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Court of

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Appeal No. .. 864/2024

Date of order
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

24/06/2024

The appeal of Mr. Sohail Shah resubmitted today
by Mr. Kashif Hayat Advocate. It is fixed for preliminary
hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar on 26.06.2024. |

Parcha Peshi given to the counsel for the appellant.

By the order of (,hax:/dn

L




No.

The appeal of Mr. Sohail Shah received today i.e on 14.06.2024 s

incomplete on the following score which is returned to the appellant for
completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1‘/Check I:st is not attached with the appeal.

2Y Afﬂdavut is not attested by the Oath Commissioner.

S/Annexures of the appeal are unattested.

1‘/I\/Iemorandum of is not sighed by the appellant.

r//\ddress of appellant is incomplete be completed afcordmg to the
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974.
Approved file cover is not used.

ppeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures rnarks.

Annexures of the appeal are not in sequence.

9'/Cop|es of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notice
and reply thereto are not attached with the appeal be placed on it.

10-  Two more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e.
complete in all respect may also be submitted with the appeal.

/9; _/Inst;/2024/KPST,

DL [é//é' '/2024.‘

Mr.Kashif Hayat Adv.

0 £ ASSISTANT
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

High Court Kohat.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

M;?W% %///Z%

' Sohail Shah VERSUS DPO Kohat ete.
Appellant Respondents
~ INDEX !
S. No. 'Descriph‘o;n of documents “ Annexure Pages

1 Mémofandum of appeal with affidavit 15 j-

2 Correct Addfesses'pf parties ; 6 '

3 Ir-lquifyl'Rep';)ft B | ” A ' ; 7-7A f 1

4 | Charge Sheet No. 2716-17/P dated 26-05-2033 - B::' 1 l8- 8A

5 Written Reply to charge sheet C- 9-9C

6 Enquiry réport Copy of enqi.;iry / Writteﬁ statemen"c i .' D. ) 10A-10C g

7. | Final show chase No. 4003 dated 24-07-20213 and reply of E E S uAnE |

| show cause i ' 1
-8 Order of DPO Kohat No. 4838-40 dated 22-08-2023 12 | !

9 Departmeptal _Appegl to DPO-Kohat and Order B : 1371_33 :
10 Appeal to IGP KPK and Order - | 1 G a 1‘4?.14'[)*"" o
11| Wakelat Nama 15

(Appellant) :
Through: | o | J |
Kashif Hayat
Advocate, High Court
District Courts Koha

Cell: 0333-9690960
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. g‘é ’ 2024

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

e (Appellant)
VERSUS 2

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 PP:KI—ITUNKHWA
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 minor punishment
of “forfeiture of two years approved service” and |
respondent No.2 also upheld the dec;iysion of
| - respondent No.1 vide OB No. 12349 datefd"'23-11¥
2023, also respondent No.3 upheld the decisions
of respondents No. 1 and 2 dated‘;'17~05-2(i)24.

S 1
PRAYER: : | | |
‘ : ' ! .
On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned orders dated 22-08- |
2023, 23-11-2023 and 17-05-2024 may kindly be set-aside and




w

Respectfully Shaweth:

@
the punishment awarded to the appellant may kindly be set

aside, and any other relief may be blessed with.

|
!

With great veneration, the instant appeal is preferred by the

appellant on the followmg facts and grounds”

a)

b) |

d) .

FACTS:

{

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 annexure

" All )

1

- 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 in field. (order is annexed as annexure “B")

That the appellant categorically denied the allegations through
his written statement. (copy of written statement is annexed as

annexure “C")

That the appellant being aggrieved from the order of
respondent No. 1 preferred an departmental appeal . before

respondent No2 and 3 which were also turned -down By :

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

orders are annexed as annexure “D”)




e)

That appellant being aggrieved.from the ordet of respondents

has no other remedy, 1nstead of filing of the instant appeal

inter-alia on the following grounds

GROUNDS:

b)-

d)

That the {impugned order being violative of law is not

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

That the impugned orders are suffering from perversity of

reasoning, hence liable to be set-aside.

That the impugned orders are outcome ofi surmises and
conjectures.

That during course of inquiry non from the General Public /

statement of pr 1vate ‘witnesses /. aggneved person was examme :

_in 'support of the charges leveled against the appellant no

allegahon of the corruption or corrupt practlces 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.

t

That the 1nqu1ry officer conducted 111qu1ry agamst E&D Rules

‘and the whole departmental file was prepared in violation of .'

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

aside.

. . ) 4 ) | - C
That the rumors have got not evidentiary value and reliance

cannot be placed on the basis of rumors.



8)

9

)

y

5

That the respondents have acted whimsically and arbitrarily

which is apparent from service record and the inquiry

submitted by the inquiry officer.

That no punishment could be - effected wiithoﬁt affording

personal hearing of the appéllant.

. 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 / ille'gal order.

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

- That the further ‘gr_ouncls will be agitated at the 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 m~ay

be blessed with. /Q y\

(Appellant)

Dated: 12-06-2024

Thrdugh: |
‘ Kashif Hayat
Advocate, High Court

L
i
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

ST AR ST IR

Sohail Shah ....

AR N N N .-o- toa .l’. 4o nrsesea otooAppellant

e

VERSUS

District Police Officer Kohat and others
o - '  eereeren Respondent

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sohail Shah (appéllaﬁ-l:) S/o Said Badshah R/o Keri Sheikhan
: | Tehsil Gumbat District Kohat, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on -
| oath that the contents of the instant appeal are true and correct to the best

of my knowledge and belief and-nothing has been concealed from this

Honourable Tribunal.

DEPONENT
Sohail Shah

' CNIC 14301-5980587-7
} : " Mobile 0332-96213
Identify by: ”

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

Sohail Shah _VERSUS DPO Kohat etc,
Appellant - Respondents
CORRECT ADDRESS
| APPELLANT:

|

Sohaﬂ Shah S/ 0 Said Badshah Sub Inspector No. 204K, SSU CPEC
Peshawar Police Line Hayat Abad

R/ o Keri Sheikhan, Tehsil Gumbat_ District Kohat

RESPONDENTS: - : I
1. District Police Officer, District Kohat

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region Kohat
3. Inspect01 Gene1a1 of Pohce, KPK Peshawar

. Through: . ; _
Kashif Hayat Advocate,

Dated: 12-06-2024

High Court & District Coﬁrts Kohat - -
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| Cffice of the'
District Police Officer,
‘Kohat

Dated 2G-S _/2 023

CHARGE SHEE T

I, MR FARHAN KHAN PSP, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

KOHAT, as -competcnl..aui.,!mz:t,y under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules
(amendments 2014) 1975, am of the opinion that you SI Sohail Shah :SHO PS

Jarma rendercd yoursell liable to be proceeded against, as you. have omitted:

the following act/omissions within the meaning of Rule 3 of the Police Rules
1975. ' '

’ Operations in youi‘ areas of Jurisdiction without taking any
legal action.

ii. Your abovc act shows 1n~cff1c1cncy &n 1rrc¢:pon51billty on your
part. . ' ' i
2. Bv reasons of the nlmvo you appcm to he gunlly of mmrondn(i

under Rule '5 of lhc Rules ibid fm(l have rendeicd your %clfhablc to all or anv Olr :

the pe nalt:cs Qp(‘(lﬁ(‘d in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid. i

4

You are, therclore, required to submit your written statement

S.-J

within 07 days of the rcceipt of thm Charge Sheet to the enquiry officer.

Your wntton defense 1!' any should rcach the Enquu‘y Offlcel w11hm

the spcmﬁod pcnocl h]lmg whlch it shall ‘be ptcsumcd that you havc no - ’

defense to put m and ex-parte action shall be takcn agam%t you

4. A statement. ornllegat:mn is enclosed. ,

DIKSTRICT Po’LI 3D OI‘FICER
KOHA\' :

i. - 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
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_ O'ffic'e_:‘of the .
District Police Officer,

' Kohat -
Da.l ed?«?_é_'_’._s:_/z 023
 DISCIPLINARY ACTION
I ! MR. FARHAN KHAN PSP, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT as competent, authority, am of the opinion that. you SI Sohail Shah SHO
PS Jarma,  have rendered yoursell liable to be « plocccdcd against

depaltmcntaily under Khvbm Palkhtunkhwa Police Rule’ 1975 (Amendmem
2014) ac you havr' committed the following aclq/ommsmns

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS .

i. As pre preliminary enquiry conducted by SP

: Opcrations Kohat vide enquiry report No. 120 /
Reader dated 23.05.2023, you SI Sohail Shah while
posted as SHO PS Jarma has. taken illegal

Jurisdiction without taking any legal action.

ii. Your above act shows in-efficiéncy 8
irrcsponsibility on your part,

2. For he pmpnsr of serutinizing the conduct of ‘saicl, arcusccl will
refercnce to the above allegations_SP Investigation Kohat is appomtcd as
enquiry officer. The.: cenquiry officer shall in accordance with. provision of the
Police Rule-1975, provide recasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused

official, record his findings and make, within twenty five days of the receipt of -

this order, reccommendations as (o pum%hmcnl or other appropriate action
against the accuscd official.

The accused official shall join the proc ceding on Lhc date, time and
place lixcd by the cnquny nfﬁ(r:

'/\]/" |

‘DISTRICT Pefu E OFFICER
KOHAT

ND,?_?%_jJ___/P/\ dated_ 26 /2023 ) ,' ,

Copy of above 1o:- | l
I "~ SP Investigation Kohat :- The Rnquiry Officar for’ initiating,

proceedings .n;:nnm the .numd lmdr‘l 1hr pmv:smns ol Pniiu. Co

C Rule-1975, , : v
2. The Delinquent Ofﬁccr' - w1Lh thc cInechons to appcax before the

Enquiry Officer, on the date, time and placc fixedaDy him, for the
purpose of enquiry proceedings,

gratxﬁcat:on / 'bribe from arrested accused in-
search strike Operatxons in your' areas  of

e TS T
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ENQUIRY AGAINST S| SOHAIL SHAH

Page1o0f3

Charge sheet based on statement of allegation with other documents received from DPO
Kohat vide No. 2716-17/PA dated 26.05.2023,  wherein the following allegations were!
leveled against Si Sohail Shah. Contents of allegations are as under:-

As per preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Operation Kohat vide enquiry report
No. 120/Reader dated 23.05.2023, you Sl Sohail shab while posted as SiHO PS
Jerma has taken illegal gratification/bribe from arrested accused in search & Strike
operation in your areas of jurisdiction without taking any legal action. !

Your above act shows inefficiency, irresponsibility and professional gross

misconduct on your part.,

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

Reply of the S Sohail Shah was received, placed on file and found un-satisfactory. The
statements of Police officers /official related to the instant matter were obtained which
given below:- .

STATEMENT OF ACCUSED OFFICER S| SOHAIL SHAH

He stated that on 19.05.2023 he brought accused Malak Jan into the Police Station but
due to non-availability'of cogent evidence except his picture, he released him and when
investigating officer properly charged him on 25.05.2023 then he arrested him. He further
stated that he raided upon the house of accused Kimya Gul but he didn't recognize the
accused by face therefore he could not arrest him and took his nephew Muhammad Tarig
to Police Station alongwith a 12 bore iifle. Thereatter the elders of his locality come o
Police Station and convinced him (SHO Sohail Shah) that there is no relationship between

i Kimya Gul and accused. 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 reveals in his statement that SHO PS Bilitang Wagar 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.
Furthermore, 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.

STATEMENT OF LHC NAQASH MM PS,JERMA

He stated that on 19.05.2023 SHO Sohail Shah arrested the accused Tariq s/o Alam Khan
With a 12 bore rifle and brought him to Police Station by IHC Zahid igbal. Later on LHC
Qadir No. 999 (Gunner of SHO Sohail Shah) come to Police and disclosed that SHO
Sohail Shah instructed him to released the accused Muhammad Tarig on the surety of
School Teacher Abdur Razig wilh his 12 bore rifle therefore, he released the accused
Muhammad Tariq alongwith his rifle 12 bore after confirmation from SHO concerned.
(Statement of LHC Nagash is attached)

STATEMENT OF LHC QADIR GUNNER OF SI SOHAIL SHAH

His statement supported the version of LHC Nagash as he stated that during search &
Strike operation SHO Sbhail Shah arrested the accused Muhammad Tarig 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 himon which SHO told him (LHC Qadir) that, told to arar for
releasing the said accused. (Statement of LHC Qadir is attached) ‘10 //ééﬁ&}
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STATEMENT OF IHC ZAHID IQBAL

He stated that on 19.05.2023 SHO Sohail Shah arrested many accused in which accused
Malak Jan was one of them and brought him to Police Station but due to not nomination in
the FIRs SHO Sohail 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.
Furthermore in the time of 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 Igbal is attached)

STATEMENT OF DRIVER IMTIAZ ALI SHAH

He stated that on 19.05.2023 he was in s2arch & 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 Ali Shah is
attached)

l L
STATEMENT OF SHO WAQAR KHAN

He stated that according to the receiving list of the accused invoived 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 Wagqar Khan is attached) ,

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 ovar the Government / private installations including
educational establishment i.e Kohat Board and KUST efc. in this regard 05 cases have
been registered at PS Jerma against the supporters of PT] as weli as their Local
leadership. After the registrations of the FiRs, arrests of the accused were started but here
éreed 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:- '

S! 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 S| 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 S|
Sohail Shah. ~

He also confessed that due to the pressure of Local elders he released accused
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 Wagar Khan.

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

accused on surety (Machalka).
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He also. confessed in his statement that nothing op the. régord regarding releasing of
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~Conclusion
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The above facts. indicating towards the Mala-fide intention of Si Sohail Shah that many

accused who- involved in, ATA*/ Ordinary sections cases released by S! Sohail Shah

without any legal action who thereafter arrested but here. a question arises that why Sl
Schail Shah released them despite the facts that they also involved in ATA cases. On the
other hand SHO Wagar Khan handed over two atcused namely Khalid Khan and {mran
Khan but strangely St 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 S| Sohail Shah is
also indicating that Preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Operation Kohat was on merit,

Sy

' Frém the enquiry conducted so far, thevundérsigned has reached to the conciusion that the

charges leveled against is fully established and found guilty on account of taking iltegal

v gratification/bribe from arrested accused and is recommended for Minor Punishment.:




OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
'KOHAT '
Tel: 0922-920116 Fax 920125

NoZ4 a2 /PA dated Kohat the 972, /QZJZ(;zJi

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

1. I, Mr. Farhan Khan PSP, District Police Officer, Kohat
as competent authority, under the Khybcg Pakhtunkhwa. Policc Rulcs.
1975, (amended 2014) is hereby serve you SI Sohdil Shah the then

SHO PS Jarma as fallow:-

I That consequent upon the complction of inquiry conducted |
against you by the inquiry officer for which you were given
opportunity of hearing vide officc No. 2716-17/PA dated
26.05.2023. : ) ' '

ii. On going, through the finding and recommendations of the
inquiry officer, the material on record and other connecte
papers including your defense before the inquiry olficer.

I am satisficd. that you have committed the lollowing
acls/omissions, specified in scction 3 of the said ordinance.

a.  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
arcas of Jurisdiction without taking any legul action. .

b. ° Your above act shows in-efficiency & irresponsibility on
your part. ' o
i :
2. As-a result thercof, I, as compelent  authority, have

tentatively decided to imposc upon you major penally provided under the
Rules ibid. : .

3. - You arve, therelore, required o show cause us Lo why the
aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you also intimatc whether

you desire Lo be heard in person.

-4, _ 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 casc as cxX-partc action shall be

taken against you.

5. The copy of the finding of in;quiry officer is enclosed.
A8 .
‘\Lag,\ﬂ.h@%&;ﬁ \(,\?" " DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
B b KOHAT |
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICEs:
' KOHAT

T+

ORDER

- This order will dis
Shah the then SHO
Pakhtunkhwa,

Pose of de
P& Jarma of th
Police Rules, 1975 {amen

paitmental enquiry against Si
is district Police under the
dment 2014);

Sohail
Shyher
Brief facts of th.» case are that as per preliminary enquiry condu
by SP Operations  Kohz! uiry report No. 120 / Reader
23.05.2023, SI Sohail Sheh while posted as SHO PS Jarma has taken
gratification / bribe from z rrested accused in search g
areas of Jurisdiction withay t taking any legal action.
The above act ¢ hows in-efficiency & irresponsibility on his part.

He was serveqd vith ¢
' Investigation Kokat

Gt

vide enq datert
illega!
trike Operations iny hiy

harge sheet and statement of allegations, $p
Was aipointed as enquiry officer te proceed against i
: enquir + officer submitted findin

Cause Notice, reply received

1 and
n-s was called in O.R held in 1his office
on 16.08.2023 and heard ji- person, he did not submit plausible explanation in
his defense. ‘ :

upon me, award him a minor punishment ot -
_‘_‘F_orfeitu_re-of tWo vears ipproved service”, Furthermore, he may not be .
posted s Iincharge in fielq. ' :

L

Y
‘ DISTRICT POLj E OFFICER,
- - Ve 'KOH/%:\ - |
OB No.68{’) ‘ : . -
Datedy - &-/2003 - 1
Noié%_%%/m dated Kot etthe .70, @ 2023 |

Copy of above}tne Readq/SRC/OHC/Pay officer for necs
action. !

|

saary '
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To

Subject: - DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL i ? - l

Respected Sir,

o Regional Police Officer - o | _ o ‘
Kohat Region Kohat. " i

With due respect and humbleé submission appellant submits

departmental appeal against the order of Diétiict-Police Officer, Kohat bearing

OB No.683, dated 22.08.2023 vide which appellant was awarded minor

unishment of "Forfeiture of two vears approved service® and not be posted as
P ! A 24 PP _ e” a P

incharge in field.. -

FACTS:-

1.

i
i
i
t

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.

That, in the light violent protests and asiper orders of High-ups, appellant
arrest hundreds of protestors in search and strike operations and challaned

them as per law.

That, few arrested people were rele:ased after due verification and

satisfaction tl:'lat nothing has been available against them in the record. -

i
H

That appeﬂaﬁt was posted as SHO PS ]axs‘ma with efféct.from‘30—04-2023 to
06-06-2023 and showed his capacity of being Hardworking efficient In-
chafge, and good performance by effecting recoveries and arrest the -

accused against whom F.LR were lodged.

That, allegations leveled against the -a.ppellant was that appellant had '

released one Muhammad Tariq and 'als'o;fhar.lded over 12 bbre riffle to him,

released Malak Jan, Muhammad. Imraﬁ , Khalid and Saeed and taken

illegal gratification from them.
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appellant and the appellant was awarded minor punishment of
"Forfeiture of two years approved serv1ce“ and not be posted as mc:hal ge .

in f1e1d -Hence present the departmental}appeal on followmg grounds

GROUNDS- S 'lv'

A,

cou1t

That the impugned order has been passe]d without taking into account the
matenals available on the file of above mentloned case as well as no
proper mqulry proceeding were carried |out agamst the appellant Thrs is
on the record that after raldlng at the holse of one Keema Gul his nephew ‘

narnely Muharmnad Tariq was arrested Iand also one r1ﬂe of 12 bore was

. taken from Tauqs home. After arrival !to PS register of Criminals was

perused and there was no criminal 1ec01d/ FIR agalnst lum, moreover,

elders of locahty satisfied me regarding 'hlS 1ru'locence and also produced

license of 12 bore r1fﬂe, to maintain law and order mtuatton i handed ove1 .

-Muhammad Tarlq along W1th r1fﬂe to l'11m and dealth Wlth them as pe1

law, T l '_ S
, i ,
That, one Malak Jan was arrested on dated 19-05-2023 and his verification.

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

reason mentloned above., he was released and soon a_fter his’ Verrflcahon :

appellant arrested h1rn again on 25-05-203 and submltted hls challan in the L

’ .

That, SHO Waqar Khan handed over two persons namely Muhammad
Imran and Muhalnmad Khalid on 17a05-2i023 appellant Whereby challan of

. Imran was subnutted in the court and[Muham.mad Khahd was under’

process of Venfrcatlon which was released on bail and after verlflcatmn '

appellant agam arrested him and subrmtted his challan in the court.

That, appellant never arrested one Saeed fand Roman neither appellant has
any knowledge about his arrest. } '
F

That, bemg an SHO appellant arrested seru01 leadersh1p of PTI 1n Kohat _
which includes Daud af11d1, Naseem Afr1d1, Aftab Alam’ Ex-MPA IQ"&}.

Shahid Qureshi and other numerous of protestors

|
|
I
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K.

in any illegal activities or gratification. .

B R

That the appellant was served with charge sheet No 271617 /PA ddted
26.5.2023 that appellant has taken illegal gratification from aboye
mentioned persons, appellant submitted éhis reply on 06-06-2023, whereby
DPO Koﬁat awarded minor punishment\ito appellant on-dated 22.08.2023.

- (charge sheet, reply and order of DPO Ii(f)hat are annexed as annexure A,B

TN
¢
i
'

and C respectively)

|
That There is no mentioned regarding; Ban on posting in punishment

schedule of E & D Rules, as well as other :punishment rules.

That no proper inquiry was taken in to éccount against the appellant and

no statement of private witnesses aggueved (nominate persons) were

available on the record which is against the natural justice.
That appellant is innocent and never invdlved in such illegal activities.

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

and about the protest of.9th May 2023, and followed their- dn‘ecnons and '

instructions issued from time to time. In thls respect IGP I(PK Pohce on the

‘recommendation of DIG Kohat, appellan_t was recommended for the grant

of honoraria amount. (copy of recommeéndation is annexed as annexure

" Dll)

That the ehtilfe departmental file was prepared in violation' of law and

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

It is therefore humbly prayed that on %1ccep-tance of :the appeal, minor

punishment awarded to appellant may Kindly be set aside and may given

opportunity to discharge his duties as peﬁ law. ‘

D

Sohail Shah SI 204/K ../ <
Police Line Kohat - ®\
Ar-G- A3 ~
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This drder wiil dlapose of ks depaxtmcntal agnéal preferred byg Ofiz: 51 Sohall

Siah No. 204/K of district Kohat against the order of District Police Officer, Ia.cumt whucby it
was awarded minor penalty of forfexiuie of §2-years appy m/.md. service vide Ou No. 685, dared
27.05.2023. Brief facts of the case ars hat thu appellant while p ol as SHO PS Jarma bad wioss
{ilegal gratification / bribe from the accused nlnebted during scare / strike o, aeralions i Lde i ol
jurisdiction without taking any lcg.ll uchon a, ran:.l hxm ‘

i "A ‘1 :
'p1ocn.,cdmgs were initiaizd against him u.uk bP /

Officer. T The 1_,nqu11 v Ofm,m after Iumun:-,m of uoml

j1013(:1 departms.utal enqmr'

0 perations Kohat was nominated as Enqum
formalities submitted his findings wherein he appc.llant wag found wmxty of the caa roes'le \n.luu

against him. He was, therefore, : 1ecmmmnuc d for penalty unde1 the relevant rules.

Ket.,ping in view ﬂle rcconu‘.lw.dahons of 1.he Eogquiry Olimr and the above sied

cirumsiances, the delinguent ofﬂﬂm wu':w; ded .111110" punisimment -of forfeiture of OZ-yeur

approved service under the relevant rules I:y the District Police Officer, L\ohut vide OB No. bo

dated 22.08.2023. : ,

L.

J

Feeling aggrieved from the order of District ¥ ohce Officer, isohat, the appellant

preferred the insiant apgeal He was sumn oned and heard in ]J\.al son in Ovderly Room beld in the

office of the undersigned on 21.11.2023. D wring personal hearing the appoliant did not advansy any
{

plausible explanation in his defense.

Foregoing in vxew 1, Sher Akbag, K ul’t‘ 5.5¢, Bemenal Kolice Cofhoer, dooiui,

being the appellate authority, am of the ¢ on idered opinion [hat the charges Teveled against Tt
have been established beyond ahy hadov. of doubt. The competerii authority has aready talen o
g

lenient view while awarding hind*punishme ot Hence, & appeal of Tifg: 57 Sohail b W o, 204

hereby rejected, being devoid of substanct and merit.

Ciedor Arinors seeil

24,102023

q ,
Mo Z__,.ﬁ.—/lecs Dated Konat £ mwl Dy 7 1623
Copy forwarded: to Distric. Police Officer, Kok

to his office Memo: No. 7068/LE, dated 17.10.2023. anmﬂf File is ciumed aerewith.

pRr—— T

for halormation and Becsesaty Wiy
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To - ‘ @m

Inspector General of 1'J olice
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar { '

]

Subjeét: - DEPARTMENTAL _APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER ' OF DEPU]Y ‘

INSPECTOR GENER#I. OF POLICE KOHAT REGION VIDE DATED 23-
: 11-2023

'Respectéd Sir,

"~ With due respect and humble subrmssmn appellant submits

departmental appeal against the order of Deputy Inspector ‘General of -
Police Kohat Region Kohat dated .23:11-2023 vide OB No. 12349/EC
» whmeby the Hon'ble DIG I< ohat Region upheld the order of worthy -
District Police Officer, Kohat bearing OB No0.683, dated 22.08.2023 vide .

- which appellant was awarde 1 minor punishment of "Forfeiture of two

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

FACTS:-

1. That appellant was poi-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 P’S Jarma, wher eby appella.nt dlscharged hls duttes .

as per law.

“2. That, in fhe light violent protests and as perlorders of High-ups, '

appellant arrest hundieds of protestors in:search and strike
; SR

operations and challanec them as per law.

3. That, few arrested pcople were released after verification and

satisfaction that nothing has been available against them in the

record.

e
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That appellant was postﬂ d as SHO PS Iarma with effect from 30 04- .

2023 to 06-06-2023 to anii showed his capacity of being hardworkmg '
and efficient In-charge, a and showed good performance and made

recovenes and arrested t/ 1e accused against whom F.IR werelodged. |
That, allegations leveledi-: Against the appellant was that appellant‘ ha& ’
reieased one Munammad Tariq and also hanided over 12 bore rlffle to
him, released Malak Ian Muhammad Imran, Khahd and Saeed And -

had taken illegal gl‘ﬁtlflCr tion from them.

That the fa1r/ proper. prc cedure according to E and D rules was not

-adopted, show cause was issued to the appeHantand»reply was

1eq11181t10ned on 06- 06-2’]23 ,and the appellant was awarded minor

' pumsﬁment of "Forfeitu:e of two years app1oved service" and not be’

posted as incharge in fiel d.

"That the appellant subrutted ‘an appeal agamst the order of DPO
~ Kohat to Regional Pohx e Offlcel Kohat, whereby the 'appeal was,

dismissed by worthy Rv’O Kohat. Hence present. the depaltmental )

appeal on followizg grotnds.

FROUNDS-- o | :

LA,

That' the 11npugned 01rier has been passed M?thout takmg mto
account the materials aviilable on tl*e file of above mentioned case as
well as no inquiry p1ocel>d1ng were carried out agamst the ap; aellan]{t

This is on the record that after raiding at the house of one Keema G1111
his nephew namely Muhammad Tariq was arrested and also one nﬂe-
of 12 bore was taken froin Tanq s home. After arr1val to PS register of

Criminals was perused and there was no crumnal record/FIR

'against him, moreover, =lders of locahty satisfied me 1egard1n0‘ his

innocence and also produced license of 12 bore 11ffle, to int in law,
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' |
and order situation i han ded over Muhammad Tar1q along with n_fﬂe

to him and dealth with 4 llem as per law. e S

' l

That, one Malak Ian was arrested on dated 19—05-2023 and hl.‘:

verification. Abeing an ‘accused of violent protester was still under 7
verification, for the reas: Sn mentioned above. he was released and

. soon after his ve11f1cat10 n appellant arrested h1m agam on 25 05-203 L

and saozmtted his & Lallaa in the court. o
1
‘e' H

That, SHO handed over Lwo persons namely Muhammad Imran and

Muhammad Khalid on 1 -05~2023 challan of Imran was subrrutted in

- the cou1t and Muhamm:d Khalid was under process of venﬁcatlon '

' which Was reIeased on bail and after Ver1f1cat10ﬂ appellant again

arrested h1m in subn’ut-tesi his challan in the comt

That, ‘appellant never f'arrested one Saeed and Roman neither

zroellant has any knowledge about his arres

That, being an SHO apyellant arrested senior leadership. of PTIm :

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

MPA Imtiaz shahid quesiion and other millions of protesfors.

That the appellant Was served with charge sheet PA 2716-

17/26.5.2023 that appe. Jant has ‘taken gratification from above

mentioned persons, appellant subrmtted his reply on, 06- 06-2023‘ '

whereby DPO Kohat awarded minor pumshment to appellant on
dated¥08.2025.

That no prop'el‘ inquiry was taken in account against the appellant

and no statement of private witnesses were available on'the record

© w.zich is against the natural jusiice,

T T T
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{ 1o T mgh—ups abreast about the progress of the
' 'Q ' cases and about the. hIrotest of. 9 May 2023,and followed thelr '
(A '
i S directions and 1nstruct101‘ 1s issued ﬁom time to tnne
£ i.'lA ’[ , . ,i : . h .
i ! ~J. . That the entire departrrif_’ental file Waé prepared. in violation of law
(EIY ~and rules. Appellant wgs never involved in any illegal activities or
I 4 gratification. ! | o
. f
' g o ‘.|' ‘
K. Itis therefore humbly p1|1yed that on acceptance of the appeal, minor
' ‘ pumshment awarded to' appeHant may kindly be set aside and may
II - glven opportunity to dlS( harge his duties as per. la}W
s | |
at ‘
I
Yours cbediently j
Ny :
! | Sohail shah SI Police "
¢ ; ~ Cell No..0332-9621327
' . ‘ Peimanent Address:
; . ST
! Copy enclcsed:
1. copy of Charge sheet along wllh reply .
2. Enquiry Report , o
. 3.  Order of DPO Kohat " : g _
4. Order of DIG Kohat along W 1th appeal L
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i OFFICE OF TIIE (U\
. - IMSPECTOR GUNERAL OF POLIC ¥ [
KHYBER PAKHTUNKITWA \W
PESYIAWAR,

o | (mm R , o™

This 0|dc1 is huchv pdw,d to dlspnsc of Revision Pctition under Ruie . . [ Khyber

l’akhlunl hwa Police Rulv 1975 (dmcnd( d 2014y submiited by Offg: S Sahail Shah No. 204/K (hereinalter

refersed o ag pL,lltloncr).

The petitioner was wwarded minor punishment of fmlululc, nr two (0") years approved

,s(lvn(. hy I)v,lncl l'uimc OIT(,c: Kohat vide OB No. 683 dated 22. 03 2023 on thc al]cgatwns that he while

I
nnualmm in his arca oflunsdtclmn v llhnul taking any legal action againgt him,
_" “The /'\ppdlalc Autharity i.c. RPOohat rejected his appeal vide Order 12 ‘ndst: No.

123496 dated 23.11.2023 ’

1

I
i
pn\rud as \HO s Inma had lflI\Cl'I I“Lfd] gratification/bribe from the accused arresied during scarch/strike

A mecting of Appcllate Board was held on 10.05.2024 in CPOunder the chairmanship of
DIG Headquarters. Offg: SI Sohail Shah No. 204/K was present,
The petitioner was heard m per, qon He was given reasonable opportunity to defend himself
apainst 1hr chdrgw however he Iarln.d ta tdv"ln(.u any |u'~nlncatr(m The Board rejected his revision petition
- | B Sd- o
WAL KFIAN, PSP,

Additionai Tnspector General of Police.
HQrs: Kk ber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.

No. 8/ 4 \32\ '5 Z? /74 dated I‘osh.)w . the | !~ -1 4, - 2004,
(.opy ol the above ts forwarded to the:;
t chional‘]’r_\li:cc Officer. Kohat, Two Service Book, One i:.'v-icc Roll"I- Fauji Missal received
vide lqtlcr No. 869/KEC, daicd 26.01.2024 is rclurnc:cll lor yeur office record,
— 2. District Police Officer, Keha, A
3. Al C.‘:/T.,cgal.:Khyb.cr Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.
4. PA Lo AddE: IGP/TTIQrs: Khvber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
5. PA Lo DIGATIQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa., . sshawar,
| 0. Office Supdt: E-HI, Cl'is Peshawar.

PSp .
AlG/Establishment,
Fuor Inspector General of Police.
Knyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pcshawe!{r.
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