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er proceedings with signature of judge

he appeal of Mr. Javed Igbal presented today .by

Hﬁmmad Aslam Tanoli Advocate. It is fixed for

hearing before touring Single Bench at A.Abad

. Notices be issued to appellant and his counsel
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By thek)rder of Chairman !
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
| SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

|120/2022—
Joved Iqbol Cons’roble No.465, District Police Haripur.
(Appellant)
VERSUS

1. Provindol Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

3. Dns’mc’r Police Officer, Haripur.................... (Respondents)
SERVICE APPEAL
. INDEX |
$/No. | Description of documents. Annexure | Page No.
1. Memo of appeal & condonation 01-07
| application. _
2. | Order Charge Sheet & its reply "A&B" |09 —10
3. Order dated 07-01-2022 “Cr //
4, | Letter dated 06-01-2022 “D" [ 2
5. .|Departmental Appeal 02-02-22| “E&F" t3-/7
- 1 & Order dated 14-06-2022
6. Wakalathama

APPELLANT

THROUGH ' X M

(MUHAMMAD ASLAM TANOLI)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

. - AT PESHAWAR
Do-’(ed: 30-11-2022
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVCE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appedl No]?% WL’

Joved lqbal Constable No.465, District Police Haripur.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Haripur................... (Respondents) .

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT
1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 07-01-2022 OF THE DISTRICT POLICE
HARIPUR WHERBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED PENALTY OF
DEDUCTION OF TWO YEARS APPROVED SERVICE AND ORDER DATED
14-06-2022 (ISSUED ON 07-11-2022) OF THE REGIONAL POLICE
OFFICER HAZARA REGION ABBOTTABAD WHEREBY APPELLANT'S
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS BEEN FILED/REJECTED.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL BOTH
ORDERS DATED 07-01-2022 AND 14-06-2022 OF THE RESPONDENTS
MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE RESTORED HIS
TWO _YEAR DEDUCTED _APPROVED SERVICE WITH _ AllL
CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. 'Thc’r while appellant posted as Constable at Police Post
Panian (District Haipur) was issued with a Charge Sheet by
’rh':'e‘ District Police Officer Haripur which was replied by the
.qupellam explaining all facts in detail and denied
dllegations straightaway being incorrect and baseless.
(Copies of Charge Sheet ahd its reply are attached as

Annexure-“A & B").

& That ullimately the appellant was awarded with the penalty

of “Deduction of two years of approved service" by the

Dis’rric’r Police Officer Haripur vide order dated 07-01-2022.



(Copy of impugned order dated 07-01-2022 is attached as

Annexure-“€").

T_vho’r in fact on fthe night between dated 10 & 11-11-2021at
0145 hours during p’jo‘rrolli.ng duty appellant found a man
SI‘n‘lng hidden in passengers booth having a black colour
motor-cycle who was inquired about his availability at that
p:’lcce at a very late hours of night but he could not
adduced any satisfying reply and being suspected one he
st brough’r to police post panian. His entry was recorded in
Daily Dairy No.13 dated 11-11-2021. In the moming he was
asked. about his presence in possenger"s booth by Saeed
shah I/C PP Pania, he fold that he was waiting one Raja
Eh’rishom who had gone to bring something from the Tower.
Therefore, Raja Ehfisham'’s father was telephonically
'ih,formed about the situation, who brought his son to the
Police Post. Both the suspected were interrogated by I/C
Sdeed Shah in the presence of their reldﬁves and then they
were sent to Police Station Kotngjibullah so that they could
b;e released by making necessary entries in the record of
p‘:olice station. Neither they were tortured nor disgraced by
dhybody in PP Panian. However, Jehangir Khan “father of
Eih’risham got registered a false FIR against appellant and

other police officials.

Tho’f the DPP, Haripur made recommendation vide letter
N:O.lQ/DPP/HR/QQ dated 06-01-2022 for . discharge of
appellant in case FIR No.862 dated 13-11-2021 registered by
complainant against him. (Copy of the lelter dated 06-01-
2022 is attached as Annex-‘B).
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Tho’r no proper departmental inquiry was conducted. No
w:_itnes_s was ever called for to appear before the inquiry
foice in presence of appellant to record his evidence nor
wcs he ever provided with a chance of cross-examination.
Copy of' inquiry report, if any, was never provided fo
&ppellon’r. Appellant was also not afforded opportunity of

personal hearing and appellant was condemned unheard.

f:hat appellant aggrieved of the order of the DPO Haripur
p[eferred a depcr’rmen’rdl appeal before the RPO, Hazara
R@gion, Abbottabad which was filed/rejected vide order
é@’red 14-06-2022 but copy of the order was issued on 07-11-
2Q22 and that too on the specific written réquesf of the
ébpellon‘r. (Copies of appeal and order ‘daied 14-06-2022

qre attached as Annexure-“E &F /"); hence instant service

: ﬁppeal inter alia on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS:-

A

Tha’r both the impugned orders dated 07-01-2022 and 14-06-
2922 of the respondents are illegal, unlawful against the
fégjds, departmental rules and regulations and principle of

nQ’ruroI justice hence are liable to be set aside.

B) That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted. No

Wi’rness was colleq for to appear before the inquiry office in
pfesence of the appellant to record evidence nor was
@ppellonf provided with a chance to cross—exdmine such a
Witness. Copy of inquiry report, if any, was never provided to
f.f;)e appellant. Even opportunity of personal hearing was not

qffaforded to appellant rather he was condemned unheard.
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Tho’r respondents have not treated the appellant in
accordance with law, departmental rules and regulation
and policy on the subject and have acted in violation of
Article-4 of the constitution. of Islamic Republic of Pakistan

,’1}973 and unlawfully issued the impugned orders which are
unjust, unfair hence not sustainable in the eyes of law.

| Tﬁa’r appellate authority has also failed to abide by the law

and even did not take into consideration the grounds taken
by appellant in the memo of appeal and has filed the
c:ppeol Thus act of respondent is contrary to the law as laid
down in the KPK Police Rules 1934 read with section 24-A of
General Clauses Act 1897 and Arficle-10 of the Constitution
of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

Tho’r instant  service appeal is well within time and this
honorable Service Tribunal has got jurisdiction to entertain

~and adjudicate upon the lis.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant
service appeal order dafted 07-01-2022 and order dated 14-06-
2022 of the respondents may graciously be set aside and the
appellant be restored his two years deducted approved service
with all consequential service back benefits. Any other relief
which’this Honorable Service Tribunal deems fit and proper may

also be granted. %

Dated: 30-11-2022

Appeliant

Through {\/] N Aol
(Muhammad Aslam Tanoli)
Advocate High Court
At Peshawar

VERIFICATION

It is vetified that contents of ins”ronf service appeal are true and
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has
been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

Dated: 30-11-2022 Appellant

T
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e BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Joved Iqbcl Constable No. 465 District Police Haripur.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

3. District Police Officer, Haripur
' o (Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT

I, Javed Igbal, appellant do hereby solemnly declare and affirm
on odth that contents of instant service appeal are true and
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has
been suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.

Dated: 30-11-2022 Deponent/Appellant

Idéhﬁﬁed By: /W

(Muhammad Aslam Tanoli)
Advocate High Court

AT Peshawar '$'

DoTed 30 11-2022 o ' Appellant




»

o

- -

BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Joved lqbol Constable No. 465 District Police Haripur.
(Appeliant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbo’n‘obod

3. D|s’mc’f Police Officer, Haripur
(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

It is céttified that no such appeal prior to this one on the subject

has ever been filed in this Honorable Service Tribunal or any other

court,

Dcx’redﬂ:» 30-11-2022 Appellant
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVCE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Javed :"Igbol Constable No.465, District Police Haripur. ............ (Applicant)

VERSUS

1. F‘Ebvincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. D|sfnc’r Police Officer, Haripur................... (Respondents)

APPLICATION FOR_CONDONATION OF DELAY IN_FILING INSTANT SERVICE

APPEAL BEFORE THIS HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

Respecf.fvuliy Sheweth:

1.

4.

That applicant/appellant has filed today a Service Appeal which may be
considered as part and parcel of this application, against order dated 07-01-
2022 and 14-06-2022 passed by respondents, whereby appellant has been
oworded penalty of “Deduction of two years approved service" and his

' depon‘mentol appeal has been rejected without jurisdiction and abiding by

procedure.

That as the orders of departmental authorities have been passed in violation
and derogation of the statutory provision of law, departmental rules and
regulation governing the terms and condition of appellant’s service and fact
of the case, therefore, causing a recurring cause of action to the
applicant/appellant can be challenged and questioned irrespective of a
time frame.

That though appellant on receipt of order of respondent has filed
department appeal well in time but was reject vide order dated 14- 06-2022
but copy of the same was issued to him on 07-11-2022 and that too on his
specific written request. The appellant has rigorously been pursuing his case.
Therefore, the delay if any, in fiing instant service appeal is due to the
forgoing reasons.

Tho’r instant application is being filed as an abundant caution for the

condonation of delay, if any. The impugned orders are liable to be set aside in the
interest of justice.

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of the instant application
the delay, if any, in filing of fitled appeal may graciously be, condoned.

Dated: 30-11-2022

Applicani/Appellant
(Muhammad Aslam Tanoli)

Advocate High Court
At Abbottabad

Through

VERIFICATION
It is verified that contents of instant service appeal are frue and correct to the best of my
knowledige and belief and nothing has been concealed from,;‘% onorable Tribunal.

Dcted:_f';__';a_o-'l 1-2022 Applicant/Appellant



CHARGE SHEET -'Y -—

I, Kashif lelllﬁqar, PSP, District Police Officer, Haripur as
competent authority, hereby chargelyou EC Javed Igbal No.465 as enclosed statement
of allcgations. !

m You appear to be guilty of misconduct under ﬁblice Efficiency &
Discipline Rules 1975 and have rendered yourself liable to ail or any of the penalties
specified in the said Rules. :

(2) You are, therefore, required to submit your Wri;;ten defense within
07 days of the receipt of this {charge sheet and statement of. allegation to the
Commitiee/Enquiry Officer as the cise may be, ;

3 Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry
Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that
you have no defense to put in and inlthat case ex-parte action shall follow against you.

!
4 Intimate weatimr you desire to be heard in person or otherwise.
®)] A statement of allegations is enclosed.

]; Kaspif Zulfiqar, PSP
Y District Police Officer
|

Aﬂ‘ﬂu 'A’
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I, Kashif Zulfigar, IIPSP, District Police Officer, Haripur as competent
authority of the opinion that you EC Javed Igqbal No.d65 have rendered yourself liable to be
proceeded against as you committed the following acts/omissions within.the meaning of Police
Efficiency & Discipline Rules 1975.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

t

“You while posted as MAC PP l’a:ini:m, on 10.11.2021 HC Saced Shah I/C PP Panian
J .
picked up two in‘nnccﬁt citizens namely (1) Noman s/o Raja Khan Afzal r/o Narhtopa 2)

Ihtesham s/o Jahangir r/o Narhtopa, locked up at Police Post and interrogate him without

any offence. You did not make any entry in daily diary register of PP Panian. An FIR

' Jd
No.862 dated 13.11.2021 w/s 337/L-11/118-)/342/34 PPC PS Kotnajibullah was also

registered against you. Your this acts/omissions earned bad name of Police department,

Your these act/omission are gross misconduct in terms of KPK Police E&D Rules 1975”
T

hence, charge sheeted”. i

(2) For the purpose oqu rulinizing the conduct of the said accused officer with

reference to the above allegations, an Enquiry Committee consisting of the following is

constituted.
!
Mr. Thrar Khan Sl)|l’() Circle Saddar, Harvipur
(3) The Enquiry OfﬁcerﬁCommitl’ee shall in accordance with the provision of

this Ordinance, provide reasonable opportimity of hearing to the accused, record finding and
make within 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as 'to punishment or the
appropriate action against the accused.

4) The accused and a well conversant representative of'departmental shall in
the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer/Committge.

S
ffice

Nozggf') ‘63 /PA dated Haripur the /é 1172021,
Copy of above is sulymitted to the: -
1) Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings against the ajd agcédcd untjerPolice
Efficiency & Discipline Rulgs 1975, i
2) EC Javed Igbal No.465 with the direction to submit his defense within 7 days of
the receipt of this statement' of allegations and also to appear before the Enquiry
Officer on the date, time.and place fixed for the purpose of departimental
proceedings.

il /
! Kashit

Dislrict

Wariplr
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DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
HARIPUR :
Ph: 0995-920100/01, Fax-0995614714, Email: - dpoharipurl@gmail.com

ORDER. , _
FC Javed No.465, while he posted as MHC PP Panian, on 10.11.2021 HC Saeed Shah

/C PP Panian picked up two innocent citizens namely (1) Noman s/o Raja Khan Afzal 1/o
Narhtopa (2) Thtesham s/o Jahangir r/o Narhtopa, locked up at Police Post Panian and interrogate
them without any offence. He did not make any entry in daily dairy register of Police Post Panian.
An TIR No.862 dated 13.11.2021 /s 337/1-11/118-D/342/34 PPC PS Kotnajibullah was also
regisiered against him. His act is a severe violation of discipline, a professional dishonesty and a
gross misconduct in leﬁﬁs Police E&D Rules 1975. Therefore, he was served with charge sheet
and statement of allegations vides (his office Endst No. 262-63/PA, dated 16-11-2021.

To probe the alicgations Deputy Superintendent of Police, Saddar Mr. Ibrar Khan was
appointed as Enquiry Officer, who conducted proper enquiry ‘and submitted his findings, vide his
office Memo No. 350 dated 22-12-2021. The enquiry officer held the charges of misconduct
against the defaulter official proved and recommended him for major punishment under section-4
of KPK Police F&D Rules 1975. Hence, he was.se-rved with T'inal Show Cause Notice, vide this
office F,ndsl‘: No0.285/PA dated 24.12.2021. The defaulier pélicé official was called in Orderly
Room and was heard in person. |

| Having perused the finding of the enquiry officer, r;élevant record, and personal hearing
of the above mentioned officer, I, am [ully satisfied thai the charges of misconduct are proyed
against the defaulter police official. Therelore, 1, Kashif Zulﬁq:'w (PSP), District Police Officer,
Haripur being competent authority — under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Efficiency and
Discipline Rule 1975, agreed to the extent of punishment. This major punishment is converted into
minor punishment, awarded minor punishment of “DEDUCTION OF TWO YEARS OF
APPROVED SERVICE”, with immediate effect. |

Order announced in his presence.

Order Book No. ..
Dated. GF -0l - 20 R3

: S).
_is{
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ISTRICT PUBLIC PHQ:’EW( ! [_Ql\, H/\ ] ’UR_L

(o __-_L/D/"P'/HR/‘?? - Dated Haripur the ’/ — 2022

QFFICE OF THE

In the Court o'f'J_Lidida‘]{Mjagistraté;

Case FIR No. 862 Dated.13/11/2021 U/S 337-1(ii)/342/34. PPC /W

118 D-Police A',c'lv,Vl"S K'O'.l"',v,f Ta ri]iur. K 3 : ey

Subject: ApPL, ICAT {ON.FOR chnmzcr OF ACCUSEN/CASE WS 4.c(iil/ :
5-(b) OF T HE IKHYBER - PAICH TUNKHWAS PROSECUTION .
SERVICES AC] 2005 R/W SECT TON 94 CR.PC. _ . .

Respectfully Sheweth,
I exercise or powers conferred under section 4- c(ii)/5- h Prosccution

Scrvice (Constitution, ¥ unctions and Powers)Act, 2005, r/w Sceiion 494 Cr.C, l;_ being Dlsmct
Public Prosceutor forward the above mentioned case for dischirge, ax the ins!iu'lli()ii"x of the case is
found to be weak from ¢videntiary point of view. Briel facts with reasons for the d_::schargc of the
casc are mentioned below:-

Lo As per facts of the casg there is-delay of' 3 days in registrtion ol FIR.

2. FSL report also received in negative.

(9%}

The complainant had. patched up the matter with the aceused al bail slage ‘tjnd is no mog"c
interested in further 'pl"dsccution; and accuscd have got no objection on the acquittal of the
accused and «.ﬂun[)lait]:lu\l gn\‘c statenmient belore learied ASI-1, Haripur. on 27-11-202!
and agam on 0%-12-2021 before- learncd:ASJ-1, Haripur,.

ho . . - . . .
G T thers iS/p(\.'«'l\'lh“l!j" of conviclion after the conclusion of tria!.

5. Complainant was contacted on mohile number provided in the FIR and be affirmed the
factum ol compronnse,
ot madier Biad beei diseussed by the Scruting committee which decided to send the case ¢
lor discharge. )
In these circumstances, there is no chares ol canviction of the accusced.
The case is being weak from evidentiary point of view. So witinul wasting the pl';:cious time of
the court and o curb unnceessary burden of cases on the alicady over-burdencd criminal courts, o ' ’ .
the reguest for the discharge of the accused/ease is being made as per the numdulc;of Scction 4- - T '
¢(i1)/3-(b) of (he Khvlicr Pakhtunkhwa Prosceution Service (Constitution, F un(.llm)m and Powuers) ‘ ) ’
Act, 2005, r/w Section =94 Cr.PC, : ] L

District Public Prosceutor,
Haripur.
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BEFORE HONOURABLE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD.

(Departmental Appeal by FC Javed Igbql No. 465 District Police Haripur).

(THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL)

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OB NO. 32 DATED 07-

'01-2022 OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR WHEREBY

PENALTY OF DEDUCTION OF TWO YEARS OF APPROVED SERVICE
HAS BEEN IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 07-01-2022 MAY KINDLY BE SET
ASIDE AND TWO YEARS DEDUCTED APPROVED SERVICE BE
RESTORED WITH GRANT OF ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK
BENEFITS TO APPELLANT. ’

Respected Sir,

1.  That appellant with regard to hish duties as Constable
Police Post Panian (Haripur) was issued with a Charge
Sheet by the District Police Officer quipur which was duly
réplied explaining all facts and c’%ircums’ronces of the
case in detail denying the ollegoﬂofims leveled against the
appellant being incorrect and bcseless. (Copies of

c;harge and its reply are attached a% “A&B").

2. That thereafter the appellant was served with a Final
Show Cause Notice with the same allegations which was
also replied. (Copies of Final Show Cause Notice & ifs

reply are altached as “C&D").

3. That ultimately the appellant wq§ awarded with the

Al

Fe
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-

penalty of "Deduction of two years of approved service"
through impugned order OB No. 32 dated 07-01-2022 by
the District Police Officer, Haripur without any reason and

proof. (Copy of impugned order "-“Idafed 07-01-2022 Is
attached as “E”). :

That during his posting at PP Panian the appellant always
performed his duties efficiently and honestly to the entire
satisfaction of his officers. There has been no complaint,
what-so-ever may be, against the appellant from public

as well as his officers during the said period.

That in fact on the night be’rween dated 10 &11-11-
2021at 02:00 hours during the po’rr,olling duty appellant
found a suspected man sitting hidden in passengers

booth having a black colour moTor-cycIé who was asked

“about his availability in such a place at a very late hours

of the nigh’r who could not safisfied him and being
suspected one he was brought to Police Post Panian. His
entry was recorded in Daily Dairy No.13 dated 11-11-

2021. On the morming he was asked about his presence

in passenger's booth by Saeed Shah I/C PP, he told that

he was waiting one Raja Ehtisham who had gone to
bring something from the Tow.er. Therefore, Raja
Entisham's father was ’relephonico!l; informed about the
situation, who broQgh’r his son to ’rhé Police Post. Both the
suspected were interrogated by I/C Saeed Shah in the
presence of their relatives and then they were sent to
Police Satiation Koingjibullah so i.rho’r they could be
released by making necessary entries in the record of
Police Station. They were neither Tqrtured nor disgraced

by anybody in PP Panian. However, Jehangir Khan father

Foo




,
[ —
,

A& =
of Ehtisham registered a false FIR against the appellant

ond other pOIice officials.

- That oppellon’r never involved himself in any such

commission/omission as has been incorporated in the
Charge Sheet and Final Show Cause Notice issued fo the
appellant rather he performed his f,fossigned duties with
full care, caution, devotion, dediéaﬁon and honesty.
These ol'lego’rions were never proved against the
appellant through any means. ‘He was awarded
“Deduction of two years of opproi/ed service" without

any reason, justification and proof.

That subsequently the comploincnl’r submitted Affidavit
and got recorded his statement under Section-164
Cr.P.C before the Judicial Magistrate and exonerated
the appellant of the allegations 'being result of mis-
understandings whereupon he was acquitted by the
court. (Copies of Affidavit and Couﬁ Order are attached
as “F&G"). : |

That even the District Public Prosécu’ror, Haripur has
made recommendation vide letter No.12 /DPP/HR/22
dated 06-01-2022 for dischorge of appellant in case FIR
No. 862 dated 13-11-2021 registered by complainant
against him. (Copy of the letter dated 06-01-2022 is
attached as “H"). |

That appellant has rendered more ifhan 22 years service
in the police department. He ol':woys performed his
assigned duties with devotion, ded’iccn‘ion and honesty
and never provided a chance of reprimand and even
Aterzes
=
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on occasions for his tremendous service he has been
awarded with the commendation certificates and cash

rewards by his High-Ups:

That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted to
prove the allegations against the appellant. Not a single
witness was ever called for fo Oppéor before the inquiry

officer in presence of appellant o irecord his evidence

- nor was he ever provided with the chance to cross-

examine such witness. Copy of inquiry report, if any, was
never provided to him. Even opportunity of personal
hearing was not afforded to the op'pellan’r rather he was

condemned unheard.

That if the appellant is afforded with the opportunity of
personal hearing he will really prove him as innocent by

adducing credible facts of the matter.

Sir, in .view of the facts and circumstances narrated here

above, it is earnestly requested that imbugned order dated
07-01-2022 of the District Police Officer Hcrlpur may kindly be

so’r aside and the cppellcm’r be released his stopped one

annual with grant of all consequen’nol service back benefits.

Thcnklng you sir in anticipation.

You' ré obedien’r Servant

Gc.wed Igbal)
Constable No. 465

Dated: 02-02-2022 District Police Haripur

it
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OFFICE OF TIIE, REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD

-», 7-- . 0992-9310021-22
= 0992-9310023

r.rpohazara@gmail.com

0345-9560687

NO: /3030 IPA  DATED/Y /o /2022

Amonf

ORDER

This order will disposc off departmental appeal under Rule 1 1-A of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Police Rules, 1975 submitted by T'C Javed No. 465 of Haripur against the order of punishment
i.c. deduction of 02 years approved service awarded by District Police Officer, Haripur vide
OB No.32 dated 07.01.2022.

Bricf facts lcadihg to the punishment are that the appellant while posted as MHC PP
Panjan, on 10.11.2021 HC Saced Shah I/C PP Panian picked up two innocent citizen namely (H
Noman s/o Raja Khan Afzal /o Narhtopa (2) Tthesham s/o Jahangir /0 Narhtopa, locked up at
Police Post and interrogated them without any offence. He did not make any entry in daily dairy
register of Police Post Panian. An FIR No.862 dated 13.11.2021 u/s 337/L-11/118-D/342/34 PPC
'S Kotnajibullah was also registered against him.

The appellant was issued charge sheet along with summary of allegations and SDPO
Saddar was deputed to conduct dcpérlmcnlnl cnquiry. The O held the appellant responsible of
misconduct and recommended him for major punishment. Conscquently, DPO Haripur awarded
him minor punishment of deduction of 02 ycars approved scrvice. Hence, the appellant
submitted this present appeal. :

After recciving his appeal, comments of DPO I-?faripur were sought and
examincd/perused. The undersigned called the appellant in OR and hcard him in person. The
appellant has been given reasonable opportunity to defend himself against the charges, however

hc failed to advance.any justification in his defense. Thus, the disciplinary action taken by the

competent authority seems genuine and the appeal is liable to be dismissed. Therefore, in

exercise of the powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule 11-4 (a) of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 the imtant appcal is hereby ﬁ.lc(l/rcjected with immediate

C-rfGCt. . o li ‘ ( A () \ 3
) ~ [{i' . " \ o~ """“--‘,\:/ , ‘ o
C/ote { 7,> L - e T
B e e [ . N ) , ’_,--—
n @mwﬂd\? o/l [Cd L i L/ ) ) : Mirvs |s:Nm7’('l‘§P)
V; L VA f\ )> /' REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
4 ; N2 )( ; 0 . HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD
: T 7 . '

No./->), /3{/5(\ /PA. dated /\hlmllalmd the 4 26 120 2.

DPO [Haripur for information and necessary 2 action with reference to his office Memo No
2202/PA dated 25-04-2022. Scrvice Roll and Fuji Missal containing cnquiry file of the

/
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