BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1033/2024
Javid Muhammad
Sub Inspector, District Kohat

VErsus

----------

District Police Officer, Kohat & others ... Respondents
INDEX
S# Description of documents Annexure Pages
1. Parawise comments - 01-03
2. | Affidavit - 04
3. | Copy of charge sheet A g 5
4. | Copy of statement of allegations B é
I,
5. Copy of inquiry findin C
py of inquiry g y ‘t._/zzﬁ
6. | Copy of final show cause notice D ':'7 o
7. | Copy of order No. 6111-13/PA E ’ P
8. | Copy of receipt of the order No. 174 dated F r
04.01.2024. 1
9. |Copy of order No. 1877-79 dated G
08.03.2024. | >
10. | Authority Letter - { 3

dy_h

Debonent




BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA '

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1033/2024

Javid Muhawada Appellant
Sub Inspector, District Kohat

VERsus
District Police Officer, Kohat & others Respondents

PARAM‘EE COMMENTS_B_Y!?LSPON D_ENTS' WKhyber Pakhtokbwa
Bueevice Tribraal
Respectfully Sheweth:-
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i That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

Preliminary Objections:-

it The appellant has got no locus standi to file the instant appeal.
iii. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties.
iv. That the appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act.

v. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
vi. That the appeal is bad in law and limitation as well
Facts:-

—

Incorrect and misleading, the appellant badly failed to fulfill his job obligation
while posted as SHO PS Shakar Darra. Moreover, every Police officer is under
obligation to perform his duty with clean sheeted conduct and upto the entire
satisfaction of high ups as in this department there is no room lies for any
lethargy. Besides, clean record does not exonerate any officer from further
wrong deeds.

2. Para is correct to the extent of Qil fields of OGDCL in the jurisdiction of PS
Shakar Darra while rest of the para is not related needs no comments.

‘v

incorrect and misleading. The appellant is concealing real facts from the
Honorable Tribunal. The appeliant while posted as SHO PS Shakar Darra was
in active connivance by supporting/aiding the criminals involved in the theft of
OGDCL pipeline Shakar Darra. Charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations
was served upon the appeilant (Annexures A & B). SP/Investigation, Kohat
was appointed as inquiry officer to scrutinize the conduct of the appellant. The
enquiry officer in enquiry proceedings fulfilled all codal formalities and submitted
findings (Annexure-C) wherein the appellant was found guilty of gross
misconduct. The enquiry officer further submitted that the acts of the appellant
imprinted bad impact in the minds of public towards the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Police. Therefore, he was recommended for major punishment by the enquiry
officer.




10.

11.

Incorrect and misleading. As already explained above that the appellant was
found guilty of extending full-fliedged support/ aid to the criminals involved in the
theft of OGDCL pipeline Shakar Dara. Hence, he failed to discharge his
responsibility rather was in league with the said criminals in fulfilling their
(Criminal) filthy designs. Therefore, the acts of the appeliant tarnished the image
of Police department in the eyes of general public.

Para is not related with the answering respondent.

Para is not related with the answering respondent.

Incorrect and misleading. As already explained above the appellant while posted
as SHO PS Shakar Dara was in active connivance by supporting/ aiding the
criminals involved in the theft of QGDCL pipeline Shakar Dara. In light of the
said allegations, Charge sheet along with statement of allegations was served
upon the appellant and enquiry was entrusted to the SP/ Investigation, Kohat'for
scrutinizing the conduct of the appellant. The enquiry officer in enquiry
proceedings fulfilled ail legal and codal formalities and submitted findings
wherein thé appellant was found guilty of gross misconduct, The enquiry officer
further mentioned that the acts of the appellant imprinted bad impact in the
minds of public towards the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police.

Pertains to record, needs no comments.

As already explained above in detail in Paras No. 3,4&7.

Incorrect. plea taken by the appellant is totally bereft of any substance because
the appellant was proceeded against through proper departmental enquiry by
issuing him Charge Sheet and Staterhent of allegations and enquiry was
entrusted to the SP/ Investigation, Kohat. The enquiry officer during the course
of enquiry provided ample opportunities to the appellant to produce any cogent
justification in rebuttal of the charges leveled against him. However, he bitterly
failed to produce even a single iota of evidence in his defense. Furthermore, the
enquiry officer after fulfilment of all codal formalities, submitted his ref:uort
wherein he held the appellant responsible of the misconduct. After receipt of the
enquiry findings, the appellant was served with Final Show Cause Notice
(Annexure-D) by the competent authority upon which he replied but he did not
advance any defense in rebuttal of charged leveled against him. Therefore, he
was awarded major punishment of reduction from substantive rank of Offg: Sub-
Inspector to Assistant Sub-inspector vide Order No. 6111-13/PA dated
18.10.2023 (Annexure-E).

Correct to the extent that the appellant filed departmental appeal against order
dated 18.10.2023 wherein the appellate authority observed that as the appellant
was promoted as Offg: S| on 01.01.2021. He was not confirmed as Sub-
Inspector. Consequently, he was holding the substantive rank of ASI. Section
4(2)(b) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 (amended 2014) provides
that reduction from an Officiating Rank is not a punishment. Hence, the

competent authority was directed to pass a speaking order on the departmental
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12.

13.

A

E—:-nquiry conducted against the appellant strictly in accordance with the Rules
ibid within a period of 15 days after the receipt of the order issued vide No. 174
dated 04.01.2024 (Annexure-F).

Correct to the extent that in light of directions issued by the appellate authority
l.e. RPO/ Kohat in pursuance of the Police Rules, 1975 as amended-2014, the
Competent authority awarded the appellant the 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 No. 1877-79 dated 08.03.2024 which does
commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of the appellant. Moreover, the
appellant has already been treated leniently as the misconduct committed by the
appellant does attract a harsh punishment. Besides, his act was such which also
come within the ambit of criminal proceedings (Annexure-G).

Para pertains to record. Hence, needs no comments., Mofeover the appeal of
the appellant being devoid of law/ rules is liable to be dismissed on the followmg
grounds amongst the others.

Grounds:-

Incorrect, plea taken by the appellant is totally bereft of any substance as the
appellant has been treated in accordance with law/ rules, proper departmental
enquiry into the matter was conducted by the respondents wherein he was
found guilty of gross misconduct. Hence, after enquiry, he has rightly been
awarded with major punishment. Therefore, no malafide has been committed. by
the answering respondents.

Incorrect and misleading. As already explained above that plea taken by the
appellant is totally bereft of any substance because the appellant was
proceeded against through proper departmental enquiry by issuing him Charge
Sheet and Statement of allegations and enquiry was entrusted to the SP/
Investigation, Kohat. The enquiry officer during the course of enquiry provided
ample opportunities to the appellant to produce any cogent justification in
rebuttal of the charges leveled against him. However, he bitterly failed to
produce even a single iota of evidence in his defense. Furthermore, the enquiry
officer after fulfillment of all codal formalities, submitted his repot wherein he
held the appellant responsible of the misconduct. After receipt of the enqmry
findings, the appellant was served with Final Show Cause Notice by the
competent authority upon which he replied but he did not advance any defense
in rebuttal of charged leveled against him.

Incorrect and misleading. The appellant is concealing real facts from this
Hon'ble Tribunal as the appeliant was appeared before the Enquiry officer and
recorded his statement which is evident from findings of the enquiry.

Incorrect. As already explained in preceding paras.

Incorrect and misleading. As already explained above that plea taken by the
appeliant is totally bereft of any substance because the appellant was

proceeded against through proper departmental enquiry by issuing him Charge




Sheet and Statement of allegations and enquiry was entrusted to the SP/
Investigation, Kohat. The enquiry officer during the course of enquiry provided
ample opportunities to the appellant to produce any cogent justification in
rebuttal of the charges leveled against him. However, he bitterly failed, to
produce even a single iota of evidence in his defense. Furthermore, the enquiry
officer after fulfilment of all codal formalities, submitted his report wherein he
held the appellant responsible of the misconduct. After receipt of the enquiry
findings, the appeliant was served with Final Show Cause Notice by the
competent authority upon which he replied but he did not advance any defense
in rebuttal of charged leveled against him.

M

Para already explained in detail in preceding paras.

Para aiready explained in detail in preceding paras.

H. Correct to the extent of bad faith but in the instant case the appellant was found

guilty of gross misconduct as already explained above in detail. So he cannot
take support of judgments of Hon'ble Courts as he had supported/ aided the
criminals involved in the theft of OGDCL pipeline Shakar Dara.
Incorrect, no violation of law exists on part of respondents as the appellant was
properly associated with the enquiry proceedings. Hence, the plea of the
appellant regarding the audi-alteram-partem is tbtally devoid of merit in the
instant case

J. The respondent also seek permission from this Honorable court to produce

additional document at the time of arguments

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

mm. District Police Officer,

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




BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1033/2024
Javid Muhammad Appellant
Sub Inspector, District Kohat

District Police Officer, Kohat & others ... Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

|, Muhammad Omer Khan, District Police Officer, Kohat
Respondent No. 2 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.

It is further stated on oath that in this appeal the answering

respondents have neither been placed ex-parte nor their defense is struck off.

(CD\.OW/
District Police Officer,

Kohat
(Respondent No. 2)
o . (MUHAMMAD OMER KHAN) PSP
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Office of the

: District Police Officer,
e ﬁﬂ,ﬂ"" Kohat
:Ntn.??_@f&:ﬁf/'r.n Dated QZ.'_'_Z:/zozg
CHARGE SHEET
i, MR. FA KHAN PSP, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICE

KOUAT, as competent uuthority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwu Police Rules
1975 (nmendments 2014), mm of the opinfon that you 81 Javed Muhammad
the then_SHO_Pollee_stution Shakardarn rendered yoursell linble to be

proseilad nginat, 08 vou have omitted the following nct/omisslons within the
ienning of Rute 3 of the Pollee Rules 1975.

1 That you while posted as SHO Pelice station Shakardara is
alleged to hove supported /aided the eriminals involved in the
thefl of OGNCL pipeline Shoknrdara.

.

Your abmrxe uct shows In-gfficiency, irresponsibility and
professinnul gross misconduct on your part.

= By vensons of the above, you appear to be guilty of

ksconduct under Rute 3 of the Rules itsld and have rendercd yourself linble to
all or uny of the penaitics speeificd in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid,

R You ore, Ihercfore, required w  submit  your wrilten

stabonent within U7duys of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry
officer.,

Yuur written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer
within the specificd period, Miling which it shall be presumed that you have no

defense 1o put in and ex-parte action shall be taken against you,

4, A sintement of allegation is enclosed,

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
¢ xouky
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Office of the
District Police Officer,

Dated Q%4=T= /2023

/
rd

Kohat

ARY_ACTION
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am of the opinion
ve rendered
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s competent authoriy,
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ROHAT &
Muhammad the then, SHO 543 Jarma_ho
proceeded against d::partmcmnll}r under

1975 (Amendment 2014 as you have commi

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
SHO PS Jarma aelzing officer
022 ufs 11-A CNSA PS Jarma
¢t case property was not
{strate on the time of

You while posted as
of case FIR No. 194/2
took case property bu
produced before the
" production of the @
SHO is not available
asce
occurrence and wi
PS. Stmitlarly no details
over case property to

yoursclr liabte o be
Khyber pPokhtunkhwa Police Rule
tted the following acts/omissinns,
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Jound
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OLICE OFFICER,
that you SL_Javed

{ly diary of

on the day of
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about the handing
police

d got benefit and

’ station due to which dccusc
acquitted by ASU-I Kohat * L F
i Your above act shows in-efficlency and t
professional gross miscenduct. H
. 2 For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said t
1o the above allcgations SP Investigation Kohat is LI
4

accused with reference
appointed as enquiry ©
provision of the Police Rule-1

fficer. The enquiry officer shall in accordance with _ o

975, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing ol -

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

the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or othef. ;r‘:,

appropriate action against the accused official. T
The accused official shall join

date, time and place fixed by the enquiry officer.
)

L
P

the proceeding on the,

e .
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ICE OFFICER, *
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DISTRIC -
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No.3Y 20 <21 _/PA, dated_& - F- 12023,
Copy of above to:- .oy
L. \NIYS .. The Enquiry Officer for initiating 3
proceedings against the accused under the provisions of Police =~
. Rule-1975. P . L -
2. The . Rl d Gk 2444 ;- with the directions to appear before.
R the Enquiry Officer, on the date, time and place fixed by him, for -

the purpose of enquiry procecdings.

*
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A e INQUIRY FINDING - T AGAINST S| JAVED MUHAMMAD Y _/;Z/

s ' . . .. Ihe
/‘/ _ s, Charge Sheet along vith stateme:i of aliacationg Teceiver! fom, QPQ;Kebat vids . E
; ¢ No.3598-99/PA dated  27.0¥ 2023 viherei, tha following “allegations were leveled

against S! Javid Muhammad:-

l.  That you while posted as SHO Police Station Shakardarra is alleged to have
Supported/aided the criminals involved in the theft of OGDCL pipeline
Shakardarra.

L Your above act shows in-efficiency irresponsibilfty and professional gross
misconduct on your part. '

PROCEEDINGS

e e G e e e

The undersigned was appointed as Enquiry Officer. The defaulter SI Javid
Muhammad was served upon the above quoted Charge Sheet along with statement of
alleyations with the direction to submit his written statement before the undersigned
within stipulated period.

Reply of the delinguent officer was received, placed, on fiie and gang

il it g st tige et ey SEeadiieg el AR SR T T EE SR e KRS LA PN SRR
Ln:satisfacioiy  In"drdet 1o dig Hiitihe vod] fardd e oliowing Yitiesses wetdigyaii g d |
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and trieir statéments ‘duly signed were placed on file:-

1. STATEMENT OF SI JAVED MUHAMMAD

S| Javid Khan was called in the' office and heard in person. He stated that the
allegations of stealing gas pipelines against him are fabricated angd baseless. There are
hundreds of security personnel deployed at OGDCL, which is being supervised by a
retired Colonel Rank Officer. He has ‘sérved as SHO PS Shakardara for nearly three
{ months and during his posting, he had arrested many accused involved in pipes theft
after registering cases against them. As far as theft of OGDCL gas pipeline is
concerned, Malak Rasheed and some of his aides are posting posts on social media
through fake IDs against me. The reason behind this is that Malik Rashid had provided
a pick-up on rent to OGDCL for Police patrolling. The driver namely Imtiaz of that pickup
was _t;i?_e nephew of Malak Rasheed. In 2021, Imtiaz had killed a man, due to which he’
removed from the driving of the said Pickup. On the removal of Imtiaz from driving
Malak Rasheed .was annoyed with him. Furthermore, unknown accused had looted Rs .

vy " e

7 million fr_qrp__E’pstmastet.Ta_rjq‘ on \g.fhi‘;:-i},:!\:_}ala? ;_:‘-:;fa_sh'ee.d:anq Bis fol g Shadehiea hdi s
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the looted money was also recovered from their possession. Besides this he had made 1

correspondence with the FIA against fake accounts of social media. (Statement of Si
Javid Khan along with relevant documents is attached).

2. STATEMENT OF. MEHRAB GUL $/O ARAB GUL R/O SHAKARDARRA. "

The local villager Mehrab Gui on,if}quiry stated that SHO Javid Muhammad had
involved in pipes theft. He had sold 22 Nos of gas pipes. He further disclosed that SHO
Javid Muhammad is strong supporter of extortionists and had ciose relations with them.

He further added that if someone raises his voice against theft, he (S! Javid) used to A’}‘

threaten them through these criminal elements. (Statement is attached)
i ]

3. STATEMENT OF MIR ASLAM R/O JANAK SHAKARDARRA

“{nother villager stated in his stater'j"aent that Wazir and his sons Sanaullah and
Usama are close accomplices of SHO Javid in pipe theft. They were fully supported by
SHO Javid Muhammad. Apparently they ace doing nothing but the one Sana Hillak hae
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. STATEMENT OF MIR ASLAM RJO JANAK SHAKARDARRA

A,

INQUIRY FINDINGS REPORT AGAINST S JAVED‘-MLLEL'MMM& :

Charge Sheet along with statement of atlegattons recenred frorn DPO Kohat \rtde
No.3598-99/PA dated 07.07.2023, wherein- the follow:ng allegatrcns were teveled
against Sl Javid Muhammad - .

. That you while posted as SHO Police Station Shakardarra is- alleged to have
supportedfaided the criminals involved in the thett of OGDCL ptpehne
_Shakardarra R L

. I Your above act shows in-efficiency irresponsibility "‘and},p_fo_fe'ss.i:‘anal'.'g‘ross:.

/

»é

‘t .

_misconduct on your part. e " . R |

; Lottt

PROCEEDINGS . ' ’ o e T ".-,":Tﬁ l“{ ;
The undersigned was appointed as Enqurry Oft'cer The defaulter SI Jawd ;‘ I" 4

Muhammad was served upon the above quoted Charge Sheet along wrth statement of -
allegations with the direction to submit his written- staternent before the undersrgned
within stipulated period. - ' : ARICEPL :

. Reply of the- dehnquent officer - was recer\red ptaced on-f
un-satisfactory. In order to dig out the real facts, the fellowmg w;tnesses were exammed
and their statements duly signed were placed on file:- : R

STATEMENT OF S} JAVED MUHAMMAD

S| Javid Khan was called in the office’ and- heard in’ person He stated that the
allegations of stealing gas pipelines against him are fabncated angd. basetess There are -
hundreds of security personnel deployed at OGDCL, whlch is betng supervlsed by a
retired CotBneI Rank Officer. He has served as SHO' PS Shakardara for_ nearly three
months and during his posting, he had arrested many accused |nvcl ': :rn prpes theft
after registering cases against them.. As far as theft. ef OGDCL gas plpet:ne 1s
concerned, Malak Rasheed and some of his aides are; postmg posts on soc:at medla
through fake |Ds against me. The reason behind this.is-that. Malik Rashld had prowded
a pick-up on rent'to OGDCL for Police patrolling. The.driver: namety tmttaz of that ‘pickup
was the rephew of Malak Rasheed. In 2021, imtiaz had- ktlted a man “due to whrch he’

removed from the driving of the sald Pickup. On the removal of Imttaz from dn\nng

7 m:lhon from Postmaster Tariq on whrch Malak Rasheed and hts follewers had started
campaign ‘against him on social media. The accused were. arrested wlthtn 12 days and
the looted money was also recovered from their possessmn Besrdes thls he:had rn’ade
correspondence with the FIA against fake accounts of, socrat rnedra :-'(Staternent of SI
Javid Khan along with relevant documents is attached) ) S

STATEMENT OF MEHRAB GUL S/O ARAB GUL Rro SHAKARDARRA.. -;-' ‘.'
The local villager Mehrab Gul on inquiry stated that SHO Ja\rid Muharnmad had

_ ‘involved in pipes theft. He had sold 22 Nos of gas prpes He further drsc[csed that SHO
Javid Muhammad'is strong supporter of extortionists and- had closa retatlcns w1th them

He further added that if someone raises his voice agamst thett, he (SI. Jawd) used to
threaten them through these criminal elements, (Statement is attached) g

Another villager stated in his statement that Wazw and hts sons Sanaultah and -
Usama are close accompltces of SHO Javid in pipe. theft They were* fu[ly suppcrted by

“SHO Javid Muhammad. Apparently they are doing ncthmg but the one Sana Ullah has

recently build a house worth of approximately 10 Mrtllon and also purchased a‘Teyota
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Fielder Car. His other brother Osama-also build his house which cast is approximately
6.5 Million. It is the habit of SHO Javid Muhammad to lodged FiRs of theft against poor
to show hi$ progress to his seniors whereas the big gang and extortionists are his close
companions fram whom he receives his regular share. (Statement is attached)

STATEMENT OF MALAK KHALID MEHMOOD

R Malak Khalid Mehmood a local of Shakardarra stated that the allegations against SHO
Javid Khan regarding theft of gas pipe are true. He also involved in the theft of Solar Penal
System. The extortionists and other criminal elements are his favourite child. (Statement is

* attiched) ' i
b '
DISEREET PROBE REPORT p

;  Discreet information has been obtained about the $1 Javid Muhammad regarding

the;.theft of gas pipeline. No one is feady to test_ify,‘,gg.ai(ns__t._hi;n,,‘,qugyer,.-ﬁhau_kat

et CRPaR ) L 2 S LI RN Y S RO ST !".:'-(‘_:: :;.r ,‘;.. :': . '?f‘:u.‘-
tifining o E1b0SneHE SR SRANGT ot HHAL . have

[£8

£

closé links with SI Javid. (éécrefprobe_ report is attached)

SOURCE REPORT.

In order to dig-out actual facts source report was obtained from concerned
authority which reveals that OGDCL pipes worth of millions of rupees had been stolen
time to time by village chairman Shaukéi, Nazar Hussain and Osama. These pipes were
sold to Afghani scrap dealers in adjoining District Mianwali Punjab. SHO Javed Khan
was; regular share holder of this group. §Source report is attached).

1}

FINDING

4 Having gone through the statements of villagers, secret probe, source report and
personal hearing of the delinquent officer the charges leveled against SHO Javid
Muhammad seems genuine and during the course of enquiry he found guilty. It imprints
bad:ifnpact in the minds of public. The"ubiquitous impression of KP Police has badly
damaged by the illegal act of SHO Javid Muhammad.

.. L N PP
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% AS S Javid Muharmmad' is found' quilty on account of his involvement in‘theft of

OGCL Pipeline. It is suggested / recommended that Major Punishment may kindly be
awarded to him.

. Submitted please.

Superi nt of Police,
Investigation Kohat
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Fielder Car. His other brother Osama -also build"his housé which &ast is.approximately

6.5 Millon. It is the habit of SHO Javid Muhammad.- (6 lodged:FiRs of theft against poot. Jf b ).
to show his progress to his seniors whereas the big.'g‘é:ing,-:aipc_i_".i_'ej(_tprti_:_j’ﬁ_isits are his close - &, -

companions from whom.he receives his regular-share. (Staternent is-attached)

L SN

STATEMENT OF MALAK KHALID MEHMOOD b7~ S A
" Malak Khalid Mehmood a local of Shakardaira siated that the allegations dgainst SHO ! 1 &

Javid Khan regarding theft of gas pipe are true.'H_ef-éls'g'.iin\}'_'.]yé;i;:;'r‘_\'}_tlji_g{‘tﬁéft of Sotar Pelnal

System. The extortionists and other criminal elements: are his faﬁbgritg;fqﬁ_i!_d. (Statement is

* attached) . ; L. ' I

DISCREET PROBE.REPORT R L T
Discreet information has been obtained about fhe. S1 Javid Muhammad regarding

the thefy of gas pipeline. No one is ready o {estify against: him, However, Shaukat
usiness in-Shakardara Adda, have

Chairman and Sanaullah, who are running hotel. busing

close links with S1 Javid. (Secret probe reportis attai_dhg_c_i)’-‘ R

SOURCE REPORT. LT e S
In order to.dig-out actual facts source’ report wasobtamedfrom concerned
authority- which reveals that OGDCL pipes woﬂh;off.'n‘jit_li_c::‘nsh-_'p_f{frppee_s"-had been stolen
time to time by village chairman Shaukat, Nazar HLi__s;gain_?a@nd-:Qsanjig:}'These pipes were
sold to Afghani scrap ‘dealers ini adjoining Di‘;_trict"MianWéli_?E'__quajb}_.'_SHO Javed Khan

" was regular share holder of this group. (Source re_ipb_'r_t-'is attached) e

EINDING R A T
Having gone through the statements of ui:!laggé'r's;'f_s,ééréf:br’bbé..;sburce report and
personal hearing of the delinquent officer the charges . jéveled -against SHO Javid
Muhammad seems genuine and during the courge{é’ﬁed@ﬂiéﬁﬁé_fou_liﬁ"d guilty. 1t imprints
bad impact in the minds of pubfic. The ub_iqt:‘itc_Ju'_s_'_'ﬂ'_fnﬁ(_é_-.ésid'r'\ff;_df'}ﬂﬁ':.E."olice has badly
damaged by-the ilegal act of SHO.Javid Muhammad. . * 77k mh -

CONCLUSION _ ;

As Sl Javid Muhammad is found gulltgonacceunt ohtsmvoivement in theft pf * -
OGCL Pipeline. It is suggested / recommend'ed._'tha'f.l'dla'i'qt-?ﬁﬁis;ﬁ"nﬁfé'nt, may kindly be |
awarded to him. T e '

-Submitted please.

iy 1‘5'-
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P(N'ﬁ‘g- ” 39 DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,' s -
© ' 'ROHAT - ‘
ey - Tl 0922920116 Fucx ‘920125 L
7 /PA datedKahaHhe _L&/_Zaozs'._-._;;

FINAL snow CAUSE NOTICE S ; f‘ i ;

. L S 'I,‘ " Mr. Farhan Khan PBP ‘District Police Otﬁcer Kohnt
- as competent authonty, undet the, ‘Khybér Pakhtunkhwa - Police Rulea
1975, (amended 2014) is hereby aerve you BI Javed Muhammad the,
_‘then SHO PS Shnhrdara as fallow:=" "

i. Thht-c’bn’sequent upon the complétion of mquﬁy‘i.conduci:édi-:i"

agamst ‘you by the inquiry officer -for which :you were gi vep =,
-._-..Opportumty of heanng vudc oﬂice No .35‘38;-"39/17'13f datedi ,

. - 07.07.2023, " - -
il ‘Q':_On gomg, through the’ ﬁndmg and recommendanons of tp o
© ' - inquiry. offiger, the material -on record and other connepted T
papers including your defense 'before ‘the i mqulry officer. Vo I L

w1 am. satlsﬁed _that you " have commatted the.. follomng L
: ‘acts] ormssmns, 5pec1ﬁed in.section 3 of tlhe said ordinance. . * ., -

N ] That you while. posted as’ ‘SHO" Po!ice stat!on-\-'
' _."'Sha.kardam is alleged to. have- supported Jaided the - =
SR cr[minals -involved'. in the theﬁ of OGDC.L pipeline_-..i
'.“Shakardara. .. .__, e n b

Y bb Yaur above act shows ime_ﬂiciency, in‘aspons!bﬂ!ty and: S
‘ meessiona!gmssmisconduct on. your part. R

L2 Aa a- result thereof, . I ‘as - compatent autbonty, have I .
L .tentauver decnded to unpose upun you major penalty prawded under the ' I !
" Rules’ ibld. L
3. You are; thcmfom reqmred to show .cause as to why the’ .
. a.foresajd pcnalty should not be. n:nposed -upon you also mt:mate whether T
. - 'you desire to be heard in person.. . L
" 4. . . Tf no reply to' this notice 15 recewed mthin 07 days of Jits, -
“ delivery in the normal course of circumstarices, it,shall 'bé presumed that "
- you have rio defénce to.put in and in that case as e.x-pa::te actmn shall be o
: 'takenagamstyou I ,
.5. ) The copy of the ﬁndmg of mqmry ofﬁcer is esi losed

e
ot Ty -~




o

BT ¥

Fvrey

. ‘l. -
R e

(
. 3.5 2 v el ] d .
: . - '_ - ’ "..‘. MM et
. fe . . . . R car s Il PP .
T - R .t . . . . e - . ' .o .
T N CL ~ TR
. 1) R - - :" . . P . .
. © ApeMeie L . P . . . . .\
Y RIS - * . - . - . s
N -

RS &Eﬁ:rd}ﬁ-ﬂg"‘m J*”‘Sﬂ'&?ﬁt_&wm‘“‘n&?—iﬁwwﬂm 3 L

OFFICI‘ OF THE _
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, --
-KOHAT- . - SR

Te!' 0922-9280118 Fax 92601’25 ro

Am F-,, 33’

'Sub Inspector Javed Muhammad, the then SHO PS Shakardara of this district |-

" Station Shakardara is alleged to have supported / alded the cﬁmlnals Involved '!' b

lrresponsmlltty and pnofesslonal gross mlsoonduot an hls parL -

o

" " accused- officer. SP; Investxgatlon Kohat ‘was appointed as .enquiry officer 1o lf e
I ' -:' : e

: "oharges leveled against. hlm seems to be genuine During the courae of !]
enqulry he has ‘fotnd guilty It lmprlnte bad impact In the minds of pubHo The..

| thed tegal act of the delinquent officer.” " - o B

" ‘and relied In his reply to the charge sheet. P '

. this office’ on’ 18.10.2023: and he’ ls afforded. full opportunity of defense but he: - -
* fuiled to .submit. any p‘lauelble explanatlon, therefore the charges [eueled‘- C

A, b el A, VR . Y iy
| eV € ST S M N i thr A T S LV md S ke

" AR

AT SRt e o

0@77
gSt:d >

L No.&ll 1,5 IPA%ated Kohatthe / gf’/&f 2023

QB—D-E—B .:‘" SR _:'; ST

This order will, dlspose of departmental prooeedinge agamet Offg -

Police, under the. Khytber Pakhtunkhwa Polioe Rutes 1975 (Amendment
2014). ", l'
a .. Facts: ansmg of the case are that he while posted as.SHO Poltoe

tnthetheftot‘OGDCLplpeline Shakardare ' : Ce |1- .
' I

The “above - act’ of the defaulter 8l showe in-efﬁptencg,

-

s For the above serious :/ professional misconduct of: the defaulter. ) g
SHO, charge sheet alongwith statement of allegatlone was sefved. upon the; fﬂ

_scrutinize the conduct of accused officer and stated thereln that. secret probe 1
from the villagers, source report and: personal hearing of the dellnquent ofﬁoer'.' ;

" ubiquitous impression of Khyber’ Pakhtunkhwa Polioe hae badly damaged t?y = :

. In‘view of above, the accused ofﬁoer was served with Final Show' : l .
- Cause Nottce to.which he submh:ted reply. but he’ did not advanoe eny defense .. -

@ . The accused offi cial was. heard In pereon in Orderly Room he!d in‘

“against hifn have been established. - -~* R :
“In view of the above and avallable reoord I agree with-the ﬁndtnga '

' . of enquiry officer, therefore, in exercise: of powers conferred upon me under | .- B
~ the rules Ibid i, Farhan Khan; District Police Officer, Kohat hereby award a

‘malor punishment .of reduction from_substantive rank_ of Offg: sub (.

"Inspector to Assletegt Sub lneger.:to[ He !s reinstated in servloe from the : | C

N date of suspensmn -
t} e !

-t
-

" Copy of above to the:- .- S
4. Reader/Pay-officer/S RC!O HC for neoessary action _




ORD R - . ANRMH, YD

This neder wity dispuse of 1y o
. ! L W depnrtm 0l
M,,hnmun::l No. H8/K of diutricy Kohal agning the o::;cl:-!

wherehy ho was swanded mitjur pemalty of rethietloy frang
(o suhstantive ranle of Assistong Sul tospectnpe vide 01y
fucts of Mic cnse wre that (e wppellant while Posted iy St1o
supported 7 oided the crimiunly nvolved i the thoh ul: oan

appen) preferred by ASI Joved
of Dlstrley folice Officer, Kohat
the ranle of Oyt Sub Inspector
Nu. §77, dated 18.10.2023, Brief
8 Shokar Durn was nlleged to have
CL pipeline Shokor Darn,

Quiry proceedings were fniilated agatnst him ond SP /
Enquiry OMicer, The Bnquiry Oficer after fulfillment of
findings whercln the appellont was found gullly of the charges
mended [or mojor punishment under the relevant rules.

R'::'-'I""L-' in view, (he recommendations of the Enquiry Officer ‘E"}l
vicmsances of the cuse, the delinguent officer wag awanled punisllmc;ﬁL'nl' rcdur:_'liui} ’:i",h'
(NG Sub Inspector 1 substantive rank of Assistan éui:'luspc-c'lor.'- ' . RO

Proper deportimental cn
Investigation Koluit was nominaieg ns

codn! formalities submited hig
leveled agninst him ond recom

ﬂ.--' ", LR LT

prefemed the instant nppeal. He was summoncd and heord Jn person in Orderly Ream held in
the affice of the undersigned on 19,42 202

that the uppellnnmt was promoted as Offg: Sub Inspector on 01.01,2021. He has not yet been
confiried ns Sub Inspector, Consequently, he is holding the substantive rank of Assistant Sub
Inspecior. Scclion 4(2)(b). of he Khy i

ber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (As Amended in
2014) provides that reversion from an Officiating munk is not a punishment. Thus the appellant

is curently hotding the substnntive mnk of Assistanl Sub Inspector,

Faregoing in view, 1, Sher Akbnr, 'SP, S.S1, Reglonal Pollee OfMicer, Kolint,
being the appellale authority, hereby set asido the punishment of reduction from the rank of
Officinting Sub-lnspeelor 1o Assistant Sub-Inspector nwarded by Distriet Police Officer, Kohat
vide order No. 877 dated 18.10.2023. The deparimentol enquiry conducted ngoinst the appelloni
stands pending helore the Distrier Palice Officer, Kohat. He is, therefore, direoted (o poss n

speaking order on the depanmental cnqulry conducted ngainst the appellant sirictly in

scvandanice witlt the Khyber: Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule E975 (As Amended-in 2014).within o

perind of 15 duys altér the receit of the ordérof this-office, -

Ordee sdunouyced

19.12.2023
_——— to ce Officer,

Kchat Region
NUZZLH:C, Dated Kohat the 5’2} & nou

Copy forwarded to District Police OfMicer, Kohat for information and necessr
action wir 10 his officc Memo: No. 7819/LB, dated 30.11.2023, 02 Service Books, 01 Se®
Roil and Fauji Misal nre retumed herewith.

hhbhhadd
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OFFICE OF TH
DISTRICT. poLICE OFFICER,

. {TOHAT '
Tol: 0922.9260116 Fax 9260125

s
deparimental {ppeal of ASI Jav ' 01, .
2d _Muha i
Inspector) whelen, the WIRPQO K mad No, B8/ K (The thun Offg: Sub
duction frem th:hal being the appeliate authority'. sut maidr.\f the

punishimont o
Order Book Na 877 dated 18.10 fank of Offq: S to ASI awarded b
:10.2023, The deparimental enquiry was kept pending

and lijis office wis directed Io pa
! § f
Rudes 1975 (As shended In 201p4)_5 ¥ opeeking order etclly in secordgnca wilh Polize

Facls arisi \
Shakardara was age c:dllh? roo are thal he whila posted as SHQ Palice Sm“m.‘
theft of OGDCL pi E:ineysfmp?d 19 have supported / aided the criminals Involved In the
misconduct o his gt ikardara, which shi-i:wgr'ﬁs‘,ma:laﬁde and: p fessinnlal grasd'. .

F N . E . ) 1 ; C : 5 .
sheel nl":ngl;:b;‘;t serious / professianal mistandtict of the defaultgr SHOI charge
invesligation o) ment of aliegations was igewed upon the atc .se.cll'omcar. SA
accused off 5 .appo!-nted as enquiry officer lo scrutlnize {he. conduct of
o officer. The enquiry officer after lhurnuqhty probing inlo the m_blle;. slglemanls

) agers, source repont and persunal hearing of the delinquenl officer. has found him; "

guilly of the charges leveled against him and recommended for award. of oné of the
malor punishment’ P o '

In view of above, the accuséd officer was, served wilh Final Show Cavse Notice
to which he subrhitted reply which was found un-satisfaclory and also he did not
gdvance any plausible explanalion in his defense during his personal hearing inO.Rorn @/
-18.10.2023. d

Since, the appeliant has notiyet been confmed In his Substaniive Rank-of Sub \
inspector. therefore still he is hblding the rank of AS, hence reduclion from Offg: Rank

is nol a punishment under the'Rules ibid. | i

In view of the above and available record, | agree ‘wilh the find) gs of enquiry -

olficer, |herefore, in exerclse of powers conferrrad upon me under the rules ibid |,
Farhan Khan, District Police Officer, Kohat hergby Impose a major punishment of -

reduciion in pay to initial stage in the samc time scale for tho period of 02 years
y\ije from {he dale ohsusgension. :

with immoediate effect and he is reinstated in se
»
il

DISTRICT PRI E OFFICER,

08 No._ﬁ(ﬁ ‘ ‘
Y/ i
{
f above lo the:- - :
oy wir 1o his office Endst quoted

Dattd AR ~ A~ .
% PA dated Kohst the_O& ~ 3 - 2024.
Reglonal Pofice Officer, Kohal

No (B FZ—F
above, please
2. Reader/Pay officer/SRC/OHC for necessary actiam /

1.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1033/2024

Javid Muhammad Appellant
Sub Inspector, District Kohat

VERsus
District Police Officer, Kohat & others ... 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.

/
mr. District Police Officer,

Kohat ' Kohat

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




