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24/06/20241 The appeal of Mr. Sohail Shah resubmitted today 

by Mr. Kashif Hayat Advocate. It is hxed for preliminary 

hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on 26.06.2024. 

Parcha Peshi given to the counsel for the appellant.

By the order o(’Chairman
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The appeal of Mr. Sohail Shah received today i.e on 14.06.2024 is 

incomplete on the following score which is returned to the appellant for 

completion and resubmission within 15 days.

yl^,Ch|cl< list is not attached with the appeal.
2- Affidavit is not attested by the Oath Commissioner.
3- Annexures of the appeal are unattested.
4^Memorandum of is not signed by the appellant.
r/ Address of appellant is incomplete be completed according to the 

^Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974.
6- Approved file cover is not used.
-'^ppeal has not been flagged/marked 

S^Annexures of the appeal are not in sequence.
9- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notice 

and reply thereto are not attached with the appeal be placed on it.
Two more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. 

complete in all respect may also be submitted with the appeal.

7 with annexures marks.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHkWAR,

!•

\ .

Sohail Shah 
Appellant

VERSUS DPO Kohat etc. 
Respondents

INDEX

S. No. Description of documents ■ Annexure Pages

1 Memorandum of appeal with affidavit 1-5

2 Correct Addresses of parties 6

Inquiry Report3 A .7-7A

4 Charge Sheet No. 2716-17/P dated 26-05-2023 B 8- 8A

5 Written Reply to charge sheet C 9-9C

6 Enquiry report Copy of enquiry / written statement D lOA-lOC

7, Final show chaise No: 4003 dated 24-07-20213 and reply of 
show cause

■■

E- IIA-IIB

. 8 Order of DPO Kohat No. 4838-40 dated 22-08-2023 12

9 Departmental Appeal to DPO Kohat and Order 13-13B •

10 Appeal to IGP KPK and Order G 14-14D

11 Wakalat Nama 15

(Appellant)
• i

Through:
Kashif Hayat 

Advocate, High Court 
District Courts Kohat 
Cell: 0333-9690960 3
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 2024

Sohail Shah S/o Said Badshah Sub Inspector No. 204K, SSU CPEC
Peshawar Police Line Hayat Abad
R/ o Keri Sheikhaiv Tehsil Gumbat District Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, District Kohat
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region Kohat
3. Inspector General of Police, KPK Peshawar

(Respondents)

APPEAL U/S 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBULA ACT, 1974, AGAINST THE 

IMPUGNED ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 1 

VIDE O.B NO. 683 DATED 22-08-2023, VIDE 

which appellant was awarded iTiinor punishment 

of "forfeiture of two years approved service" and 

respondent No.2 also upheld the decision of
I

respondent No.l vide OB No. 12349 dated 23-11- 

2023, also respondent No.3 upheld the decisions 

of respondents No. 1 and 2 dated'17-05-2024.

PRAYER:
r

On acceptance of tliis appeal, the impugned orders dated 22-08- 

2023, 23-11-2023 and 17-05-2024 may kindly be set-aside and

*



0r
the punishment awarded to die appellant may kindly be set 

aside, and any other relief may be blessed with.

!■

Respectfully Shaweth:

With great veneration, the instant appeal is preferred by the 

appellant ori the following facts and grounds"

FACTS:

a) Briefly the facts are the appellant while serving , in District 

Kohat was served charge sheet No. 2716-17/P dated 26-05-2023 

against the appellant, (charge sheet is annexed as aimexure

"A")

b) That the allegations were inquired into by an inquiry officer

who submitted his findings to the DPO Kohat the appellant
(

was awarded the minor punishment of "forfeiture of two years 

approved service, furthermore he may not be posted as 

Incharge infield, (order is annexed as annexure "B")

c) That the appellant categorically denied the allegations tlirough 

his written statement, (copy of written statement is annexed as 

annexure "C")

d) That the appellant being aggrieved from the order of 

respondent No. 1 preferred an departmental appeal before 

respondent No.2 and 3 which were also turned down by 

respondent No. 2 and 3.(Copy of departmental appeals and 

orders are amiexed as annexure "D")
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e) Tl-iat appellant being aggrieved from the order of respondents

remedy, instead of filing of the instant appeal, 

inter-alia on the following grounds:

has no other

GROUNDS:

a) That the, impugned order being violative of law is not
•i

sustainable and bad in the eyes of law, liable to be set-aside.

b) That the impugned orders are 

reasoning, hence liable to be set-aside.
suffering from perversity of

c) , That the impugned orders are outcome of; surmises and 

conjectures.

d) That during course of inquiry non from the General Public / 

statement of private, witnesses / aggrieved person was examine 

in support of the charges leveled against the appellant, no 

allegation of the corruption or corrupt practices by appellant 

was proved against the appellant, the appellant had numerous 

good entries in his service record which could be verified from 

the service record of the appellant.

e) That tlie inquiry officer conducted inquiry against E&D Rules
i

and the whole departmental file was prepared in violation of 

law and rules and based on hearsay which is liable to be set 

aside.

f) That the rumors have got not evidentiary value and reliance 

camrot be placed on the basis of rumors.
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g) That the respondents have acted wliimsically and arbiti-arily 

which is apparent from service record and the inquiry 

submitted by the ii^uiry officer.

h) That no punishment could be effected without affording 

personal hearing of the appellant. ^

i) That departmental inquiry was not conducted in accordance 

with the rules.

i) That the appeal is well within time, even otherwise no 

limitation would run against void / illegal order.

k) That the order of respondents are very much harsh in nature.

1) That the further grounds will be agitated at tlie time of 

arguments with the kind permission of this Hon'ble Tribunal.

It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of this appeal, 

the impugned orders dated 22-08-20213, 23-11-2023 and 17-05- 

2024 may kindly be set-aside and the punishment awarded to 

the appellant may kindly be set aside, and any other relief may 

be blessed with.

(Appellant)

Dated: 12-06-2024

Through:
Kashif Hayat 
Advocate, High Court 
District Courts Koiiat 
Cell: 0333-9600'
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.I-

i
ii-

% Sohail Shahli Appellant
I !

VERSUS

District Police Officer Kohat and others
'

Respondent

AFFIDAVIT

1/ Sohail Shah (appellant) S/o Said Badshah R/o Keri Sheikhan 

Tehsil Gumbat District Kohat, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

oath that the contents of the instant appeal are ti-ue and correct to the best 

of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from 

Honourable Tribunal.

on

this

: DEPONENT 
Sohail Shah 
CNIC 14301-5980587-7 
Mobile 0332-9621327^identify by:

Kashif Hayat Advocate 
High court
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Sohail Shah 
Appellant

VERSUS DPO Kohat etc. 
Respondents

CORRECT ADDRRSS

APPELLANT;

Sohail Shah S/o Said Badshah Sub Inspector No. 204K, SSU CPEC
Peshawar Police Line Hayat Abad
R/ 0 Keri Sheikhan, Tehsil Gumbat Dishict Kohat

I

RESPONDENTS:

1. District Police Officer, District Kohat

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region Kohat

3. Inspector General of Police, KPK Peshawar'

(Appellant) ,/a
V

Through; !
Kashif Hayat Advocate,
High Court & District Courts Kohat

Dated: 12-06-2024
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Office of the 
District Police Officer, 

Kohat
Ilgil

>1

:Nb^7l^6‘-sJ^,/T. 'A

CHARGE SHEET

MR. FARHAN KHAN PSP, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER.I.
KOHAT, as competenl; riul,hoi-i(-,y undf^r Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules 
(amendments 2014) 197.S, am of the opinion that you SI Sohail Shah :SHO PS 
Jarma rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against, as you-have omitted 
the following act/omissions within the meaning of Rule ,3 of the Police Rules 
1975.

As pre preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Operations Kohat 
vide enquiry report No. 120 / Reader dated 23.05.2023, you SI 
Sohail Shah while posted as SHO PS Jarma has taken illegal 
gratification / bribe from arrested accused in search strike 
Operations in your areas of Jurisdiction without taking any 
legal action.

i.

Your above act shows in-efficiency & irresponsibility on your 
part. ; \

ii.

By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct 
under Rule 3 of the Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of 
the penalties specified in the Rule d of the Rules ibid. '

'2.

You arc, therefore, required to submit your written statement 

within 07 days of the receipt of this Chai'gc Sheet to the enquiry officer.

Your written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer within 

the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no 

defense to put in and ex-parte action shall be taken againstyou.

3.

A stotemcn). of allegation i.s enclosed,d.

/
f j

districtpo'lige officer, 
'X . •; KOHaV
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Office of the 
District Police Officer 

Kohat

T)a.l:e 023

:

?!
DISCIPLINARY ACTION■i

i-1 MR. FARHAN KHAN PSP. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. 
KO.HAT ;is cnmpcicni. nulhorily, ,nm of (hr. npinion l.hal. you SI Sohail Shah SHO 

have rcndc.red yourself liablePS Jarma , f.o be - proceeded against 
departmentally under Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa police Rule';.1975 {Amendment 
2014) 00 you have committed l:hc following aci.s/omissions. .

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
i. As pre preliminary enquiry conducted by SP 

Operations Kohat vide enquiry report No. 120 / 
j Reader dated 23.05.2023, you SI Sohail Shah while 
: posted as SHO

f
I.I;

PS Jarma has taiken illegal 
gratification / bribe from arrested, accused in

strike Operations in your 
Jurisdiction without taking any legal action.
search areas of

!

ii. Your above act shows 
irresponsibility on your part.

I'*ni- Ihr. luirposf. of sori.ilinizing (he eonfluet of'said.ar.cuscd with 
lefeience to l.hc above allegal.inns SP Investigation Kohat is appointed as 
enquiiy officer. The enquiry nffieer shall in accordance with provision of the 
Police Rule-1975, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused 
official, record his findings and make, within twenty five days of the receipt of 
this order, recommendations 
against the accused official.

The accuscid official shall Join the proceeding on the date, time and 
place fixed by I he enf|uiry nffieei-.' ’ : ' .

in-efficiency &

2.

as to punishment or other appropriate action

/

DISTRICT POilfcE OFFICER, 
(y IkohAt

PA, dated 5(5 ^ SNo /2023,
Copy of above to:-
SP Investigation Kohat The inquiry Officer for initiating 
piocredings aj'ainsf ihe aec.iiserl unriri' ihe provisions of i^niic'c! 
Rule-1975. ' ;

Officer; - with the directions to appear before the 
Enquiry ,Officer, on the date, time and place fixedly him, for the 
purpose of enquiry proceedings. ' ‘ ' '

2.
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enquiry against si sohail shah

leveled against SI Sohail Shah. Contents of allegations are as under;-
j

were

I • 1. conrfocfed by SP Operation Kohat vide enquiry report 
No. 120/Reader dated 23.05.2023, you Si Sohail shah while posted as SHO PS 
Jerma has taken illegal gratification/bribe from arrested accused in search & Strike 
operation in your areas of jurisdiction without taking any legal action. ■

2. Your above act shows inefficiency, irresponsibility 
misconduct on your part.

and professional gross

The undersigned was appointed as enquiry officer therefore above quoted charge-sheet 
based on statement of allegation was served upon the above mentioned SI with the 
direction to submit his written statement before the undersigned on or before the target
date.

slaf’emfnts was received, placed on file and found un-satisfactory. The
givin bJJow: '"hich

STATEIVIENT OF ACCUSED OFFICER SI SOHAIL .SHAH
He stated that on 19.05^2023 he brought accused Malak Jan into the Police Station but
fnveitt ? evidence except his picture, he released him and when
TtaSdTat he 25.05.2023 then he arrested him. He further
stated that he ra ded upon the house of accused Kimya Gul but he didn't recognize the
to could not arrest him and took his nephew Muhamrnad Tariq

5ore u.le. Thereafter the elders of his locality come to 
Kin Oim (SHO Sohail Shah) that there is no relationship between
nrrtef nT Muhammad Tariq therefore due to a possible chance of Law &
Order situation, he released the said accused with his 12 bore rifle. SHO Sohail Shah 
further revea s in his statement that SHO PS Billitang Waqar Khan arrested the accused 
Muhammad Imran ,and Khalid Khan on 17.05.2023 and handed over to him for further 
proceeding on which he challaned accused Imran Khan while due to verification he 
released accused Khalid Khan on surety which was thereafter arrested on 31 05 2023 
l-urthermore he does not know about accused Roman Ullah s/o Islam ud Din and Saeed 
s/o Zangal Shah nor he arrested them. SI Sohail Shah further stated in his statement that
being SHO it is his authority to released a person on "Machalka” in connection with his 
verification.

1.

2- STATEIVIENT OF LHC NAQASH H/IM PS^JERIVIA

He stated that on 19.05.2023 SHO Sohail Shah arrested the accused Tariq s/o Alam Khan 
*ith a 12 bore rifle and brought him to Police Station by IHC Zahid Iqbal. Later on LHC 
C (Gunner of SHO Sohail Shah) come to Police and disclosed that SHO
Sohail Shah instructed him to released the accused Muhammad Tariq on the surety of 
School .feacher Abdur Raziq with his 12 bore rifle therefore, he released the accused 
Muhammad Tariq a ongwith his rifle 12 bore after confirmation from SHO concerned 
(Statement of LHC Naqash is attached)

STATEMENT OF LHC QADIR GUNNER OF SI SOHAIL SHAH
His statement supported the version of LHC Naqash as he stated that during search & 
Strike operation SHO Sbhail Shah arrested the accused Muhammad Tariq and sent to 
Police Station for further proceeding. Thereafter local elders of the area of accused was 
come to Police Station and warned SHO that he arrested the wrong person so they will 
take legal against htmon which SHO told him (LHC Qadir) that told to MC^harar for 
releasing the said accused. (Statement of LHC Qadir is attached) ^ A

iP
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4- STATEMENT OF IHC ZAHin lORfll

He stated that on 19.05.2023 SHO Sohail Shah arrested many accused in which accused 
Malak Jan was one of dnem and brought him to Police Station but due to not nomination in 
the FiRs SHO Sohai! Shah released him on the surety of Local elders. He further stated 
that during said search & Strike Operation a 12 bore rifle was also recovered from a house 
which was handed over to the Muharar Staff of PS Jerma by driver Imtiaz No 849

handing over the accused Imran & Muhammad Khalid by SHO 
PS Billitang he was not present at there nor in the time of arrested of accused Roman 
Ullah and Saeed (Statement of IHC Zahid Iqbal is attached)

STATEMENT OF DRIVER IMTIAZ ALI SHAH
He stated that on 19.05.2023 he was in search & Strike operation with SHO Sohail Shah.

^ During a search in strike operation a rifle 12 bore was recovered from a house which he 
brought to Police Station and handed over to Muharar Staff of PS Jerma He further stated 
that being a driver didn’t know regarding further situation but it is fact that on the same day
there are a huge crowd in the Police Station. (Statement of Driver Imtiaz All Shah is 
attached)

6. STATEMENT OF SHO WAQAR KHAN
hje stated that according to the receiving list of the accused involved in the 9*^ & 10*'’ May 

incident he arrested the accused Khalid Khan s/o Dad Khan r/o Dhoda and Imran Khan s/o 
Gul Haider r/o Billitang and handed over to Muharar Staff of PS Jerma for further ' 
proceeding. (Statement of SHO Waqar Khan is attached) !

r

Finding
After careful study of available record/ examination of witnesses it was found that the 
entire matter is turned around the incidents of 9“- & 10 May Riots and processions in which 
a mob of violent protesters attacked over the Government / private installations including 
educational establishment i.e Kohat Board and KUST etc. in this regard 05 cases have 
been registered at PS Jerma against the supporters of PTI as well as their Local 
leadership. After the registrations of the FIRs, arrests of the accused were started but here 
greed arose in the intention of the SI Sohail Shah, and started bargaining with accused 
This is the reason why the accused were released without any action. The entire statement 
of SHO Sohail Shah reflects his bargaining with the accused as given below:-

Sl Sohail Shah confessed that he arrested the accused Malak Jan but due to non 
availability of cogent evidence except his picture he released him. It is pertinent to mention 
here that the said picture of accused was taken during 9*'’ & 10 May Riots and processions 
which was sent to NADRA authority for verification and after verification from NADRA 
authority said picture was forwarded to SI Sohail Shah for arrest of accused but strangely 
SHO Sohail Shah did not considered the said verified picture as a cogent evidence.

According to the statement of SI Sohail Shah, he didn't recognize accused Kimya Gul by 
his face but according to the records received from NADRA, the picture of accused Kimya 
Gul alongwith other information is clearly mentioned which was already shared with SI 
Sohail Shah.

He also confessed that due to the pressure of Local elders he released 
Muhammad Tariq alongwith his 12 bore rifle without any proceeding.

It is also proved from the statement of SI Sohail Shah that he released accused Khalid 
Khan s/o Dad Khan after handing over by SHO Waqar Khan,

The Picture of accused FSoman Ullah s/o Islam ud Din and Muhammad Saeed Afridi S/o 
Zangal Shah is clearly mentioned in the records received from NADRA authority.

i.

ii.

iii. accusea

IV.

V.

Vi. He also, confessed in his statement that noftiing on th^ r^ord regarding releasing of 
accused on surety (Machalka). \\

kKo
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\
The above facts indicating towards the K/lala-fide intention of SI Sohail Shah that many 
accused who involved in, ATA 7 Ordinary sections cases released by SI Sohail Shah 
without any .legal action who thereafter arrested but here, a question arises that why SI 
Schail Shah released them despite the facts that they also involved in ATA cases. On the 
other hand SHO Waqar Khan handed over two abcused namely Khalid Khan and Imran 
Khan but strangely SI Sohail Shah challaned only Imran Khan and released accused 
Khalid Khan without any legal proceeding nor he mentioned in Roznamcha etc. This 
behavior of the Si Sohail Shah clearly shows that the accused who accepted his demands 
was released and the one who did not accept was arrested. This act of SI Sohail Shah is 
also indicating that Preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Operation Kohat was on merit.

Conclusion ^ .

From the enquiry conducted so far. the undersigned has reached to the conclusion that the 
charges leveled against is fully established and found guilty on account of taking illegal 
gratification/bribe from arrested accused and is recommended for Minor Punishment.

f
r

\
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I
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
7W; 0922-920116 luix 920125 

/PA (luted Kolwt the^ljNo /2023

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTTPR
1. I, Mr. Farhan Khan PSP, District Police Officer, Kohat 

authority, under the Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa. Police Rules' 
1975, (amended 2014) is hereby serve you SI Sohail Shah the then 
SHO PS Jarma as fallnw ■■ 7

as

That consequent upon the completion of inquiry conducted 
against you by the inquiry officer for which

1.

you were given
opportunity of hearing vide office No. 2716-17/PA dated 
26.05.2023. '
On going, through the finding and recommendations of the 
inquiry officer, the material on record and other connceleci 
papers including your defense before the inquiry officer.
1 am satisfied that you have committed the following 
acts/omissions, specified in section 3 of the said ordinance.

11.

As pre preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Operations 
Kohat vide enquiry report No. 120 / Reader dated 
23.05.2023, you SI Sohail Shah while posted as SHO PS 
Jarma has taken illegal gratification / bribe from 
arrested accused in search strike Operations in your 
arcus

I

Your above act shows in-efficiency & irresponsibility on 
your part.

a.

of Jurisdiction without taking any legal action.
b.

2. As;a result thereof, 1. as competent authority, have 
tentatively decided to impose upon you major penalty provided under I he 
Rules ibid.
3, Y(ju Mi'c, tliereforc, rccjuired to sliovv cause as to why ihe 
aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you also intimate whether 
you desire to be heard in person.

If no reply to this notice is received within-07 days of its 
delivery in the normal coursc of circumstances, it shall be presumed that 
you have no defence to put in and in that case as cx-partc action shall be 
taken against you.

A.

5. The cop)^ of the finding of inquiry officer is enclosed.

-Sd-
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

KOHAT

;
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f mi OFFj[CE OF THE 
33ISTJHCT POLICE OFFICE^? 

KOHAT

V'?i

m r«s

order

Shah the [hen Tho "pc departmental

Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rulej. IQZsVmendL'l^f^OM):
enquiiy against SI Soliail 

•Police under the Khyber>
Brief facts of th ; case

by SP Operations Kohe^ vide 
23.05.2023

are that as per preliminary 
enquiry report No.

enquiry cor,ducie ,I 
120 / Reader dated 

, . . PS Jarma has taken ilip,-n;
of Jurisdiction witho^ Uakfng ^0^1 action! ''

The above act s hows in-efficiency & i ■

areas . in lii',;

irresponsibility on his paid.i:
l^nvestigation Kofet waTt, “f allegations, SP

departmentally. The enquir < officer submifflri fi I ° Proceed against liiir: 
tde Charges leveled agaL him 'a";[30“

foundlun-satisfacfor[^Thl'![[u.-[™off[c^^  ̂ received and

16.08.2023 and heard I, peron h! ^ n!: "T- 
hfs defense. ' P*^usible explanation in

found him guilty of' 
ed for minor punishment.

on

exerr^ot;;;;^™:,!^^::: Kohal

^^£e!Mure_oLtwo years a. minor punishment of
ifiarayed^emcelk Furthermore, he

[|!

may not be .

/
V

DISTRICTpOLJG^ OFFICER
OB N0.S8O
DateSSP 
Noi^3P.

\
r./2023 

^/PA dated Kot at the

Copy of above 
action.

j£^2023. 

/SRC/OHC/Pay officer forthe Read:
necessary

V

fJ
' \. ^jK 

\'0 ^
\Xy
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Tof

Regional Police Officer 
Kohat Region Kohat.

DEPARTMENTAL APPEALSubject: -

Respected Sir,
i.

With due respect and humble | submission appellant submits 

departmental appeal against the order of District Police Officer, Kohat bearmg 

dated 22.08.2023 vide which \ appellant was awarded minor 

punishment of "Forfeiture of two years approved service" and not be posted as 

incharge in field..

OB N0.6S3,

I

FACTS:-

That appellant was posted as SHO PS Jarma district Kohat. At the time of 

occurrence/violent protest on 09-may-2023, appellant was on duty in the 

area of PS Jarma, whereby appellant discharged his duties as per law.

1.

That, in the light violent protests and as;per orders of High-ups, appellant 

arrest hundreds of protestors in search arid strike operations and challaned 

them as per law.

2.

few .arrested people were released after due verification and 

satisfaction that nothing has been available against them in the record. ■
That,

4. That appellant was posted as SHO PS Jarma with effect.from 30-04-2023 to
V •

06-06-2023 and showed his capacity of being hardworking efficient In- 

charge, and good performance by effecting recoveries and arrest the 

accused against whom F.l.R were lodged.

That, allegations leveled against the appellant was that appellant had 

released oiae Muhammad Tariq and also-handed over 12 bore riffle to him, 
released Malak Jan, Muhammad. Imran , Khalid and Saeed and taken /j 

illegal gratification from them.

5.

iBThat the fair/proper procedure according to E and D rules was not BB'Si6.
adopted, charge sheet with summery of allegation was issued to'

-5;
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appellant and the appellant was a\{^arded 

'Forfeiture of two years approved service" and 

m field...Hence present the departmental appeal on following grounds.

minor punislnnent of
not be posted as incharge

GROUNDS:-

A. That the impugned order has been passed without taking into account tire 

materials available on the file of abov^ mentionedt'

case as well as no
proper mquiry proceeding were carried out against the appellant. Tliis is 

on the record that after raiding at the house of one Keema Gul his nephew 

, namely Muhammad Tariq was arrested and also one rifle of 12 bore

taken from Tariq's, home. After arrival to PS register of Criminals 

perused and there was no

i,

was

was
criminal recqrd/F.I.R against liim, 

elders of locality satisfied me regarding his imiocence and also produced 

license of 12 bore riffle, to maintain law and order situation i handed oyer

Muhammad Tariq along with riffle to 1-^im and dealth With them as per 

law.

moreover.

B. That, one Malak Jan was arrested on datJd 19-05-2023 and his verification. 

Bemg an accused of violent protester was still, under verification, for the 

reason mentioned above, he was released and soon after his verification 

appellant arrested him again on 25-05-203 and submitted his cphallan 

court. . '' i
in the .■j

C. That, SHO Waqar Klian handed 

Imi-an and Muhammad Klralid'j
Imran was subimtted in the court and Muhammad Khalid 

process of verification which was released on bail and after verification 

appellant again arrested him and submitted his chaUan in the court.
I

That, appellant never arrested one Saeed and Roman neitlier appellant has 

any Imowledge about his arrest. I

over two persons namely Muhammad

17-05-2023 appellant whereby challan ofon

•was imder

D.

E. That, being an SHO appellant arrested senior leadership of PTI in Kohat 

which includes Daud afridi, Naseem Affidi, Aftab Alam Ex-MPA In>fiW 

Shahid Qureshi and other numerous of protestors.

V
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ii

That the appellant was served with charge sheet No. 2716-17/PA dated 

26.5.2023 that appellant has taken iilegal gratification from above 

mentioned persons, appellant submitted jhis reply on 06-06-2023, whereby 

DPO Kohat awarded minor punishment to appellcint on dated 22.08.2023. 

(charge sheet, reply and order of DPO Kohat are annexed as annexure A,B 

and C respectively) !

F.

i

I

That There is no mentioned regardingi Ban on posting in pmiishment 
schedule of E & D Rules, as well as other punishment rules.

G.

H. That no proper inquiry was taken in to account against the appellant and
no statement of private witnesses agg|rieved (nominate persons) were

1 . ' '

available on the record which is against the natural justice.

That appellant is hmocent and never involved in such illegal activities.I.

That, appellant kept the high-ups abreast about the progress of the cases 

and about the protest of.9* May 2023,ahd followed their directions and 

instructions issued from time to time. In this respect IGP KPK Police on the 

recommendation of DIG Kohat, appellant was recommended for the gi*ant 

of honoraria amount, (copy of recommendation is annexed as annexure

J.

"D")

Tliat the entire departmental file was prepared in violation of law and 

rules and total enquiry is based on hearing. Appellant was never involved 

in any illegal activities or gratification. . ’ !

K;

It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of the appeal, minor 

punishment awarded to appellant may kindly be set aside and may given
I I

opportunity to discharge his duties as per law.

L.

f
Yours obediently V ^

■■

>^-iailShahSI204/K ^ 

i Police Line Kohat Vo

j

i

..ill•’C

■i;..
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O R B E R.
!

u Siwh No. 204/lC o
was awarded minor penalty of fortetare of a2-yors approved ^ ^
^''^0S20''3 Brief facts of tlie case aKUiattlie appellant whiicjjuW a. 0..0 ... • .........
if;l!:,iiiioatron / bnbc from the aocused/irested dorm, seared / strme oppradons m ms............

diction without taking any leghl action a.ijainst him.

f

i
1

-il :;
JUl'lS .! initiated against Itini end bP /

formalities submitted his findings wherem die■ appellant;,-was lound gunty. Oi'ic c ^
against liim. He was, therefore, recommended for penalty under tfie icievaiu ru cs.

were

aboi'e tr-A'-curecoimnendations of the'Enqiury Officer and the
awarded minor pLinisiuncnt of forfeiLUie or Od-)-c:mp 

District Police Officer, Kohat vide OB No. 510

Keeping in view the 
eheumsianoes,, tlie delmqueht officer- 
approved service under the relevant rules iiy the

was.

dated 22.08.2023.

Feeling aggrieved ftom the order of District Police Officer, ffohat. the' appellant 
preferred the instant appeal. He was sumn cned and heard in person in Orderly Room held m >ne 
office of the undersigned on 21.il.2023. D irmg personal heaving the appelian, aid no . ..

plausible explanation in his defense.

Foregoing in view, I, Siici Akbar, PSP. S.Si, Keg.oiiai Pohec OEfeer, .ICmim, 
of the considered opinion thm the charges leveled against nin.

t;f doubt. The competent aathority ha? a'lready taken a.
being the appellate autliority,
have been. e.stablished beyond any shadow ^

wwliile iwai-dingliim-punislnrii ol. Hence, appeal ol ,o-- oonan .............

am

lenient vie 
hereby rejected., be ing devoid of sub.stLVi and merit.nci

r/rjirj^y7i£^a^

\
KogcuriLBdlicc CTficDa

.Kohat Re “ion

Bated Kohaic d
Ky forwarded to Distrie. Police OlBeer. Kohat fer mfermaUoit and neemsm. w.. 

to his office IVIernmNo, VOdS/LE', dated 1 /.1C.2023. Enp^F.m..s rctumeu ne.cvut..

/EC, •Ho

f ..... ...I,.,

(l^ jd A-''.;
N- ..lyN

<0d
V( i

-itiv;*

/toM :;\H Ii-

\
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To
;■

Inspector General of ijoli 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa' 
Peshawar

ice
1

:■

Subject; - DEPART^4E^JTAL /;PPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER OF DEPUTY 

INSPECTOR GENER/X OF POLICE KOHAT REGION VIDE DATED 23-
>•

fi 11-2023

Respected Sir,
E y

With due respect knd humble submission appellant submits 

departmental appeal against the order of Deputy Inspector General of 

Police Kohat Region Kohat idated, 23-11-2023 vide OB No. 12349/EC 

whereby the Hon'ble DIG Kohat Region upheld the order of worthy 

District Police Officer, Kohat bearing OB No.683, dated 22.08.2023 vide 

which appellairt was awarded minor punisliment of "Forfeiture of tvo 

years approved service" and not be posted as incharge.in field..

1^1

FACTS;

1. That appellant was po.-ted as SHO Ps Jarma district Kohat. At the 

time occurrence/violent protest on 09“may-2023, appellant was on '. 

duty in the area of PS Jarma, whereby appellant discharged his duties 

as per law.^ ^

I

That , in the light violent protests and as per orders of Highrups, 

appellant arrest hundi eds of protestors in; search and strike 

operations and challanec' them as per law.

•2.;
I

few arrested people were released after verification and 

satisfaction that nothing has been available against them in the 

record.

That,3.

t'.

c
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cI /r .•/ '
t

TTnat appellant was posfeVd as SHO PS Jarma with effect,from 30^04- 

2023 to 06-06-2023 to anlj showed his capacity of being hardworking 

and efficient In-charge/and showed good performance and made 

recoveries and arrested the accused agauist whom B.I.R were lodged.

4.

I

5. That allegations leveled! Against the appellant was that appellant had
I

released one Muhammad. Tariq and also handed over 12 bore riffle to 

him, released Malalc Jan;Muhammad Imran, Khalid and Saeed. And . ... 

had taken illegal gratification from them.

;>

i'

r

That die fair/proper prcceduxe according to E and D rules was iiot

adopted, show cause was issued to the, appellant and reply was

requisitioned on 06-06-2'J23 ,,and the appellant was awarded minor 
|w»-

pumsnment of "Forfeitu,;e of two years approved service" and not be 

posted as incharge in fiel i.

6.

l;

■

;
'i

/ •i
; . That the appellant ! submitted'an appeal against the order of DPO 

Kohat to Regionah Police Officer Kohat, whereby the j appeal was, 

dismissed by worthy RPO Kohat. Hence present, the departmental 

appeal on following gro/nds.

7.ii'

• r

i
i'

: GROUNDS:- 1

That the impugned order has been passed without i taking into 

account the materials available on the file of above mentioned case as 

well as no inquiry proceeding were carried out against the appellant. 

This is on the record that after raiding at the house of one Keema Gul 

ills nephew namely Muhammad Tariq was arrested and also one rifle 

of 12 bore was taken froj.n Tariq's home. After arrival to PS register of 

Criminals was perused and there was no criminal record/F.LR

. ■ • A.

li against him, moreover, elders of locality satisfied me regarding his 

innocence
i:
i;

and also produced license of 12 bore riffle, to m^mtain law

.w!!

1;^
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;
I

I

and order situation i han lled over Muhammad Tariq along witli riffle 

to him and dealth with tl em as per law.

1

' !

r
That, one Malak Jan V^as arrested on dated 19-05-2023 and his 

verification. Abeing an accused of violent protester was still under 

verification, for tire reason mentioned above, he was released and 

soon after his verification appellant arrested him again on 25705-203 

and submitted his challaj.,i in the court.

B.
t'

i

i

c. That, SHO handed over iHvo persons namely Muhammad Imran and 

Muhammad Klralid on 1;:''-05-2023, challan of Imran was submitted in 

the court and Muhamm.id Khalid was under process of verification 

which was released on bail and after verification appellant again 

arrested him in submitted his challan in the court.

■

i;

D. Tlrat, appellant never : arrested one Saeed and Roman neither 

£\'‘pellant has any knowLrdge about his arrest.

E. That, being an SHO ap;)ellant arrested senior leadership of PH in 

Kohat which includes Daud afridi, Naseem Afridi, Aftab Alam Ex- 

MPA Imtiaz shahid quesdon and otlier millions of protestors.

That the appellant was served witli charge sheet PA 2716- 

17/26.5.2023 that appelant has taken gratification from above 

mentioned persons, appellant submitted his reply on 06-06-2023, 

whereby DPO Kohat awarded ininor punishment to appellant on 

dated1a^.08.2023.

F.

. li . That no proper inquiry was taken in account against the appellant 

and no statement of private witnesses were available oh the record 

which is against the natui’al justice.

G.

i

That appellant is iimocer t and never got in suc^ iyities.H.

V-

'1
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That, appellant kept the liigh-ups abreast about the progress of the 

cases and | about tlie i||rotest of.9 May 2023,and followed their 

directions and instructioi is issued from time to time.
■ ■ ; ■ 'il
I . ,

J. , Thai; the entire clepartm'pntai file was prepared in violation of law 

and rules. Appellant w£j.S' never involved in any illegal activities or 

gratification.

I.i:
:
g

il

i

1-

ii
I: ^i!

K. It is therefore humbly pr||iyed that on acceptance of the appeal, minor 

punishment awarded tojappellant may kindly be set aside and may 

given opportunity to discharge his duties as per lew. ^

i<

Yours obediently

r
Sohail shah SI Police 
Cell No. .0332-9621327 
Permanent Address:

c il

Copy enclosed:
copy of Charge sheet along y/ith reply 

2. Enquiry Report 
. 3- Order of DPO Kohat 

4' Order of DIG Kohat along with appeal

i' 1.

1

I

fVi
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OKIOER m
I his order is hereby passed In dispose of Revision Petition under Rule ix f Khybev

I’akhuinkhwa Police'Rulc-1975 (timcndcd :0!4) SLibindted by On'<-: Sf Siiah No. 204/K {hereinafter

rcfer-eci .0 as petitioner').

I he pclilioncr was eoanlcd minor punishment of forfcilurc of two (02) years approved 

service: hyiDistrict I’niiceyOfficcr Koiiai vide OB No. 6.Se, dated 22.ON 2('23 on the allegations that he while 
posted as Slip PS .lanna had taken illegal gratincation/bribc from the accused arrested during scarch/strike 

npcrali(ms in his area of jurisdiction without taking any legal action again.-L him.

I he Appellate Authont}’ ix, RIH'.'.Kohaf fcjeclcd his appeal vide Order Ihidsl; No.
I2349/1-:C\ dated 23.11.2023

A meeting of Appellate Hoard was held on 10.05.20.24 in CPOundcr the chairmanship of 
1)10 Headquarters. Offg; SI Sohail Shah No. 204/r<. was present.

Ihc petitioner was heard in person. He was given reasonable opportunity to defend himself 

against the charges; however He failed to advance any justification. The Board rejected his revision petition

Sd/- •
/vV\ h,L KHAN, PSP< 

Additiom' Inspector General'of Police, 
IIQrs: Kh’ he Pakhtiinkhwa. Peshawar.

'O.'T-Nn. .h ^ S /24, dated Peshawar, (he \ I-

C.opy o| the above is forwarded to the:

i. Regional IVaiicc Officer. Kohat. Two Service Book. One N/vicc Roll' i- Fauji Mis.saf received 

vide letter No. 869/KC. dated .26.01.2024 is returned for yo; r ofnee recoi-d,

. District Police Officer, Kohai.

3. AIG/Lcgal. Khyber Pakhlunkhwa. Pcsha\var.

4-, PA to AddI; IGP/TIQrs; Khyber Pakhlunkhwa. Peshawar.

5. PA (o DlG/HOrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. . eshawar.

•6. Office Supdt: L--lIl. CPh'Peshawar.

. 20;.'4.

j
■(

■\

M1«5z,E KHAN)
:

ISONIASHA 1
PS)’

iATG/Establishmenl,
iFor Inspector General of Poiick

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar. !
!

(
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