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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

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

Versus

District Police Officer, Kohat & others Respondents

PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS Khybcr Pnklitiikhwa 
Si:a‘vti*42 '1'a*iUiiiiuIRespectfully Sheweth-.

No.Preliminary ObiectionR:.
'f

That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant ap^al.**” 

I- The appellant has got no locus standi to file the instant appeal.

That the appeal is bad for misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties 

V. That the appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for h 

That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

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

ii.

IS own act.
V.

Vi.

Facts:-

1. 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

upto the entire 

room lies for any 

any officer from further

obligation to perform his duty with clean sheeted conduct and 

satisfaction of high ups as in this department there is no 

lethargy. Besides, clean record does not exonerate
wrong deeds.

Para is correct to the extent of Oil fields of OGDCL in the jurisdiction of PS 

Shakar Darra while rest of the para is not related needs no comments.

Incorrect and misleading. The appellant is concealing real facts from the 

Honorable Tribunal. The appellant 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 appellant (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.

2.
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4. Incorrect and misleading. As already explained above that 

found guilty of extending full-fledged support/ aid to the criminals 

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 appellant 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.

the appellant was 

involved in the

5.

6.

7. 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 OGDCL pipeline Shakar Dara. In light of the 

said allegations, Charge sheet along with statement of allegations 

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 all legal and codal formalities and submitted findings 

wherein the 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.

was served

8.

9. 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 Statement of allegations and

10.

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 report 
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

advance any defense in rebuttal of charged leveled against him. Therefore, he 

was

not

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).
11. 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; SI 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



enquiry conducted agatnst 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).
12. Correct to the extent that in light of directions issued by the appellate authority 

i.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 

immediate effect vide Order No. 1877-79 dated 08.03.2024
years with 

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, needs13. no comments. Moreover, the appeal of 
the appellant being devoid of law/ rules is liable to be dismissed on the following 

grounds amongst the others.

Grounds:-

A, Incorrect, plea taken by the appellant is totally bereft of any substance 

appellant has been treated in accordance with law/ rules, proper departmental 

enquiry into the matter was conducted by the respondents wherein he 

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 

appellant is totally bereft of any substance because the

as the

was

B.
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 enquiry 

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 (his 

Hon'ble Tribunal as the appellant 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 

appellant Is totally bereft of any substance because the appellant 

proceeded against through proper departmental enquiry by issuing him Charge

C.

D.

E.

was



^heet and Statement of allegations and 

Investigation, Kohat. The enquiry officer during the course of enquiry provided 

ample opportunities to the appellant to produce 

rebuttal of the charges leveled against him. However, 

produce even a single iota of evidence in his defense. Furthermore, the enquiry 

officer after fulfillment of all codal formalities 

held the appellant responsible of the misconduct. After 
findings, the appellant

enquiry was entrusted to the SP/

any cogent justification in 

he bitterly failed, to

submitted his report wherein he

receipt of the enquiry 

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.
F. Para already explained in detail in preceding paras. 

Para already explained in detail in preceding paras.G.

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

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

was found

on part of respondents as the appellant 
properly associated with the enquiry proceedings. Hence, the plea of the

appellant regarding the audi-alteram-partem is totally devoid of merit in the 

instant case

was

J. The respondent also seek 

additional document at the time of arguments

In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that the appeal devoid of merits 

graciously be dismissed with costs.

permission from this Honorable court to produce

may

gtonarPolice Officer, 
Kohat 

(Respondent No. 1) 
(SHERAKBAR) PSP, S.St

\J District Police Officer,
Kohat

(Respondent No. 2} 
(MUHAMMAD OMER KHAN) PSP



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

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

Appellant

Versus

District Police Officer, Kohat & others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I. 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.

V/District Police Officer, 
Kohat

(Respondent No. 2) 
(MUHAMMAD OMER KHAN) PSP

district'■'O’ OFFICER. 
KOriAT
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Office of the 

District Police Officer, 
Kohat

'Da tc(C ^s3.z/2021

CHARGE SHEET

MR. FARHAN KHAN PBP. DISTRICT POUCE_ OmCER. 
K01IAT. ns ooinpciKni iiuilioriiy under Khybcr Pevkhtunkhwu Police Rules 
l07Fi (i\niemlmcni!i 20H), nm of U^e opinion thul you 81 Javed_Muhamwod 
Uic_ U>cn_SHp_^otlcc stutlon Shnkardaro rendered yourself linblc to be 

npuiiv.ii, ns you liavt* niniilcd the following ncl/omisslons within the 
mcimini* uf Rule 3 of the Police Rules 1975.

Tliot i/oii loliile posted os SHO Mice station Sliakardam is 
nileyed to finue sitpponcd /aided the crimfrinfs fnuolyed in /lie 
(Iir/1 a/OODCL pipeline Sliakardam.
Voiir nbiiifc- net sliou's /ii-cXficieiicy. irreaponsib/7ili/ and 
pro/e.isii)iiiit gross inlseoiidiict on yotir part

By rennonn of U)c nbovu, you appear to be guilty of 
iiil.'icuniluei under Rule 3 of the Rules Ibid nnd have rendered yourself liable to 
all or uny of ihc pcniiUii^s spceificd in (he Rule 4 of llic Rules Ihld.

I

1

((.

Yi>u arc. Ihereforc, required lo svibmtl your wriUen 
witidii U7duys of die receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry

ofTicer.

Yuur wriuen defense if ony should reach Utc Enquiry omccr 
within lire speciftL’d period, fniiing which it shnll be presumed Uiatyou hove no 

ilefeusi- lu put in nnd cx-parte ncLiun shall be token against you.

A Hintement of nllegatlon is enclosed.4.

DISTRICT nOLtCB OFFICER,

\

hi

CamScanner
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District Police Officer, 
Kohat

'Pfitr/T 0k.r^J'2Cit\

i *

ntaciPUNAWY ACTION

50SAI ns compctciU ,,q,.c rendered yourself hable 10 be
Khvbcr Pokhiunkhwn Police Rule

OPPlCgR.

I.

inns.

aTATEMENTQF^EOATIONS

rou PS Jarm«
loTcas. property X“^e"c/

SHO is not oiwflable on Jile
ascertained that uihat tfme left the '

and with how many efpcials lej
details found about the hand ng 

to Muharar of the police
accused got benefit and ^ ^

seizing officer
i.

a

V
9 t

thusit cannot be 
the day of r-

■i'-
occurrence
PS. Similarly no

case property 
due to uihleh

t «

oi*er 
station 
acquitted by ASJ-I Kohat s

tandln-«/pclencyact shou»a
misconduct.

U. Your above
professional gross

I

Por ihc purpose of scruUnizing the conduct of said 

3ccused .icH reference to 
appointed provide 7easonablc opportunity of hc£mng tQ> .
provnsion nn^ncs and make, within twenty five days of „
Sc "receipt of 7is order, recommendations as to punishment or olher^,

ppropriatc acuon the proceeding on the, ^

time and place faced by the enquiry officer.

2.

I
a

I

I date, 1 itI
t - •:

uJh

DISTRICa \

3kS.0^Q.t /PA. dated.^ /2023.
No

Copy of above to:- . Enauirv Officer for initiaUng
1.

the Enquiry m^n the date, and place iixe y 
the purpose of enquiry proceedings.

2.

¥ • »
r»

m'mrds*^ -ih
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INQUIRY FlNDiMr;/-/ TAGAINST SI JAVED MUHAMMAh

/

against SlJavid Muhammad;. “ allegations were leveled

. / • «
i/ \ ■/

I. That you while posted as SHO Police Station Shakardarra is 
supported/aided the criminals Involved 
Shakardarra.

N. Your above act shows inefficiency irresponsibility 
misconduct on your part.

alleged to have 
pipelinein the theft of OGDCL

and professional gross

16 PROCEEDINRS

Muhammadappointed as Enquiry Officer. The defaulter SI Javid 
Muhammad was served upon the above quoted Charge Sheet along with statement of

wi^rZlatd raid"'™
f delinquent officer was received, placed on nie ana o -r.- 

■ afeitrilihwifv^^rleises
aM their statements duly signed were placed

!ik-
on file:-

1. STATEMENT OF S| JAVED MUHAMMAh

SI Javid Khan was called in the'office and heard in person. He stated that the

months and durin^LTolg'^td'a^ste" ITy aL^se'd l2:ed ^^XoV^heh 

er registering cases against them. As far as theft of OGDCL gas pipeline is

ough 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 lijie nephew of Malak Rasheed. In 2021, Imtiaz had killed
removed from the driving of the said Pickup. On the 
Mala.k Rasheed was annoyed with him.
T rnillion Ppsirjrastqr Jpjiq.on v^;,j,,jWalak;,^sheed.an<1 hlsfr

ivpa;jn.ogcri!/6‘-hirh.bh''socfaj.m€.iia werfe bn^st^'■ i''”" ..........
the looted money was also recovered from their possession. Besides this he had moae 
correspondence with the FIA against fake accounts of social 
Javid Khan along with relevant documents is attached).

• i

STATEMENT OF-MEHRAB GUL S/O ARAB GUL R/O SHAKARHARRA •

The local villager Mehrab Gu! on inquiry stated that SHO Javid Muhammad had 
invoked m pipes theft. He had sold 22 Nos of gas pipes. He further disclosed that SHO 
Javid Muhammad is strong supporter of extortionists and had close relations with them 
He further added that if someone raises his voice against theft, he (SI Javid) used to > 
threaten them through these criminal elements. (Statement is attached)

STATEMENT OF MIR ASLAM R/O JANAK SHAKARDARRA

' toother villager stated in his stateijnent that Wazir and his sons Sanaullah and 

accomplices of SHO Javid in pipe theft. They were fully supported by 
SHO Javid Muhammad. Apparently they are doing nolhinq but the one 
rece.^^^,^uildra^4s^rw9fth..:(^^

a man, due to which he 
removal of Imtiaz from driving 

Furthermore, unknown accused had looted Rs
rti-;h t•••

i . r i/

media. (Statement of SI

i

I

j."i j
B ■j. ■. ■
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INQUIRY FINDINGS REPORT AGAINST SI JAVED MUHAMM-^ I

! ■ \I

Charge Sheet along wilh statement of allegation's received ffpm'pPO. Kohat.vide 
N0.3598-99/PA dated 07..07.2023. wherein-the following.' allegations. 'were; .leveled'---' 

against SI Javid Muhammad:-

That you while posted as SHO Police Station Shakafdarra is alleged to have 
supported/aided the criminals involved in the -the(t,-.pf OGDCL. ..pipeline 
Shakardarra.

1

;*

■ i.
I
t

.1
J

shows in-efficioncy irrospbnsibilily and professianar.gross
: 1 -

tl, Your above act
misconduct on your part

t .

;. t/ -I
I.i */- • .

' ' MPROCeEDiNGS I, r: <I : i:
The undersigned was appointed as Enquiry'Officer. The defaulter; SI; Javid.', 

Muhammad was served upon the above quoted Charge Sheet aipng vvith-staternent of - 
allegations with the direction to submit his written-statern'ent before 'th.e.undesigned 
within stipulated period. -

. Reply of the - delinquent officer was received;;'ptaced-.'. pri' Vrjie-i. 
un-satisfactory. In order to dig out the real facts, the following withesses-were exarriined 
and their statements duly stgned'were placed on file:-

1. STATEMENT OF SI JAVED MUHAMMAD
SI Javid khan was called in the office'and-heard in'.-perspn; He stated-th.al the 

allegations of stealing gas pipelines against him are fabricated, and,.baseless., There are - 
hundreds of security personnel deployed at OGDCL',..which'(s .beingcspperyis.ed'by a 
retired Colonel Rank Officer. He has served as SHp',PS;..S,hak^ara79r;n^aHy'.?firee • 
months and during his posting, he had arrested mariy-'acpused ;inyqlwd;ih;pipe5 theft 
after registering cases against them.- As far as theft-.of'. •OG.pC,C;-ga.S',-p.iperine|, is , 
concerned; M'alak Rasheed and some of his aides are; posting'.posts o'n-sociah^^^ 
through fake IDs against me. The reason behind this is-that-Mati.k Rashid'had-.pfo'i'ided 
a pick-up on rent'to OGDCL for Police patrolling, The.driver.-name|y Imti^ pf that-pickup 

the nephew of Malak Rasheed. In 2021. Imtiaz had-kiited a;'mBh;-pue)o--w^^ 
removed from the driving of the said Pickup. On the -removal of-Imfiaz •frorTi:;,driving 
Malak Rasheed was annoyed with him. Furthermore,•unk'riown.aqcu'^.edhad-lpoted Rs 
7 million from Postmaster Tariq on which Malak Rasheed.and .his-followrs had started 
campaign against him on social media. The accused were.arrested withnn 12 days and 
the looted money was also recovered from their possession.-:,Besicies:.this he;had mbde 
correspondence with the FIA against fake accounts of. social rnec|ia.:-.'(-Statement -pf SI 
Javid Khan along with relevant documents is attached). -

2. STATEMENT OF MEHRAB GUL SIO ARAB GUL RfO SHAkARDARRA
The local villager Mehrab Gul on inquiry stated that.SHO’-jayidr^harn^'d had 

involved in pipes theft. He had sold 22 Nos of gas pipes..He .fur^e'r-disc^ed-.that SHO 
Javid Muhammad'is strong supporter of extortionists and .Had close' relations. ^W.them. • 
He further added .that if someone raises his voice against.-theft,; he (SlyJavid) -tised to 
threaten them through these .criminal elements. (Statemenfis attached) - -

3. STATEMENT OF MIR ASLAM RJO JANAK SHAKARDARRA. -y :
Another villager stated in his statement that Wazir'.and his 'sq'ns'.'Sanauliah and ' I 

Usama are close accomplices of SHO Javid in pipe.'theft; -jhey-.we're'sfuBy supported by 
SHO Javid Muhammad. Apparently they are doing nothing;but ^.e.bne.'Sana.yUilah has 
recently build a house worth of approximately 10 Million-and also p'urc):w^d;a;T6yota

1 I'
! ;
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1'I

I

:
I

:
I
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(BFielder Car. His other brother Osama also build his house which 
6.5 Million. It is=s£ES=HEiiPt

./■

'*• STATEMENT OF MALAK KHALID MEHMOOD

^ T Shakardarra stated that the allegations against SHO
Ja^d Khan regarding theft of gas pipe are true. He also involved in the theft of Solar Penal

- °‘her criminal elements are his favourite child. (Statement is
3t(dCn0Q)

]

i
j

rr :»
J.\ .V ?

S- DISfcREET PROBE REPORT« ! f
S’: t

■ th information has been obtained about the SI Javid Muhammad regarding

close links with SI Javid. (Secret probe report is attached)

f

;

6. 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 
tirrie to time by village chairman Shaukdt, 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).

FINDING

j Having gone through the statements of villagers, secret probe, source report and 
personal hearing of the delinquent officer the charges leveled against SHO Javid 
Muh.ammad seems genuine and during ^the course of enquiry he found guilty. It imprints 
bad;ihipact in the minds of public. The' ubiquitous impression of KP Police has badly
darrvaged by the illegal act of SHO Javid,’Muhammad.

CONCLUSION . ,

• 'As SI Javid Muhartimad is To'uhd'guiitybn 
OGCL Pipeline. It is 
awarded to him.

. Submitted please.

t

l

.•> *

account of his involvement irl theft of 
suggested / recommended that Major Punishment may kindly be

J ■

rV.;

i((l‘!'

••

SupenrUAac( snt of Police, 
investigation Kohat i

:
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Fielder Car. His other brother Osama'also build'his house'-whlch ;ca?t,^s.approx.^^a^
6.5 Million. It is the habit of SHO Javid f^^hamrhad.tp:lodged.F.I^^^^^^^ 4
to show his progress to his seniors whereas the big.gang/pnd'.p^ompnists am h,s close

panions from whom.he receives his regular-sharp: (Statement.is.attacbied)

T !l':r

com ; •
I

'• .!■

4 <;tatpmfNT of MALAK KHALID MEHMOOD ^
■ Malak Khalid Mshmood a loaal of Shakardarra a(a,ed;Ui.|«i-^a^l^s against^O M , | '

Ja»d Khan regarding .hef. of gas pipe are t™-
The extortionists and other criminal elements are his fayounte cjild. (Statement

/
/(

System.
■ attached)

I
I

; ^
I .
I

C 5.- niSCREET PROBE REPORT
Discreet information has been obtained abouV,tha. SI dayid ^Mut^mm^ r^djr^ 

the theft-of gas pipeline: No one is ready to testify against: him, ..However Shaukat 
Chairman and Sanaullah, who are running hotel, business .in.,Shakardara Adda, have 

Close links with SI Javid. (Secret probe report is attpche.d)

V
I

I

I

6. SOURCE REPORT. . . ;

regular share holder of this group. (Source report-is attached)..'

t:
; {

! was
!

FINDING
Having gone through the .statements of villagers; :pecret-ptpbe; .source report and . 

personal hearing of the delinquent officer the pharges,1^eled,.pgainst .SHO Javid 
Muhammad seems genuine and during the course-;of;enpu)ry.:;l?e.found .guilty. It impnn s

ic.'The ubiquitous .■impr^sip;h;..of KP;.-9olice has badly

. r
«

:.S I

bad impact in the minds of public 
damaged by the illegal act of SHO.Javid Muhammad

1

I
4 CONCLUSION V

As SI Javid Muhammad is found guilty on'accourit.pfjhis.inyblyement in theft pf 
OGCL Pipeline. It is suggested / recommended/thpf MajorPdpishment. may kindly be

awarded to him.

Submitted please.
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/ OFFICE OF THE.

DISTRICT POLICE OFFIC^T"^
‘'/ko'hAt ' ■■■

■b/ >F«92W25! '’ ,
; NohHfy t: yPA datedKohai /<? /2(i2H .

■.' ■ ■ ■ --------- •' ■-1:

I

V 33: /
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FINAL SHOW CAU^E N^ I n'*. / ;
- /•• -. (vil.t'?

- I» Mr> Parhfln Khaa: PSP: Diatriet PpUee Officer; Kfthat.
.as competefit authority,.imdei'the.Khyber.Pakhtunkhwa Police,Rules.', ..
.1975, (amended 2014) is hereby serve vou SI Javed Miihnmtnod.’ffcla'Iffl liK r.i
thenSHOPSShaimrHar^ ao folln^,.- .• “ “ T' ^J?.)

t .. :.’-.i. ! .vj..

1.

* •

That consequent Upon the cotnpletion of inqui^'conducted'"|!T 
against -you by the ihcjuiiy ofBcer -for which :ypu, were! glyen ’ ^

.. opportunity-of -hearing vide .office ‘ No! 3598r99/PA datedl': i
- 67.07.2023. • , . •I.-. . ^

ii^ !' -On going, through, tiie finding-and recommendations-of-t^e 
inquiry officer, the material oh record arid other connected: 
papers, including your defense brfore Ae inquiry officer.

••. I am-, satisfied that -you, have committ^' the ./oUowiiig 
acts/bmissibns,specifiediri;section3of.the8aidoidinance. ■
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>: a That you whtle posted . as SBO - Police sUOton 

Shakaniara is alleged to. have supported //aided the 
. ct^ihdls involved in the, theft 6/ OOPCL pipeline / 

Shakardara..

Tqiirabove act shows :inrejfteleney, 'irresponsUklity- <md 
pnfessionalgrtss.mixonduct on yoiU' part . '

.'ll'! I.
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. . 2.. . As. a-, result, thereof,;. I, as- coinpeteiU authority, . have
tentatively decided to impose upon.you major penalty-provided under the'i ' .' 

• • ■ Rules.'lbld.
3. . . You arei therefore, required!to show cause as to why the

, aforesaid penalty.should not be imposed updn'you also intimate whether 
you desire to be heard in-person. ■

,4.- lf.no reply to-this notice w received within 0.7 days.of,its,
• delivery in' the nonn^ cprarae of drcumstahces, it, shall, be presumed that .. 
you have lio deface to put in .and in that case as ex-paxte. action shall be .- 

’ taken against you. . . '
. . S. . .The copy of the finding of inquiry officerjs enclosed.
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OFFICEOFTHE
- DISTRICT POLiCE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
Tet: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125 :
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V.ORDER•3
f •\-

.- This order will, dispose of departmentEil proceedings against Offg: ., '.
Sub Inspector Javed Muhammad,'the then SHp PS Shakardara of this district [ 
Police, under;the.Khylier Pakhtunkhwa. PoJIce Rules,.1975 (Amendment.

. . 2014).;
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. Facte:arising pf the case are that he while posted as-SHO Police, .
Station Shakardara i.s alleged to have supported / aided the criminals Involved 
■inthetheflp^OGDCLpipeline Shakardara., . ■ , ' 'I - ^ P

. The above ■ act of the defaulter ..SI. shovra ' itvefflfjency..j«^ ”'
Irresponsibility and professional gross misconduct on his part ; I

For the above, serious ./ professional misconduct .of'-the defaylter-;;;jV||_-^ jjV 
SHO, charge sheet, albngwlth stalemerit of allegations was served-upon-the| '

- accuUd-officer: SP; Investigation Kohat vras appointed as .enqulry officer 
scrutinize the conduct of accused officer and stated thereb that.secret profee i
from the villagers, source report and personal hearing of the delinquent ofRcef;. :|;,v

^charges leveled agabst. him seems to be genuine. During be couree.;of .u 
' enquiry he has fOdnd gulltyMt Imprints bad bjpact In the.mbdsof pubHc. The..

■ ubiquitbus impression of Khyber. Pa^htunkhvra Police ha^ badly damaged l?y . . 
s the Illegal acA of the delbquent bflice.n •

in yiew of above, the accused .officer, vras served with Final .Show 
Notice-to..Which he submitted reply.bul He did not advance any defense

and relied in his reply to the charge sheet ' ; : .
The accused official was heard in pefeon in Orderfy Room held.b

this officedn;i8.10^023:and he Is affbrded fuiropportunity of defense.but he;
\feiled to submit, any (flauslble explanation, therefore, , the charges [eveled - 

against hifn have been established. ' *
in vievtf of the above and available record, i aprae wlth-the^findihga

" of enquiry Officer; therefore; b .exercise-of powers corrferred.upori me under , ^ •
' the rules'Ibid I, Farhan Khan, District Police .Officer, Kohal hereby award a .. .•
: ^^.jnr punishment Of reductton from substantive rank of Offgr Sufe i 

iR^nPf^tor to Sub Inspector. He is reinstafed in service from the
date.of sitspbnsion. -
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^STRIC5 .4

; /PA^ted Kohat the ■/ S^-/g*,_2023;,

. Copy of above to the;- •
Reader/Pay offlcer/SRC/OHC for necessary action.
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ni.ilinm<i»u1 No. HHtK or iliMrici^oi,,,,' ' . “npunl preferred by ASl .tnvi-d

ulwrchy ho ms nwiirdcd ,n„jor p«„nUy „r of Oisuic, ]>oiioe omccf. Kohat
10 Mihshimivo rank of Assiskuii Sub Insneet of OfTi}! Sub Inspector
fnctsorilic aueiirc Unit the iippcllnnl wtiHe I8-10.2CC3. Brief
Mipporlcit / iiiilcd the erimiimls involw.l I.. n. Hliuker Duro was alleged «o hove0‘^cd In Uie ihon nfOODCb pipeline SItakar Dora.

I roper iltpHrliticiUol cnciuirv nmnewi n
Investigation Koluit was nominated ns Gnau? ^ nrr** him and SP /
codal famtalUics submitted Ida llndinns wh *^1 Enquiry OITlccr aner fulUllmcnt of
Icvclnl aguinsi liim and recommended fn ” ***” was found gullly of the charges

•or major piinislimcnl under the relevant rules.

u..-.ouMnnees.,rrLe!\hrdriin.!ll,omr'^ S
tnv,.,: .Suh iMspeelor I» suhsiantivc rank uf AssistannubT^p.^or’'''"’''"''

prcfcticd the instant apS.''Ht*mT5^^ *'®"" Ofllcer, Kohat, the appcllonl

the nmcc of the undersigned on ID I"* 20^^? " 
tlui. the appcilnn. was promoted as
conlirniL-d ns Snh ln<in/...i r< Inspector on 1)1.01.2021. He hns not yet been
InspL-cinr Section dPuhr’ ^7'"'^^"''^' of Assisinnt Sub
rCwtl r. I’-iWUunkhwa Police Rules 19.75 (As Amended in

is currently holding the sub.slanlivc rank of Assistant Sub Inspector.

‘t I'l-;.'■

Forcgolnj. In view, 1. Sher Altl.nr. PSP. S,Sl, Regional Police Omcer, Kohnl, 
king the appellate authority, hereby set aside il« punishment of reduction from tltc mnk of 

I lUQUng Sub-Inspector to Assisinnt Sub-Inspector uwunJed by Jislrlcl Police OfTiccr. Kohat 
vide order No. 877 dated 18.10.2023. Tltc departmental enquiry conducted against the onncllani 
stands pending before the District Police OfTiccr. Kolint. lie is. therefore, directed to pass n 
speaking order on the dcpanmcniol enquiry conducted against the appcllonl strictly in 
ncw.idance wltlnhc Khybcr I'nkhlunkhwo Police Rule 1975 (Aa Amended ln 20I4).wiihin rt 
pCrlnd (if 15 days aRer the receipt of (he ordcruftliisonicc; ••

Onler Aiitiiiiinci^il 
I9.l2.201i ^R«a!onalJj0ltccO^JJ^

Nu/7^ . Kohat Region

Copy fonvnrdcd to District Police OfRccr, Kohat for Information and ncccssr 
wiion w/r to hi.s office Memo: No. 7819/LD, dated 30.11.2023, 02 Service Books, 01 Scr ® 
Roll and Fauji Misnl arc returned herewith.

/GC, Dated IColial (lie

'1'/ . J- 1. Ml
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district rolice officer,
To/; 0S22^926O116 Fax 92G0125

O R i» EJ!
' \ In cw» jj-mcc with the diracHune
f' olfiCB order Endst

’ doparlmenlol Ippcal of AS! Javod
received from Worthy Raglor^ol Police OfOcer 

No. 174/EC dated 04.01.2024 passed on the

Inspector) whelo,n, thepunishniont oLduction oot asideJho
Drrfftr Rnnb u Plu j I.] j of nrrg. sup ;^st awarded by this olfig°
and tills office dtrpH h i—departmental enquity was kept pending R"l« 1975 (As aLledln “'''ell, in nccnrdnnca wllh Police

Facts arfsl(g of the 
Shokardara was

case are that he while posted as SHO Police Statlofi
thfiri tennri Supported / aided Ihe crfm/nals Involved in the

° P'lteline Sliakardara, which shbw-his.malande and'pr ifesslonal gros^- ,
misconduct an his part. '

Fur the abovi I
• L i ^ professional misconduct of defoull tr SHO charga

s eel alongv/ilh slatement of allegations .was ^Urved upon Ihe atei sed off car. SF, ‘ 
nvesllgalion Kohal v^s appointed as enquiry officer to scrulinizo jlhe. cor duct of 

accused oljtcer. The enquiry officer alter thoroughly probing inid the mktier. statement; 
of villagers, source report and personal hearing jof Ihe dellnquenl offlcer.has found him: ' 
guilty of the charges leveled against him and ijjcomrriBnded for awarcl. of one of the 
major punIshmenL’

In view of above, Ihe accused officer was, served with Final Show Cause Notice 
to which he subriiftled reph' >vhicii was found un-satfsfaclory and also he did not 
advance any plausible explanalion in his defense during his personal hearing In O.R on 
18.10.2C23.-

I 1 '
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Since. Ihe appellant has noliyel been confirmed In his Substantive Rank of Sub 
inspector, therefore still he is hblding the rank of ASI, hence reduclion from OfTg: Rank 
is nol a punishment under the*Rules ibid.

In view of ihe above and available recorc, I agree jwith the flndtjigs of enquiry • 
officer, therefore, In exercise of powers conferred upon me under the mlos ibid I. ; 
Farhan Khan. District Police Officer. Kohat herqby Impose a malor Dlin(8hmen.t_gf 
reduction In nav to Initial staoo In Ihe same timo scale for tho porlod of 02 voare 
wllh (mmodiate effect and he is reinstated in sepriM from the dale oksusdension.

I

I

E OFFICER.DISTRICT Pj •..VII IOHA

/ - .1^2024.
Copy of above to the:- •
Regional Police Officer.
above, please ,,

2. Reader/Pay officer/SRC/OHC for necessary acti

OD No, 
Datbd
No.

Kohal w/r to his office Endst quoted
1.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

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

Appellant

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.

ollce Officer, 
Kohat 

(Respondent No. 1) 
(SHER AKBAR) PSP, S.St

U District Police Officer, 
Kohat

(Respondent No. 2) 
(MUHAMMAD OMER KHAN) PSP


