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today by Mr. Ashraf All Khattak Advocalc. li is Oxed for 
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26.07.2024. Parcha l^eshi given to counsel I'or.the appellant.
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Tho; apijer.il of Mr. Jayed IVIuhamrnad received today i.e oii 19.07.2024 is 

incompiefe on the following score which is returned to the counsel for (he 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- According to sub-rule-4 of rule-6 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal riiles 197-^1 respondent no. 1 is un-necessary/improper party,-in 

light of the rules ibid and on the written direction of the Worthy 

Chairman the above mentioned respondent nurnber b(.- deleted/struck 

out from the list of respondent.
^ Annexures-B and C of the appeal are incomplete be completed. ;

3' Copy of impugned order dated 18.10.2023 mentioned in the heading of 
die appeal is noi in field.

,/lnst./202‘-VKPST,M-qNo.

Dt. 7^2- __ /2024.

OPHCS^ISTANT
TRIBUNAL

KH^FJt PAKHTUNKIIWA 

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Ashraf Ali Khattak Adv.

Supreme Court at Peshawar.
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Javid Muhammad 
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Versus

The Regional Police Officer,

.Respondents.Kohat Region, Kohat & others
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. l^‘^^/2024

Javid Muhammad 

Sub-Inspector, 
Police Force, Kohat. Appellant.

Versus

The Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region.

The District Police Officer, 
District Kohat....................

2.
Respondents.

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 

1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 

08-03-2024 PASSED BY RESPONDENT N0.2

Respectfully Sheweth,

The facts given rise to the present service appeal are as under;

1. That appellant was posted as SHO PS: Shakardara on 31-03-2023 where he 

performed his services till 04-07-2023 with clean sheeted conduct record 

and with entire satisfaction of his superiors.

That there is Oil Fields of OGDCL in the vicinity of PS; Shakardara where 

FC staff including security guards has been appointed under the supervision 

of a retired colonel Officer of Army to look after the security of the Oil Filed 

and Gas Pipelines.

2.
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That no complaint / FIR was lodged by FC staff and security guards 

regarding stolen / sale or purchase of Gas Pipelines before and during the 

posting of the appellant.

3,

9

That appellant registered numerous FIRs and arrested many accused 

involved in theft / stealing of Gas Pipelines. Copies of FIRs are attached as

Annexure-A.

4.

That OGDCL Company provided a Pickup Car along with a Driver namely 

Mr. Imtiaz to Police Station Shakardara in the year 2021. An FIR U/S 302 

lodged against said Driver (Imtiaz) and he remained absconder but later 

on, he was arrested and remained behind the bar for 7 months. The Driver 

was then released on Bail.

5.

was

That owner of the pickup Car (Uncle of Driver Imtiaz) namely Mr. Malik 

Rasheed again requested to appoint Mr. Imtiaz as Driver of the Pickup. As 

per instructions of high-ups, appellant was not authorized by his superior 

officer: to appoint him as Driver and asked the owner to arrange another 

Driver but he insisted to appoint his nephew (Imtiaz) as Driver and lastly the 

ended his Agreement with OGDCL and returned the Pickup Car. 

Copy of Report regarding return of the Car is attached as Annexure-B.

6.

owner.

That stubbornly the owner of the Pickup Car started campaign against 

appellant on Social Media through different fake IDs/Profiles. Appellant 

highlighted the issue before his superior’s thereafter respondent No. 2 

submitted a complaint to FIA against the owner. Furthermore, Rs.70 Lacs 

were looted from a Post Master by unknown accused. The owner again 

staited to defame the appellant on social media by false allegation of theft / 

stealing of the looted amount. Later on, the culprits were arrested, amount 

was recovered and another complaint was also lodged to FIA by respondent 

No.2 against the owner of the Pickup Car.

Copies of complaints are attached as Annexure-C.

7.



That other nephews and relatives of the owner who are addicts of 

intoxication and they were arrested in FIRs under sections 15-AA, 9-D, 302 

& 324. Copies of FIRs are attached as Annexure-D.

8.

That in retribution, the said owner of the Pickup Car Mr. Malik Rasheed 

lodged complaints against the appellant by false allegation of involving in 

stealing / theft of the Gas Pipelines. A Show Cause Notice was served to the 

appellant which was replied by the appellant.

Copies of Final Show Cause Notice and reply of the appellant are attached 

as Annexure-E.

9.

That a slipshod inquiry was conducted in the absence and at the back of 

appellant and appellant was awarded major punishment of reduction from 

substantive rank of offg: Sub Inspector to Assistant Sub Inspector vide Order 

dated 18-10-2023.

Copy of Impugned order dated 18-10-2023 is attached as Annexure-F.

10.

11. That being aggrieved from the aforementioned order, appellant preferred a 

Departmental Appeal on 07-11-2023 which was disposed of by the appellate 

authority (respondent No. 1) in the following words.

“From the perusal of the record, it has transpired that 

appellant was promoted as officiating sub inspector on 

01-01-2024, he has not yet been confirmed as Sub Inspector. 

Consequently, he is holding the substantive rank of Assistant 

Sub Inspector. Section 4 (2) (b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Police Rules, 1975 (as amended in 2014)' provides that
v.

reversion from an officiating rank is not a punishment. Thus 

the appellant is currently holding the substantive rank of 

Assistant Sub Inspector”

Forgoing in view, I Sher Akbar, PSP, S.St, regional Police 

Officer, Kohat being the appellate authority hereby set aside 

the punishment of reduction from the rank of officiating Sub

i



Inspector to Assistant Sub Inspector awarded by DPO, Kohat 

vide order No.877 dated 18-10-2023. The * departmental 

inquiry conducted against the appellant, stands pending before 

the DPO, Kohat. He is, therefore, directed to pass a speaking 

order on the departmental inquiry conducted against the 

appellant strictly in accordance with the BChyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Police Rules, 1975 (as amended in 2014) within a period of 15 

days after the receipt of the order of this office.

Copies of Departmental Appeal and order No.174/EC, dated 04-01-2024 are 

attached as Annexure-G & H.

That the District Police Officer (respondent No.2) in pursuance of the 

appellate order of RPO, Kohat Region (respondent No.l) dated 04-01-2024, 

awarded the appellant major punishment of reduction in pay to initial stage 

in the same time scale for the period of 02 years with immediate effect vide 

order OB No.209 Endst. No.l877-79/PA dated 08-03-2024.

12.

Copy of order OB No.209 Endst. No. 1877-79/PA dated 08-03-2024 is 

attached as Annexure-I.

13. That being aggrieved from the fresh impugned order dated 08-03-2024, 

appellant again moved departmental appeal before respondent No.l vide 

Diary No.1659 dated 05-04-2024 (Annexure-J)which is still pending 

without disposal hence, the statutory period has been elapsed therefore, the 

instant service appeal on the following amongst other grounds.

GROUNDS

That the respondents have not treated the appellant in accordance with law, rules 

and policy and acted in violation of Articles 4, 10-A, 25 and 27 of the Constitution 

of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973. Appellant has been penalized as a result of 

counter blow organized by anti-state Gas Pipeline thieves; who malafidely and 

with ulterior motives in order to pressurize and to restrain the appellant from his 

legal obligations entrusted upon him by the law. The record reveals that appellant

A.

B



has incorporated number of FIRs against tlie complainants and complainant parties 

which is evident not only from the contents of the FIR but also from the 

photographs annexed with this appeal. The record further reveals that there is- / 

was a continuous campaign made by the complainant through social media. The 

record also reveals that respondent No.2 brought the continuous harassment of the 

appellant into the notice of FIA authorities for initiating lawful process against the 

complainant and his companions. All this documentary evidence coupled with 

circumstantial evidence, safely proves the malafide intention of the complainant in 

view of the tangible and solid evidence, the impugned penal orders are nothing 

more than the harassment of the appellant therefore, the impugned orders are 

liable to be set aside.

That Section 16 of the Civil Servants Act, 1973 provides that every civil servant is 

liable to be proceeded against departmentally in accordance with the laid down 

procedure provided for in the statue and statutory rules. The competent authority 

as well: as the inquiry officer failed to adopt mandatory required procedure. The 

defense of the appellant vides its reply to the charge sheet and statement of 

allegations has been discarded without any legal and factual support. The very 

charge sheet is flimsy in nature as it does not provide specific allegations. Neither 

it provides the day, date, and specific time of the alleged accusation of facilitating 

the Gas Pipeline thieves nor does it provide detail of persons, to whom appellant 

has extended unlawful facilitation. The charge sheet also does not provide the 

manner in which the alleged facilitation has been made on the part of the 

appellant. The charge sheet is nothing more tlian a general allegation which has 

occasioned cause of injustice and the appellant has been deprived from his right of 

defense therefore, the charge sheet is nullity in the eyes of law and is liable to be 

declared as illegal, unlawful and also liable to be discarded.

B.

That no evidence whatsoever, has been collected by the inquiry officer. The whole 

proceedings of the inquiry have been conducted in the absence and at the back of 

the appellant. In case, there is / was any statement; appellant is not aware of the 

same and also not been confronted with such evidence. The question of cross 

examination cannot be raised.

C.

That competent authority without considering the available record on merit, have 

failed to determine as to whether the charge leveled against the appellant has been

D. .
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proved or otherwise and also as to whether the prescribed mandatory provisions
t

provided for in the statute and statutory rules have been adopted or not. The 

competent authority also failed to attach inquiry report with the final show cause 

notice which is mandatory as per law laid down by this Hon'ble Tribunal as well 

as by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan. On this score as well, the impugned 

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

That the alleged charge sheet and statement of allegations has never been served 

upon the appellant and appellant has acquired the same through his own efforts. 

The bare perusal of the charge sheet and statement of allegations shows that it 

does not provide the true spirit of accusation and specification of the role of the 

appellant in the alleged occurrence which has caused serious injustice to the 

service career of the appellant comprising of for almost 26 years. The long 

standing service career of the appellant has been reined with single struck of pen.

That the impugned order has been passed in violation of the law laid down by the 

Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan which provides that in case of major penalty 

and factual controversy, regular inquiry was obligatory and in absence of regular 

inquiry: penal order of major penalty (dismissal from service) cannot be clothed 

with validity and was liable to be struck down on this score alone.

F.

Citation Name : 2019 PLC(CS) 224 PESHAWAR-HIGH-COURT

Side Appellant : SALEEM WAZIR PROFESSOR COMMUNITY MEDICINE

Side Opponent : GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Major penalty, imposition of”-Requirements---Any disciplinary proceedings relating to misconduct 

of an employee/officer of any department which entails major penalty of removal/dlsmissal from 

service must be inquired through regular inquiry which cannot be dispensed with ,in matter 

where controversial facts and ticklish questions are involved. ^
• •

Citation Name ; 2019 PLC(CS) 475 KARACHI-HIGH-COURT-SINDH

Side Appellant : IQBAL HUSSAIN

Side Opponent : FEDERATION OF PAKISTAN through Secretary Ministry of,Information and 

Technology, Government of Pakistan
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Holding of re'gular inquiry in case of imposition of major penalty was prerequisite and 

mandatory condition.

Thai the basic concept of regular inquiry was the formation of issues, its 

determination and reason for detennination along with recommendations but the 

same are absolutely missing as evident from the context of the impugned order, 
which is against the provision of General Clauses Act, 1897.

G.

There can be no cavil with proposition that act of carelessness on the part of civil 

servant could be a valid ground to award penalty. Elements of bad faith and 

willfulness may bring the act of negligence within the mischief of "misconduct" 

within the meaning of section 4 but a conduct demonstrating lake of proper care 

and the requisite vigilance may not always be willfulness amounting to grave 

negligence to warrant harsh punishment under S. 4. 2013 TD (Service) 204, 2013 

SCMR817.

H.

Thai ihe well-known principle of law Audi altram Partem" has been violated. 

This principle of law was always deemed to have embedded in every statute even 

though there was no express specific or express provision in this regard.

1.

....An adverse order passed against a person without affording him an opportunity 

of personal hearing was to be treated as void order. Reliance is placed on 2006' 
PLC(CS) 1140. As no proper personal hearing has been afforded to the appellant 

before the issuing of the impugned order, therefore, on this ground as well the 

impugned order is liable to be set aside.

The Executive have to show source of authority:-

The Executive is not above law and it must, on challenge to its action, show the 

legal authority from where it derives the source of its authority. In case the 

executive fails to show the source of its power, its acts, as so far they conflict 

with legal protected interests of individuals, must be declared by courts Ultra 

vires and without jurisdiction. [ PLD 1990 Kar 9].

B



Things must be done in prescribed manner or not at all..... Expressio unius est

When an action is required to be done in a particuiar 

manner that must be done in that manner only or not at all.

exclusion alterius.

of proof on the prosecution to prove the charge.Burden

The law in the country is still unchanged and is governed by law of Qanoon-e- 

Shahadat in Vogue and by virtue of the same, we have to see, that it is for the 

prosecution to establish the guilt of the person and if it fails to do so, the result is 

that benefit goes to the accused of the said failure..

If the allegation against the accused civil servant/empioyee is of serious nature 

and if he denies the same, a regular inquiry cannot be dispensed with. In such a 

case, the initial burden on the department to prove the charge, which cannot be 

done without producing evidence [1983 PLC.(CS) 211 + 1997 PLC (CS) 817 (S.C) + 

1997 SCMR 1543].

Standard of proof......To be akin to one required in criminal cases.

It is significant that while referring to civil servant, who is being proceeded 

against under the Govt: Servant (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules the word 

“accused” has been used which indicates that the proceedings conducted by the 

inquiry officer are akin to a criminal trial [1996 SCMR 127). A person is presumed 

to be guilty of misconduct if evidence against him establishes his guilt. The use of 

the world “guilty" is indicative of the fact that the standard of proof should be 

akin to one required in criminal cases [ PLD 1983 SC (AJ & K) 95].

Prosecution to stand on its legs to prove the allegations.

Accused is stated to be a favorite child of law and he is presumed to be innocent 

unless^proved otherwise and the benefit of doubt always goes to the accused and 

not to the prosecution as it is for the prosecution to stand on its own legs by 

proving all allegations to the hilt against the accused. Mere conjectures and 

presumption, however strong, could not be made a ground for removal from

Unless and until prosecutionservice of civil servant [1999 PLC (CS) 1332 (FST)]



.

proves accused guilty beyond any shadow of doubt, he would be considered 

innocent (1983 PLC (CS) 152 (FST}].

That appellant would like to seek the permission of .this Hon’ble 

Tribunal to advance more grounds at the time of hearing.

J.

PRAYER:

On acceptance of the instant service appeal, this Hon’ble Tribunal 
may graciously be pleased to:- :

Declare the impugned order OB No.209 Endst. No.l 877-79/PA dated 

08-03-2024 as illegal, unlawful and without lawful authority and set 

aside the same.

1.

Direct the respondents to reinstate the appellant on his original position 

as officiating Sub Inspector with all back benefits ’ and' other fringed 

benefits.

11.

Any other relief as deemed appropriate under the circumstances of the 

case may also graciously be allowed to the appellant. ,

111.

!•
Appellant

Through ys—^
Ashraf Ali Khattak
Advocate,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

&

Ali Bakht Mughal
Advocate,
High Court, Peshawar

. / /2024Dated:
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

/2024Service Appeal No.

Javid Muhammad 

Sub-Inspector, 
Police Force, Kohat, Appellant.

Versus

The Inspector General of Policef 

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

I, Javid Muhammad, Sub Inspector, Police Force, Kohat do herby 

solemnly affirm on Oath that the contents of the instant service appeal are . 
true and Correct to the best of my knowledge, and belief and nothing has 

been concealed from the notice of this Hon’bie Tribunal.

DETONENT

I

;

B
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,- 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

i

dated Kohat the/^ .«
No.iS^r^GC '

■J

AssistantDirectpr,
Federal invertigation Agency,
Cyber Crime Zone, Peshawar.

nan Y hairy no. 09 dated 16.02.2022 PS SHAKARDARA KOHAT^

TheTo: -

Subject; 
- Memo: •

It is"submitted that according to subject cited above one Khalid Mehmood • 
Is using fake ID on Facebook on the name of Da Khyber Golona page and page Sheri 
khan and Samar Khan in which he uploaded baseless allegations against Police and 

elders of the area.

V

■

'
i

it is therefore, requested that necessary action may please be taken 

against above narned person according to rule under intimation to this office, please.
R«leivnt documents <nclB5«d( I

i

r
(MUHAMMAD SULEAWN) PSP 

DISTRICT POliCE V OFFICER 
KOI lAT

i

/GC

Copy to SHO PS Shakardara Kohat for information.

!
5

■

,
i

i
I

.

i

:

j

i

i

1.
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT . .
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

I
!

; . dated Kohat the / ^ . /2021.• No. - 7GC
!

\j ;;To: The Assistant Director,
Federal Investigation Agency, 
Cyber Crime Zone, Peshawar.

Subject': DAILY DAIRY NO. 09. DATED 27.11.2021 PS SHAKARDARA
KOHAT.I;.

Memo: ■ !

It is intimated that according to subject cited above one Khalid 

Mehmood is using fake ID on Facebook on. the name of Da Khyber Golonp page 

. and page. She.ri Khan and.Samar Khan in which he uploaded baseless allegations 

against-potice and elders of the area.

'

'
\

It is therefore,, requested that necessary action may please be 

taken against above named person according to rule under intimation to this 

office, please.

Enel:- (03 photograph)

i
r

I

rDISTRICT POUCE OFFICER, 
nVKO/fAT

No.,il^ 'V /.GC .

Copy to SHO PS Shakardara for information.

r
\

\

;
i

I

I

*\

"■

\iT"** .
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Forensic Science LaboratoS
Po!k;8 Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

29-B1, Phase-V, Hayatabad, Peshawar.

nfe-'-
St

REPORT OF THE FIRE ARMS EXPERTS
\Y-\ m

Latoratory No. FA-13-6541-Q-2Q23 Received the sealed parcel on 15-06-2023 

LVV FA-13-6144-0-2023

At FSL from SHO P.S Shakardarra District Kohat

1 he, seals on parcels were found intact._____________________________

l-.l.R No.l 13 dated 02-06-2023 U/5 3Q2/324PPC PS Shakardarra District Kohat 
'.[.R No.,n,5.dated Q3r06-.20.23 U/S 1 3AA PS 5.ho,kard_arro_District Kohat

1. P.No.l having three seals of JK 
Containing.

2. P.No.3 having two seals of 
Firearms experts Containing.

3. Five 30 bore live cartridges for tes

One 30 bore pistol No.101 alongwith five 
30 bore live cartridges 
Four 30 bore rrime empties duly marked 
Cl to C4.

L .

.'mOTE: - The exhibits were signed bv the experts.

OPINION:- ■ Microscopic examinatio.'; of the case has revealed that the four 30 bore 
crime empties duly marked.Cl to C4 were fired from 30 bore pistol No.l01,ln 
question in view of the following major points i.e, striker pin marks, breach face 
marks and ejector marks etc ore similar.

(1) One tesCi^pty is being sent in the parcel of the pistol.
(2) Any ^r^porywithout embossing marks is not genuine.
(5) The dont^nts of the pored we.'-e under our immediate custody until the

examination was completed

Note:

/ ;

FIRE ARMS EXPERT FIRE ARMS EXPERT

^ / 6 -L /FSL, Dateo7:..'.-r,.,..(^....72023 

The opinion of the Fire Arms Expert ,s urwarded to SP/Ir.v: Kohat 
The receipt may be acknowledged on:' 'h- exhibits collected from this Laboratory.ab.

•»^

./DIJ^CTOR
Forensic Sci^osiabot^ry 

Po'jce invssligation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

Ph: 0S1-:;i2i7394 Fgx:09'l-9217251■<

Dt
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Forensic Science Laboratory %%
Police Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa - " tipiMM

k
\yII 29-B1, Phase-V, Hayatabad, Peshawar. 

REPORT OF THE FIRE ARMS EXPERTSm f \

-■Zjpyy.

i-eooratory No. FA-l3-^.44r_Q-2023 Received the sealed parcel on 07-06-2Q23

___SHO_ P.S Snakardarra Distrirt KohatFSL rrom

• on parcels were- .(Cjjnc intact.___________________

K No-!. 13. dated 02-g5-.4C:23 U/5 302/324PPC PS Shakarriarra Dl^t-nri- Kohat

I. P.No.3 having three seals of AG 
Containing.

Four 30 bore crime empties now marked 
Cl to C4.

Ivlj - The crime emori^js .-.e Signed by the experts.

Microscopic examination of the case has revealed that the four 30 bore 
enme empties marked Cl to C4 were fired from one and the same 30 bore 
weapon, in view of the following major points i.e. striker pin marks, breach face • 
marks and ejector marks etc are similar.

OPli'ilON;-

i ■'U;i'. oto; /•
/

(') Any reporywitnout embossing marks is not genuine.
; 3) The cont^ts or the parcel were under our immediate custody until the 

examinatiorivvas completed.\ ^ ^'
/ • <\
t. f

FiRE ARMS EXPERT FIRE ARMS EXPERT-----

/2Q23
n.j jpinion of the Fire Ai ms excert is forwarded to SP/ Inv: Kohat

receipt may be acknowiedged and the exhibits collected from this-Laboratory.abn',;

Police Investigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

Ph: 091-9217394 Fax:091-9217251

H
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* t Ir: h >i C 'X':^ OFFICE OP THE,
AN rv< c. 7J ^DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

' KOHAT
TeU 0922-920116 Fax 920125 

JPA dated Kohat the ^ /2023

r'-•
y ... \

4

1

.. No!

-

IFINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
1. Mr. Farhan Khan PSP; District PoUcp, nffioer. Kohat
as competent authority, imder the Khyber.P^tunkhwa PoUce Rules, 
1975, (amended 2014) is hereby serve you SI Javed fa 1j;
then SHO PS Shakardara as fallnwr- .

»
■ ■!

pm
That consequent upon the completion of inquiiy conducteti 
against you by the inquiry officer for which you were given 
opportunity of hearing vide office No. 3598r99/PA dated^' 
07.07.2023. • ' '

ii.. On going, through the toding and recommendations of th 
inquiry officer, the material on record and other connected: 
papers including your defense before the inquiry Officer.
I ^ satisfied that you, have committed the following 
acts/omissions, specified in section 3 of the said ordinance.

1.

j

■ .1e. •

f;
j

a That you while posted , as SHO Police
Shakardara is alleged to have supported /aided the 
criminals involved in the, theft of OGDCL pipeline 
Shakardara.

Tour above act shows ine/flciency, irresponsibility and 
professional gross misconduct on your pari.

stection

b.

2. . As. a result , thereof,J, as competent authority, have 
tentatively decided to impose upon.you major penaltyprovided imder the 
•Rules'ibid. . ■ -

You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the 
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 cpurse of circumstances, it shall be presumed that 
you have no defence to put in and in that case as ex-parte action shall' be 
taken against you.

The copy of the ^ding of inquiiy officenis enclosed.

3.

. .5.
/

■ XN: . IV
i

DISTRI< OLICE OFFICBI^
KO: .T I'.

I' '

. 4
* r'

I?

\

».•■** 7 ■ '*
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f^L

Office of the 

District Police Officer, 
Kohat

•Dat.ciC^hlZz/2023

CfiARGB SHEET

1 MR. FARHAN KHAN PSP. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER.
KOilAT, »s compcluai umhuriiy under Khyber Pnkhtunkhwu PoUce Rules 
I07;i lunuimlincnis 2014), mn of ihe opinion that you SI Javed Muhammad 
Mvu_ Uiun^jto^ j»oPec atution Bhukardara rendered yourself liable to be

iis you liavi' niniucil the rollo\vin(j act/omiasions wiLliin llie 
uf Rule 3 of ihc i’olicc Rules 1975.

{ That j/oa lohilc posted as SHO Police station Shakardara is 
nileyed to /inae supported /aided die crimma/s maofued in the 
theft of OGDCI. pipeline Sliakandarti.

Vour abut,'.,’ tirt .'iliou'S in-q/yidencp, irresponsibi'lili/ and 
pra/f.'jsitiriiil gross misconduct on your part.

By reanona of the above, you appear to be i^uilLy of 
mir.c„„dua under Rule 3 ot Ihr Rule, Ibid nnd have rendered yuuruelf liable lu 

V urtlic peiiiiliins spfeilleci in ihc Rule 4 of Uic Rules ibid.

Yuu
:-.liiii.iii.'m witliin U7duya of Uie 
nfllccr.

II.

‘lil or iiji

.•i. lliLTcforc, required lu submitn rc your wriuen 
receipt of this Charge Sheet to the cn(|uiry

Yuur wriuen defense if nny should reach Enquiry Officer 
wilhiti Ihe specinetl j^riod, railing which il shall be presumed Umtyou hove 

defense tn pul In and c.-<-p.iru; nclicn shall be token agoinstyou.

A Hintemenl of nllcgaUon is enclosed

no

4.

N

dictrict police officer, 
V kohAt

CamScanner
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"1

OFFICl=OFTHE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
Tet:0922’926dl16 Fax 9260125 •

:5V:v'
.:/;■■ r\

*.

'it

ORDER
.. This order will, dispose of departmental proceedings against Offg:

■Sub Inspector Javed Muhammad, the then SHO PS Shakardara of this district 
Police, under the-Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, .1975 (Amendment 

. 2014). .

I\

II
Facts arising of the case are that he while posted as SHO Police 

Station Shakardara is alleged to have supported / aided the criminals involved 
in the theft of OGDCL pipeline Shakardara.

!!■

o r

"iSi:T
•V' I-: ■ .

The above act of the defaulter . SI shows ih-effiplency,,. 
irresponsibility and professional gross misconduct on his. pail.

For the above, serious / professional misconduct of the defaulter; , j t-;!- 
SHO, charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations was served-upon thei:, | 

accused officer. SP Investigation Kohat was appointed as enquiry officer to:' 
scrut'nize the conduct of accused officer qnd stated therein that secret prohe ■ll] 
from the villagers, source report and personal hearing of the delinquent officer;'
’charges leveled against, hirn.seems to be genuine. During toe course,;of 
enquiry he has fotind guilty. It imprints bad impact in the minds of public. The , 
ubiquitous impression of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police has badly damaged l^y . 
the illegal act of the delinquent officer.

In view of above, the accused officer was served with' Final Show 
'cause.Notice-tp.which he submitted reply .but he did not advance any defense 
and relied in his reply to the charge sheet

. The accused official was heard in person in Orderly Room held in 
this office on. 1B.10,^023:and he Is afforded fiill opportunity of defense but he 

\failed to submit any {Plausible explanation, therefore, the charges jeveled 
against hifn have been established.

In view of the above and available record, I agree With the findings
of enquiry officer; therefore, in exercise-of powers conferred, upon me under ,
toe rules ibid I, Farhan Khan, District Police Officer, Kohat hereby award a 
mialor punishment of reduction from substantive rank of Offg! Sub
inspector to Assistant Sub Inspector. He.ls reinstated in service from toe 

date of suspension. -

■1

1: :::i

1

{» . II .

.'1 .. .VI ' > «•

ISTRIC

S77I .s

OB No.ivi Dated 7*6^-/o 'X j o
/PA^ted Kohatthe / g>4g^_2023.

Copy of above to the:-
Reader/Pay officer/SRC/OHC for necessary action.

ii:;: ; >4€
•1.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE REGIOH AI:^ EOI^IGE 

OFFICER KOHAT

against the ORPFR . of -THE’ 
OFFirP.t? KQHAT

APPEAL
niSTRICT POLICE 

t^ka-RTNG QB Nq. 877 DATED 0S^^2&23^mm
}

WHICH THE appellant WAS. EEVERTED. 
PROM THE. RANK OF OFFICIATING: SI TO

ASI

Respected Sir,

With great respect and veneration^e appeU^t^y kindly >6 
allo^d to submit the following for yotir Itinti ^d sympathetic
consideration.

PACTS OP THE CASfe:

ppellant was posted asEHO P.S Shak^dar 31-03-20231. That the a
till 04-07-2023. •

• I i'
2. That appeUant being SHO P.S Shakardara^{di^k^g?a::bis^^d^

per law and with great interest , of -publiCy stipwed^Hs capacily,
hardworldng, eBcicndy made gopd.progressy ^coVene^ and arrest 

. of accused in numerous FIRs as per law.'.

i.

3 Ti-iat on the basis of enquiry,., appellant ; W^ 
punishment of reduction from subst^tive t^ .pf .Siils Ins^^ to 
Assistant Sub Inspector.

4 That the inquiry ofticer has not. recorded, statement qf any offiqaj 
regarding the inabiliiy of the app^ nei^er.:^y T^ason recorde^^ 

ill inquiry regarding in-efficiency, or irrespqhsjbijijy

I
i

\ •»

/

aA/
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5. That the statements of biased and partiiarwitri^ses vy.^re recorded 

njiainsl appellunl whi» were invulv.oti :'|ir'v^ nt^ninsl
whom numerous I'iRs wei'e lodged forithefsidelhig of 0GDC j'tis 
pipe lines and otliers. • ‘ ^

6. That t-he fair / proper procedure accofding 'to'liiltDrrules 
.adopted.

7. That tlie appellant is aggrieved from the impiigiiedofd^^ of tile DPO '
Kohat, appellant present appeal on the fpliowarig.^oirnds;

GROUNDS OF APPEAT.:

were not

'•■v •

a) That the order of the competent authpri^ 'is not-in; accordance 
with law and facts thus the imputed oid.er df^purush^ 
deserves to be set aside.

That during enquiry, tlie appellant :SUhira^d 'hiS; reply 
charge sheet & final show Cause notice to. the enquiry officer. 
The whole enquiry proceedings were inducted in the absence 
of tile appellant.

Tliat during enquiry, the enquiry officer recorded; statements of 
03 persons namely (1) Mehrab : Gtil iS/o Ara^^ Gul R/o 
Shal^dara, Kohat (2) AsIam,R/d J^aii sHto (3) 
Malak IChalid Mehmood at the back of the appdladt-

Tliat being defaulter offidaJ, the; app^^^t; was :ha™^ 
inlierent legal rig^t to be present tiirpughout the enquiry 
prsce^fdings in order to defehdV
presence of the appellant the enquiry pfficfi,r.'h'as;acted against 
the law / rules and thus legaUy .vitiated:^! the: proceedings 
against the appellant.

. b) to tlie

c)

d) an

e) That in reply to the charge sheet; die; ap.p.eilVit iwd',m '
that the statement of above imehti,bned;.-p;KS'bns-''^e^ based on • 

( falls and fictitious informatipn, as,;the^.and;.theii:.:J^frulies were 
diarged in different FIRs whicdi. .ahneked 'mtb'tlie appeal. 
Moreover tliey were partial wjtaesaes W ^
their AXE and having; their personal. . ;^udges widi the 
appellant:

i) That in order to ascertain, the. re^^facte .bxarriination of the 
above mentioned statemente was.necessary; in;prbsence of the 

• appellant but unfortuna^ly; this..important:aispect^:^ ignored 
and they were preferred to be exainirieti ^at &e' ba of the 
appellant by worthy enquiry officer. . •



/
■ /

•n'

•*
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That flie cliarge sheet, final show causd notice and , the 
impugned order of purushinent indicate :t^ the enquiry 
against the appellant was initiated on the complaint, .where no 
statement of any official were recorded, neither the allegations 
leveled against appellant about .stedling-ga's .pipe :iine of tiic 
OGDCL were properly enquired npr. to .Whom these were sold 
is disclosed in enquiry, it is.nlsd pertiiient.lo menlkin Lhnt Ihi-ri* 
is iiu bULirci# ol' iiiforiViuLion'about ulsu ihe Uisli-iel
Security Branch report is very much clear regarding irurocence 
ofappellant.

That tire impugned punishment order does ;not fiil^ the ends 
of justice, hence it is liable to be setaaidey

That the appellant is absolutely irmbcent and the punishment ; 
awarded to him is not legally jus.dfied.

That the impugned order of purushment;is.ux^at^al, one-sided 
arbitrary in nature, fanciful, capricious: and' .being not in 
accordance with law is liable to be 'sef aside.;.'; ;.

That the appellant is ready to take bath; for the satisfaction of 
yoiurhonour regarding innocence;bf the appelant. • .

g)

h)

i)

j)

k)

PRAYER:
; In view of the above facts, it is very respectfully, prayed that on 

tire acceptance of the appeal, .appellant; may .kindly be 
reinstated in his previous scale witir .aU back ; consequential 
benefits. .. •

I

Dated 07-11-2023

^^ayedKhan. ■

End:
■ .*<

1. Charge Sheet
2. Reply to the charge.sheet
3. Fl^, Pictures
4. Oi-der of Punishment

. *
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‘lliis iirdor will dispose uf thu 'i
MHhnmmiid No. HH/K nl' (lls,rici Kohm not,I ,^7“"““*"' prelcrrcd by ASI .l«VKtl
wlicrcby Im was nw.iriled major penally of m .ii ^
III suhsliinlivc ninU of A.ssisliim Soh lihne t"! 3“** liispcclor
liu-iKfirilicciisciirclhiiiiheuppellnm^vlUlcn V'l IH.10.2023. Brief
.sip|iiii'rtfil / niiletl the erimiimls involvoil !■> ^^imkur Dura was alleged to hove

I’roper ileparlm l IInvcslifialion Kolmi was tiomlnulcd us"ummi™ nrr***”^“ ogulnsl him and Sr /
coditl rormnlities siibmiucd liis llndinos Jk Olllccr after ruirillmcnt of
leveled aiiainsi him and recommended fnp '‘PPcllnnl wos found euilly of llte chnrgcs

major puuislinicnl under the relevant rules.
kccpiliy i|] vii»vv ils.. .1u,.,m«olMlK.ease..lwdelJ!c,Uo^^^^^^^^^^ Officer Wd

othr stth inspector to substantive nmk ol Assismnll^ll^ili^lr '

preferred the instant Officer, Koiiat, the appellant
the olTicc of the utidcrsigned on \9 p 20^^^ "
lha; the appellant was promoted Is onu iarr' “ ^
cnalirnicd -is Sob tnvnJ . r ‘"spcclor on 01.01.2021. He has not yet been
Im r„, See, ™ unu f' ll.e ..ubslemive renk of Assistnnl Sub
S ult e “1““"^"'™ '■»«» --ulu. 1975 (A, A„.e„Jed in
is eu™,„y bolding .“nnl" Ik”"?"S.^tb

•• r

.sjicclor.

be.k ibe opp|;;p:zj;;,;z: Lr:; :“r
01 turning Sub-In.spcctor to Assistant Sub-liispeclor awarded by District Police Officer. Kohat 
Mde order No. 877 dated 18.10.2023. The deparltncnlnl enquiry' conducted aBniiisl ihenppcl! 
stands pending before the District Police Officer. Kohat. lie is. therefore, directed to pass a 
speaking order on the departmentut enquiry conducted against the appellant stricllv in 
oceu,dunce with the Khyber Ihikhlunkhwa Police Rule 1975 (As Amended in 2014),within n 
pvTIhJ (if 15 days after the recci|it of the order ofthisonicc. •

ant

OntfrAiimiiiiicri/

C 'RcgionaLEelTce OITiccr,
^0/7^ Kohat Region^/2024/ICC, Dated Kuliiil the

Copy fonviirdcd to District Police Officer, Kohitl for information and ncccssarv

A A itA Adr

i- L
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office OF THE
district police officer.

^POHAT
To/; 0922-92C0< 16 Fsx 9260125

-____^

rtnof ^'racllves received from Worthy Roglonal PoWce Qlflcer 

. ^ Ho. 174/EC dated 04.01.2024 pBSSod on Ihe
Inspccior) whejo^he

^shmcnt o^ductmn fronUh^, ASI awarded by thls^

anrt^hi °fr—'*S-10.?q?3. The departmenlp'l enquiry was kepi pending 
Ri I iQ7^'ra L ° speaking order slriclly in accordance wilh Police
Rules 1975 (As ahended In 2014),

Fads arising of the case are Ihal he while posted as SHO Police Station 
Shakardara was aUgedly found to have supported / aided the crimrnais involved in Ihp
le t of OGDCL pipeline Shakardara, which show his malaflde andipr ifessioral gros^ , 

misconduct on his port.
For the abovA, serious I professional misconduct of the default rr SHO cliarge ' 

sheet olongv/ilh stalbmenl of allegations wasjiUrved upon the abet sed off cer. SP, ■ 
Investigation Kohat Vjras appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize ilhe cor duct of 
accused officer. The enquiry officer after thoroughly probing into (he matter, statement; 
of villagers, source report and persona! hearing pf the delinquent officer,has found himj 
guilty of the charges leveled against him and ipcomrnended for avirarci- of one of the’ 
major punishment: i ■ I

In view of above, the accused officer was,served wilh Final Show Cause Notice 
to which he subihllled reply which was found un-satisfacibry and also he did not 
advance any plausible explanation in his defense during his personal hearing in O.R on 
18.10.2C23.-

Since, the appellant has not yet been, confirmed in his Substantive Rank of Sub 
Inspector. Iherefore still he is hblding the rank of ASI. hence reduction from Offg: Rank 
is not a punishment tinder the'Rules ibid, | ’

In view of Ihe above and available recorc, I agree jwilh Ihe findijigs of enquiry 

officer, therefore, in exercise of powers conferrpd upon me under the rules Ibid I, 
Farhan Khan, District Police Officer. Kohat herqby impose a major □unlshment_of 
reduction in nav to initial stano In the samo timo scale for the period of 02 vcar_s. 
wilh immodiato effect and he is reinstated in sejyi^e from the dale o^j/ension.

DISTRICT ^Lf^ OFFICER,
iOHA

OD .
Datbd____
(dr, /PA dated Kohat the

Copy of above to the:
Regional Police Officer,
above, please ,,

2. Reader/.°ay officer/SRC/OHC for necessary acli

2024.

Kohat w/r lo his office Endst quoled

t

1.
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The Worlliy,
l)c|iiily lii.s|)cc(or(iciivrul iiri’olicc, 
Kdlitil Ui'i^ion, Kitliiit.

• onnm oh NO.209
; niSTKICT I'OI.ICIC 

IMI’OSRI) MAJOK

nKl'AKTiMKNTAI, Al’l’KAI. AOAIN.VI 
DATKI) ()H-IU-2)I2‘J OF THF lION’Itl.K 

OFFICl'U, KOIIAT WIlIillKHY inC 
PFNALIA' 01' RFDUCTiON IN PAY TO INITIAL STAGE IN 

■niE SAME IIME SCALE FOR Tllli: PERIOD OF I'WO

YEARS WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT.

Rcspccicd Sir,

The Hicls given rise lo Ihc presenl departmental appeal are as under,

i. That uppellnni wtis posted as SliU I’.S: Shnkardara on
perrormed his duly till 0*107-2023 with clean slicclcd conduct record and 

svilJi entire satisfaction ofhis superiors.

31-03-2023 where he

1. Thin there is Oil I'ields ofOGDCL in die vicinity of PS: Shakardarn where 

,, PC staff including security guards has been appointed under the supervision
' ofn retired colonel Olliccr of Aniiy to look uncr Ihe security of the Oil Filed

and Gas Pipelines.

iKeii lodged hy FC staff and securityTlttii no complaint / f lR Itnd 
guards regarding stolen / sale or purchase of Gas Pipelines of OGCL before

ever3.

and during the posting ol the appellant.

That uppeilanl being Die custodian of PS; Shakardnra registered 

inRs and arresied many accused involved in thel\ I stealing of Gas Pipelines.

Thai OGDCL company 

Mr. Imliaz to
was lodged against said Driver {ImtiuE) and he remained absconder but later

numerous
4.

assigned a Pickup Car along with a Driver namely 

Police Station Siiakordara in the year 2021. An FIR u/s 302
5.

/I'

CamScanner
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on. he Wiis iirresicii mid rcinnincd behind Ific bar for about 7 inoiiiiis. Tlie 

Driver was then released on Bail.

6. That ou-ner of the pickup vehicle (Uncle of Driver lmtiaz).nanicl)'Mr. Malik 

Rashced again requested to appoint Mr. Iniliaz us Driver of llte Pickup. As 

per insiniciions of higli-ups, uppellunl refused to appoint him us Driver luid 

asked the ov.Ticr (Mr. Malik Rnshced) to arrange anoUrcr Driver but he 

insisted to appoint his nephew (Initiaz) tis Driver mid lastly Uic owner 

wiilulraw his Contraet/Agrcciiient with OGDCL and returned buck his 

I'ickup V'cliicic.

That .stubbornly the oiviier of the Pickup Car started campaign against 
appeilnnt on Social Media iliiougli diiremiit fake IDs/'Profilcs. Appellant

IhercaAcr worthy

7.

brouglu the issue into the aelivc notice of his superior s
the FIA audioritics for initiation ofDPO submillcd a conipiaini before 

proceeding against Mr, 
provision of law.

Malik Rashced Khun mid olliers under relevant

to Your Kind notice tliak Rs.70Tlia! it is also wo.'-ili inenlioniiig to bring
looietl/.slolcn from a Post Muster by unknown accused. Mr. Malik 

again siarteil a ciimpaign in defame the appellant on 

frivolous and concocted allegations of

Lac.s tverc
Kashecd and his team
social media by up-loading false.

with criminuls/lhicvcs. Uier on. when criminals were
recovered;

having connivance 

arrested by ilic appellant and .stolen properly (amount) was
ice of high ups and apprised them of

team. The
appellant brought the matter into the notice 
ccuhmous .nu empaign of Mr. Malik Rasl.acd a„d h.

only praised lire role of lire oppelliml bid was also please 

in. before riA .TOIhorilics for inidalion of 

against Mr. Malik Rashced and his team.

worthy DPO not 
to lodge another complaint 
proceeding under Cyber laws

d,c notice of Your Kind Honour that 
Malik Rusheed were/ore involved 

arrested in FIRs under

9. . Turn ir 15 also peninenr to bring into

and relatives of Mr. 
and Illicit TralHeking

other nephews 

in Drug Abuse
and they were

CamScanner
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scciions i5-AA, 9-D. 302 & 32-!. 
Shakardtiru.

Tlie rclcvniit record is ovnllnbie in PS

10. Tluu in retribution, the said Mr. Malik Rashced lodged complaints against 

: and concocted allegations of having 

involved in stealing / ihefl of the Ga.s Pipelines, 
was served upon the appellant which was replied by 

the appellant with cogent reasons ond factual cvidcnce.s.

iltc nppclltmi through false, frivolous
links with groups, who arc
A Show Cause Notice

11. T.j... a slipshod inquiry' was conducted and appellant was aw-arded major 

piinislinicm ol reduction from suhslantive rank of ollg: Sub Inspector to 

Assisiiiin Sub hispector vide Order dated 18-10-2023.

12. Tlint being nggrieved from the aforementioned order, appellant preferred 

Dcpartnicntnl Appeal on 07-11-2023 which wa.s decided Vide Endsl: 
No, 17‘t dated 0^-01-202*1 by selling aside the impugned order No.877 dated 

l8-i0-2023 with the directions that the inquiry conducted against liie 

appellant shall stand pending DPO, who shall pass n speaking order a Ircsh 

williin 15 days allcr receipt oflhc order.

i.l Tliai the l ion'hle DPO, Kulint vide order OB NO.209 DATED uS-03-2024 

imposed upon the appellant major penally of reduction in pay to the initial 
stage in the same lime scale for tlie period of 02 years with immediate efTccl 
and rc-insinied from the d.itc of suspension,

Hence appelhuit being aggrieved of the above mentioned impugned 

order and having the right of departmental remedy assails die same inter 

alias on the following grounds.

A. Thai die autliority has not treated the appellant in accordance with law, 
\

rules and policy on the subject and acted in violation of Article 4, lOA, 
25 and 27 of tlie Constitution of Pakistan. 1973. From die bare perusal of 

die record prcsciticd by the apjiellaiil in his defense prima facie 

establishes the fact that he has been made an escaped goal in relations to

CamScanner



infiuciutni ligurcs. TIic office of DPO, Kolial isAvas well aware of ihc 

fact ihnl appellani

time aid during ibis period he boa lodged number ofFIRs against well- 

known smugglers involved in

was posted ui the PS Shnkardaru for a short span of

gas pipe stealing's and it is also an 
established lact that apiicllniu has perronticd his legal obligation

entire satisfaction of his htgit ups and upon whose direction; appellant 

look strong action against the culprits. Wliclhcr a prudent mind 

safely presume lliai

to the

can
a person who stood firm against the anti-state 

Clements can be blamed with such shameful acts? Whether there 

direct or indirect evidence which
arc any

may connect the appellant with such
like activities. The answer is absolutely not.

B. Tliai seciion 16 oi ihc Civil Servant Act, 1973 provide that every civil servant

IS liable tor prescribed disciplinary action in accardaiicc witli prescribed 

procedure. In the instant
therefore, the impugned penal order is nullity in die eyed oflaw and liable to 

be set aside.

no prescribed procedure has been adoptedcase

C. That the Hon" ble Supreme Court of Pakistan as well as the Hon'bic Pesh 

High Court Pesliawar and Khyber Paklilunkhwa Service Tribunal 
consistent view that in case of major penalty or wliere llicre are / were factual 
controversy, regular inquirj' is sine qua non. In the present case, a slipshod 

inquiry has been conducted by the inquiry oflicer at the back of the appellant. 
Appellant has neither been associated with the proceedings 

was examined in his presence. The que.stion of cross exaniinaUon does 

arise. No alatement whatsoever, which are recorded at the back and lias not 
been scruiini7.cd under the scrutiny of the cross examination. Such statement 
has no evidentiary value in the eyes of law and conviclijn cannot be ordered 

on suchlike statement.

awar
have

nor any witness
not

D. That the very nature of the charge sheet and statement of die allegations 

general in nature and it docs not provides the necessary details which could 

provide a fair opponimiiy to make and submit a legal defense. No conviction 

can be based upon such flimsy type of allegations.

arc

CamScanner
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Aa-uscd is smiL'U 10 bo „ ,1 

unless proval otberwis

uol lo llio

'«''»nicchilJori»wandbo‘i

*■' >!»■' K'liolit ordiuibi

US il is for the

- «s presumed lo Iw innoeem 

ulwiiys eoes lo Hie necuscd and
Prosccnlion 

: all allcgali

prcsimipiioii. luiwcver

'’"’“‘'I'"" on ils own |,.gs |,j
uu:; to ilie Ijjli uyuinsl the iiociiiicd. Mere cunjcclnrea and 

^‘U’uug. ctnild not be made
u ground lor removal fromservice of civil servani \ W) pi.c 

pnweeution pro\'cs accused
({-’«) 1332 (I-ST)j Unless and until

guilty beyond imy shallow of doubt, lie would Ik;
eonsidcrcvl i‘"uuccnl[lU8.liM.C(CS)l.52(FSn],

F. That the well-known nrlprinciple of law “ Audi ullnim I'nrtcnr bus been violnicd. 
uiwiiys decnicd la have embedded i 

•s no express spceiric or express provision in Ibis regard,

’Hiis principle of law

'bough ibere was - in every siuiuie even

An adverse order pa.xsed against n person without aflbrding hi 
ol personal hearing wius to be treated 

I’l.CtCS) M40. As

_ urn an opportunity 

as void order. Reliance is placed on 2006
no proper personal heuring has been unbrded to the appellant 

l^-lcre the issuing nrthc impugned order, thcrerorc. 

impugned order is liable lo he set aside.
on this ground as well the

C. That the non provision of the inquio- report amounts to deprive a civil 
from conlroiiliag mid defending himself from 

"liicli is

servant
evidence that

aeainsi the provision of Arl.cle lOA of Hie C 
In die insimu c.nse

•uuy go ogulnsi him, 
onstiluUon of Pakistan 

enpy m,,u,ry denied ,ha npp^^lta,.
Which fact is evident from the pmisal ofthe final show cause notice.

H. Tliat under (he provKsion of Rule 14

-ndcr legal „h,iga,i„„a ,o 

and whether the charge

os to
accordance witli prescribed procedure t

arc proved or olbcrxvisc. The
competent authorily has 

single stroke of pen, 
lo be interfered with by this

made no such efibns

n''".-!- in llic „r law „„d 

Honorable Tribunal.
%
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EJl
/t is tlicrcforc, most humbly prayed ihm the impugned order OB 

fjo.20‘) doled 08-03-2024 of the Hon'bic Dtslricl l»oIicc Officer, 

^vhcreby he imposed major penally ofrcduciion in pay to iniliol aluge in the 

time scale for [lie period of two years with immediate effect, may 

kindly be set aside.

Kohut

.same

Appellant

-javId-MOnammad
AS( N0.88/K 

• Police Force, Kohat.

/. /2024Dated:

y
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WAKALAT KAMA

5—IN THE COURT OF (? ^x\Vi\)\^Ci'

X<X\|lV tAv^V\ cx VAW\ OlA ^*^VU_j>-\v^.^pPcVQi^

pQ.Oir? pQ'&cp.

VERSUS
WasFcV-qT^ ^pviptSqlJ oF

pr)\ifo oVy>p-^^

AppeHant{s)/PetiHoner(s)

Respondent(s)

do hereby appoint
Mr. AH ^akht Mughal Advocate, High Court, Peshawar in ^e above 
mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and tilings.

1/We

1. To appear, act and plead for me/us in tlie above mentioned case in 
this Court/Tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard and 
any other proceedings arising out of or connected therewith.

2. To sign, verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions, 
appeals, affidavits and applications for compromise or withdrawal 
or for submission to arbitration of the said case, or any other 
documents, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for 
tlie conduct, prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

3. To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all moneys tliat may 
be or become due and payable to us during the course of 
proceedings.

AND hereby agree:-

That the Advocatefs) shall be entitled to withdraw fi-om 
the prosecution of the said case if the whole or any part 
of tlie agreed fee remains unpaid.

a.

In witness whereof I/We have signed tliis Wakalat Nama 
hereunder, the contents of wliich have been read/explained to 
me/us and fully understood by me/us this___________________

Attested & Accepted by
Signature of Executants(32

Ali Bakht Mughal 
Advocate,
High Court, Peshawar 
Bai:20-2135 
17301-5926416-5 
0321-9061598


