a 
period of ,15 days after tlie. receipt of the , order. (Copies of order 
dated 16.11.2023, departmental and order dated 04.01.2024 
attached as Annexure-H,l&J)

an

an .

are

That respondent No. 2 passed another dated 16.01.2024, whereby 
major punishment of reduction in rank from the substantive rank ol 
sub Inspector (SI) to Substantive rank of Assistant Sub Inspector

with immediate effect was

7.

(ASl) for .a period of two (02) years 
imposed upon, the- appellant. The appellant filed departmental appeal 

.against the order.dated 16.01.2024 which was also rejected on 
28.02.2024. (Copies of order dated 16.01.2024, departmental 
appeal and rejection order dated 28.02.2024 are attached as 

Annexure-K,L&M)

8; That the appellant wants to file the instant appeal in this Honorable 
Tribunal for redressal of his grievance on the following grounds 

amongst others.
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GROUNDS:
That the impugned 'orders dated 16.11.2023, 16.01.2024 and 
28.02.2024 are againstthe law, rules and norms of justice, theretore,
not tenable and are liable to be set aside.

B) That allegations leveled against the appellant were not proved dut ing 
the inquiry proceeding, but despite major punishment ol leduction in 
ranks has been imposed upon the appellant, which is against the 
norms of justice,and fair play. — .

That when' allegations, mentioned in the charge sheet were not 
proved against the appellant during the inquiry proceeding, then on 
which ground major punishment of reduction in ranks has imposed 
uppn the appellant by the authority?

That when allegations mentioned in the charge sheet were not 
proved against the appellant during the inquii'y pioceeding, the 
inquiry officer gave his finding that from his previous record the 
appellant is corrupt and dishonest but no one can be punished on the 
basis of his previous omissions as per superior couits judgments 
■previous omission Could not be made the justification for subsequent 
penalties and as such the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

A)

C)

D)

E). That the appellant was promoted to the rank ot otticialing inspector 
(BPS-16) on regular basis along with other officials vide notification 
dated 19.04.2023 and mentioned in that notification that according 
to Rule 13.18 of Police Rules 1934 the appellant will be 
probation for two (02) years and in the impugned order dated 
16.11.2023 major punishment of reduction in rank from officiating 
inspector to substantive rank of sub inspector has been imposed 
upon the appellant and on,his, departmental appeal the respondent 
Nod set aside the punishment of reduction from the rank ol 
officiating Inspector to substantive rank of Sub Inspector and 
directed respondent-No.2 . to pass a speaking order on which 
respondent No.2 passed imOther dated 16.01.2024, wherein major 

. punishment of reduction in rank from the substantive rank ot sub 
Inspector (SI), to. Substantive rank of Assistant Sub Inspector (ASl) 
for a' peripd of two (02) years with immediate effect was imposed 
upon the appellant but under the Rule 13.18 of Police Rules 1934 
police officer,promoted in rank shall be on probation for two years 

' and on conclusion of the probationary period a report shall be 
rendered to the authority to confinn the officer or revert him and 
probation officer may be reverted, without departmental proceeding,

officer promoted on officiating

on

which is not .punishment, but 
basis reverted on departmental proceeding then it is punishment as 
in the case of the appellant, however in the order dated -16.01.2024 
wherein major punishment of reduction in, rank from the substantive 
rank of sub Inspector (SI), to Substantive rank of Assistant Sub 

. Inspector (ASl) for a period of two (02) ;years with immediate effect

an



-A'

■ without considering the promotion of the: appellant to the rank of 
' officiating inspector is against the Rule 13.18 of Police Rules 1334 

, and as such ias the order dated ,16.01.2024 is illegal and 

judice. .

F) That the allegations, leveled against the appellant has^ not been 
proved during the inquiry'• proceeding and appellant has been 
punished for no fault on his part and as such the impugned orders are

coram-non-

liable to be set aside.

That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and 
rules and has been punished for ho fault oh his pail.

' H) That the appellant seeks permission of this .Honorable n ribunal 
.advance others grounds and proofs at the time bt heaiing.

G)

to

I

. I

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on the acceptance 
of this appeal, the impugned orders dated 16.11.2023, 
16.01.2024 and 28.02.2024 may kindly be, set aside and the 
appellant may kindly be restored to his original rank of 
Officiating Inspector (BPS-16) as he was betore the oidei dated 
16.11,2023 with all back and consequential benefits. Any'other 
remedy,, which this Honorable Tribunal deems, fit and . proper
that may also be awarded in favour of appella^

\J
APPEl^ANT 
Tahir NawW .

THROUGH: A'
(TAI!^^ ALI KHAN) 

ADVOC^^ HIGH COURT
&

SHAKIR ULLAH TORANl 
ADVOCATE PESHAWAR

t
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OFFICE OFTHE
INSPECTOR general OF POLICE

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Dated Peshawar the, 19“' Ap.ril, 2023

notification

Nn. 233 /i-Pn/F-ll PRn;.ihTinN'm, INSPECt6r:^_As per recommendation of the Departmental 

Promotton Committee meeting dated •19.0.T.2023 held at CPO, the following tonn.mcd 5ub-incpccto,a 

^ ■ of.Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Police on list "R" are hereby promoted to the rank of Officiating Inppeciois

(BPS-16^ v/ith immediate effect:-

r^No
1npc recommendation __

the " pPC* examined
recommended him for proniotion to the. r<inL 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13*18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
years.____ ________........
The DPC examined her 
recommended her for proniolion to tiic rank 
of Offg: Inspector {BPS-16) on regular basis. 
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, she .will be on probation for two
(Q?)ve.a!:s^__ u_-------- -----------
The DPC • examined his 
rpcommcnded him for promotion to the rank 
of Offg: inspector (nPS-16) on regular basis. 
According to Rule 13-18 of. Police Rule , 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) ! 
years.

REGION1 NAME & NO.
51 Saif ur Rehman 
No. P/368

ctnflhis caseCCP Peshawar1. .

andcaseCCP Peshawar •Lady 51 Rizwana 
Haineed No. P/176

; 2.

andcaseHazaraSI Muhammad Salecm 
No. H/lG'l

3.

af'd IThe hisDPC . examined 
recommended him for promotion to the raiUN 
of Offg: Inspector (DPS-lG) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

caset-lardanSL Abdullah No. MR/3184.

t years.
his case andDPC examined 

roc'nnimcnded him for pron-^otion to the rank 
of Offg: InspGCtor’(3PS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13*18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

TheSI Abdul Mateen-No. 
MR/107

Mardan ♦

/
/

years. ___________________ ______
The DPC examined his case- and 
recommended him for promotion to the ranx 
Of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on rcgula.r basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

Mardan6. ' I SI Abdul Hakeem No. 
MR/2S

years. 
The DPC examined 
rocommended him for promotion to the ran'-; 
of Offg:. Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

his case • cifulSI Gul Taraz No. P/5-19 ' CCP Peshawar; 7.

• %
jyears. ...--------------------- ------------------------
The DPC- examined ihis . case and 
recommended him for promotion to the rank 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular-basis.
According to Rule 13-18.of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) 
years.

CCP PeshawarSI Hazrat Ali No.P/‘137• 8.-

1

C3 CamScanner
V.
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DPC RECOMMENDATION____
DPC examinfxi hi:: Cci;:c anrl '

rornmmendcd him for promoiion lo' ihc ^.^nk 
S offg: inspector (DP5-16) on regular basi'j. - I
According to Rule 13-10 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

I:i5 case iinc

__ REGION
Hazara

NAME & NO.S.NO
TheSI Muhanimad Saced 

No. H/167
9.

A ycars._
DPC examined

recomnifiilddd him for promotion to the rant 
ofOffq: Inspeaor {BPS-16) on rerjutar bas 
According to Rule 13-lB of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for.two (02)

The DPC examined
rornmmendcd him,for promotion to the ran.
Of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
'According to Rule 13-lB of Police 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) 
yearSj 
The
pprommended him for promotion to the lank i 
of Dffg: Inspector (BP5-16) on regular basis. | 
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he. will be on probation for uyo (02)

and

TheSlTJoor ui Wahab No.. 
MR/94 ■

Mardan•10.
I'...

I

___j______
■ Mai'dan

andhis case
SI SabZ Ali No. MR/13611.

and.his Cv'iSCDPC examinedMardan •SI Novvshad Ali Shah 
No.' MR/282

12.

years.
hif.examined caseThe DPC

rprnmmended him for prom.otion to the lunk • 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. ^
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule |
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) j
years. ______•' ____ _________________
The
recommended him for promution to the.-rank 
of Offg: Irispector (BPS-16) on rcg.ular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
'1934, he will be on probation for t>vo (02)

'l3.- SI Waheed Ullah No. Bannu
B/24

andDPC • exaniined his caseDIKhanSI Tariq Saleern No. ■ 
0/28

14.

years.__________ : ____ ■ ________
the' DPC examined h.is .. case and 
recommended him'for promotion to the rank 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) On regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

_____ _ ------------- -
The. DPC. examined liis ; case ‘'''d |. 
recommended him for promotion-to the lank i.' 
of Offg: Inspector (8PS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, ho will be on probation for two (02) 
years. • • •___

DIKhan . tlie • DPC . examined his case and i 
recommended him for promotion to the tank ; 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. ' !
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934; he will be on probation for two (02) !

Kohat,SI Muhammad Tariq 
Usfnan No.K/44✓/

•. DIKhan .• SI Abdur Rasheed No. , 
0/36 .

.16.

51 Abdur Rasheed No.V-
D/30

.................. ................ ... ,
The . DPC examined his arid
recommended him for promution to the rank 
of Offg: Inspector. (BP5-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will baon probation for two (02)

.Dl'rdiao casesi Haq Nawaz No. D/25■ 18.

' t
years. •_______
The DPC' examined case ’ and 
recommended hini for promotion to the rank 
of Offg: InspectGr_:(BPS:lG) on regular basis..

his'SI Muhammad Mushtaq 
No. D/35

. DIKhan19.

CuniScanncr
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—" DPC RECOMMEJ^^I.QN.^____
A«o7dingl5T!ulc 13-10 of Police Rule ^ 
1934, he will be on probation for two (U/J 
years.

’ NAME El NO. region

> •lIiuIhisThe ’ DPC examined 
r^rnmmenclcd him for promolion to Iho rank 
of Offg: Inspector■(BPS-16) on rcgulcar basis.
According to Rule 13-lC of Police Rule

he will be on probation for two (0?.)

anti

case•DlKhan20, SI Fazal Fllahi No. D/29

1934,
years.

hisDPC examined 
^Arnmmended him for promotion .to the rank 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will beqn probation for two (02) 
years.

“fhe • DPC

caseTheDlKhan51 Sharifullah No. P/2721.

andhis • caseexamined
fecommended him for promolion to diL lank 
of Offgi lnspcctor (BPS-lO) on regular basis. •.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he, will be on probation for two (02)

. MardanSI Anwar Khan No. 
MR/164

22. I

years.
andhis , caseThe • DPG examined 

recommended him for promotion to the runk 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS*16) on regular basis. 
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be.on probation for tyyo (02)
years. ______ ^________
The DPC examined bis case
recommended him for promotion to the' rank 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
ycars^__ ;____ _________________________ !
IhV DPC examined bis case. ainJ
recommended him for promotion to the rank 
of,Offg: Inspector (BP5-16) on.regular basis: 
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
years._____ _________ __________ _____ __  I
The DPC examined his case and
recommended him for promotion to Ihe rank 
of Offg: Inspector. (BPS-16) on regular basis. 
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

SI Sliah WaFfio. D/47 • • DlKhan23'.

andMardanSI Snrtaj No. MR/330• 24.

Kohat-SI Izhar Ali No. K/16725.

1

KohatSI ShakccI Ahmad 
NQ.K/183

26.

years.
The DPC .i examined his .case . and 
recommended him for promolion. to the rank 
of Offg: Inspector (B.PS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

-.1^_________________ __________
:.The_ DPC examined iiis'. case, and 
recommended him. for promotion'to the rank 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on rcgular'basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) 
years.

27.' 51 Malik Jan No. K/181 Kolial

SI,Shah.Duran No. 
K/173

Kohat28.

his. 29. SI Yousaf Hayat No. 
K/182

The DPC.Kohat exantined 'and
recommended him for promotion to tne rank 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis, 
According.to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) 
years.

case

' %.

(^3 CaiiiScaiincr
I : '1

V'



: f
' ♦

~ ~~DPC recommendation
“ DPC .cxam^ed'
■ .^rnmmended him'for promotion to the renk 

of Offg: Inspector (BPS-IG) on recjiil.ir boio.,.
According to Rule 13-10 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

ycnrs._ ____ :-----------
The ' DPC examined 
rprnmmended him, for promoUon 
of Offg: Inspector (BPSrlb) oo regulur bo...
According to Rule 13-18 of 
1934, he will be on prObntton for two (

The ■ DPC examined
rprnmmended him for promolion .to the r..r>. .
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-IC) on regular bn.L..

years.

REGION
kohat

name & NO^ andhis case.S.NO ...... ...... ........
’30.' sT Muhammad Jamal

No. K/180-

V

case riitd 
to the ranV;

his
. KolialSI Hakim Khan No. 

K/IOO.
•• 31.

and.his case
. KohatSI Mujtaba Ali No. 

K/171 ;
32.

andcase 
10 the rank

hisDPC examined
rprommendecl him for promotion 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
years._______ ;____ ___
The DPC examined 
fecomm^*^ded him for proniolion

- of Offg:'Inspector {BPS-16) on regular basis. .
. According to Rule 13-1& of Police Rule 

1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

his ■ .case and

The■ KohafSI Zardad Khan 
No.K/184

33.

case and 
to ilic. rank

his •KohatSI Tahir Nawaz No. 
K/IG8

3^1.

years.
DPC . examined 

rerommended him for prumutiun to the rank 
of Offg:. Inspector (BP5-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

•Thei 3^' Ha2araSI Zatar Hussain
NO..H/250. •

■;

I
. I

xeirs.
SI Noseer Ahmad 

/p\ / No.H/15
• DPC . examined his case and ^ 

recommended hinr for promotion to the'rank 
’bf Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13*18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

TheHazara •

■;

years.
The ■ DPC examined his case aiul i 
recommended him for promotion to Iho rank j 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. :
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule i
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) j 
years.
The .' DPC examined his case and
recommended him for' proniolion to the. rank 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) .on regular basis. !
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
years. ■ __________ ___
The . DPC . examined his case and
recommended him for promotion lo the rank
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-IG) on icgular basis. 
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) 
years.
The DPC:' examined his case

HazaraSI Khan Waiz No. 
H/203

37.

SI Murad Ali No. H/187 • Hazara38. •

SI Muhammad Javed 
No. H/188'

Hazara•39.

and-
recommended liim fpr promotion to the rank 
of Offg: Inspector (BP.S-16) on regular basis.

51 Abdul Wajid No. ' 
H/186 •

40. Hazara

-'1

CamScanner
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• » DPC recommendation _
AccordtnQ to Rule i'3-18 of Police Rule 
1934/ he will be bn probation for two (02)

exarniued
rnrnmmendcd him for promolion lo Itie mn-; 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS*16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

he will be on probation for two (02)

NAME St NO. • j REGION ;( S.NO

years^■

ar^dhis caseDPCThe• Hazara"si Noor Nabi Shah No. . 
H/l'y3 •

•^1.

1934,
years. andhisHie DPC examined
r^rnmmended him' for promotion to the rank 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (oz)

and

case
HazaraSI Sherdad Khan No.42.

H/183 .

__ years. ;
The DPC examined 
rprommended him. for promotion to the rank
of Offg; Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis, .

■ According to Rule 13-18 of Police
he will be bn probation for two (02)

Ins caseHazara •SI Muhammad Aslam 
No. H/197

•43.

1934, 
years.

'■me'"'DPC
I

case and 
:q the tank

hisexamined
_________nded him fnr promotion
of Offg: Inspector (BPS'l6) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

he will be on probatioir for two (02)

- Hazara51 Waris Khan No. 
H/202

44.
rccom

1934,
years.

andDPC. examined Ins 
rprommended him for promotion to llie rank 
of Offg: Inspector {BP5-1.6) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-10 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

his ' case. and

caseThe■ HazaraSI Tasvecr Hussain 
Shah No. H/200 .

45.

years. _
examined

rprnmmendcd him for promotion-to the rank 
1 of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.

According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be bn probation for two (02)

DPCTheSI Abduf Hamid No, 
H/201 .

Hazara46.

years. ------------- -
The DPC examined , hi:‘>
rornmmended him for promotion to the- lank 
of Offg: Inspcctbr (BPS-lS) on regular basis, 
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be oh probation for two (02)

case andHazaraSI Muhammad Hayat • 
No. H/192

47.

years.
andDPC examined • his 

rprftmmended him for promotion to the lank 
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

caseTTieHazaraSI Muhammad Anwar 
No.H/29

48.

years. ______________ ..
The DPC examined his
p»rnmmended him for promotion to [\-c rank, 
of Offg; Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
jears. ______________ .....
The DPC examined his case and
fprommended him for promotion to the rank 
of Offg: Inspcctor’(BPS-16) on regular basis. 
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) 
years. 

case andCCP PeshawarSI Sardar Ali No. P/54149.

CCP Peshawar• SI Abdul Qayum No. . . 
P/496

SC.

• f

CaiTiScaiincr
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'Tli^r'DPr^iimihccJ ■ his c:in.e j 
recojnmSnded'him.fpr promr.ion lo th
ir^^^k^foffgMnspcrtnp "*"3^ ^

According to Rule 13:18 of Police Rule 
1934, he will be on probation foi lWO 
(02) years^

CCP- Peshawar[Sl Murad Ali No. 
P/520 •

.. 1‘15.

♦

nnrl 
in the 
tegular

examinc:cl his
.or'npimendcd him .for promnlion 
rank of Offg: Inspector (RPS-lGj

. According to Rule l>lSo: Police Rule
1934, he will be on probation ,,oi two

i.i'.seDPCThe.CCP Peshawar51 Bahar Ahmad 
No.P/153

HO. •
'

(02) years. ;____
DPC exanVmed his

him', for prorntiiioo

and 
10 the 
regular

TheCCP PeshawarSI Israr-ud-Oin
No. P/A33

H7. fpr^fpmended 
rank of Offg: Inspector jBPS-10; on

5ilSrding to Rule 13-10 uf PoPce Rtde
he will be on probation mi two1934,

foil years. andliis case■ ■ DPC examined 
rornmmended him for promctio-r 
^tirSToffiTTospector (BPS-16) no regular

TheCCP Peshawar Vo 'the•SI Noor Said No. 
■ P/546.

H8.

According to Rule 13-18 of 1-oiioo Rule 
1934, he will be on probation for tv.;o

I

* (02) years. ______
■ * DPC examined his 

rornmmended him for promotion to the 
rank of Offg:.Inspector (BPS-h'O on regular

andCr.,
CCP Peshawar 1 TheSI Maqbool Jehan 

No. P/425
M9.

According to Rule i3-lD of Pohcc Rule 
1934, he will be on probatmr. foi two 
(02) years. :
The '*DPC . examihnd 
rd»rnmmendcd him .for p.r,i.hfiliim 
rank of Offg: Inspccto'r (BP5-l6.i mv rcgulcir

r,:
I'.ir.f CCP PeshawarSIZiaUllah . 

No. P/155
150.

A^rxiing to Rule 13-18 of Polic.o Rule 
1934, be will be on probation .nr two 
(Q2)_years. ____

'fhe- DPC examined his , 
^commen^'him 'for piomomvn to the • 
rank of Offg: Inspector (BPV'-lh) regular

andcor-e
CCP Peshawar,'SI Masood Khan 

No. P/200‘
151.

basis.'
According to Rule 13-18 0
1934 he will be on probation for two

{ I’oli-cc Rule ;

_______ r ,.DPC examined i'lo
rf^rnmmended I'in'' hir pnei
rank of Offg; Inspector (BPiVir.') mi mgular

c.-.’-.o and 
6,in to the

TheCCP PeshawarSI Iftikhar Ahmad 
No. P/513

152.

basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of hol.ee lUile 
1934, he wlll be On probation fi r two
(02) ;yei)rs.____
The
rprnmmended hlFi^ for pmmniioi'. lo the 
rank-of Offg: Inspector (DPS-h-.) on regular 
basis.
According to Rule 13-18.m' PiRiee Rule 
1934, he will be on probaVmn fur two 
(02) years. ■ ......... .

examinc.'l hi. andDPCCCP PeshawarSI Zahid Hussain 
No. P/434

153.-

23 CaiTtScanncr

♦
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and
"nPC examined . Var. to the

regular
Tlic------ 7"i Peshawar

■ ' SI Altoullah 
. Nu.P/455

154..

,toRu»el3-lCofPoUceUtda
will be on prolja’ion o.

basis..
According 
1934, be 

J_(021years,

• ♦ .

_______ .S..

__J___ ^• L—

ITAIG/Estab!)^’';

For InspectoC^f^wa' '-'' ’ ■

i

■ Fndsf. N,aAd2te-S!!SQ

t ?sS:?SS.

10. UOP flies.
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5'^agional Police,Offtoer-, : • •
....Tr/..■ Kohat Region Kohat. , o

INFORMATION / NEGLiOENCE REPORT.

-50 Sir. .

#

. Kindly with reference tq the subject noted above, it- is submitted that . 

■ ;nvesiigation vide in Case FIR No.205 dated. 10.05.2023

A(i)/l47/i48 PPC/7ATA PS Karak City, were conductediby inspecio.'’ Sajjad 

.the ambit of law and. rules' and purely on merit basis. Furthe.'more, he. had co.mpiled ^ 

instant case file^upto the' mark and left ,no, lacuna in the discharge of .nventiga- 

Moreover after his transfer from this vdng, investigation of the above m-antioned

been entfustsd to inspector Tahir Nawaz already posted in this Wind

It. is. pertinent to mention here that on one side he is not 
■ investigate^such lik^impoitant .and sensitive case while on the other. rem.~~

, ■' d^andjlegal gratification and disturbing irrelevant innocent pars

In view of the circumstances, it is therefore

Pifase be transferred, from this wing

vjse in the best interest of.state, if so approved . ' . ^ '

u./s34,1 /'188/427/3537:; 37- .

Haider v. bin
' ; j

case nas

ou '"oeie .J

.-•/'dly he '...-.‘.'ed
.:).ns

very dndiy rcW.;4staQ tha: 

•c..'.'., my bth_' rubabie

•v\'?V^^ry: i>
7

• Superintendent 
•Investigation Vv.0* liO'- DO.

;
t■ '.G^oni -dy ■

Op- ./
'! / ^ . .-nir

7 IV■ n
(ij ■sr\

fl■ V
I StN-. J

■O

iJ&^OUCE
KOHAT

i

\'rN^JVv \ \ " /i \ f r
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8Better Copy

To

The: Regional Police Officer 
Kohat Region Kohat ' . '!.

Subject; INFORMATION/NEGLlGENCE REPORT

Respected Sir,

. Kindly with reference to the. subject noted abpve. It is submitted that investigation 

.vide in ’:Case. PlR' Nb. 265 dated 10.05.2023 U/S 341/188/427/453/337-A 

(i)/147/148/ PPC/7ATA PS Karak City were conducted by Inspector Sajjad Haider 

, within the ambit of law and rules and purely on merit basis. Furthermore, he had 

. compiled the. instant case file upto the mark and left no lacuna in the discharge of 

' investigation. Moreover, after his transfer from this wing, Investigation of the above 

mentioned case has been entrusted to inspector Tahir Nawaz already posted in this

wing.

It is-pertinent to mention here that on one side he is not complete investigation 

such like important and sensitive case while on. the other repeatedly he used to 

gain/demand illegal gratification and disturbing irrelevant innocent persons.

In view of the circumstances, it is therefore, very kindly requested that 

inspector Tahir, Nawaz may please be transferred Trom this wing and any other 

. suitable and honest Inspector may be transferred/ppsted in this wing to avoid any 

damage in the best interest of state, if so approved.

Superintendent 

Investigation Wing

f .



•S_____^/(Enq) ,
-/j23:__/2023_

pated

rHAP^P SHEET competent •Officer, Karak as.a
to PS Karak follow:-

SAJJAD AHMAD, District police
tdf Tahir Nawaz lo.; hereby charge you inspeo/ authority

■W/RPO KohatvideietterEndsf.No^
file vide FIR No. 265

PPCHATA Police,

■ dated '10.05.2023 . . _ ■ during
Siatiorr CaraK City that you irrspectc^^

. . process .deroarrded illegal grati» .eg.gence, nralahde
This is quite adverse ^ ,.,3,,,rgb of your offrd^^
^««» ..d. — »

■ . This act Oh your; part rs aga.ns

HMSCOndUCt.

, (k

ina the investigation

and amounts toservice discipline
.orhhrissioh/orrrissioo, constitute

:. Notification No..

Pakhtunkhwa
anyof fh® penalties

your part is against the
TKis act on
-nisconduct.. By. the reasp 7 (amendment

Police disciplinary Rule,197a -t
.Govt;, of Khyber. , 

-self liable to all or

•• X ..
gioss THi* 
conduct under . police

27;08.201.4>dated
3U have rendered your

, ':\859/i-egal
Deipaitment, you

ip(3Gi’ied;in Police Rule-19t5 ibid.
• •• i

, • .. , ; ,,bmit your written- defense within OT-days

' Vis hereby appointed for the purpose
OfficerYou are, therefore 

receip̂ Of this

. oi conduoting eWiuiry.
, the Enquiry Officer 

presumed that you' have no 

hall be taken against you.

should reach toYour written defense if any
failing which shall be

ex-parte action s
stipulated periodwithin a.defansetoputirtandinthatcaceex

desire fo bs heard in person.
Intimate whether you

nt of allegation 's enclosed.A stateme

\

• Karak'■ District Police-Officer;
h

t rV d-xl-j Pr^/oLi *



W'

niSCIPLiNARY ACTION
■ Si«.-

■ mw : > District Po'licO Officer, Karak as a competentI, SAJJAD AHMAD
; anthci;ily,.;is of the.opinion that Inspector Tahir Nawaz 10 PS Karak has ,

committing the-, following; rendered himself liable , to be proceeded against 
. acbconimission within the.hieanirig of Police Disciplinary Rule-1975 (amendment 

3859/Legal, dated 27:08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

on

Notification No. 
F^ilice'Department.'

- STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

■; '‘As per letter' received-from the W/BPO Kohat vide letter Endst:. No

7911/E.C dated 21.07.2023 that froim the perusal of the case file -vide FIR No
341/188/427/353/337,A(i)/147/14S PPC/7ATA Police

. 265

. dated 10.05.2023 u/s 
. ■ ; station Karak City that Inspector Tahir Nawaz during the investigation process

demar.ded itlegargratification-and disturbing irrelevant innocent persons,
his part and.shows'his negligence, malafide intentions and non-

i. This .act on his part is

, This'is

quite adverse
professionalism in the discharge of his official obligations, 
against service discipline and amounts to gross misconduct.

on

^rA^ _ 6^1-
The enquiry. Officers

kdordance with provision.of the Police'Rule-1975 (arA^ndment Notification

27';68!2014) Govt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 'Police
,in

No. :i859/Legal. .dated 

■ tlepastment, nnay 

official, record ! 
recpniriiendation as to; punishment or

provide .reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accuseo 

his finding arid tfiakb within 10-days of the receipt of this order,
other appropriate action against the

accused.
on the date, time andThe accused official .shall join the-proceeding

place fixed by the enquiry officer.

DistrickPolice Officer, Karak
h

No ■- /Eng, dated “2/ —^/2023

j The enqui^°Ofncers for initiating proceeding Nn
^ Provision of the Police Disciplinary . Rule-1975 (amendment Notification Na

27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber . Pakhtunkhwa, Police. 3859/L6gal. dated 
C apartment..

If Inspector Tahir Nawaz 10 PS Karak

j
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■ ATAHIR NAWAZ./NC^UIRY HINDINGS REPORT AGAINST INSPEC

shaet based on statement,of allegation with documents received from, DPO 
■ .A^fak vide No.91/(Enq) dated 2'l.07.2023, wherein in the following allegation were 

/ :feveied agdnst INSP; Tahir Nawaz. Content of allegation is as under;-

RECEIVED FROM THE W/RPO KOHAT VIDE LETTER NO“AS PER LETTER
EN3ST N0.97117EC DATED 21:07.2023 THAT FROM THE PERUSAL OF THE 
CASE FILE VIDE FIR NO. 265 DATED 10,05.2023 U/S 341-188'427-353“337A PPG 

POLICE STATION KARAK CITY T|HAT YOU INSPECTOR TAHIR NAWAZ 
DURING THE INVESTIGATiON PROCESS DEMANDED ILLEGAL GRATIFICATION 
AN3 DISTURBING INNOCENT. PERSON. THIS IS QUITE ADVERSE ON YOUR 

SHOWS YOUR NEGLIGENCE, MALAFIDE INTENTIONS AND NON

I.

AT;\

. PART AND
PROFESSIONALISM IN THE DISCHARGE OF YOUR OFFICIAL OBLIGATIONS." 
“YOUR ACT ON YOUR PART IS AGAINST SERVICE DISCIPLINE AND AMOUNTS 
TO GROSS MISCONDUCT”

II

'The undersigned was appointed .as enquiry' officer and above quoted charge sheet 
based on statement of .allegation was served upon the defaulter against inspector Tahir 
Nawaz. Wi-h the direction .to submit his written statement before the undersigned within

' stipulated period.. : ■
Reply of the defaulter official was received, placed on file and found un-satisfactory. In 
order to dig'out the real ■facts the following witnesses were examined and their 

■ statements duly signed were placed on.file.

i. STATEIVIENT OF SI INSPECTOR TAHIR NAWAZ
stated in his written statement that Inspector Sajjad Haide.r initially investigated tlie 

case FIR .l-:o.265 dated''!0.05.2023 u/s 341-353-427-3374 (i)-.188-7ATA PS Karak. After- 
. ' ■ his tra'nsfer on' 11.07.2023 the investigation of the case was handed over to him (Insp; 

Tahir). During course of investigation of the said case he not demanded anyone nor he 
called them for self interest.. {Statement attached)

2. SECRET I -EPORT
According to the secret probe reporti no solid evidence, was found against Inspector 
Tahir Naw.uzfor his involvement in illegal activities. (Report is attached)

3. STATEiVlENT OF MHC NASIR KHAN N0.567 PS KARAK
He stated that inspector Tahir Nawaz Khan is conducting-investigation in case FIR 

.■N,o.265 da;ed 10.05.2023 u/s 341-353-427-337A (i) 188^7ATA PS Karak in which efforts, 
being made to .trace .500/600 unidentified suspects. He further stated that he 

doesn't know about anything regarding the said inspe.ctor has derrianded money from 

someone. (Statement attached).

■are'

4. STATEIVIFNT OF pil YAR MUHAMMAD PS KARAK
He stated that inspector Tahir Nawaz Khan is conducting investigation in case FiR 
No,255 dated 10.05.2023 u/s 341-353-4,27-3374. (i) 188-7ATA PS Karak. A total of 113 

■ accused I'.ave been traced in the- case so far, out. of which 79 accused have been 
arrested.- There.are 500/600 unidentified acpused in the case., to trace them, Inspector



s

'W'. tv.-, ..

; /'
'. ■ ? w

AIUIEER SULTAN PS KARAK -r um ,c

If during investigation anyone has complained against the said
■ ; then he has no knowledgeaccused in the case 

inspector 'to the High-ups regarding demanding, money 
. about it, ([^Uaternent of SHO Ameer Sultan is attached)

• FiHDING
■lew all .the statements/available record it was found that apparently there

or demanding ..
it is the

but due to the fear.

. Keeping in view -.. .
no 6' idence against .Inspector Tahir Nawaz of harassing any person i

, any person but a careful study, of all the statements revealed that it is the
specialty of the people .of District Karak that they complain verbally, ' .' ' ‘

they do not come forward and give any written statement. Inspector Tahir
Nawazs’I'rrevious service record is also not good,, it is his habit to take.money from the 
people and .implicate them in false.cases. No solid evidence has been found against 

however.,, from his previous service record, it is clear that he .is a

was
... - anything .from

' of the police.'

him in this case,
• corrupt and dishonest person.

C6NCLUS10N

From the inquiry conducted so far/ previous'service history of inspector Tahir Nawaz, 
undersigned has reached to the. conclusion that charges leveled against Inspector 

established and found guilty therefore, he is hereby reconnmended fon.

Major Pui iishment if agreed, please.

• the
Tahir-Nawaz is

ii'U'
Superintendent of Police, : 

Investigation Kohat

•**?•*.

I

;

. \
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\V^ Y^
/Enq

Dated: j5^/Ji2_/2023

{/)%Pru4 No.
. I

. y

0^
FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

(IJNDER.RtJLE 5[3V KPK DISCIPLINARY AND EFFICIENCY RULES ■ 1975 (AMENDED 2014]

Tahir Nawaz lO' PS Karak, proceeded against 

letter received from the W/RPO.
WHEREAS, you Inspector

the basis of allegations that as perdepartmer. tally
Kohat vide Endst: No'7911/EC dated 21.07.-2023, that upon perusal of the case file

341,188.427,3-53,337A(i),.147,14,8 PPC/7ATA

on

vide FIR No. .265 datedjA05^023 u/s
Police■ station Karak City that you'Inspector Tahir Nawaz during the investigation 

■■ ■■ process demanded illegal gratification and dislmrbing irrelevant irmoccnt persons. This 

■ 'is quite adverse o-iT^ur part a^dlh7777u“r negligence, malafide intentions and noiu 

professionalism in the discharge of your official obligations. This act on your part is 

against sewice discipline and-.also amounts to gross misconduct.

served', with ' Charge Sheet, and statements of■ THEREFORE, you were 

under Police Disciplinary 86 Efficiency Rules 1975 (amended 2014) vide No.
appointed as Enquir^^

allegation^:
9i-92/En:i;,, dated ,21.07.2023.. SP Investigation Kohaf was 

Officer to-conduct departmental enquiry'against you,To-which you-submit youn reply.
the Enquiry Officer submitted findings vide No. .723/PA. Aifter completion of enquiry

dated 1-3.09.2023, in'which .the charges leveled against you Inspector Tahir 

established and found guilty'and recommended for appropriate Punishment.

Nawaz is

' NOW,- THEREFORE,'. I, SAJJAD AHMAD (PSP), District Police O.'Ticcr,

under Police Disciplinary & Efficiency Rules 1975Karak have vested the power 

(amended.2014) liable to take action against you,- which will render you.

Your reply to this Final Show-Cause Notice .must reach to thc officc of the 

undersigned within (07 days) of the receipt of this Final Show Cause N-otice.- In case 

■your-rcpl3 is. not received within the stipulated period,, it shall be presumed that you 

have no defence and cx-parte actidn will be taken agauist you.,Al^o state, whether you 

desire to be heard in person?.
♦

o
U'

T^(p POLICE OFFICER, 
KARAK

distr:
y!

/ ’■■"P 

To
/

iJyrOe
..-d-f

V;

\\I

s.
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This order wlli .dispose. dff the departmental enquiry initiated againsi. 
" inspecr>r Tahir Wavvar/posted.at investigiTion.'WingKarak:-

■' Tact's are that as per letter received from the W/RPO Kohat vide letter 
Endst: h o. 7911/EC dated'21.07,2023'that from the perusal of the case file vide FIR No: 
265 daoid 10:05,2023 U/s 341/l88/427/353/337A(l) n47/148 PPG

That Inspector Tahir Na'wa-z during the ■ investigation process
/7ATA Police

ity '.KarakStation
deTand :d iilegal. gratification and disturbing irrelevant innocent persons. This-, is quite

and non-malafide intention.adverse bir his part and shows his negligence 
professi .nalism in the discharge of his official obligations. This act on his part is against 

sciplin^and amount to'gmss misconduct., !’ , ’service h i

He was served with Charge Sheet together with statement of allegations 
under F slice .Disciplinary Rules .1975 '(amended 2014)' vide. No, 9l-92/Enq: dated

SP Investigation. Wing Kohat was appointed as
Officers to -conduct departm.ental enquiry against him. After the completion of 
the Enquiry Officer submitted, his. findings vide,No 723/PA dated 13.09.2023, 

thtt r!' - lefaulter,Inspector was found guilty on the'basis of allegations leveled against 
officer recommended the. said Inspector for award of majoi

. 21.:07.2(.23. .iVlr,- Jamii-Ur-Rehman 

■ Enquiry, 
enquiry^

him, - 'i! e enquiry, 
pLinishij ..TUt.-

issued to him vide this officeThereafter, Final Show'Cause Notice was 
'dated- 04.10.202'3. He submitted his, reply .to this effect and his reply wasNo. 103. Enq; 

found ur satisfactory.

.Keeping in viev;v of above and having- gone through available record, the 
to the conclusion that he being a member of disciplined force, have

•'

• ' undersic ;ied come
- acted in'indiscipline and irresponsible manner and also shown non-professiona.ism in

officials obligations. Therefore, 1, -Sajjad Ahmad (PSP) District 
exercise of the powers conferred upon me, he is hereby

the discharge of his 
..Police OTficer, Karak in 
. awarde;. with major nLinish.ment .3f reduction in Rank from Offq:,,Ins|jectorJo

hve Rank of Sub-inspector.

N.-

OB. No. 
Dated

V .

/2023./

KarakDretric/t Police Officer
office of the district police officer, karak

i /2023/A i-33 /Eng,.Karak theNo. ■>' 3 jr T

C-jpy of above is submitted to;

Regional Police Officer, Kohat, Region, Kohat for favour of information wfr to
.r office Endst: No. 7911/EC, dated 21.07.2023, please.

■’ Investigation Wing Karak for information and necessary action

■ 1. T.'ie

2. S
)E: ^

. I
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11h* OUiKj/.
Kohiit BuubH\ Kolur

. > viuoubU; rnOPLW 6<ANfj|ii
, I

Sub]oa; DCPAnTMENl MAPPFAl,

RiispcctuiiSU,

VVilb due lespect. appoilacn iubmlU dcp.ntttiunirtl .‘(pRi'-i dw. 

■order o( lear.nud OUiHcl Polke OiUcor. K.vjk daied 06.11.202!J bctuiuf, OB No ‘1B6 

\'ide which major peoaliy ol fcdunlon from t|m r^k onhspccior to tht? f^mk of juh 

Uupecior was inipo^ed on eppcHatit.

PACTS ''
■ ‘4. Tl*M appcilant.vvas sctvlon at Inspt^cipr. now as Sult-lnsiHrcror

dUitkt tCaralcPolice under vQur command.and eoiUiol. Oufoigpu'.iii.i:

■ period at disliict Karak appellanl Avas rendered to dlMiplinar,'

pfoccedlnfis which culminated In the Inipugned order,

2 ■ TbatThc dejiartmcntal proceedmaS were initiated agJlnsl appellani

the suvnocison'characf of demanding, dlegai ^iiltotlon (rom 

involved. In case riii' No. 265 dated. 10:05.2023 under iccii£>i»
34iyiSS/427/353/337 A|i)yi47/l‘18 PPC read with section 7 oi An\i 

Terrorism Acu l$9? Police station Olv Karak and dlsiuibmg tirckvanc

person,

rnat appellant subnmieiJ reph in response to the ctiatge stieet. 

contending theicm that the Cflmlrial .case under icview w.is 

regisiefcd on 10.05.2023 and initial invcsiifiau'on was conducted it\ 

the case by predecessor in offrceof appellant namely Sajjsd Haidvr 

■ Inspector InvcsiieationTn the cssa V/as handed over lo appellant qn 

1L07-20231.e. after isvo months oMts rcftlStratibn and submission of

■ - iniericn .challan by'SttO City KaraV,

4. •• That case flpi- No. 265 vras le^slci-cd by operation v.ing o(, police of

■ police-staiton: cjit. Karak .against the-pariicipanis of tht unl,r.vf..:i 

issemUIV who bio-dtedThc Indus ilighyvav and lock ilie law into men 

hands while pfuicstmg anaihsl Uic arrest of chrorman of "Ps- .^u^n 

.Tehrik .Insal" .(PTi). All the members of tlie uni3\sfi.!l'■. 

.charg^ in FIR jnduding 2Vby names who v.-oie leading tiie 

assembly.

Tlial 3s a result of joint etforts oPinvesligatlon and operaiton wmgs r.l 

potjee and with support of NAOttA total U3 suspects v. ere traix:.J ur.d

3.

'.■CI 'w

U!’li.l>'/h.l

5.

I
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IBetter Copy

To,
The Regional Police Officer 
Kohat Region Kohat

Thrnnph PROPER CHANNEL 

Subject; DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

Respected Sir:
With due. respect, appellant Departmental, appeal against the order ol 

. learned District Police Officer, Karak, dated 06.11.2023 bearing 486 vide, which major 

' penalty from the Karak from the rank of Inspector, was imposed on appellant.

: FACTS,
1 That appellant Was serving as Inspector now as Sub Inspector in District Karak Police 

under your command-and control. During ' posting Karak appellant was rendered to 

disciplinary proceedings which culminated in passing the impugned order.
initiated against appellant on charge ot

FIR No. 265 dated
2. That the departmental proceedings 

demanding Illegal gratifications the suspects/involved, i 
10.05.2023 under section 341/188/427/353/337-A/147/148 PPC with section 7 of Anti

was.
in case

Terrorism Act, 1997 Police StatidnCity Karak and disturbing irrelevant person.
3. That appellant submitted reply in-response in the.charge sheet, contending therein that 

: the Criminal caseunder review was registeredon 10.05.2023 and initial investigation was

conducted in the case by predecessor in office of the appellant namely Sajjad Haidei
was handed over to appellant on 11.07.2023 i.e afterInspector Investigation in the case 

two months of its registration and submission of interim relief by SHO challan SHO City

Karak. ..
4. That; case FIR No. 265-was registered by, appellant wing pfPolice Station city Karak 

' against the participants of the unlawful assembly who blocked the Indus Highway and 

took the law into their hands while ptotesting against the arrest of chairman of 

. ^ Tehreek Insaf’ (PTI). A.llthe members of the unlawful assembly were charged in FIR

including 24 by names who were leading the unlawful assembly.

5. That as a result of joint of Investigation and operation wings of police and with support
of NADRA total 313 suspects was traced and identified: .

“Pakistan
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F-
' . iltiitsil Rriltintillon and hnr»>Jing1nnownt pcr^o»s ogauv.,!

■ Tharclotc awatd ol’tnolor Pftnnhvio i|)Riill,ir.i y.niiooi idL-.'viv>'’K ■

the i’.'' ' '■
vici^mv 0^ aUcficd »TiWconciuti iv 

dlicipilr^ary aciians*
1\^ JiD\\\cThat^ inivtal Invcitigailon was conducted m 

mePV',ondd above by another olbccr. ,nv..imat.on

about 07 montbvlong pe'iu

demand ol 'nicsa^ B'^ttl'cailon 

al this related slaec

e) ’ .’.'jb

ij iheidOu,

from suipcetb or

d?c^

cntrtj&ted lo appoUanl alter 

the charges oi
harassing Innocent person

nol appeal to prudent 

repotted that the
. . . penalty on ihe basis otlntpufir

and ialrpUy.

o( invcbl'RaPon

olficei clearlv
.mind. Again, the cnqoin,

.Thcfolora a--"-='dunproved 

ned charfics against
e charges a«e ther^ormsoliubfce

intc-ndC'nl of 

pul nonu oi
superintendent of Police and super.

investigation
d about the ailegeoch.t.Ees

. ■■ Thai Glrtle Deputy
■' . Police lnvesllgalloh^“P®'^"='‘’"''

ever advised or wa'rne
the said oKlccr has

boundless and v-ithout lootmss
ed witllOUl

. Thcrelorelhe alleged charges ere sr
been p*cpa«-file hasThat the whole departmental

therefore the 

based on
B) scribed In the rules,.

order
e pre
na of- the ithpogncd

plying with the ptoccdur 

subsepuenl action of passing
tom

3l Ihe

That appehi-
time of personal hearing..
,, therefore requested that impugne

aside v/iib
d.order may

all back benefits.

..YourObecilcnlly

•. Tahir Nass-ai
Investigation wing tfar^l^

Sub inspector

. Entlosure .
Copy of impugned order

. V



better copy
against appellant. Therefore awardIllegal gratification harassing innocent persons

ppellant without identifying the victims, of alleged misconduct
if major penalty to a 

. the law and rules governing disciplinary actions

in the case FIR No. 265 mentionedThat initial investigation was conducted ine).,
above by another officer. Investigation of the case was entrusted to appellant

' about, 2 months long period therefore, the charges of demand of illegal
at this related stage

after
gratifications for suspects or harassing innocent person 

of investigation does not appeal to prudent mind again the enquiry officer 

clearly reported that the charges are unproved. Therefore award of major 

penalty.on the basis of impugned charges against the norms of justice and

‘ fair play.
That circle Deputy Superintendent. of Police and Superintendent Police

Investigation supervise, the investigation process
anted about the alleged-charges. Therefore the alleged

■ f).
but none of the said officei

has .ever advised orw
charges are groundless and without footing.
That the whole departmental fileihas been prepared without complying with

therefore the subsequent action of 

defective'proceedings is bad in eye

g)«
the rulesthe procedure prescribed in 

passing of the, impugned order based

of law and rules.
That appellant may be allowed to 

personal hearing.

on

advance additnal grounds at the time of
h).

It is therefore requested that impugned order may be set aside with all back

benefits..

Your Obediently

. . Tahir Nawaz ■

Sub Inspector Wing KarakI

;■ .Enclose 

Copy of impugned order

■ V
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, , • ' ^ This order will uisp'ose-bi'The doi:':irji‘'-eijial appeal pi'e'errad dy
■ No. 'K/168 of Invesiigatibn Karak against tiie ardar of Disirici Police OliiCLr...Naina 

he was awarded major punishmeni • of redowice ircm the ran 
substaiativc B'unk of Snb Insp.cctor'vide OH PT.'-ISo, dated 16'.ll 202.--. Hrici 'acisrc 
are that SP investigation K'arak; sent inroi.r'.aiion :cporo againsi dh- a'O'.' .'

' .Inspector to the undersigned vide letter No,’ idii dated 21.07,20 
posted as Inspector'in Investiga-tion Karak was ■.•.lurostcd'the inx'csup 
dated 10.05.2023 u/s 341/18B./427'3.o/337,\(;;'147-'' 148-PPC f" Ad!

.\ -icreiv
V

1

:ve, rr'O'
. f (.'ase 1 

nPS C:^'■ V anP-P on
'2 Ni '0';

iran.^Ki ■•..'•'his oredeccssor'Inspeeior Sane,-' H-wsain. ! lie SP ln\'asligaiion siaico w ;o.
that bn one side the appellant is not competent to ins'csiigaie suclt like imponam ;a lU sc-';-'-' .i ■' -•

case while on the other hand reportedly he demanded illegal graiilicaiions and disuir'oina
P-'W'.,inclcvanl and irigocent persons. The report-o* SP Invcsiigcoion KarcA \va,swe.'i-i 

!'or iniiicuing proper departmental proceeding.s againsi the riolmciisent o’llmei-.
',v'

‘Disirict Police Ofliccr. Karak iiPtiafed proper’departmental enciuiv;. -•.•oe.e
tTCx-;-.

;nL.-

agaimst him and .SP’/ Investigation Koliat -vy:'. nominated as-Pnendoy 
• Oiiiccr after fiilPiUmenl of codal formalitie.s v.’.Pmiu-cd iii.s findings w nereis .ne e.'

found guilty of the'charges leveled agains-v ni iie rccoirnucnded ram m r 
under the rcle.vani rules. DPO Karak had is.‘-''ied Idna! Shove Cans;.- Nmm..- 
olTiceiv 1 lowcveia his reply was round imsaiis:'.etory.

'A' ; u'

Keeping.in view the rccornn'.ei -iitlidns ol.the TneaAtry -df.lu.' 
of the easel the dclinquent'ofiicer was .award e pimishinem o’!.,:'edi;c-t':. a- 
to SLlb.stanii^■c rank of Sub Inspector under du- re'evani. rules b\ the L)’a''''.''.c; . 
Karak vide Op No. 486 dated 16.1 i.202^ .

Feeling aggrieved from the . rde'•jf'l.'.-istricl Podicc ■.Tiiccr. i- 

ore for red ihc insianl appeal. He was sumi-'i'Oi'c'. and h.eard in pm.'On in 
the olTce oi'iIk- undersigned on K).12.2i 23. i 
■hat iltc appcilani '.yas promoted as lospcn
••■•'irh'mcd’as 'inspector, ClonSgquenijy. m 
Seel i.o!' ’uf 2 )f b i V.' f the Kii,.- bor Pa'khi’Link'r;w, 
ihat reversion frouTan Ofl'iclriliitg rai.k iy n.-u'p'.mis.hiiiCm ! 
holding the subsaantive rank of Si. ' .

N .

cm ihe porusa' o: t'v.- r^vunn:
:n:.'. '-V. :Vib

lilt. iVC r:v*[..e:Amg

rnee VUiles 1475 |.\s .-ynK-rKied in .2 .f
1 •

M ' V

• t
. 7 ST b.k'n, Kw.'i!-oresjo;ng'm'’tow. :, a..ua.- • 

being the appelpue aathority. herc’.iy >;e: asa.i: um pumshmeni oi .’lv..;
• ' Oflieiaiing Inspector to substaniivc raitk an' ''ub inspector awurJc-.. :

- Karak vii,ie order No. •’186 ca’ieo .•6.,': 1 : itc ccp'arii'noo.ia! oik;
appeliar. .usmds p.mi.hng 'cI'a’c 
.pa.ss a '.nealkmg t'rder '.m '.Iv': .Oci 

. :i'cc-m'.-j'ce with the Ikiv-’Oer Pakhi.irikhv',. i 
period of-i 5 days alter liw: receipt vii' ..wiC’ .u';: ’'iiicc.

cl

lI', 1.

1 ) S'l '■

.Ca n a.nsiw;
!

: Cl:’.,!*I'

M K V

Order/-.itnounceii
19.J2.2023

/KC,

Copy, foiwarded u> iTstrm ,?o,. 
action .'odr to Iris oflice Memo: N-o. 443\' ;K'. 
Roll. I'aini.Misa! ana Fnuairv i-ti,' V

;

.■ 'T’i.i'.cer. S-.rutk av .;

1-

1
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Better CoDV

of -h. »«PQ«j R*. "
04.0, ,2024 "" » •■“' ■'«

■ Karak where m the W/RPO ’ ^ tnr tn ^iib‘itantive rank of Sub Inspector awarded by

of the order.
ceived from the W/RPO Kohat vide letter No 70 V1 /EC dated 

information report against. Inspector lahn“Facts are that as per letter re

'imggJ^SsI/BvSuv'/US/TlTAPoUce Station City Karak. The SP Invest,gation stated 
■ ^SSln one ii the appellant/defauher ^

like important and sensitive case whtle on the pemons,
thelnvestigationprocessdemandedtllegalgrauf^cattn^ndd^

Jr'lsSUtth'di^^^^^^^^^ cognattons. This act on his part is against disciphne

and amount in gtoss misconduct.

,4 ,Ms 4,g.ri,. fc W» .«d .i.h Ctog.

10 conduc, dep^menoil enqu,^ dofauller InspoCor was foaod

Inspector for award of major punishment.

Thereafter Final Shbw Cause Notice
04 10 2023 He submitted his reply was found.unsatisfactoiy.

/ ■ ' r™ *. pe--

ilH^H=5S“=.?=
Inspector.

issued to him vide this OfftceNo 103/Eng datedwas

was

rank of Sub

ord and recommendations 
to substantive rank of

Keening in view of above and having gone through available 
Keeping m Officiating rank of Inspector

rec

sub mspecior is uui a — r
1,97,5 (as amended in 2014) therefore I, punishment of reduction

, sub inspector (SI) to sustentative rank of Assistant Sub
Inspector (ASI) for a.period of two (2) years w.th ,mmed,ate.effect.

OBNo.,22
District Police Officer Karak

Dated 16/01/2024
mntirF. OF TH17 niSTRlCT PHI .ICE OFFICER KARAK
No. 99-1.00/Enq, Karak theT6.01.2024

. . . Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to
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To,

. The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region, Kohat,

Through: PROPER CHANMEl^

hFPARTMEIMTAL APPEALSubject:

Respected Sir,

With due respect, appellant submits departmental appeal against the 

■ order of learned District Po.lice Officer, Karak dated 16;0V2b24-bearing QB No,. ,22 

vide which ■major pehalty of reduction from the substantive rank Sub Inspector.of to

therank of Assistant Sublnspector was irdposed on theappellant.
i .

FACTS

, That appellant was promoted to the rank of Inspector vide Order of 

Worthy Inspector General bf Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa bearing No. 

233/:CPO/E-ll dated 19.04;2023. Appellant was posted in investigation 

wing district Ka,rak. Appellant was proceeded against'departmentally 

on charges of demanding illegal, gratification from''the suspects 

involved in-case FIR NO. 265 dated 10.05.2023 under Section 

341/183/427/353/337-A(l)/148/149 PPC read with Section 7 of Anti 

Terrorism Act. The departmental proceedings culminated in passing 

the order of reversion of appellant from the. substantive rank of 

Inspector to the rank of Sub Inspector-vide Order of District Police 

Officer, Karak dated 06!11.2023 bearing OB No, 486.

That - appellant submilfed departmentally appeal against the 

aforementioned penalty order before your good office. The 

-depa.rtmental appeal was disposed of by, your good office vide order 

No. 175/t:C dated 04.01.2024, wherein the reversion order from the 

rank of Inspector to.the rank of Sub Inspector Vv/as set aside and case ■ 

was‘remanded to District Police Officer, Karak for pa.ssing speaking 

order and .the.departmentalenquiry already conducted v;as order to 

the stand pending. Learned District Pot,i.ce. 0(ficc-:r Karak v.'ithout first 

issuing order 'of re-instating appellant .in the rank of inspector and 

providing'appellarit any opportunity of defence, passed the impugned' 

order of reduction in rank of the substantive rank' of Sub- Inspector 

to Assistant Sub Inspector.

That the -appellant had earlier submitted reply in response to the 

charge sheet, .conlending therein that Ih'c criminai case under review 

was registered pn 10.0S-.202-3 and initial investigation was conducted 

in the case by-firedGcessor'in office of-the appeltani namely Sajjad

1.

2.

3.



Haider - Inspector. Investigation in the case was handed over to the

appellant on 11.07.2023 i.'e.. after two months of its registration and 

submission of interim Challan by Station House Officer City Karak.

That actually case FIR No., 265 was registered by operation wing-of 

-Police of Police-station city Karak against the. members of the 

unlawful assembly who blocked the Indus Highway and took the law 

into their hands-while protesting against-the arrest of chairman of 

Pakistan - Tehrik Insaf" (Pfl.), All the members pf the unlawful 

assembly were charged^n FIR including 24 by names who 

leading thernob.

That as a

4.

were

5. result of joint efforts of investigation and operation wings of 

Police and with.support of NADRA total 113 suspects were traced and 

identified, and the case .filed had -remained in. custody of Anti 

Terrorism .Court, Kohat in connection with District'Police Officer Karak 

issued order of reversion of appellant from the rank of inspector

the rank of Sub-Inspector disposal of bail petitions. ' ■

That;On 21.0/.2023 that is after ten {10} days, of assuming the charge 

of investigation of the case, charge.sheet was issued to'the appellant 

on the basis ;of aforementioned' charges, appellant 

plausible reply and the inquiry officer without collecting'any evidence 

in support of the charges made recommendation of award of penalty 

to appellant.

. That appellant filed ■ departmental appeal and your , good office 

remand the case to District Police Officer, Karak for passing speaking 

order but the District Police-Officer without complying with your good 

office directions'passed-the impugned order. Hence the departmental 

appeal on the following grounds.

to

6.

submitted-

7.

GROUNDS:

. a) That the impugned order has been passed in clear violation of the 

■ • directions contained .in the order passed in departmental appeal of 

appellant as the order of reversion from the rank of Inspecto r w.as set
aside by your good office but'no order of re-instatement in rank of

Inspector was issued. Again your good office has issued order that

inquiry Stand pending bufinquiry was not entrusted enquiry officer. 

Furthermore, appellant, was regularly promoted to,, the rank' of 

Inspector vide order of Worthy Inspector. General of Police onvt'he
basis of seniority cum fitness after recommendations of departmental

■ promotion committee District-Police Officer Karak has wrongly held 

that the prom.otic)n of appellant to the rank of Inspector
was no



>

of Inspector by Regionalpromotion; Actually promotion to the 

Police" Officer within the meaning of Police Rules 13.4 is. no

promotion. Any promotion made in pursuance of recommendations 

of departmental promotion committee is regular promotion. District 

Police Officer Karak did not provide chance of defence to appellant 

and issued the itpp'ugned order at the back of appellant.

, That it is well settled principle of-disciplinary proceedings that inquiry 

officer will be confined to the allegations leveled in the charge sheet.

b)

He is npt authorized to travel beyond the ambit of such allegations. 

Inquiry Officer has reported in clear terms that there was no evidence 

against appellant of harassing any person or demanding •.illegal

gratification. Enquiry Officer has reported the appellant, guilty • 

.because previous service record-of appellant was not good. The 

.allegations of possessing’ patchy record of service, are neither 

mentioned in charge sheet nor in Show Cause Notice. Hence, the 

alleged findings of inquiry officer are defective therefore; the 

impugned -order based on that enquiry report had no legal sanctity 

and worth set aside.’•

That’ Inquiry Officer,has carried out open and secret inquiry but failed 

, to'collect any evidence in support of the charges of demanding illegal 

. gratification and harassing innocent persons. Enquiry officer has.also 

based the opinion of blemished record oT service of appellant on no 

evidence or reference to-any specific lapses and omissions on the part 

of appellant. Therefore, the inquiry proceedings have been carried 

out in flagrant violations of, rules; hence the impugned order is void 

, ab-initio.

That this is on the rec.qrd-that the enquiry officer has examined the 

witnesses in absence of appellant as no-chance of cross examination 

of the witnesses was provided, to the ’ appellant. The witnesses 

categorically stated that no evidence was available in support of 

charges. Therefore the impugned order is not tenable.

That major penalty of reduction in rank was awarded to appellant but 

the complaint maker' of the alleged .charges is still unknown. , 

Appellant is still unaware .that who made complaint of demanding 

illegal gratification and harassing innocent persons against tha 

appellant. Therefore, award of major penalty to appellant ,without 

identifying the victims of alleged misconduct is against the.law and 

rules governing disciplinary actions.

I .

c) ■ ■

d)

. e)..



That initial investigation \A/as conduGted in'the case FIR No. 265 

mentioned above by another officer. Investigation of the case was 

. ' entrusted to appellant after about 02,months long period therefore, 

the charges of demand of illegal gratification from suspects or 

harassing innocent person at this belated stage of investigation does

f).

not.-appeal to prudent ■; rtijhd. Again the enquiry officer clearly

unproved. Therefore a\*ard of majorreported that the charges are 

' penalty on the basis of unproved charges is against the norms of

justice.and fair play.

That Circle Deputy Superintendent of Police and superintendent of 

Police Investigation supervising the investigation processes but 

of the said officer has ever advised or'warned about the alleged 

charge! Therefore, the alleged charges are groundless and without 

footings.

t That the whole' departmental file has been' prepared without 

•• complying with the procedure prescribed in the rules, therefore, the 

subsequent action of passing of the impugned order based on 

defective proceedings is bod in eye of law and rules.

It is therefore requested .that impugned order may be set aside with

g)
none

h)

all back benefits.

Your Obediently .

• Tahir Naw

Assistant Sub Inspector Investigation Wing Karak

Enclosure

Copy of impugned order
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'This order will dispose'of the depajtiiiental appe;il'>TrfPnei! h\

No. K/168.of Invesiigulion Karak’againsi the order of District Police Officer, Knrak wiicie.v,

ASl 'I'ahir A.a\-- ay
> ■

■ . "vyas awarded major punishment of reduction from the substanfive rank of Sub Inspeetar m 

the rank‘‘of Assistant Sub Inspector vide OB No. 22, dated 16,U1;2024. Brie! laeis ol ilic 

arc lhat'SP Investigation Karak'sent a report against ihe above named Otfg: Inspec!

■ undersigned vide letter No, Nil'dated 21.07.2023. that the appellant, .while I'o.-^ied 

Officer in Police Station City Karak, was cnlru.sted with the investipaiion o\

■ dated 10,05.2023 u/s 34t/U!l/‘127/353/337ACi)/147/ J48 PPC / 7.-\TA'PS City karak. 'll,.' ;■!’ 

Investigation stated in hC loner that on one hand llie appellant is noi compcient U' im'osoy.iiv

' such like impoilant ami-sensitive casciwhile on (Tic other hand, reportedly lie ^l^eo i 

gal'gratifications and dislLirbing irrqlcvant innocent persons. Ihe icpr'il id

■ Karak was sent to I• Karak for initialing proper depariniental po'ceedine

ea;'.e

as In'.'csiiis'.oon

;, :•

delinqucnl-olficcr.
District Police Officer, Karak initiated proper deparliiionial er..|iiii>

against him tmd 8P Investigation Kohal was nominated as Encjiiiry (3llicei', I iie l;.nqiiiry 

after fulfillment of codai formalities submitted his findings wherein the appeliani 

guilty oi'tiic charges leveled agiiinst him aiid recommended him lor ipa]or iMmis.'inie; 

relevant rules. DPC.i Karakds.sued Final Show Caus,e Notice'tn (lie delinouciii o';i,.;'i- ar.'; i 

to wlii-ch was found unsaiisfaetory.

Keeping in' view the recommendations o.f the Enquiry Oil'ieer and ci;cn;n-;i ua ;: 

of the case, the,delinquent officer was awarded punishment of reduction from Off;;: Ii.iA'i.'. ; a 

ihe substantive raitk of Sub in.speclor by the District Police Officer; Karak v;.',lc (.'>B No. -N..- 
16.11.2023. ' ■ • ' .

l.'niid;

F.eeiing aggrieved from the order of Di.siric! l-'olic:,' Offn.:." id.

preferred appeal before the undersigned. He was summoned and heard in peison in ooi.-r! 

on 19.12.2023. From the perusal of record, it transpired thai the appelkmi 

Officiating Inspector on 19,04,2023. Pie had. not yet been confirineci.a.s liLspectin. ('■ 

be w'as holding the substantive rank of Sub Inspector. Section 4 Ultd'; 

Pakbtunkbwa Police lUiler. 1975 (as atnended. in 2014) provjd'cs il'iai 

Officiating rankds noi-a [ui'nishmniU,

Based

W;ts [■'1'nir, IS

in Ills' mW

ic '.'ci'Sn'i!

the above, ilie order of pujiishmeni fianvi ilic ra'iiknil ' 11y.. :■ • •.

, Ihe. siibstaniive rank of Su .in.specior issued by, Di.strict Police Officer Karul; vid^' OB N-
•01

•; i-o.i

dated 16.11.2023 set a.Nde and, consequently'., ibe depanmcnial 
delinquent ctfficer stood .pending before the DPO Karak.' Di.strict Ikdicc Officer

was eii'.'purv ';n.;.iriS'.

K.ir.ik

O’.e
4

\' N'

directed to pass'a spetiking order on the ciepartmeniai. ejutuirN- cimducicd 

-SU'ictly.in accordance whli Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1P7,'. (a.-; aiiKnid

Coiniequent njion the above direclion.s. Distriel I'orice'tPn.'er k.nnk 
.major punishment of reduction in rank from the substantive rank of'Sub Iniq^ecmr m sulwi.um,

..rank oj Assistant Sub Inspector for a period of two-years with imiiVcdiaic elTcri idc Hit
dated 16.01.2024. '

Sigaiina ilw



• f
' >

i
•'f

ri*'" the order'Of'District Police OlTicer, Karnk. ilvc 

Ilewas summoned and'heard'in person in Order!)' iep'.an lK';a le 

office of the undersigned on 20.02.2024. However.he could not present any pi;ui.sii'!)c gr^^nnJ'-. a.

Being dissaiisfied from

^^IJireferred the instant appeal

!
justify his misconduct. ’

Foregoing in view; i, Sher Akbar, PSP, S.St, Regional 

being the appellate authority, am of the considered.opinion that the cliargcs Jevx leo 

have been fully, establisiied. d'hepunishment awarded by the District Po.licc,Uibeer 

■.-..appellant is justified and, .therefore, .warrants ;no inte'rtcre.nce. l-lencc, appeal 

Nawaz No; K/li>8 is hereby; rejected, being devoid ofsubstaiice and nieiil.

i
Palide 0 !'.’-rci'a

. Ka.i'a!-; a ^

mi'.AS!

Order Afwounced . 1

20.02.2024 y

V
!2egiot'.H.l--!'dl

Ko.hai
:v\- r

1 "1t tvCL'iini

No./.(?‘^A /EC. Dated Kohat the-CA ! o£- 'mU

Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Karak tor infornratipn and noaess:;- 
action w/r-to his office Memo: No. 436/EC, dated 01.02.2.024. G2 Service Booki 0! Scr\'icc a 

Fauji Misal arid Enquiry File are returried herewifiv ; •

4r >T A 'A

• •



VAKALAT NAMA

NO. /2024

KP IIN THE COURT OF

(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

(Respondent)
(Defendant)

I/We,

Do hereby appoint and constitute TAIMUR ALI KHAN, ADVOCATE HIGH COURT, to 
appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our 
Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability for his default and 
with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all 
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above noted; matter. 
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any stage of the 
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

Dated /2024
(CLIEN'

ACCEPTED

/

TAIMUR^I KHAN 
Advocate High Court

BCHO-4240
CMC: 17101-7395544-5 
Cell No, 03339390916


