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S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings )

1 2 A 3

o 25/03/2024 The appeal of Mr. Tahir Nawaz resubmitted today

| by Mr. Taimur Ali Khan Advocate. 1t is fixed for preliminary
-hearing  before  Single - Bench  at  Peshawar on|.
102.04.2024 Parcha Peshi giveh ‘to the - counsel” for the

appellant.




- Tabnr Nawaz received today i.e on 22.03.2024 is incomplete on the
is retumied to the counsel for the appellant for completion and

- sesorandum of appeal is not signed by the appellant.
Chieek Hstis not attached with the appeal.
arfinavit s not attested by the Oath Commissioner., .
Anneures of the appeal are unattested.
Deparunental appeal s unsigned, )
S Annaxures-A &1 of the appeal are illegible be replaced by iegible/better one.
it o coples/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in respect
suny awy be submitted with the appeal. :
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
e ‘ PESHAWAR T

SERVICE APPEAL NO._768 /2024 -

Mr Tahxr Nawaz, ASI
. lnvestlgatlon ng, Karak

'APPELLANT
VERSUS

| Thc Reglonal Pohce Ofﬁcer Kohat Reglon Kohat.
2. The Dlsmct Pohce Ofﬁcer Karak |

. RESPONDENTS .

: APPEAL 'UNDER SECTION4 OF "THE l\llYBER
'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
DATED ~ 28.02.2024, - WHEREBY . THE
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT
WAS REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUNDS. |

. PRAYER ' a ‘ L
THAT ON 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
’lNSPECTOR (BPS 16) AS HE WAS BEFORE 'IIIL
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i
|

" ORDER 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 APPELLANT. '

4

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
FACTS: . R

Y

That the appellant was -appointed as constable in the respondent
department and since his appointment the appellant is performing his
duty with devotion and honesty, whatsoever assigned to him and no

compliant has been filed regarding his performance by his SUpPEriors.

-and with the passage of ‘the ti.mef't'he appel!ént was promoted to the:
-rank of officiating Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis along with:

other officials vide notification dated 19.04.2023. (Copy of
notification dated 19.04.2023 is attached as Annexure-A)

That Superintendent Investigation Wing Karak through memo/letter .
submitted to respondent No.l that investigation vide in Case FIR "
No.265 dated 10.05.2023 w/s 341/188/427/353/337 ADI0 147/143

PPC/TATA PS- Karak City were conducted by Inspector Sajjad.

- Haider and on his transfér ﬁjom'inyestigation wing, investigation of
the above mentioned case has been entrusted to Inspector Thair

Nawaz (appellant) already post in:the wing and mentioned in the

letter/memo that the appellant reppmdly uséd to gain/demand illegal -

gratification and-disturbing irrelevant innocent people and requested
that- Inspector Tahir Nawaz (appeliant): may . please be transferred
from this wing. (Copy. of memo/letter is attached as Aunnexure-B)

That charge sheet along’wifh statement of, al'légati011s were issued to.
the appellant in which the following allegations were leveled against
the appellant that “as per letter received from the W/RPO, Kohat-vide

~letter Endst: No.791 {/EC dated 21.07.2023 that from perusal of the -

case. file . vide. FIR *~ No.265 dated 10.05.2023 ~ wu/s
341/188/427/353/337 A910 147/148 PPC/TATA PS Karak City that
you inspector Tahir Nawaz (appellant) during investigation progess .
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 are attached  as
Annexure-C&D) o

~That inquiry was conduct against the__appellént in which statements

. of different.officials have taken by the inquiry officer in which all

the officials stated that they does not know. about anythiﬁg- regarding
. " .‘ . : ) . . .. ‘
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) . ' ! ) ' . ' : . ' ’ X
the. said 1inspector (appellant) has demand money from someone,
even in the secret probe repoit no solid evidence was found against

Inspector Tahir Nawaz (appellant) for his involvement in illegal
~ -activities and on the basis of statements/available record the inquiry
.. gave its’ finding that that apparently there was no evidence against

the Inspector Tahir Nawaz, _(ap'pc.ll‘ant_') of harassing any person or
demanding anythigg from any person. No solid evidence has been
found against him in this case, however, from his previous service
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 inquiry officer
found him guilty and recommended for major punishment. (Copy of

inquiry report as Attached as Annexure-E). .

That show cause notice was,'iss'ued'- 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)

“That the respbndént No.02 passed an order dated 16.11.2023.-

whereby major punishment of reduction in rank from officiating
inspector to substantive rank of- sub inispector has been imposed
upon-the appellant. The appellant filed departmental appeal against
the order dated 16.11.2023 .on which respdhdent No.1. passed an .
order dated 04.01.2024, wher;;in he set aside the punishment of -
reduction from the fank 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 the. receipt’ of the .order. (Copies of order

dated 16.11.2023, ,departménta.l and order dated 04.01.2024 are

attached as Annexure-H,I&J) -

That ‘respondent No. 2 passed another dated 16.01.2024, whereby

© major pux’iishment 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 (02) years with' immediate effect- was
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) - . LT : L

That the appellant wants to file the instant éppeal in this Honorable |

“Tribunal for redressal of his grievance on the following grounds

amongst others.




" GROUNDS:

A)

- B)

That 'the.impugnéd 'ordéré dated 16.1-'1.2'.023, 16..0l.2‘024 and'-'

.28.02.2024 are against,ihe law, rules and norms of justice, therefore,
not tenable and are liable to be set aside. '

o

)

~ That allegations lei)c’led against the appellant were not proved during

the inquiry proceedgng, but despite r_najor.punifshment‘of reduction in
ranks has been imposed upon the appellant, which is against the
norms of justice and fair play.~ - R : ’

That when allegations..-mer_iti('med 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

upen the appellant by the authority?

That when allegations mentioned in the .charge sheet were not
proved against the appellant during the inquiry proceeding; the
inquiry officer gave his finding that from his previous Tecord the
appellant is corrupt and dishonest but no one can be punished on the

.basis of his previous omissions as per superior courts judgments
previous omission ¢ould not be made the justification for subsequent

. ‘E)..

penalties and as such the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

That the appellant was promoted to the rank of officiating inspector -
(BPS-16) on regular basis-alang 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 on’

- probation for two (02) years and in the impugned order dated

. 16.11.2023 major, punishment -of rcductioh in rank from officiating
"inspector to substantive rank of sub’ inspector has beén imposed

upon the appellant and on his departmental appeal the respondent

No.l set aside. the punishment of reduction from the rank of

officiating Inspector to substantive rank of Sub [nspector and
directed respondent. No.2 :to pass a speaking order on which
respondent No.2 passed another dated 16.01.2024, wherein major

. punishment of reduction in rank from the ‘substantive rank of sub

Inspector (S1). to. Substantive rank 'df_ Assistant Sub Inspector (AS!)
for a period 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 1n rank ‘shall be on probation for two years .

and on conclusion of the -probationary period a report” shall be
rendered to the authority to confirm the officer or revert him and
probation officer may be reverted. without .departmental proceeding,v A
which is not punishment, but an officer promoted on officiating
basis reverted -on departmental proceeding then it is puﬁishment 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- Substaritive rank of Assistant Sub
Inspector (ASI) for a period of two (02):years with immediate effect -




:' F)

*-without conéidering the p'r.omotio.n of the: appﬁal{ant to ti_{e rank of" |
" officiating inspector is against the: Rule 13.18 of Police Rules 1934

o ~and as such as the order dated I 6.01.2024 is illegal and coram-non- .
Chudice. b o

tot

“That the .allegations leveled against the appellant has, not been
. proved during th inquiry - proceeding and appellant “has been
“ punished for no fault on his part:and as such the impugned orders are

"~ liable to be set aside.”

Q)

" H).

That the appellant has not been treated in‘accordance with law and
rules and has been punished for no fault on his part. - '

That the appellant seeks 'penﬁission of this Honorable Tribunal to = -
.advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing. o '

.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that.on the acceptancé
of this appeal, the impugned orders -dated  16.11.2023.
16.012024 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 before the order 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 appellz ‘ ‘- '

THROUGH: - - - L
L K ALI KHAN) -
¢ HIGH COURT |

" SHAKIR ULLAH TORANI
ADVOCATE PESHAWAR -



” BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBU

TahirNawaz

~ -affirm and declare that the.contents 0

NAL® |

PESHAWAR

* 'SERVICE APPEALNO, ___ 12024
el ' —

VS . - Police De131111111§111

AFFlDAVlT -

ng, Karak (Appellant) do hud)y ’
f this service appeal are true and correct

his HonorableTnbuml o M

I, Tahir Nawaz, ASI Investlgatlon

and nothing has been concealed from t



=
S R omcs GF THE
‘ . { :R’»“\ ‘ : . INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE-
e '_"ﬁ‘\""\'jf)‘»‘i T . KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
"-"- St Dated i_?_eshgawar the, 194"‘.Ap,nl, 2023
NOTIFICATION
P»o__Z;}_[CPO/E -11, ROMOILQ 5 INnggg As per recommendauon of the Dt.pdl'lmt_'hd‘

Promotlon Committee meeting dated 19, 01 2023 hc!d at CPO, the fo!lowmg confirmed Sub-Inspectons

: of“Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police on list. "F are hereby promoted o the rank of Officiating Inspectors
{(BPS-16) with immediate effect:- '

o ,&g_q*w " NAME&NO.- - |- REGION | DPC. RECOMMENDATION R
S Saif ur Rehman. .| CCP Peshawar .| The - DPC examined  his . case and
' No. P/368 B . | recommended him for promotion to the. rank
‘ of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular hasis.
According to Rule 13-18 of ‘police Rule
, 1934, he will be on prolnt‘on for two (02)
B ) : | years. [
. 2. | Lady SI Rizwana = . CCP Peshawar | The  DPC oxamined | her | case’ . ond
.. | Hameed No..P/176 1 .+ .+ | recommended her for promotion to the: rank U
S : C g ' of Qffg: Inspéctor (BPS-16) on regular basis.
S " . i ‘ Accordtng to Rule 13-18 of Police Rulc
- -1 .11934, she will be on probation for two
e - 1 (02) years. . . ,,-______..____.!
3. | SI Muhammad Saleem Hazara The .DPC  examined hiJ casc and |
"1 No. H/164 - ] g recommendéd him for promation to the rank \
: ; of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. |
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
) 1934, he will be on probatmn for two {02) |
' - A . .- years. ]
,I A SI Abdullah No. MR/318 Mardan . The DPC . ecxamined his Case and |
' o , gcgmmgnded him far promaotion to the rank
/‘ : , . | of Offg: Inspector (BPS- 16) on regular basis.
7 - L o Accordmg to. Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
g : . 11934, he will be on probation for two (02)
_ ‘1. | years. _ ) o
. .| SI Abdut Mateen-No. ~ Mardan ¢ |The DPC ,'.exammed ‘his  case nndl

MR/107 recommended him for promotion to the rank |

| of Offg: Inspector (8PS-16) on regular basis. * |
According to Rule 13-18 of Palice Rule ?
1934, he will be on probatlon for two (02)

years, .
6. | Sl Abdul Hampm No. Mardan | The DPC examined | his | case  and
- MRf25 - | recommengded him for promotion to the rank
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on reqular basis.
'| According to Rule 13-18 of Palice Rule.
‘ 1934, he wull be on probat:on for two (02)
_ N B . years
47 17SI Gul Faraz Na. P/54 | CCP Peshawar DPC  examined hv’ T case - and
: ' recommgndeg him for proamation 1o the rank
) of Offg: Inspettor (BPS-16) an regular basis.
e o : "+ | According to"Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
" ' . : " . 11934, he wntl be on prohatlon for two (02)
1 I . years. - . -
Tg.. | SI Hazrat Ali No.P/437 | CCP Peshawar | The  DPC- examined .his - case \md'
- ‘ ’ . .. | recommended him for promotion to. the rar1i<
R T ‘ . S - | of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16)-0n regular-basi
‘According to Rule 13-18.of Police Rule
1934, he WIII be on probation for two (02)
‘years. :

@ CamSmnnu

,-;,..e'
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RI:GION

S.NO_ NAME & NO.
9. 181 Muham_mad.Sace.d Bk

‘No. H/167

Hazara

a

10.

SI Noor ul Wahab No.
MR/94 -

~Mardan

I}

TR

12,

SISabz All No. MR/136

Mardan

Jyears. .

. According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rulr.

of Offg: Inspector (BPS- 16) on requiar basis.

SI Nowshad Ali Shah
No. MR/282

" Mardan -

. DPC RECOMMENDATION _]

'ﬁ;? " pPC examined his  case m’! i
' ended him for promation to' the nn&

of Offg: Inspector (BPS- 16) on regular basis.

According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he will- bc on proballou for two (02) \

The . DPC c><amme his Cd‘l’ ané |

recommendéd him for promotion to ihg rant. |

of Offg: Inspector (BPS 16) on reqular basi

1934, he will be on probatlon for two (02)
years._ o .
The DPC cxam ned hlf case  and 1
recommended him. for promotion to the ranf i

According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he w:ll be on probation for two (02) |
years. : |

| The -DPC Toxamined | his case and |

of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regutar basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

1934, he. will be on- probatuon for two (02)
yeats R

\

-him far promotlon to the rank i|
!

|

1

13.

SI Waheed Ullah No
1 Bf24

Bannu

The . DPC  examined  bis caso dnd
reconvmended d him for promation to the rank -
of Ofig: Inspector (BPS 16) on regular basis.
Actording to'Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

i
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) %
years. - : '

' §f:rariq Saleem No. *
D/28

~ DIKhan

‘_The DPC exarril;{f:d his | case

recommended him for promotion to thes
of Offg: Inspector, (BPS-16) on regular bas->

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

S1.Muhammad Tariq
Ustnan No.K/44

.51 Abdur Rasheud No
0/36 .

e e em et et

SI"Abdur Rasheed No.
0/33

B j_l)”l‘ Khan

~ikhan

18,

- 19.

Kohat

nd |

nh |

|

‘years. . 1‘
3

|

i

i

The  DPC examlned his ccase and
egomm nded him for pron*olson to the rank
of Offg: Inspector (BPS -16) on regular basis.

1 According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

1934, he will bc on probzmon for two (02)
'years.

. | The. DPC. examde ius R case

1 The . DPC. examh&r is _.; ‘case

(l”(l l
recommended him for promation-to the ank i

«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.

.md i
yecon him for promoum to the rank ! i
of Offq: lnspec_tor (BPS-16) on regular basis, -!
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule  ~ |
1934; tie will be.on prob’mon for two (02) l )

ol years,

'Si'Hag Nawaz No. D/25

.Dlrthan

_of Offg: Inspector. (BPS-16) on regular Lasis.

SI Muhammad f:lushk_aq
No. 0/35

DIKhan

.years. | _ ——
I'The  DPC - examined his case  and
- | recommended him for promotion to the rank

The . DPC exannned his  case und
ecgmmgndeg him for promotion to the rank.

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

| of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis, . __

ro

mt‘lmbunnu

e



st Fazal ENlahi No. D/29

W#TFSl—l:i'han'

JUEEDU— S Shutaety

1 The DPC  examincd  his  case and
. mmg,_n_gg_d him for promotion to the renk

CNAME&NO. | REGION_ [ . DPCR =
B e | According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

~ T BPC RECOMMENDATION i

1934, he will be on probation for two (QZ).
 years, . s -

l
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on reqular basis. |
According t6 Rule 13-18 of Police Rule - i
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) .
years. - Tk

L.

51 Sharifullah No. D/27

DIKhan, .

22.

ST Anwar Khan No.
MR/184

tardan

| According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

| of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular hasis. .
| According to'Rute 13-18 of Police Rule

:| years. o

I'The DOPC ~ examined  his - case ~and |

fecommended him for promotion to the rank
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis”

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

.‘Yéa-fs‘ e R S _-
The = DPC  examined  his - case and
recommended him for promotion to the rank

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

L

['S1'Shah Wali No. D/47 -

- 24.

51 5artaj No. MR/330

-

S1Tzhar Al No. K/167 |

B "Dikhan

IThe - DPC  examined  his - case and
| recommended him for promotion to the rank
| of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on reguilar basis.
_ | According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
| 1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
| years. ' ' '

_‘_mf-iar'dan

“Kohat!

iyears, - .. . et
.| The DPC - examined his  case . and

|
| recommeniged- him for promotion to the rank \

The DOPC  cxamined his  case  and

recommended him for promotion to the rank @

According to Rule 13-18 of Palice Rule |
1934, he will be-on probation for two (02)

‘| of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.’ l
|

of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on.regular basis:

According to Rule 13-18 of Palice Rule

1934, heé will be on probation for two (02)
ears. . ! :

_S‘—l-f'Shake.cl Ahmad
No.K/183

Kohat

of Offg: Inspector. (BPS-16) on reqular basis.

"| years.

The DPC  examined  his  case ~ and
recommended him for promotion to the rank

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

2.

ST Malik Jan No. K181

Kohat

| of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on requtar basis,
"| According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

The DPC iexamined  his- case . and |
. him for promaotion . to the rank

1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
years, .. : '

28.

SI Shah.Duran No..
K73 ’

Kohat

" - |'Acéording to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

~tThe DPC * examined his' . caso.

ne, OPC _ex: nd
[gcgmmengeg him. for promotion‘to the rank
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on reqular basis,

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

.29

Si Yousaf Hayat No.
K/182

_ Kohat

| of Offg:.Inspéctgr (BPS-16) on regular basis. .
~ « | According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

years. -
The DPC -examined his© case  -and
recommended him for promotion to the rank

11934, he will be on probation for two (02)

years. - o

TReATERY

. @Ca]i]Sczmncr
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© {S.NO| ..NAJ:JE.M@‘_-___‘_”REG"I'_'@S‘B

| DPC RECOMMENDATION " |
30. ST Muhammad Jamal “"Kohat — The. DPC .examined ’ his_ case and '
| No. K/180. T | recommended him' for promotion to the rank.
' of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regutar basis. .
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule ';
1934, he will be on:probation for two (02) |

[ EAUR OAMSs il e
757, [ St Hakim Khan Na. “onat | The DPC  cxamined - IS case  and |
. "K/100. . recommengded Him for promotion t0 the rank |
K I R of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular bavis. l

|

According to Rule 13-18 of Police-Rule
1 1934, he will be on.probation for two (023
: years.. ol B
.32, | 51 Mujtaba Ali Na. "1 -, Kohat The . DPC  examined ~ his (a5t and.
ok o recommended him for promotion 1o the rank :
L - .| of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. - ‘I
‘According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule 5
.| 1934, he will be on probation for two (02) |-
i L _ ' lyears. L o .
1 33. | Sl Zardad Khan * Kohat, The DPC examined  his oSt ond

- .. | NoK/184 . N recommended him for promotion to the rank

: ' | of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) an regular basis.

According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule i
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) .
S L years. S S .
34, | SI Tahir Nawaz No. - Kohat | the DPC  examined his - case  and
K/168 ; “| recommended him for pramotion 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)
o years. A —

Hazara  |'The DPC . examined  his . case and |
L recommended him for promotion to the rank !
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis. ., .
e © = |'Accarding to Rule 13-18 of Policc Rule i

3 éTTEf"_iata'r Hussain Tant
: No.H/250

1934, he will-be on probation for two (02)
e .  |years. - . i
SI Naseer Ahmad i Hazara - |The DPC . cxamined  his  case Tand |
No.H/15 ‘ : recommengded him for promotion to the rank
o '5f Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on requtar basis. '
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
. . "~ | years. : o
37. | SI Khan Waiz No. ~ "Hazara The = DPC |
H/203 : ' "

- cxamined  his  case and |
recommended him for promuotion to the ronk :
of Offg: [Inspector (BPS-16) on reqular basis. -
‘| According to-Rule 13-18 of Police Rule -
1934, he will be on probation for two (02) |
I I T . - years. :
73877 Sl iurad Ali No, /187 | Hazara | The .DPC ~cxamined his  case and |
recommended him for’ promation to the. rank |
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on reqular basis. ‘
According to Rule 13-18 ot Police Rule i
_ | 1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
S . . fYyears. ' L
39. | SI tiuhammad Javed | Hazara The . DPC
-+ | No. H/188° ' ‘

1

i _ examined I{i'ﬁw:“c»g;e"— and |
.Lm,_uﬂgi‘him for promotion lo the rank:
| of Oftg:_'lnspec'tor (BPS-16) on reqular basis.
According to Rule'13-18 of Police Rule
‘ . o -1934, he will be on probation for two (02)"
: U - lyears. . '
. 40, ailfxsbé!ul Wapd, No. Hazara The DPC" examined his  case  and:
kS . . recommg.ggﬂ him fpr promotion to the rank !
- of Offq: Inspector (BPS-16) on reqular basis.

t
1
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5,

7 NAMEGNO.

[ __REGION " [

DPC RECOMMENDATION __.

= _years.

“According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he will be on prabation for two (02)

42,

© 43,

T 44,

SI Noor Nabi Shah No.
H/1Y3 -

. Hazard

P

"I"a1 Sherdad Khan No.
H/183

No. H/197

51 Waris Khan No.
/202

| ST Tasveer Hussain
Shah Mo. H/200

S1 Abdul Hamid No.
H/201

-

L

-

S1 Muhammad Aslam _

Hazara

. Hazara
K

)

T Vezars

Hirara -

Cas

49,

. -
§1 Muhammad Hayat -
No. H/192

Hazara

i years.. - -
i The

| recommended him

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

The . DPC  examined  his  case and
recommended him for promotion to the ans
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Ruié 13-18 of Police Rufe
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
years. .
The DOPC  examined  his - case
recommended him for promotion 10 the rank
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on requiar. basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police-Rule )
1934, he will be on probation for two {02).-}.

|
and

OPC  examing s case  and ]
mm 4 him. for promotion {o the rank |.
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regutar basis.
According'to Rulé 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
years. L L :
The .

"DPC  examjned  his . cose and

n far proniotion to the rank
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule )
1934, he will bé on probation for two (02)
Yei‘[ﬁ.‘.... - .:.,__-____...;.v,___ - . [
The .DPC. examined s case and
recommended him for promation to the rank
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on requiar basis.

years.

recommended him for promotion to the rank
l of Offg: Inspector {(BPS-16) on regular basis.

| of OFfg: Inspector (BPS~16) on regular basis.

The  DPC examincd  he Tease. and

According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he will be on probation for two {02) "
qy'.c,ars. . . R e
The DPC  examined . his . €ase and |
recommended him for promotion to the 1ank

According to Rufe 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he will be on probation for two {02)
years.

St .Muhammad Anwar
No.H/29

Hazara

The

DPC . examined - his  case  and

mme him for promotion 1o the rank '
of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on reqular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)
years. s -

Si Sardar All No. P/541

CCP Peshawar

‘| recommended. him for pramotion o the rank.

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

The OPC  examincd This case and.

of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on reqular basis.
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule

years,

.S[ Abdul Qayum No. .
P/496

CCP"Pcshawar

The DPC  examined  his  case  and
ec him for promotion te the rank
of Offg: Inspector(BPS-16) on reqular basis.,
According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he will be on probation for two (02)

fyears. |

5
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17145, 1'ST turad Ali No. €CP Poshawar | The, DPC egexmin&]'- e case end |
P/520 v o recommended  him. for promation 10 the !

. . . rank of Offg: Inspector
R o Atcording to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule
1934, he will.be on probation for two
N R I S (02)years. .o -oo-c o
146, 1 Babar Ahmad- . | .CCP Peshawar The DPC  examincd - his ol and
~ 'Nn.P{153 ' ' .| recommended him for promaiion to the |
U T rank of Offg: 1n5pector"(BPS-1(:‘, nn‘mgulnp‘\
basis. ’ ' Cod

1 According to Rule 1318 oi Police Rule \
1

) (BPS-102) o reqgular

1934, he will be on probation far two
— [ SR ——— (02) yeRrs. i
147. l Si Israr-ud-Din GCP Peshawar | The OPC  cxamined  his o fast and |
"1 No. Pf433 . ‘ : ended him. for prometios 10 the

S rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) an regular !

_basis. . " : : \
| According to Rule 13-16 of nolica Rule |
1934, he will beon probation for two }

: ' _-i(o2)years. e - R
148, 1"S1 Noor Said No. £Cp peshawar | The DPC  examincd -his  cose and |
' P/546 ’ : recommended him for prometien to the l

e

rank of Offg: Inspectdr (BPS-10)-0n requiar |
| basis.: o :
t - | According to Rule 13-18 of Pajice Rule
' 1934, he will be on probation for two l‘
| R N o lo)years. . e
T' N U A Magbool Jehan | CCP Peshawar The .DPC. examined i cese. an

: No. P/425 . - recommended him  for promotion 1o’ theE
/: _ _ . rank of Offg:. Inspector (BPS-10) on regular 1

: , : basis. - . !
A According to Rule 13-18 ¢ police Rule \
\ , ' o . 11934, he will be on probation i two |
! . (02)years. .. U
150. <l ZiaUllah .- .| CCP peshawar | The DPC - oxamiied  hin cese o and 1{ ’

No. P/155 " e

4

jed him for pramntion o the ;
rank of Offg: Inspectar (BPS-103 o regular |
basis. - . o \
| According to Rule 13-18 of Police Rule | -
.,1934,‘ he will be on probation for two I‘
(02)years. . :

151. Si Masoed Khan CCP Peshawar. | The: DPC examined  his ciee and
| No. Pf200" C o recommended him for promcugn 1o the b
. rank of Offg: Inspector (BPS-1&) on reqular
bbasis.© . o: _ .
According to Rule 13-18 of Polire Rule

. 11934, he will be on probation far two !
R v , lomyeare
Co 1152, S1 1ftikhar Ahmad | CCP Peshawar | The DPC  cxamined Thin o and |
! ' | No. P/513 : - | recommended him for pivsra |
rank of Offg: Inspector (BM5-10) l
hasis. . . . \

. o According to Rule 13-18 of Polica Rule
‘ K : N : 1934, he will be on probation for two \

- _l(oZyyears,©

s st Zahid Hassain | CCP Peshawar | The  DPC oxamined e oreand
R N(_),.PMN o - . . |reco ended him for pmmr,-'urn:.m the
. : rank- of Offg: Inspector (BPS-16) on regular
basis. Lo ,
Aceording to Rule 13-18 ol Palice nule ' R
1934, he will be.on probaiinn fur two
(02)years.- -~ )

o . S C o C @CnmScanner




‘PCCP—FB_S’['IO\;IZ;Y"T‘{; "Uﬁtlfziamingd i eaee arwd_\
" . rccg}umengggl‘ tim- for promotion 10 the
rank of Offg: Tnspector (Bps 16) o0 rogular
basis. I s
According to Rule 13-1¢ of Police Rule-
1934, he will be on probagion fos tvio. \ _

et

T A_S_I'Xtt—fmilah'
_Nu.P_l“lSS ’

e e e e

. For Inspector/H dheral.of Police,
; . ‘ Khyber Pak unkhwiy, paghavat. "

' ?ngsti No. & date even. o L :

-Copy forwarded to the:- - SR
Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

Al Heéads of Police Units in Khyber pakhtunkinwa, .

' DIG of Policé HQrs Khyber pakhtunkhwa. -

All Regional Police Officers, in Khyber-Pakhtunkhwa.

- Capital City. police Officer, Peshawar. SRS . .
PSO to the Worthy Inspector General of Palice Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. -
AILG of Police Legal, CPO Peshawar. b S

_PA "to the Addl: Inspector General of Polige HQrs ¥hyber pakhtunkhwa.

. Office Supdtt: Secret, Career Planning peanch, CPO. .

0. UOP files. S : e

»

-

SR e

@ CamScanne
glaier .



,“‘f : agronal Pohce Omvar_ :
ohat Regtcn Kohat

Sugmzn ENFORMATIONINEGLIGENCEREPORT

: Klndly wuth reTerence to the sub;ect noted above it is subm.tt 2d that -
4 -nvest:gatlon wde in Case FIR- No. 285 dated. 10.05.2023, u/3341'188/427/3 SUCICY A
A(t)/147/148 PPC/?ATA PS Kardk City were conduc:ted by Inspecior Sa”ad Haider L Nin -
ihe ambit of law and. rules and pule!y on merit basus Furthermore, hs, had comipil

. Instant case file “upto the mark_ and left no lacuna in the discharge of inves
a l\'ioreover after hiS transfer from th:s wlng,

=10

stiga

' been entrustad to !nspector Tahu Nawaz already posted in thas wmu

It |s partinert to mentxon here that on one side he is not S ueie 3o
mvestlgate such like impoitant and sengitive case whsie on the’ other reo Laly h‘e. ed

~__..____.. e

: to gain/ demand- illegal granficatlm and dzsturbmg irrelevant innocent pers. ns

In view of the- carcumstances it is tnarefor:’ very undly Tedestad thar

tor Tahir Nawaz may please be tlansferred from this wing woony othlr = “aJ.

r—, _‘,_.-.-..-——-—-.__.«.

 and noaest inspacior may De transferred / rosted i m th[s wing to avcic .0y damage in ‘me
3382 in the best mterest of state if 50 approved

NSDEC

——

. R/ﬁﬂ R . P _!,,/F\'E’ . H‘-_, e; ‘
) s 2 . Supsrintendent
/y jj?ﬁ—j‘w’/ 2t // oy %/ ?/&’ /O 7-/’(5”“4 . nfii'{gi?fn S«; |

K m/w ,%M - 5 ,q<7 /

mvesugahon of the abo»e rmrtnoned case nas. .



.
\

A

Better Copy - -

"-TO. :

. The:-Regional Police Officer
~ Kohat Region Kohat R

" Subject: INFORMATION/NEGLIGENCE REPORT -

e R'e"s'p'ected Sir, -

: Ktndly thh reference to the. subjeet noted above Ttis submltted that mvestlgatton :

- vide in’ “Case. FIR' No 265 dated 10 05. 2023 uis 341/188/477/453/337 A

e (1)/147/148/ PPC/TATA PS Karak City were conducted by Inspector Saj jad l'laldel‘
- wrthtn the amblt of law and rules and purely on merit ba31s Furthermore he had
, «:".'eomptled the mstant case ﬁle upto the mark and left no laeuna in the dlSCl‘lal ge of
s lnvestlgatlon Moreover after his transter from this wmg, Investxgahon of the above .

: 'menttoned case has been entrusted to mspector Tahlr Nawaz aheady posted in thls
wing, o 'A |

Itis pertment to mentton here that on'one sxde he is not complete mvest1gat10n B
such like important and senSmVe case whxle on the. .other repeatedly he used to

k gam/demand 1llegal grattﬁcatlon and dtsturbmg irr elevant innocent per sons

In view of the mrcumstances 1t is therefore very kindly requested that
1nspector Tahlr Nawaz may please be transferred from this wmg and any other

f su1table and honest Inspector may be transferred/posted n thts wmg to av01d any .

: damage in the best interest of state 1f SO approved

Superintendent

: Investigation Wing



CHARGE SHEET

t SAJJAD AHMAD Dlstrrct Polrce

. authonty hereby charge you lnspeotor Tahir, Nawaz

petent-

Ofﬁcer Karak as .a com
\0 PS Karak fo\low -

."
AN

““AS per letter recewed from the WIRPO Kohat vrde 1etter Endst No.

4 21.07.2023 that from the perusa\ of the case file’ vrde FIR'No. 65
10.05.2023 ufs 341I1881427!353!337A(|)I1471148 PPCHATA Police |
Inspector Tahrr Nawaz dunng the mvest\gatlon

n (arak City that you |
ratrﬁcatron and drsturbrng irrelevant mno(:ent persons.
ows your negligence, malaﬂde

r part and sh
rscharge ‘of your ofﬁcral obhgatrons‘

unts to gross

7‘) |1It;(‘ date
: 'J rted

St a’uo
r-:>cess demanded rl\ega\ el
e on you
\rsm in the:d
arnst r servrce drscrphne and arno

P
This is quite advers

mtentrons and non-professrona

Thrv act on your part is ag

mrscon iuct
ur part is agarnst the servicé drscrphne and amounts to
e mrss—

. Thrs act on.yo
nlomrssron constrtut

' uroas msconduct By.the reason of your comm\ssro
tonduet under Pohce drscrplrnary Ru\e—1975 (amendment Notrﬁcat\on_.-,No,.
. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa “Police

dated 27: 08 2014) Govt

you have rendered your—setf

’%8‘)911 egal
of the penaltres

{)epat rment
red in Po\rce Rule-1 975 |brd

hable to a\\ or any

c 'srpecr‘
n defense wrthm 07- days

qurred to submrt your wrrtte
to 'the © enquiry Officer

ose

You are therefore re

hrs charge sheet

rs hereby appornted for the purp

i the receipt.of .

ol r,onductmg e 'urry
Your wr\tten defense if -any should reach to the Enqu'rn] Ofﬂoer
g which shall be presumed that you- ‘have no'

Fin a. st\pu\ated penod ta\hn

- wit
def=nse to put inand in that case ex—parte actron sha\\ be taken agarnst you
B a L Intrrnate whether you desire to' be heard in person ‘
T 4 .A statement of allegatron is eno\osed '

District Poltoe"O.ﬁice'r; Karak -




DISCIPLINARY ACTION ‘

l SAJJAD AHMAD Drstrlct Pohce Ofﬂcer Karak as a competent.
amhcnmy is of the oplnlon that lnspector Tahir Nawaz 10 PS Karak has
c -'rmdcrcd hlmself liable to be: proceeded agamst on commrmng the: fouowmg '
Cacl ommrssron within the, meamng of Police Dlsmphnary Rule-1975 (am

Nt)tlﬂCullon No. 3859/Legal dated 27 08. 2014) Govt of
Puh(,e ‘Department 8

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

- 'STATE-MENT OF ALLEGA'TloNs .

' .-i - "As per letter recewed from the WIRPO Kohat V|de letter Endst No
‘31 1IEC dated 21.07.2023 that from the perusal of the case file vide FIR No 265
’ dated 10. 05 2023 uls "~ 3411 88/427/353/337A(l)/147/148 PPC/?ATA Police

' .ntalIOﬂ Karak Crty that |nspector Tahlr Nawaz durlng the investigation process

demai aded rllega1 gratification.and drsturbmg 1rre!evant innocent persons. ‘This'is

quite adverse on his part and shows'his neghgence malafrde mtennons and non-

prqfec sionalism m the dlscharge of his offlcral oblrgatrons Thls act on his’ part IS

" agains tserwce dlsmphne and amounts to gross mlsconduct

1 ) ‘The enqurry Ofﬁcers S P /ﬂt/&f 4’!&.171 s KE {mf

. m ac ,ordance with provnsron of the Poirce Ruie 1975 (a

_No_ 5859!Lega1 dated 27.08. 2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pohce A':
: [)epa

dment may prcvrde IcaSunabIE op pcr‘umty of hearlnc (e} the aCcUSE"'
(r!ﬁ( wi record his fmdmg and make wrthm 10-days of the. recerpt of thls order

e ornmendatlon as to punrshment or other . appropnate actron agalnst the
r;ccueed. ‘ h '

Ca . The accused oﬁlclai shall ]Gln the proceedmg o'n’ the date, time and -~

place ftxed by the enqurry ofﬁcer

endment

ndment Nouﬂcatron

DistricYPolice Officer, Karak
» z [Eng, . dated 2% ot 12023, koo
: Copy to:- :
. 3 The enqulry Officers for’ \mtlatrng prcceedlng agarnst ‘the accused under the
~ Provision of the Police Disciplinary. Ru1e-1975 (amendment Notification No.

3359/Legal, ‘dated. 27. 08 2014) Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
[epartment.

q lnspector Tahit Nawaz 10 PS Karak -

Pohce
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o 'fN(‘tL"RY HNDINGS REPORT AGAlNST INSPEC TAHIR NAWAZ

Ye sh zet based ‘on ‘statement of allegation with documents recelved from DPO
,arak vide No. 91/(Enq) dated 21.07.2023, wherein in the following allegatlon were

L feveled age mst INSP; Tahir Nawaz. Content of altegatlon is as under -

. “AL PER LETTER RECEIVED FROM THE WIRPO KOHAT VIDE LETTER NO

© ENDST NO.9711/EC DATED 21.07.2023 THAT FROM THE PERUSAL OF THE

CA3E FILE VIDE FIR NO. 265 DATED 10.05. 2023 U/S 341-188-427-353-337A PPC

AT POLICE. STATION KARAK CITY THAT YOU INSPECTOR TAHIR NAWAZ

. DURING THE INVESTIGATION PROCESS DEMANDED ILLEGAL GRATIFICATION

. AND -DISTURBING INNOCENT. PERSON “THIS IS QUITE ADVERSE ON. YOUR

. PART AND SHOWS YOUR NEGLIGENCE MALAFIDE INTENTIONS AND NON
PROFESSIONALISM IN THE DISCHARGE OF YOUR OFFICIAL OBLIGATIONS.”

‘.‘_vil, “YOUR ACT. ON YOUR PAKT IS AGAINST SERVICE DISCIPLINE AND AMOUNTS
TG uROSS NIISCONDUCT" : _

5

fThe undelotgned was appomted as enqutry ofﬂcer and above quoted charge sheet

based on statement of altegatlon was served upon the defaulter against inspector Tahir

~ Nawaz. Wizh the direction to submlt his ‘written statement before the undersigned within
' stlputated period. ’

: _Rep!y of the defaulter official was received, placed on file and found un- satlsfactory in

N

' ,ScCRET? EPORT

- Accondmg to the secret probe report. no solld ‘evidence. was found agatnst Inspector
Tahlr Naw 1z for his. involvement in tltegal actnvutles (Report IS attached)

. order to Gig ‘out the real facts the following wttnesses were exammed and their,

statementc duly sugned were placed on. flle

. STATrI\JlE NT OF S| INSPECTOR TAHIR NAWAZ

e stated in his written statement that Inspector Sajjad Haider mmally investigated the

cage FIR I10.265 dated 10.05.2023 ufs 341-353-427-337A tl) 188-7ATA PS Karak. After-

his trahsfer on 11.07.2023 the investigation of the case was handed over to him (Insp:
Tahtr) During course of investigation of the said case he not demanded anyone nor he' -

'calleo them for self interest.. (Statement attached)

,é.

ST&TEME’\JT OF NIHC NASIR KHAN NO.567 PS KARAK .

He stated that inspector Tahir Nawaz Khan is conducting: mvestsgatlon in case FIR

+Mp.265 da ed 10.05.2023 ufs 341-353-427-337A (i) 188~ .7ATA PS Karak in which efforts,

-are “being made to .trace .500/600 unidentlf:ed suspects “He further stated that he

doe nt krow about anythmg regarding the sald mspector has demanded money from
someone .’ ‘atatement attached)

1

4 TATENIE NT OF Ol ‘(AR MUHAMMAD PS KARAK . :
He stated that inspector Tahir Nawaz Khan is conducting: nnveshgatlon in case FIR
Nr.265 dzted 10.05.2023 u/s 341- 353- 427- 337A (i) 188- 7ATA PS Karak. A total of 113

accused h.ave been traced in the case so far, out. of Whlch 79 accused have been

arrested.- There.are 500/600 unidentified accused .in the case, to trace them, Inspector




- 'hsm in{

3 ,ﬂo AME‘:R SULTAN PS KARAK

investigating  officer of case FIR - No. 265 dated -10.05.2023 . uls
 341/353/427/147/149/188/TATA PS Karak. He is trying to trace the 500/600 unldentrfled
accuoed in the case. If during investigation anyone has complained against the said

“inspector o the High-ups regardlng demanding . money; then he has no knowledge
'about it. ( atatement of SHO Ameer Sultan IS attached)

: ﬂND!NG

Keeplng in view all the statements/avaltabte record |t was tound that apparentty there
was no e\ ldence -against.Inspector Tahir

..~ anything 1: -om any person but a careful study-of all the statements revealed that it is the

. pPCtaity of- the people of District Karak that they complain verbally, but due to the fear. |

“af the police, they do not come forward and giv

' Nawaz's [revious service record is also. not. good it is his habit to take. money from the
. people and. 1mpllcate them in false cases. No solid eVIdence has been found agaunqt

his ‘case, however, from hns prevnous servrce record it 1s clear that he is a
-corrupt ard drshonest person .

o ,'CONCLL 3ION

From the mqurry conducted Ye farl pre

_ vious' servrce history of mspector Tahlr Nawaz
~ -the unde

.algned has reached to'the: conclusion that charges leveled against tnspector

lahn Navraz is established and found guilty therefore, he is ‘hereby recommended for
Ma,on PL.,rlshment if agreed ptease

=

i

,'| gt

B o
-

e

Supermtendent of Polrce

L7,\ Investlgatson Kohat

He stated. that as he is performing duty in PS Karak as: SHO tnspector Tahir Nawaz is - -

Nawaz of harassmg any person or demanding ..

e any wntten statement. Inspector Tahir .

.'.;.1 . .
=|i| -I’ .

1
t




: gprofessmnahsm 1n the d1schargc of your: ofﬁc1a1 obhgat1ons Thi

: g'dc,su'c to te heard in person?. B

M(P&/Lf% /5’/“ ’L /\z’uw» ~3)nl

et gt B @y

N o Yo B ST -
il e ST N T N _Up% - JEnq
4 VP pawed 04 /Lo 12023

: FINAL SHOW CAUSE’ NOTICE o : :
o (UNDER RJLE 5;3) KPK DISCIPLINARY AND EFFICIENCY RULES, 1975 (AMEN.DED 2014)

WHEREAS you Inspector ’Iahir Nawaz IO PS Karak,. procccded against

- departmer.tally on the basis of allcgatlons that as per. lcttcr reccived from Lhc W/RPO.

Kohat vide Endst: NG 7911/EC datcd 21.07. 2023 that upon perusal of the case file

" vide FIR No. 265 dated 10.05.2023 ufs. 341 188,427,353 337A(1),147,148 PPC/7ATA.
. . 265 dated 10.05.20

: Pohcc S‘La don Kdrak City that you’ Inspector Tahir Nawa/ durmg Lhc mvesngahon

a proccss de manded hlcgal grauﬁcatlon amd dlsturbmg 1rrclcvanL mnoccm pcrsons This

—— _____,.—- ———

is quite ac verse on your part and shows your ncghgencc maldﬁdc mtcnUonb dnd non-

s act on your pdrt 1S
‘dgamst se: 'v1ce dlsc1phne and-also amounts to gros::. mlsconduct ‘

. . ' THEREFORE you ‘were. scrved with.’ Chargc Shect. and staLcmmLs of
,allegatlon‘ under Pohcc Dlsmphnary &, thcxcncy Rulcs 1975 (amcndcd 2014) vide No.
91 92/En1, dated 21.07 2023 SP Invesmgatlon Kohat was appomtcd as anulry

: _Ofﬁccr Lo sonduct dcpartmcntal enquiry agcunst you, to. Wthh you- submn your: reply.

. Aftcr com; )lctlon of cnqulry, thé Enquiry Officer submlucd fmdmgs vide No. 72’5/P/\ ,
_"datcd 13. (J9 2023, in'which the charges lcveled agamst you InprCLOI‘ Tahir Nawaz is

B

estabhshc:l and found guilty and rccommendcd for approprlatc Pumshmcnt

'.-7/-

NOW THEREFORE I, SAJJAD AHMAD (PSP) letllct Pohcc Officer,
‘Karak have- vestcd the powcr undcr Pohcc Dlsc1phnary & Efﬁcu,ncy Rulcs 1975

(amended 2014) 11ab1e to takc action against you, which’ wnll render you.

Your rcply to this I*mal Show Causc Nomcc must rcach to Lhc olflu of LhL
underugn zd wuhm (07 days) of the receipt of this Final Show Caus,( Notice. In casc
. -'your rcpl3 1s not received w1th1n the st1pulated penod it shall bc presumed that you

havc no d fcncc and ex-parte actlon wﬂl be taken dgamst you., Al
4‘_

0 statu whether you

Lo

POLICE OFFICER,
KARAK '

Ql
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This order will msno=e off tre departmentaI enquiry mmated agamm

Cinspect r Tahir N WHE posLed a'f mveattq.\' on, VVmg Karak -

_ ' 'F'Jcts are that as per lener received from the VV/RPO Kohat vide letter
Endst: M o. 79 11/EC datcd 21.07.2023 that from the pemsai of the case file vide FIR No: -
265 dai:d 10.05.2023 U/s 344/188r427/353/337A() 147/148 PPC  [ZATA Folice

Station ity " Warak that Inspecior Tahir Nawaz durlng the - investigation process

_ demmanc »d nlegai gratn‘rcatton and disturbing irrelevant innocent persons. This.is quite
adverse on- lus part and shows his negligence . malafide intention  and non-

professi- nahom in the discharge of his: official oohgatlons ‘This act on ‘his pant is"against

service « rscrplmeand amountto gross rmsconduct N o

He was served with Charge Sheet toge her with statement of allegations

_ 'under I~3Irce D.scrplanary Rules 1975 (amended 2014). vide. No. 91-92/Eng: datec .
cL21 07.2023. .Mr, Jamii-Ur- Rehman SP investigation. Wing Kohat ‘was appointed as

Enqu'ry Sfficers to conduct derartmental enquiry against him. After the completion of

'- enquiry, the Enquiry Officer submitted his. frndrngq vide No 723/PA dated 13. 09.2023.

thet iy defaulter inspector was found guilty on the basis of allegations leveled sgainst - '
im0 2 enguiry . officer recon rmerrded the sard Inspector for award of major
purishi znt. " :

Thereafter, Finat Show- Cause Notice Wae issued to him vide this office

No, 103 Znq: dated 04.10.2023. He submitted his reply to this effect and his reply was
foUnd Ll aatrsfartory Ce R : . ) :

Ka eprng in view of al“ove and havrng gone through avarlable reeord the

' undersi¢ ned come to the conciugioh that he being a ‘member of disciplined' force, have

. Dated ___ J____J2023.

' OFFICE OF THE. DISTP!CT POLICE OFFICER. KARAK iy

No g ids 2 JEna, Karak the /2 /11 12023

“acted in nnJrscrphne and irresponsible manner and- also shown non- proresswm ism in.
‘the disciarge of his officials obhgatlons Therefore, 1, Sajjad Ahmad (PSP) District

._P'u%i(‘e {“fficer, Karzk in exercise of the powers conferred upon me, he is hereby
‘awarde

c L

with major r)umshment ‘of  reduction |n Rank from Offq: Inspector to

.but"\eu ive Rank of .mb inspector

OB !\'J(A‘-A ' . ':‘__'.:. '-‘ R '

Drstrlqt Pohce Offrcer Karak

oy

: Capy of above i sr.ai:gmitted to: -

P '_ e Regronal Pohre Ofrreer |r\0 at, Regron Kohat for favour of !nformation w{r to
V/ ' office Endst: No. 7911/EC, dated. 21.07.2023, please. B -
2,87 l’lVds’[lga’(IOI"l Wing Karak for tm‘ormatron and necesqar\r actror. '

bosady Z’i )
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L The lloaion):ﬂ."oli}c Oltwer. - / : L
' kohat Repton, Kohat '

v Thwaugly) gﬂgﬁn g‘ i1 ANNEL

Sinbjacl: QE ]HME{:{] AL APPEAL Al
m.smuui Su

Wilh due respect, appaliang submlu :lep.umwmal .imw.;t agatind the
onder of lmmu.d Disteict Police Otficer, Karak daled 06 11 202& bl’.diillf‘, 0B Ra ‘L‘\b
vide which ma}oz pcnnlw 'ot.rcdurzlus\ fromethe ronk G(Inspctwr 10 th rank of Sub
. !mpctmr Wwas impo%d an appetlant. h '
‘ 1 . Tlm nppe!lam'w.rs setvlng as Inspeciot, -s{(vs‘.}'as Sub-dnspection in
' dlsltkt Karak Police under vour co'nmaud aud contiol, Dutag gusting
‘ 'pcnod at district harok appcllunl was u‘ndcrcci 1o dlmpimau
‘ . ?toceedlnas which culmlnaled i passfﬁg tlie Impugnui order. .
2 L Ihat thn dcpanmemal prozeedmgs wore mitimd agalnst appcllant :
‘ ' ,on d\axms of* t!emandlna \Ih.gm gratlflcauon from the Suss)uc‘s
mvolvml In case AR r.o. 265 datcd 10. 05 2023 under section
341/188/427/353/337- All)/l-i?l’ 148 #pC rcad with section ? of Aot

© Terronsm Act, 1987 Police station City karai; ang distutbing irrelevant

person,

el

That appellant sa{bu{'tted reply in fesponse 1o the chmgé sheet,
conmndlng thetew that \iw ctiml{ial ,céic under teview was
fesastered on 10, OS 2023 and witial invesugauon was conducted in
‘ lhc can. by ptcduccssor in office-of appeilnnl namaly Saued mndc
: Inspector Investigation kn lhc case way hamled over Lo 1ppeliunt qn :
1L07.202: Le. after 1wo month; ol its rca&straﬁon and submlssion of
" lnletim d\:man by SO Cm, Karak, -,
a: Tha! case £t No. 265 vias registered by oaeratmn wing ol police oi |
' police statian. ity Karak agains: the. pmucupams of the untawls!
sssemblv who blodned the Imh.:. lhfixwav and tock the Lave ko than
hands while pwtesm.g agu!qﬂ the arrest of charman of "Patstan
.Teh;it jns’af; .‘(i"l’l}. igil. f.i}e memﬁefs ;0,[’“!‘1‘. un!sxﬂut assembly were
charged in FIR induciin‘g ia'b)' hames w‘h'o were feading the urtawd.l

assembly.

n

That as’a resuht of joint efforts of investigation and vperaton wings o

police and vilth suppert of NA‘ORA, xiufa! ;13 SUSPECIS v eIe tratvd .u-n-;i




 Better Copy PN B
| To S
"' Thé Regional Police Officer -
‘Kohat Region Kohat
Through PROPER CHANNEL

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

Respected Sir:

_ With due respect appellant Departmental appeal agamst the order -of
- 'leamed sttrrct Polrce Ofﬁcer, Karak, dated 06.11.2023 beanng 486 vide. wlnch ma}or

'penalty from the Karak from the rank of InSpeetor was nnposed on appellant

] ,,FACTS ‘ ‘
_ 1 That appellant was servmg as Inspector now as Sub lnspector in District Karak Polrce» | .
_-under your command .and- control Durmg postrng Karak -appellant was rendcred to - ‘

o ._..f‘dlscrphnary proceedmgs which’ culmrnated in passing the 1mpugned order. -

A 2. That the departmental proceedmgs was initiated agamst appellant on charge of
' f‘demandmg illegal gratlﬁcattons the suspects 1nvolved in “case FIR No 265 dated '

: .""'10 05 2023 under section 341/188/427/353/337 A/l47/l48 PPC with section 7 ol Anty: '
g ,.'Terrorrsm ‘Act, 1997 Police Statlon C1ty Karak and dlsturbrng irrelevant person.

g ..l‘3 That appellant submrtted reply in response in the charge sheet contending thuun that

: _"the Crlmlnal case under review was regrstered on 10 05.2023 and mrtral mvestrgalron was
- ¢onducted in the case by predecessor in- office of the- appellant namely Sajjad Haider
:Inspector Investlgatlon in the case was handed over to appellant on 11. 07 2023 1e after ‘
’.'two months of its reglstratlon and submrssron of mterlm relref by SHO challan SHO City 4.
Karak. - ; e : g -
4. That case FIR No 265 was regrstered by appellant wmg of Police Statron crty Karak

s agamst the partmpants of thé unlawful assembly ‘who blocked the Indus Htghway and l‘

| 'took the law into their hands while, protestmg agamst the arrest of charrman of “Pakistan

- Tehreek Insaf” (PTI) All the members of the unlawful assembly were . charged in FlR.

1nclud1ng 24 by names who were leadmg the unlawful assembly

5. That as a result of ]omt of Investlgatlon and operation wmgs of polrce and with support

-_ -._ of NADRA total 3 13 suspects_ Was traced and 1dent1f1ed L



ny agawtl dpus i3

ilh-gal gr"mﬂuucn and harassing Innocent pc'rso.

Tharelut
¢ award ol.ma}ur penalty Lo lpgeni,m without ) dw.d g e

: . wi | .
ctims ol allcged-miscondupl 15 ogainst the law .md lulL

‘Ia&fr "c

: dlsclp\mnry acuions, -
ha\ lnhial Investigation was’ condur.tcd in \hc case iR Hu 20N

¥ anolher olhcer Invn.S\iL,ahor\ of. thie Co88 Fud

menuoned above b
emmsled to appellanl after about 0‘1 months tang penod therelore,

s of demand ol ‘egal B auf
on ot this related sl3ge ©

jcation from guspects af

the charge
{ (nvosuigation ¢ov

'hnmsslng \nnocent pers
et clearly

d. Again, thu ennuiry olh

.4 Therefore award ot major

not 1ppeal to prudent -min

the charges are unpwu

impugned charges agdinst

' repoited that
pcni\\y oq‘ihu basis of |

the norms of justice

“and falr play.
ent of

AL ' Thu Circle De Pohcc and supermt{nd

puty Supermh.ndenl of

pervise the lnvestngauon processes put none Ol

Pollr.e !nvesllgatlon su
or warned ahout the aile

ald ofﬂcer has ever ad\nsed pea Charges

ai\eged chatges are groun

the s
dless :md without {00UMES

oL meiorelhe
. That the whole de

panmental file has been prepardd without

"8
. plylng with the p:ocedure prescrlbed in the rules, therefore the
! ‘ subsequem action of passmg of the mpugncd order baszd on
. defective proceedlnas is bad In eye of law and rules
hY- That a;‘)pellant may be allowed to advance addmona\ grounds at the
C. " umeof personal heatlng.. . ‘
order may bue set aside.wnh

1t s thercfore requested tf that \mpugned

all back benelits.

: 'Y’ouvr.Obediem\',-

SR ;frahlmam'z,
A o
. - sub Inspectar Investigation wing Xarah

Endosure

Copy of tmpugned ovder _-
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BETTER COPY
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e Illegal gr’a'trﬁcatron harassmg mnocent persons agamst appellant Theretore award

if rna]or penalty to appellant wrthout 1dent1fymg the vrctrms of alleged mrsconduct .

‘{the law and rules govermng drscrplmary actrons

: ej.r. That initial 1nvestlgat1on was conducted in the case FIR No 265 mentroned
o above by another officer. Investlgatlon of the case was entrusted to appellant
after about. 2 months long perlod therefore, the charges of demand of rllegal
- gratrﬁcauons for suspects or harassing mnocent person at this related staoe
| of investigation does not appeal to prudent mind agam the enqurry ofticer
clearly reported that the charges are unproved Therefore award of manor
‘ penalty on the basrs of 1mpugned charges agamst the norms of Justlce and
" fair play. | , o
i) " That crrcle Deputy Supermtendent of Polrce and Superintendent Police
o ‘ Investlgatlon superv1se the mvestrgatron process but none of the said ofﬁcer_
» has ever advised or’ warned about the alleged charges . Therefore the alleged -
o harges aré groundless and w1thout footmg ' , | A
o g) e That the whole departmental ﬁle has been prepared without complyingyvith
o ;'lthe' procedure prescrlbed in the rules therefore the subsequent action of
'pa'sslng of the. 1rnpugned order based on defectrve proceedmgs is bad in eye |
_of law and rules. S R ‘ _' . . -
o h) That ap‘,pellant may _be all'o\yed to ‘adyy'ance‘ addltnal grounds' at the time of .

personal hearing.

- It is therefore 1equested that impugned order may be set ‘aside with all back

~ Your Obediently :

e - -Tahi'rNawai e _

| . :Sub Inspector Wing Karak |
.Enclose SR S

Copy of 1mpugned order : B

)
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' CORDER.

. “This 01'der will digpose-bltie deparimental &
CNe. K/168 of Investigation Karak against the -

he was awarded major punishmem-of "c('iu-: dee frem the ran. Ul losneons .
sl{bsialnti""é rank of Sul Inspector vide OB Mo 486, doted PEL1Y 2027 Brici oo aline gag

are that SP Investigation Karak: sent ﬂ“ﬁ'x“ atlor SCpoli ¢

Inspcmor 10 the undersigned wc‘e etter \o' il dated 2HO72003 ahor e anpelan

posted as Inspector’in Investigation T\arc.l\ was sptrasted the mvestiy don o Case DU NG LV
dated 10.05.2023 u/s jﬁ1/i8b1427'.w.33.3_5,-’.~\( "l .~"~' 148 Pi’(‘.»"f-\_',f‘_ \ (_'.“i'-'_- L o
irdnslor o hin predecessor Inspgotor 3

that on one side the appellant is not com pc,‘CI‘U to m\x.sll;:dla, wd, l l NPOFANT 4d ses s
'ca%c while on the other hand reportedly he L:m,.anded illegal 1,\.:1111"1&11;0113 and disturbing
irelovant and muocum versons. The report at P 11‘:\~";sz.ig;nioh Karax was, soni .o 3P0 b
for initiating pr oper d'*pqzm‘entai proc c»c.mt B inst the do]i.n'qi;cm

ROARUGE
\Jlf.l- \_,].
,

Dismct Police Oﬂ"l'ccr. Karal iritated pmou departmental engniry acoocsd in

ARSIy

against him and .SP 7 Investigation Kohat van nominated as- Dnguiry OO0 s [EREIE

PR L

f

- Officer after filiillment of codal formalities ~usmited his findings wiereie ae wseho s
found uilty of the charges leveled aguimsi nia, e racommended hivm v e onisno
under the relevant rules. DPO Karck had isswd Py al ‘31:0‘\ Cause Noucs e he arapdeer

i

officer: Towever, his reply was found wiseis giony.

F\ceping in view tl Corecemimet 'i"iidm ofthe Znauly O ben o

_ ¢ “U'MH']“.! oot redisn b TR e
10 .sub.stanm-c mnk oi Sub I sspector inder o velevont rules By otkhe Disvier ol A
Karak vid: OB No. 486 dated 16112023

‘rn,th‘ agarieved from the crde s ar st ',’Jl\u I RIS NN NS
B ¢ ¢ Dy TraLs e Cee . ' -
;)it.:;o.i_.w e Inxmm ’-lp'vn,d. Hc VOUS Bumabe Lot SV TG
e - i . - . . )
e offiee o ‘a.llu undersigned -on -~}.12_21 3 oo e ST
| ! \ . 11 Y Al : t .
hat Ine appetianl was promot RO N B S
*n ! LI Vgt AT . N
wilirmci as nspecter. Consgquentdy. o Cos
C '¥ie) 1 "R T, I 1. yy e . ’ PN - S [ .
Seuiian —»'._')n’h} ol the Ki -hl“ Pal\huu' Wy N O A T TR U D O U LA

L0 reversion 11("“1 an OFActng v in fob 2 ounishowos T dwe v el

holding vhe substa h\C rank of ”i. '

]
Porgpaimg in viow. 1 xn s RN e L .
=
being the appellate authority. ncr\‘av SoT 2RPir the punishment of covi o

(thuen»m: Inspector 1o substantive ranic of Sub Inspestor awarde.. By isiner Pelice e
Karak vide order Noo 486 damea 4000 IVLE T Sopurtmentil Chie Ly aand e againg e
appoliaen standy ponding sefore o T e e S s
Dass o sreaking order on T N PO ' R <
caceoro e with e l\-:‘s‘-'n@'.: Pubae o CAS ko '
periad uili S davs atter tha veccipr ol o e o it
b O
© Qider cnnouiced
19.12.2933
.—“J "‘
‘ld'_ A«.':-.._;«L___.. l‘.uj:,, B
Cupy. for NIRRT e e s
Caction wir 1o his or 'u, : i.‘..“.ﬁ_';?- oo e

l_( .
H SHYRIN \11\1‘ apidt
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' :3_1 - © “‘ aated 16 ¢ 12023 Tha deparonental anquiry aganstt * sopuilant slanda perdss
e an0e bes was Grocied, K0 PISS 8 SRS Crder on e deparTientl sedury CondUTeE
gaonine apgellant strictiy 1n mm“w m‘@M.?MwB polce Rums 1375 (a3 srisnded

n 3T14) wnlmn"a period of 18 daysahasihe Maﬁhm

« J9e 23 'Facis an 1ot us P""l“'méﬁom e WIRFO Xohet vide iemmr ERdLs "0
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ywaan /.arn'- H3y %"USL‘&!_;IM,.M.E& ‘ol m, FIR No 286 calod’ g 0% 2023 s
,‘\.1'..'18&'42?1’35&3373{”,'\471“8 fPC TNTA Pojics Slatian ity Kk Tha SP Imeentigalon atotard ~
i evel \ha.q an ons ﬁidp "‘"."F'P"‘.Wﬂw W s nod compmum Hel iavesigut? wer 0%
amparant and seradiva case wﬁk;;@;ﬁ;W?hxnd y‘apnmuly’ inspecut  TONY Nywaz dunng 3
resHgINON BIOCESY °°'Wﬂﬂlagllm;ﬁw arid Qatacting:ifrelevant innocart persons This 3
qute ndvarse on ha part Wmhltnwm fmalahde Intsnton snd non-grofassnaiam i 1NE
:‘r V“a;ge al wn oﬂir.-m{ob”gmidl‘&: This vzt o0 s part 4 sgaInM SArCS Cistipne and arrourt to @108
LAt . . ’ :

: \p the regard, ha Wit streed with Crarge S!ml‘mar{at wun satament ot allgganons
© undef Police Oisciplinasy Rutas 1375 lm anended in 20141 vioe No 01-GUEnq daind 7V 07 2023 Mr
k Jarmi-Ur-Renman 8P invegtigation Wing Kobat wes appointed  as Enguiry Officers 1© cgnnuc
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. Frar e pedusd ot e recota 1 wanspired that ancelw\u«lw.ﬂur trgzacis 0%
promnted ofg. inspacior on \& 04 2023. He has nat yet haan conAirmed as tnsoecta’ Censegoenty e ©
nalding iNe susstantive rank of SUb inspactot Sectiot 4{021b} o Tha Khyt =* Paxhlunvhws Parcs vt
4g75 108 amanc=23.10 2014: crovides Uit raversion from an officaung k& ot 4 punshment Foes -
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':upagsﬁnvc tark of ayb napeciar s not s punumm as par Sestion ad2)ibl =t v Kryues Bashint ol
" Polte Rules-1975-1a8 smandad N 2014). thereiore. b Mukammad Waqas Khen {PePY Diatras M 7"
‘Qmear, Xerk, i1 giarcise Of e povers conigrrad upon M. nereby impoes maljor punishmon: a
:.;'Muclm in rank trom {he substanyve «ank of Sub \nnpecto? {8l to substantive cank of Assstay
- gub iaapastor (ASY tar.a peried of two (02) years with immediate sftec: :
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In pursuance of the W/RPQ Kohat Region Kohat office order Endst No. 175/EC dated

- 04.01.2024 passed on Departmental appeal of Offg Inspector Tahir Nawaz of Tnvestigation Wing

: Karak where in the W/RPO Kohat, being the appellate authority set aside the punishment of

" reduction from the rank of Officiating Inspector to substantive rank of Sub Inspector awarded by

- the Office vide order Book No 486 dated 16.11.2023. the Departmental inquiry against the

appellant stands pending i hand and this office was.directed to pass a speaking order on the

E departmental enquiry conducted against the ,appellam‘strictl.y'in.'acco_rd,ahce with the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (as amended in 2014) within a period of 15 days after the receipt’
‘of the order. A : o

' ~ “Facts are that as per letter received from the W/RPO Kohat vide letter No 7011/EC dated
21,07.2023 that SP Investigation Wing Karak sent information report against, Inspector Tahir.

© . ‘Nawaz to Worthy RPO. Kohat that the appellant/defaulter inspector while posted as 10 in Police

. Station. Karak was. entrusted the Investigation of case FIR No. 265 dated 10.05.2023 U/S

: 341/188/427/353/3377_A (i) /147/148/TATA Police Station City Katak. The SP Investigation stated

" in his letter that on one side the appellant/deféulter Inspector 1s not competent to Investigate such
|ike important and sensitive case while on the other hand reportedly Inspector Tahir Nawaz during
the Investigation process demanded illegal gratification and ‘disturbihg irrelevant-innocent persons.

" This ‘a’ quite adverse on his part and shows his negligence, mialafide intention -and non- -

- professionalism'in the discharge of his official cognations. This act on his part is against discipline

and amount in gtoss misconduct. - . ' ' :

, ""In this regard, . -he was served with Charge Sheet together with Statements of allegations
" under Police Rules Disciplinary Rules 1975 (as amended in 2014) vide No. 91-92/Enq dated
© 51.07.2023 Mr Jamil Ur Rehman SP. Investigation Wing Kohat was appointed as Enquiry Officers
. to condvict departmental enquiry against him. After the completion of enquiry the Enquiry Officer
- submitted his findings vide No. 793/PA dated 13.09.2023 that the defaulter Inspector was _found
~ guilty on the basis of allegations leveled against him. The enquiry officer recommended the said
Inspector for award of major punishment. - ' '

‘Thereafter Final Show Cause Notice was issued to him vide this Office No 103/'Eng cated

04.10.2023. He sﬁbmi_tted his reply was found unsatisfactory.

* From the perusal of the record it is franspired that appellant/defaulter Inspector was. :
promoted offg Inspector on 19.10,2023. He has not yet been confirmed as Inspector. Consequently.
he is holding the substantive rank of Sub Inspector Section 5(2) (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Police Rules 1 975 (as amended in 2014) provides that reversion from an officiating rank is not a
puriishment. That the appellant/defaulter Inspector is currently holding the Substantive rank of Sub

~* Inspector.

Keeping in view of above and having gone through available record and recommendations

 of the enquiry.officer reversion/reduction from Officiating rank of Inspector to substantive rank of

sub inspector is not a punishment as per Section 4 (2) {(b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules

1975 (as amended in 2014) therefore I,‘Muhamm'ad Wagqas Khan (PSP) District Police Ofticer.

‘Karak in exercise of the powers conferred upon me hereby im;ﬁose major punishment of reduction

" in rank from the substantive rank -of sub Inspector (SI) to sustentative rank of Assistant Sub
Inspector (ASI) for a period of two (2) years with immediate effect. o

" OB No.22
~ Dated 16/01/2024

, _ o "_‘i)is;riét Police Officer Kﬁr-ak
' OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KARAK ‘
- No. 99-100/Eng, Karak the16.01.2024 B

. | . .
. Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to
S

‘1. The Regional Police Officer, Koha; Region, Kohat for favour of information was quoted.
9. The SP Investigation Wing Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Karak for information and necessary action.

UPiaciiae Datine Dfficer Karak



To,

l’hrough:
. subject:

' ﬁeépected Sir,

. _The Roglonal Pollce Offlcer

Kohat Region Kohat
|

PROPER CHANNEL' '

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

»

Wuth due’ respect appdlant submlts departmental appeal agamst the

- order of Iearned Dustrlct Police Offlcer l(arak dated 16: 01 2024 bearmg OB No. 22

vrde which ‘major penalty of reductton from the 5ubstant1ve rank Sub In5pector of to.

the rank of Assrstant Sub lnspector was umposed on the appellant

FACTS

1.

‘4That app(—.llant was promoted to the rank of Ins pecterivlde Order of

Worthy lnspcctor Genoral of Poltte Khyber Pakhtunkhwa beanng No
233/CPO/E I dated 19.04:2023. Appellant was posted in mvestlg ation
‘wing District Karult Appellant was procer_ded agamst departmontally
on charges of dem-andlng 1|legal_ gratlhcatron from “the suspects

mvolved “in- case FIR NO 265 dated 10.05. 7023 under Section

341/188/42//%3/337 Al /148/149 PPC’ read with Sor.tlon 7 of Anti

Terrorrfm Act The deoartmentwl protudtngs culminated in passrn[,

) the order of réversion of appellant from the . substantive rank of

: lnspoctor to the rank of Sub Inspector wdc Order of Dlstrlct pOllL(‘

Officer, Karak dated 06;1.202_3 ‘oearln_g 08 No. 486.

That - appellant subr'ni‘l:ted"departmentally appeal against the

aforementioned 'ponal-ty order - before your good office. -l'h'e
'-departmental 1ppeal was drspos‘ed of by your good offrr.e vide order

_ No 17.)/LC d‘)ted 04. O1 2024 wherem the reversron order from the

rank of Inspector to. the rank of Sub lnspeclor was >et aside and case
was rem’md(.d to Dlstl’l('t Police Olncer "Karak for passme speaking
order 'md the clvp‘ rtmontal enqarry alrnady condug tecl was order to
tllO st'md oondmp lmrnt‘d D strict Polree Officer l\ar..k w:thqut flI’Sl

lssumg orcler or re- mstatm{, appellant in the rank of mspector and

' prowdlng appellan1 any Opportunlty of dofenu: passed the |mpugned'

order of reductlon in ranl\ of the. subftantlve rank of Sub Inspector:

to Asswtant Sub lnrpector
That theé 1ppcll*nt had (.arllr.r ubmittt‘d reply in response to the

char[’e sheLl Lrntr_ndmg thert_m that tho crimina case under rtvrew

was reglstered gn 10. UJ 2023 and lﬂll.ldl an(‘le},)dl.l\)n was (onducted

in the c1‘;e b p*r‘decefsw in office of the appeliar amdy Sajjad



-Halder Inspector lnvestlgatnon in the case was handed over to the
| appellant on 11. 07 2023 ie. after two months of its reglstratlon and .
_ submrss:on of- mterrm Challan by Statton House Offlcer Clty Karak
| That actually case FlR No. 265 was regtstered by operatlon wing’ of
'Pollce of Pohce Istatlon C|ty Karak agalnst the. members of the
unlawful assembly who blocked the Indus Highway and took the law '
into their handswhlle protes,ttng agamsttthe arrest of chairman of -

“Pakis‘tan.'Tehrlk Insaf” (PTI). All the rhembers of the unlawful

‘assembly yyere ,charg'ed.. in F,I‘R‘ -including 24 by names who ‘were
“leading the. mob. o .‘ A
That as a, result ofjomt efforts of mvestlgatlon and operatlon wnngs of
Pollce and with. support of NADRA total 113 suspects were traced and
ldentlfled and the case ftled had remalned in. custody of Antl‘.
_ T'errorlsm Court Kohat in connectlon wuth Dnstnct Police Offlcel’ Karak
‘ISSUQd order of reversion of appellant from the rank of lnspector to
the rank of Sub-Inspector dlsposal of bail petltlons |
That:on 21 OI 2023 that is after ten (10) days of assuming the charge
of mvestlgatton ol' the case charge sheet was |ssued to the appellant
on the basrs of aforementloned charges appellant submltted.
plausable reply and the unqulry ‘officer wrthout collectmg any evrdence
in support of the charges made fecommendatlon of award of penalty
‘to appellant ‘ .’ - . :
That appellant filed. dep-artrnental 'a'p~pea| and your. go'od‘ office
-remand the case to Dlstr|ct Pollce Offlcr.r Karak for passmg speakmg
order but the District Polrce Offlter without complying W|th your good

offlce dlrectrons passed the |mpugned order Hence the departmental

appeal on the followmg grounds

- QMD_S_

That the |mpugned order has been passed in clear wolatxon of the
. dlrectrons conta:ned in the order passed in departmental appeal of

appellant as s the order of revers:on frorn the rank of Inspector was set '
’ aside by your good offlce but no order of re- mstatement in rank of
lnspector was |ssued Agam your good offrce has |ssued order’ that

mqu1ry stand pendmg but i mqurry was not entrusted enquiry officer.

Furthermore appellant was regularly promoteu to the r

an'ls,_ of
~lnspector vnde order of Worthy lnspector Gencral of Pol:ce onjt‘he‘
basis of semonty cum fltness after rerommendatlons of. departméntal

'-promotron committee Dlstruct Police Offlcer Karak has wrongly held

that the promothn of appellant to the rank of lnspector was no
A -



by

. " _

. * . . ' . Vs o
prornot’ro"n’ Actually promotion to the of Inspector by Regronal

" Police’ Offrcer wrthm the meanmg of Police Rules 13.4 is. no

promotlon Any promotlon made in pursuance of recommendatlons
of departmental promotlon commrttee is regular promotron Drstrlct'

Pollce Offlcer Karak did- not provrde chance of defence to appellant'

~ and |ssued the nppugned order at the back of appellant.
. That rt is well settled prmcrple of. dlscrplmary proceedmgs that mqurry

| officer wsll be confrned to the aIlegatrons leveled in the charge sheet

He is not authorlzed to travel beyond the ambit of such allegations.

Inqurry Offlcer-has reported ,l.n clear terms that there was no evidence -

aga“rnst'appellant ol harassing any person or demanding “illegal

grati’fication Enqurry Offrcer has reported the appellant gullty‘
.because previous service record of appellant was -not good The

'.allegatlons of posseSsrng- patchy. lr,ecord ‘of service. are nelther

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 lnquir.y' Officer has carried out open and secret ‘in‘qulry but failed

. to collect any evrclence in support ofthe charges of demandmg illegal

: 'gratlflcatlon and harassmg mnocent persons Enqulry officer has also

based the opinion of blemrshed record of- serwce of appellant on'no

' »ewdence or reference to. any specrfrc lapses and omissions on the part

of appellant Therefore the inquiry - ‘proceedings have been carried

. out in flagrant wolat!ons of_ rules;r_henc_e the |mpugned order is void

. ab- mrtro

That thls is on the record that the enqurry officer has examrned the

wrtnesses |n.absence of appellant as no.chance of cross examination

of ‘the vs'/itn_esses ‘was provided_ to th‘e’appellant.j'The witnesses

<

_ ¢ategorically stated that no evidence.was available in support of

charges Therefore the |mpugned order is not tenable

" That major penalty of reductron in rank was awarded to appellant but |

the complamt maker of the alleged .charges is still unknown. .

. Appellant is still unaware .that who 'rna,de complaint of demanding
illegal gratification and harassing ‘inhocent persons against tha

“appellant. Therelore,.- award of major penalty to appellant-__wlithout-

identifying the,vi_,ctirns':of alleg:ed“~mi'scondpct is against the faw and

rulés governing disciplinary actions. -



all back beneﬁts

Enclosure

'fhat initia investigation' was conductedin'the case FIR No. 265

mentloned above by another officer.’ Investlgatron of the case was

. entrusted to appe!lant after about 02 months long period therefore

the charges of dem‘md of illegal gratrfncat:on from suspects or.

harassmg innocent- person at this belated stage of. mvestrgatlon does

not.. appeal to prudent mmd Agaln the enqurry ofﬂcer clearly

reported that the charges are unproved Therefore award of major

‘_penalty on the basus of unproved charges is agamst the norms of

‘justrce and fair play

) That Clrc|e Deputy Superrntendent of Pohce and supermtendent of

Polioe lnvestrgatron s_upervssmg the mvestpgatlon processes but none ‘

of the said officer has ever advised orwarned about the a'Heged

, charges. Therefore, the aileged charges are groundless and without
‘footings. '

That the whole’ d-eoartrhental fﬂe'has been' prepa'red ‘without

complymg with the procedure prescrubed in the rules, therefore the

‘subsequent actnon of passmg of the impugned order based on

defective proceedings is bad in eye of law and rules.

It is therefore requested that |rnpugned order may be set aside wnth

' Your Obedlentiv .

Tahlr Naw

| A55|st1nt Sub lnspector lnvest:gatron Wrng Karak .

Copy of.impu'gnled' order



~This order will dlspoqe of the dc,pmmcntal app( alTreteTred by AN Taliie vav sy

. N K/168 of Investlgauon Karak against the ordcr of District Polite Officer, Kurak wherehy b
o Was awarded major pumshnu.nt of reduction from the: subsmmw r:mk of Sub hl\")utm 1
" the rank of Ass:stant Sub Inspector vide OB No. 22, dated 16.01:2024. Bricf facts of the vase
" are th'xt SP Invcﬁtngation Karak ‘sent a report against the above named Otfg: Inspector ”“
unders\gncd vide letter Ivo. Nil'dated 21. 07.2023. that the :l]mt.]] wt, whils posted as toves igation
O{h\,cr in Police Station City Karak, was cotrusted with the nvestiation of Case FIK w208
- dated 10.05. 202'\ u/s wl*l‘%i/d"7/35"’-/337¢\(1)/147/ {48 l’l’L I} ATA PS City harak. ’
lnveshgauon stated in s letter that on one hand the appcll.snt is ot compefent o nvesibaly

such like. 1mpm’t'ml and. sensitive casc iwhile on fhc ot}n:r hand. npumdl‘ he used fo dum-!“x! :

)

St mhcauom and

=

i dlstu:hm)_ urqlcvmt :nnoc;nt persons, The re port oin SPdpveiea e
" Karak wué sent to DPRG-K .u-s.k for mllmlmg proper dc-pmmmt.il proceedings, agdast L

delinquent. oitlcm

District "mm, ulﬁu.r, Karak mltx.\u.d proper ¢ pammcnml CIRUILS

Prove s i
against him and SP lnvullbduon Kohat was nominated as anmry Officer. Im Lnguiry £ Hiteer

~after 1ull|llmenl of wddl lormalities’ submlttc.d his ﬁndmf,s whuun the .lpmll.u. W fn.ilh'h

Llli]l\' of the dmr;,«,; tevelod against him and recommentled hnn for oy iar »..11.\..11'.': e the
' r;lv:\nm' rules. DPO Karak.issued Final Show Cause Notice to the delitguent ofiicer sl tis ey

0 wllwh was found unsutis Llutory _
Ku.puu, in view tlu, recommendations 0! lhu anuxr\ Orticer and chivenaine

of lhc case, the d-*1111qm,[1t officer was awardcd pumshmunl of lcduulun [remy Ol{n. Hapot e i

the subst.mnve rank of Sub Inspcctor by lhe Dibllld Police Ollu.u
16.11.2023.

(h..ii "LC (}“ 'lx\] - S \|.1|lfx:

Feeling ngyrieved from the order of Diswrict Poited Offic Sk,
preferred appeal before the undersigned. He was summonéd and beard in peison in o

on 19.12.2023. From the pcrusal of record, it transpired that the appeliunt wus proneeied e

Ofﬁcnunb Inspectnr on 19.04, 2023 He had not yet been confirmed as ispector. Cosiae
he was holdmg the subsumt-lvc rank of Sub lm’pccmr Section 4

(200 o he ik
Pakhtunkhwa Policc Rules

1975 (as um,ndcd in 2014y pmvldu_, [

PUOTSION o,
t-ﬂ!u.xlmg rank-is not. punu]mu nt, ' S

Bas Ld on the above, the order of pumthun ‘.mn i el of e b L
tie, substantive rank ut Su inspector issued by. Dlstrlut Palice L)Hmu Karuk .m; \HL ‘-*-i BTN
dated 16 (B ).023 was set aside and, conteqtlc.ntt)., the dejsirtimental cnauins |
dclmqucnt ()Itfce.

. N
‘, R Gy

stood pending before the DPO i\drak l)mnu Police Ctlicer Rz

~directed to pass a ,;\L‘ng nrdm on the (h.parlmcnm} uxquuv o nlmu d ayainnt ik

AL
|1‘-]"=L'§1.".;,zi
strictly in d(.u)rdum.u with .J)yh(.r Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1973 fas cinendend i

Cong seguznl upon 'hu abm e Jucmum Dmml Police-Oteey '-\u.s::'&. mecand
ln.uor pumshmcnt of reduction in ¢ mk Irom the substantive dnk of Sub Inspector 1o substan, o
runk of Assistant Sub ins puctor for a pu:od af twor years with umnulmu effect vide O3

dated 16.01.2024. . S S o



| Bcing dissatisfied Irom the order: of Dlsmct Pohu Uihur Karak. *1-l~

e dapebing

Hp
referre,d the mstdm appeai. e was summoncd and heard in ncrson n Ou.c;‘\ Rowvnt held i

:ofhcg of tht. updg rsxgm.d on ’0 (ﬂ 2024, However 1 e could not prcscnl any pt ausible gronmb L
o ‘. - l
* |
jUSl’lfy his umcondupl. : . |
o Forégoing in view; Shu' Akb'u' PSP, 8.51, Regional %’('}Eilza S eer] i

: bcimi the appclmte authontv am ofthe t.onsxdered opmon lhal the LnLIILL\ Jevidad g A

have been fully estabhshud 1he pumshment awarded by the l)lsm«.t Pohu, UHmr E\ aral ok

appcl‘ant is Jusuﬁed 'md therefore waudnts 'no mtbriu"-ncz, Henee, apbual i

ASE Ty

Nawaz No: R/168 is hercby lL]CLttd bemg devoid of. subst LICE, mul mun

OrderAnnounced e o o Lo - -
20.02.2024 ' S T

‘ : ‘ TR P i‘{c\g‘ios:ss'I,»,E-'c;l‘i-.w;

’ o ' A - . .A‘f: ?Y lK%ﬁHH}{ﬁgﬁ\n

Np.inOb _JEC, Dated Kohat the £/ zf /2024 S L

Copy forwarded to Dlstrlct Pollce Ofﬁcer Kdm}\ for mfommtmn m:l DOLCRR S
action w/r-to his office Memo: No. 436/EC, dated 01.02.2024. Ol Service Buok\{ 01 Service N }s
qup Mlsal and ‘c:nquuy F 1]\. are retgmed hcr(,wnh

v ok ok ok




- VAKALAT NAMA

. NO. /2024
INTHE COwRTOF __ K7 f&f/%/?ﬂ/ //@’AM'W
% /M% aM g : (Appellant)
: / ‘ (Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)
VERSUS

/M(’C WM/ " (Respdndent)
(Defendant)
:I/Wé,' Tadw Wﬁ

Do hereby appoint and constitute %MUR 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 @%

(CLIENTY

ACCEPTED

/
TAIMU. I KHAN
Advocate High Court

BC-10-4240

- CNIC: 17101-7395544-5
Cell No. 03339390916 //x@



