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PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

Preliminary Objections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeal.
The appellant has got no locus standi to file the instant appeal.

That the appeal is bad for misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties.
That the appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act.
That the appeal is not maintainabie in its present form.

That the appeal is bad in law and limitation as well.

Facts:-

a)

Correct to the extent of issuance of charge sheet vide No. 2716-17/PA dated
26.05.2023 coupled with statement of allegations (Annexure-A & B) on the
basis of preliminary enquiry conducted by SP/ Operations Kohat wherein it was
alleged that the appellant while posted as SHO PS Jarma took illegal
gratification from an arrested accused during search and strike operation in the
area without taking any legal action. Therefore, SP/ Investigation, Kohat was
appointed as enquiry officer with the directions to conduct proper departmental
enquiry in accordance with prevailing law/ rules.

Correct to the extent that the allegations leveled against the appellant was
thoroughiy probed into through an enquiry officer who during the course of
enquiry fulfilled all legal and codal formalities and submitted his findipgs
{Annexure-C) whereinthe appellant was found guilty of taking illegal gratification
therefore, he was recommended for major punishment. After receipt of enquiry
findings, the Final Show Cause Notice (Annexure-D} was issued to the
appellant. The appellant submitted his reply which was paid due consideration
but found unsatisfactory. Besides, the appellant was also heard in person in
orderly room held in the office of DPO/ Kohat on 16.08.2023 wherein he badly
failed to advance any plausible defense in his favor. Therefore, after fultillment
of all codal formalities, a lenient view was taken by the competent authority of

the misconduct of the appellant by awarding him minor punishment of forfeiture




c)

d)

P2

of two years approved service vide Order No. 4838-40/PA dated 22.08.2023. As
the misconduct of the appellant was such which does attract harsher
punishment. (Annexure-E).

Para is for the appellant to prove. Moreover, mere denial of allegations by the
appellant is not sufficient to prove his innocence rather he was supposed to
advance cogent justification in his defense. However, the appellant badly fafled
to advance any plausible defense in his favor. Beside this, he was also found
guilty of gross misconduct in the enquiry conducted by SP/ Investigation, Kohat.
Therefore, after fulfillment of all codal formalities, the appellant was awarded
minor punishment of forfeiture of two years approved service vide Order No.
4838-40/PA dated 22.08.2023.

Correct to the extent of filing of departmental appeal against order dated
22.08.2023. The appellate authority heard the appellant in person on
21.11.2023. During personal hearing, the appellant bitterly failed to advance any
plausible explanation in his defense. Therefore, the departmental appeal of the
appellant was rejected being devoid of merit vide order No. 12349/EC dated
23.11.2023 (Annexure-F).

Incorrect, the appellant has been treated in accordance with law/ rules hence.
he is not aggrieved. Furthermore, the instant Service Appeal being devoid of

law/ rules is liable to be dismissed on the following Grounds amongst others.

Grounds:-

a)

b)

Incorrect, orders passed by the respondents are quite in accordance with law/
rules hence, tenable in the eyes of law.

Incorrect, orders passed by the respondents are in accordance with fa;:ts!
grounds hence, no need to be set aside.

Incorrect, orders issued by the respondents are based on law, facts and
materials available on record. Therefore, plea of the appellant regarding
surmises and conjectures is totally bereft of any substance hence, liable to be
set at naught.

Incorrect and misleading, as already explained above that charge sheet vide No.
2716-17/PA dated 26.05.2023 coupled with statement of allegations on the
basis of preliminary enquiry conducted by SP/Operations Kohat wherein it was
alleged that the appellant while posted as SHO PS Jarma took iliegai
gratification from an arrested accused during search and strike operation in the
area without taking any legal action. Therefore, SP/Investigation, Kohat was
appointed as inquiry officer with the directions to conduct proper departmental
inquiry in accordance with prevailing law/rules. The allegations leveled against
the appellant were thoroughly probed into through an inquiry officer who during
the course of inquiry fulfilled all legal and codal formalities and submitted his
findings wherein he appellant was found guilty of taking illegal gratification
therefore, he was recommended for major punishment. after receipt of inquiry

findings the Final Show Cause Notice was issued to the appellant. The appellant
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submitted his reply which was paid due consideration but found unsatisfactory.
Besides, the appellant was also heard in person in orderly room held in the
office of DPO/Kohat on 16.08.2023 wherein he badly failed to advance ény
plausible defense in his favour. Therefore, after fulfillment of all codal formalities,
a lenient view was taken by the competent authority of the misconduct of the
appellant by awarding him minor punishment of forfeiture of two years approved
service vide order No. 4838-40/PA dated 22.08.2023. As the miscoﬁduct of the
appellant was such which does attract harsher punishment.

e) Incorrect, the inquiry conduct against the appellant by the respondent
department was in accordance with KP Police Rules, 1875 (amended-2014). .

f) Incorrect, the appellant has been proceeded against departmentally on the basis
of solid evidence,

g) Incorrect, the respondents acted in accordance with law/rules.

h) Incorrect, proper opportunities of personal hearing were awarded by competent
as well as appellate authorities.

i) Incorrect, departmental inquiry was conducted in accordance with KP Police
Rules 1975 (Amended-2014).
) The orders passed by the authorities are quite in accordance with law/rules,

hence, any service appeal against lawful orders is liable to be dismissed.

k) The orders passed by the authorities are quite in accordance with law/rules. The
appellant was awarded with minor punishment of forfeiture of two years
approved service on account of his gross misconduct.

1} The respondents seek additional permission of this Honorable Tribunal to

advance other grounds at the hearing of instant service appeal.

In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that the appeal devoid of merits may
graciously be dismissed with costs.

/ —
District Police Officer, } tce Officer,

Kohat Kohat
(Respondent No. 1) (Respondent No. 2)
(MUHAMMAD OMER KHAN) PSP (SHER AKBAR) PSP, S.St
{Incumbent) (Incumbent)

—

DIGU-Legal
For Insp eneral of Police

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
(Respondent No. 3)
(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS) PSP

{Incumpept)
s
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AFFIDAVIT

|, Muhammad Omer Khan, District Police Officer, Kohat
Respondent No. 1 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the
contents of parawise comments are true and correct to the best of my knowledge
and belief and nothing has been concealed from the Honorable Tribunal,
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Office of the :
District Police Officer,
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X Kohat
________ 'z SPA Dated 2".5_:5:_/2023
CHARGE SHEET "
1, MR. FARHAN KHAN PSP, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

KOHAT, as competent. authorily under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Palice Rules
(amendments 2014) 1975, am of the opinion that you SI Sohail Shah SHO PS
Jarma rendered yourscelf liablc to be proceeded against, as you have omitted
the following act/omissions within the mecaning of Rule 3 of the Police Rules

1975,

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 lllegal
gratification / bribe from arrested accused in search strike
Operations in your areas of Jurisdiction without taking any

legal action.

ii. Your above act shows in-efficiency & irresponsibility on your
part.
2. By reasons of The above, you appear to he guilty of misconduci

under Rule 3 of the Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of

the penaities specificd in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.

3. You are, therelore, rcquired to submit your written statement. i
within 07 days of the rceeipl of (his Charge Sheet lo the enquiry officer. ;
- Your written defensc if any should recach the Enquiry Officer within
the specificd period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have ng:J

defense {o put in and ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

4, A statement of allegalion is enclosed. :
'

z
DISTRICT POLIGE OFFICER.
¥ KOHA

T
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District Police Officer,
Kohat
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

MR. FARHAN KHAN PSP, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT as rnmprlrnl autharity, am of the opinion 1hat you SI Sohail Shah SHO
PS Jarma have rendered yoursell liable to be proceeded ' against
deparlmentally under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa PRolice Rule 1975 (Amendmcnt
2014} az you have commitiad the following acts/omissions.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS 2

i As prc 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
gratification / bribe from arrested accused in
search strike Operations in your areas , of
Jurisdiction without taking any legal action.

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

2. For the prrpose of serntinizing the conduet of said accused with
refercnce to the above allegations_SP Investigation Kohat is appointed as
enquiry officer. The cnquiry officer 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, reccommendations as Lo punishmenl or other appropriate action

against the accused official.
The accused offtcial shall join the proceeding on the date, time and

place fixed by the enduiiry officer. ,
. [ = /‘
DISTRICT POLIGE OFFICER,

KOHAT
No R 2LE.AT__IPA, dated. 26 -3 ~ /2023,

Copy of abave lo:-

1. SP Investigation Kohat :- The [Fnquiry Officer ‘for initiating
procecdings against the acensed under the provisions of Police
Rule-1975,

2. The Delinquent Officer: - with the directions to appear before the
Enquiry Officer, an the date, time and placc fixedaby him, for the

purposc of enquiry proceedings.
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ENQUIRY AGAINST SI SOHAIL SHAH ~F

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 aliegations were
leveled against S| Sohail Shah. Contents of allegations are as under:-

1. As per pre?iminary enquiry conducted by SP Operation Kohat vide enquiry report

No. 120/Reader dated 23.05.2023, you S! 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 and professional " gross

1.

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 SI with the
direction to submit his written statement before the undersigned on or before the target

date.

Re;ply 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 SI 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 ii9z Thereafter the elders of his locaiity come to
Police Station and convinced him (SHO Schail Shah} that there is no relationship between
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 Ullzh sfo islam ud Din and Saeed
s/o Zangal Shah nor he arrested them. S| 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. 599 (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 Raziq with his 12 bore rifle therefore, he released the accused
Muhammad Tarig alongwith his rifle 12 bore after confirmation from SHO concerned.

(Statement of LHC Nagash is attached)

STATEMENT OF LHC QADIR GUNNER OF S 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 Tariq and sent to
Police Station for further proceeding. Thereafter local elders of the area of accused was
come to Police Station and warmed SHO that he arrested the wrong person so they will
take legal against himon which SHO told him (LHC Qadir) thal\told to arar for
releasing the said accused. (Statement of LHC Qadir is attached) .10
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STATEMENT OF IHC ZAHID IQBAL

po

Page 2 of 3

He stated that on 18.05.2023 SHO Sohail Shah amrested 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 Khaiid 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)

éTATEMENT OF DRIVER IMTIAZ ALI SHAH

"He stated that on 19.05.2023 he was in szarch & Strike operation with SHO Sohail Shah.

During & 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)

| .
STATEMENT OF SHO WAQAR KHAN

I-ie 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 rfo Dhoda and Imran Khan s/o

Gut Haider rfo Billitang and handed over

to Muharar Staff of PS Jerma for further

proceeding. (Statement of SHO Wagar 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 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, armrests of the accused were started but here
éreed arose in the intention of the S| 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:-

St Sohail Shah confessed that he arrested the accused Malak Jan but due to hon
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 S1 Sohait Shah, he didn’t recognize accused Kimya Gul by
his face but acconding to the records received from NADRA, the picture of accused Kirmya
Gul alongwith other information is clearly mentioned which was already shared with S!

Soh_ail Shah.

He also confessed that due to the press

ure of Local elders he released accused

Muhantmad Tariq alongwith his 12 bore rifle without any proceeding.

it is also proved from the statement of Sl Sohail Shah that he released accused Khalid
Khan s/o Dad Khan after handing over by SHO Wagqar 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.

He aiso confessed in his statement that no%ing op the regord regarding releasing of
accused on surety (Machatka). )% ‘

B
ay t

1{_aShl;£ d v:)cate




|
5
l

- 47 v
TTagen ke o, .
\‘-\.-..,, SRR

13

Page30f3

The above facts indicating towards the Mala-fide intention of SI Sohail Shah that many
accused who invoived in, ATA/ Ordinary sections cases released by S| Sohail Shah
without any legal action who thereafter amested but here a guestion 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 a2cused namely Khalid Khan and Imran
Khan but strangely S! 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 amested. This act of S| Sohail Shah is
also indicating that Preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Operation Kohat was on merit,

_Lonclusion

Fl’CIHTI the enguiry conducted so far, the undersigned has reached to the conclusion that the
charges leveled against is fully established and found quilty on account of taking illegal

tgratification/bribe from arrested accused and is recommended for Minor Punishment.
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- OFFICE OF THE
~ DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
o KOHAT |
Tel: 0922-920116 tox 920125

No 4o 25 /PA dated Kohat the ¢, X 12023

‘ FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE _
I, »* Mr. Farhan Khan'PSP, District Police Officer. Kohat

as compcetient authority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules
1975, {amcnded. 2014) is hereby serve you SI Sohdil Shah the then

SHO PS Jarma as fallow:-

i That conscquent upon the completion of inquiry conducted |
against you by the inquiry officer for which you werce givcnl
opportunity -of hcaring vide officc No. 2716-17/PA datcd -

. 26.05.2023. R L

ii.  On going, through the finding and rccommendations of (he

.inquiry officer, the matcerial on record“snd other conneeled
papers including your defensc before theinquiry officer.

I am salisficd that you have commitied the following
acts/omissions, specified in section 3 of Use said ordinance.

a. As pre preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Operations
‘Kohat vide enquiry report No. 120 4 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.

e e e ——— -

b. °© Your above act shows in-efficiency & 'irrespons_ibility on
! you‘r part.

: i
1 | : .

2. JAs ta resull  thercof, 1, as compeient  authority, have
5 tentatively decided to imposc upon you major pcnalty provided under the

Rutlees ibid. ] _ -

4 You' are, therelore, required Lo show cuuse us o why Ihe

aforesaid penalty should not be imposcd upon you also intimatc whether
you desire Lo be heard in person.

q. " If no reply to this notice is reccived within 07 days of ils
dclivery in the normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed Lthat
you have no defénce to put in and in that casc as cx-partc action shall be

laken againsl you.

5. The copy of the finding of inquiry officer is enclosed.
R

ov R
16.39’“}1?*% CF")'{“‘\\O\“’]\ DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

~ W ,J\\\ : KOHAT MM/ ,
q,

. A
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFF1cig.
KOHAT

———

ORDER

——————— N

This order wilj dispose of departmenta) enquity against Sj Sohail
Shah -the then SHO Pt Jammg of this district po

. _ lice under the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa. Police Rule 3, 1975 {amendment 2014), :
Brief fa

cts of th : case are that as
by SP Operations Kohz!

23.05.2023, i Sohail Sheh
gratiﬁt:atiqn / bribe from
areas of Jurisdiction vdith

per preliminary enquiry condu
vide enquiry report No. 120 /7 Reader ¢

while posted as SHO PS Jarma has taken ilegat
¢rested accused in search strike Operations in his
ol t taking any legal action,

] The above act ¢ hows in-'efﬁciency & imesponsibili
| .

tle d

ated

ty on his pan,
erved with charge sheet and

Investigation Kohat was apointed as'enquiry officer to procead against hijn:
' departmentally. The enquir 1 officer submitted findin

the charges leveled &gains him and recommended

statement of allegations. Sf

for minor punishment.
s Final Show Cause Notice
found=‘t;n-§atisfac’rory._ The :iccus

» feply received angd
sed officlal wag called in

O.R held in this office

on 16.08.2023 and heard it person he did not submit plausible explanation in
his defense. _

- In view of abov: I, Farhan Khan, District Police Officer, Kohat i
exercl.»e of the

Powers con erred upon me, award him a minor
_ | ‘Forfeiture of two years
l .

punishment of

ipproved service”, Furlhermore, he may not be
N
posted 3s Incharge in fielg.

.\/_
DISTRICT POL E OFFICER,
& “kowa

“JOIPA dated Kot at the 2R Q. 2023,

Copy of above the Read, !SRC!OHCiPay officer for necessary
action, ) A
“
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P 1)
This érdcr wiil dlsposc of tkx deparmwmal apmeal prufc*rcd by Gfig: S1 Sohai. ’

Shah No. 204/K of district Kohat against ttic order of District Police Ofiicer, Konat wh\.reb)' [
was awarded minor penalty of forfeituie o £ 02-years anproved service vide OB Ne. 685, dawed
22 08.2023. Brief facts of the case are that thc appellant while posied 25 SHG PS Jarmu bad i
illegal gratification / bribe.from the accusud ested during scarch / str: !“, 0; )cra{mn., in Lds arsa oF
jurisdiction without taking any leghl acnon a 11 nﬁt htm to TR 2 I N

Proper departrnemal cnqum pll'ocecdmgs were mmated agams'. lum and b? / .
Operauons Kohat was nominated as Enqmr\ Ofnccr “The Enguiry Ofﬁcn.r after fmﬁiln..m of cudal
formalities submitted his findings wherein ihe! appz.liant was found guurj of the char"t,s mvclud
against him. He was, thercfore, recammended for rcnalty under the rcu.v.mt rules.

Kecpmg in view the: recommendauons of thc Enguiry Officer and the ahove ¢ied
 awerded rainor punishment of forfeitur of O2-yeurs |

civsumstances, the delinquent cvff.t;er -Was,
v the District Pohcc Officer, hohut vide OB No. 683

dated 22.08.2023. : ,

Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer, wohat, the appeliant

preferred the insiant appeal, He was sumuny oned and heard in persen in Orcerly Room held in the

office of the undersigned on 21.1 1.2023. D rirg persona
plausible exptanation in his defense.

| hearicg the appebiant did not advinliv ARy

PSP, S.5t, Regional Police Ofiicer, SXoRag,

Foregoing in v;ew I, Sher Akbar,
ges leveled against hin.

being the appellate authority, am of the considered opinton that the ek
have been estabhshed beyond any ..hadovu ¢f doubt. The competest suthority has nircady takon &

lenicnt view while awarding hin'punishime st. Hence, appeal of 05 5. T Sobail Shuh Mo, 2057015 )
hereby rejeeted, being devoid of substanat aod merit,

¢Irder dnnoeed

24102023 - ;,,,_____h

o0 . y . e . .
. -f\

;.\ba,._M ice Oy,

/ Konat Re e Tion

1

[}
NO/L‘{ ?{;f /EC, l}atcdh&ufﬂ:t.‘u;“3 [ 7 1623
Copy forwarded: to Distric. Police Ofticer, Koha for Laformation and necusal’ Wiy

to his office Mcmo Wo. 7068/LB, dated 17.16.2025. Enquivy File is cotumea aerewitt.
_J--—“"‘-'-—

-t m———
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tOFFICE OF TR <\
INSPECTOR GENERAL.O¥ POLIC ¥ U/
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' ' L QRDER "

T'his ordcr is hcrcbv _passed 1o dmpnsc of Revision Petition undcr Ruie ;.. { Khyber

I’akhlunl th Police’ RuIL-IQ?S (am(.ndul 2014) subm tted hy Ol'!';, ST Snhail Shah No. 204/K (hercinafier

refered o as pl..lllmm.r]

The pclnmncr. was Lwarlded minor punishment of forfciture of' two (02) ycars approved
servine hr District I’nlrcc (Jﬂ'u.cr Kohat vide OB No, 683, dated 22,08 2¢ 23 on the allegations that he while
posted as \I 1018 lmm had taken illeg sl | gratification/hribe from the accused arrested during scarch/strike

operations in his arci n_l‘_|ur1~d:€l|nn without taking any tegal action again:t him,

[23491:C; dated 23.11.2023
|

A mccting of !\ppL”dlL Board was held on 10.05. ‘7074 in CPQundcr the chairmanship of
I)I(} lleadquarters. Offg: ST Sohail Shah No. 204/K was prescnt.

The petitioner was heard in person, |le was given reasanable opportunity to dcfend himselfl

against the chargés: hawever he failed Lo advance any justification. The Board rejected his revision petition

Sd/-
AWALL KITAN, PSP,
Additionyi Inspcetor General of Police.
MQrs: Kk ber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

Na. &/ Hc}?\‘- '_’)'8 /'!d dated l‘cchnw.lr th. \ 1 -0 - 2024,
Capy of the above is Torwarded to the,
I Regional Palice- Officer. Kobat, ‘I'vo Service Book. One 3 sovice Robl -+ Fauji Missal received
vide letter No., 869/EC. daied 2,6.01 2024 ‘i.'; relumcd lor ye: r ofMice record.,
»= 1 District Police ()I'ﬁclcr Kehal,
3. AlG/lLegal, Khybcr Pakhlunkhwa Pcchdwar
4. PA 10 Addl: I(rPﬂ lQrf. Khyher l’akhlunkhwa Peshawar,
5. PA la DMGAIQrs: Khiyber Makhtunkhwa., . cshawar.,
6. Office Supdt: G-111, Cl'ir Peshawar,

77 .
/ ” ¢ - PSP
. . U : AleEslabllshmenL .
b eeiid police Oﬂ\G@ﬁ ‘ Lo T For lnspcctor Gencral of Pullcila.
o Di?ﬂ oh At . Knyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar,
o B
K prv

“The Appellate Autharity ic. RPCLKohal rejecied his appeal vide Order Fndst: No.

ey e

T e e e




BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

0.l

Service Appeal No. 864/2024

Sohail Shah
SI No. 204/K, District Kohat -

District Police Officer, Kohat & others

VERsus

.............. Appellant

....... Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Usman Ali Khan, DSP Legal Kohat is hereby authorized
to file the parawise comments and any other registered documents in the

Honorable Tribunal on behalf of respondents / defendant and pursue the appeal

as well,

Uron,

District Police Officer,
Kohat
(Respondent No. 1)
(MUHAMMAD OMER KHAN) PSP
(Incumbent}

Reg—-;l Police Officer,

Kohat
(Respondent No. 2)
(SHER AKBAR) PSP, S.St
(Inc

For Inspector
Khyber Pakhtu

(DR. MURAMMAZ AKHTAR ABBAS) PSP

(Incumbea)
=




