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The appeal of Mr. Abdul Hameed resubmitted today by Qazi Sajjid- 

ud-Din Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order pleaseA

09/01/20201-

REGISTRAR 0 ^ h i >^'>0 ;

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be2-
put up there on

■*

^ ■ .-tSCHAIRMAN

-i

Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the appellant 

absent. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

30.03.2020 before S.B. Appellant be put to notice for the 

date fixed.

10.02.2020

■;

>:

ember

31.03.2020 Due to public holiday on account of COVID-19, the 

case is adjourned for the same on 2^.06.2020 before
S.B.

Reader k .

/
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22.06.2020 Nemo for the appellant; Due to note reader, the process could
I

not be issued, therefore, fresh notice be issued to the appellant and 

his counsel for 19.08.2020 before S.B.

V

(Rozina Reftman) 
Member (J^

5

19.08.2020 None for the appellant present.

■ Notices be issued to the appellant and his counsel for 

appearance.

■i

/
»

'b

“ I \ n •->-1

Adjourned to 23.10.2020 before S.B. /
c

r s >
AV

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)t

23.10.2020 Since the Members of the High Court as well as of the 

District Bar Association Peshawar are observing strike today, 
therefore, the case is adjourned to 31.12.2020 on whi^h date 

to come up for preliminary:arguments before S.B.

I

;

(MuhammacHoimal Khan) 
Member (JudTcraf)—

I
1

I
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^ .;• ANemo for the.appellant present.

Notices be issued to the appellant and his counsel for
, * * * !

preliminary hearing.

Adjourned to 30.03.2021 before S.B.

31.12.2020

I-

(Mian Muhamm^) 
Member(E)

I

Nemo for appellant.30.03.2021
j

Case was called time and again but neither appellant 
nor his counsel turned up.

In view of above, instant service appeal is hereby
I

dismissed in default for; non-prosecution. No order as to
i

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

Announced.
30.03.2021

(Rozina%hman)
MerTTOeX(J)

<5,I'

I
f
f

;

;
t

%

*



- The appeal of Mr. Abdul Hameed ASI presently in Elite Force Peshawar received today i.e. 

on 09.12.^^019 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copy of departmental appeal and revision petition mentioned in para-6&7 of the 
memo of appeal are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Annexures-B, C, E and F of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by 
legible/better one.

3- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
4- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.
5- Three more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all 

respect may also be submitted with the appeal.

NO. /S.T.

Dt. /2019.

REGISTRAR
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

QazI Saiid ud Din Adv. Kohat.

— vTitc} vyittr^AA
\

AV\l(3o
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BEFORE THE HQN^BLE KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No. ■

(Appellant)Abdul Hameed ASI,
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, Etc.
(Respondents)

INDEX

Description of Documents Annexure PagesS.No

1-6Appeal1.

Affidavit 72.

Address of the Parties 8 to 8C3.

Copy of Punishment Order i.e. Reduction from 
the Rank SI to ASI dt: 08-11-2018

9-9AA4.

Copy of Order issued.by the DIG Kohat dt: 31- 
12-2018

10B5.

Copy of the Order issued by the IGP (KPK) 
Peshawar dt: 12-4-2019

116. C

Copy of Charge sheet and Statement of 
Allegations 

12-13D7.

Copy of the Order of DPO dt: 18-6-2019 148. E

Copy of Appeal 15-189. F

Copy of Order issued by the DIG Kohat 1910. G

Copy of the Fundamental Rules 29)

Wakalat-Nama

2011. H

12. 21

Dated: 06/12/2019 a
Abduf Hameed (ASI) 

Throug^

Qazi Sajra ud^in
Advocate High Court 
Kohat

A
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR “’-xrwis.-

»«ury No/20ppNo.
QDutecI

Abdul Hameed ASI. presently posted in Elite Force (KPK) 
Peshawar. (Appellant)

Versus

1. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of police Kohat Region Kohat. 
District Police Officer Kohat.3. (Respondents)

APPEAL U/$ 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER OF THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF

DT:14-n-2019POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT 

VIDE WHICH MAIOR PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION v ■
FROM THE RANK OF SUB INSPECTOR TO THE RANK 

OF ASSTT: SUB INSPECTOR AWARDED BY THE 

WORTHY DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT WAS 

UPHELD WITHOUT ANY LAWFUL lUSTIFICATION.

PRAYER:

1. To set aside the impugned order of Reduction from the 

Rank of Sub Inspector to the Rank of Asstt: Sub Inspector.

The appellant may be restored to the rank of Sub Inspector 

from the date of reversion.

K-Medtp-^aiy

2.

f I-tJ
3. The appellant may be allowed all perks and privileges 

including the right of seniority from the date of reversion.
me-submitted t® -d«y 
and fiied.

4. Any other relief which the Honourable Tribunal deems 

proper / suitable.
RegCstrar

Respectfully Sheweth;
o\

With great respect, the appellant may be allowed to submit 
the following for your kind 

consideration:-
and sympathetic

P-1
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FACTS:

That the appellant was recruited as ASl through the KPK 

Public Service Commission Peshawar in the year 2009.
1.

That the appellant after qualifying necessary trainings and 

courses and due to his devotion and dedication in the 

official work was promoted to the rank of Sub Inspector in 

the year 201 6.

2.

That the appellant due to his keen interest in the official 
work not only earned confidence of his senior Police 

Officers, but also earned a number of commendation 

certificates and cash rewards.

- 3.

That the appellant while posted as SHO Police Station KDA 

was proceeded against departmentally on the basis of 
allegation that he had harassed one of Muhammad Irfan. 
The court had allowed superdari in case FIR No.2012 

dt:21"8-2018 U/S 406 PS KDA, Kohat to one Muhammad 

Mufeez.

4.

It was further added by the competent authority that the 

petitioner for his personal gains had called the 

complainant Muhammad Irfan on his cell number and 

falsely informed him that the superdari order has been 

revoked. The competent authority further alleged that the 

appellant on one hand had violated the court orders while 

on the other hand the petitioner exceeded from his lawful 
authority / Prowers.

That against the appellant summary proceedings were 

initiated which resulted into the major punishment of 
reduction from the rank of SI to the rank of AS! vide order 

dt:08-l 1 -201 8. (Copy enclosed as annexure-A)

5.

That since the punishment order involved a member of 
legal and factual questions, therefore, departmental appeal 
was preferred by the appellant before the worthy DIG 

Kohat Region Kohat but it was rejected vide No.13387/EC 

dt:31 -1 2-201 8. (Copy enclosed as annexure-B)

6.

That thereafter the appellant filed a Review / Revision 

Petition before the worthy Inspector General of Police KPK. 
He vide his order No.1146 dt:l 2-4-201 9 was pleased to

7.

P-2
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hold the punishment of reduction from the rank of SI to 

the Rank of ASI in abeyance and denove enquiry was 

ordered to be conducted. (Copy enclosed as annexure-C)

That before the commencement of the denove enquiry 

charge sheet and statement of allegations was served 

upon the appellant. (Copy enclosed as annexure-D)

8.

That after conclusion of the denove enquiry, the DPO 

Kohat again awarded major punishment of reduction from 

the rank of SI to the rank of ASI vide order dt:l 8-6-201 9. 
(Copy is enclosed as annexure-E)

•9.

That since the order, of punishment issued by the Distt: 
Police Officer Kohat dated 18-6-2019 was suffering from 

legal and factual lacunas, therefore, the appellant filed 

departmental appeal before the Deputy Inspector General 
of Police Kohat Region Kohat. (Copy of the appeal is 

annexure-F)

10.

That the respondent No.2 rejected appeal on 14-11 -201 9 

received by the appellant on 22-11 -201 9. The respondent 
No.2 rejected the appeal in mechanical way. The appellant 
raised a number of legal and factual questions but the 

respondent No.2 failed to respond to the questions raised 

by the appellant. Thus the impugned order of the 

respondent No.2 has aggrieved the appellant. (Copy of 
order of the respondent No.2 is enclosed as annexure-G)

11.

That following are some of the grounds of appeal among 

the other:-
12.

GROUNDS:

That the Impugned Order of punishment issued by the 

respondent No.2 and as well as by the respondent No.3 

are against law, facts and evidence on record, hence, they 

are not tenable in the eyes of law.

a.

b. That the appellant even during the denove enquiry was 

again not provided opportunity to defend himself. Hence 

enquiry, punishment order and the impugned order have 

not satisfied the ends of Justice, therefore, the punishment
I

order is of no legal effect.

P-3
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That during the denove enquiry, the enquiry officer called 

for written statement from the appellant and the 

complainant. The enquiry officer did not provide 

opportunity to the appellant to cross examine the 

complainant. Such a lacuna amounts to gross illegality 

because it is the inherent and fundamental right of the 

appellant to cross examine all those witness who have 

deposed against the appellant. Denial of cross 

examination of the witnesses amounts to the denial of fair 

trial on the one hand and denial of fair justice on the 

other.

c.

d. That the punishment order issued by the DPO Kohat 
reveals that as if he has acted as the appellate authority 

instead of the competent authority. The order contains 

that “Punishment awarded in reduction in rank is upheld”.

In plain words, the previous punishment order was not 
warranted to be mentioned in t he order by competent 
authority. By mentioning the previous order, the 

competent authority has verified that the present order of 
punishment is the continuation of the previous order of 
punishment. Thus the authority fell into a material legal 
error.

That by recalling the previous order in the fresh order, the 

competent authority has authenticated that the fresh order 

is not without bias.

e.

f. That the present enquiry should have been given fresh 

start, presuming thereby that the previous enquiry was not 
in existence at all. By recalling the previous enquiry the 

authority fell into a material legal error on one hand and 

by using the word upheld in the order, the authority has 

given the impression that if he has acted in capacity of an 

appellate authority.

That the superdari order was passed in favour of Mufeez, 
but surprisingly complaint was made by his father Irfan. 
During the previous and present enquiry proceeding 

Mufeez remained silent while Irfan played an active role 

against the appellant. Moreover, the enquiry Officer has 

also not touched Mufeez, so that to verify the contents of 
complaint. At this score the enquiry has become legally

g.

P-4
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defective and of no legal effect on the rights of the 

appellant.

h. That the enquiry officer did not afford opportunity to the 

appellant to cross examine the complainant. The enquiry 

officer himself put questions of his choice upon the 

complainant, which is obviously repugnant to the 

principles of law, justice and fair play.

That Art. 1 0-A of the 1973 Constitution of Pakistan has 

ensured fair transparent and independent trial/ enquiry. 
Denial of fair enquiry undoubtedly amounts to denial of 
the fundamental rights of the petitioner thus making the 

enquiry and order doubtful, unlawful and of no legal 
effect.

I.

That the impugned order is null and void because it does 

not fulfill the requirement envisaged under Rules 29 of the 

Fundamental Rules. The said rule has stated that in case of 
reversion to the lower rank the authority is bound to 

mention that for how much period the punishment order 

will remain operative. (Photocopy of the Rules 29 is 

enclosed). Thus by not mentioning the period during 

which the impugned order will remain operative the 

authority has fell into a material legal irregularity and 

made the order void and illegal.

J-

k. That it is the well established practice to deliver findings 

reports alongwith the order of the competent authority but 
the appellant has been only delivered the impugned order.

That the impugned order is based on misreading of 
evidence on record. In fact the petitioner to whom 

superdai was granted by the court was not interested to 

come to police station and collect the vehicle. The 

appellant told him on phone that if he would not collect 
the vehicle, it is likely that the court may revoke its order. 
Intention of the appellant was that the owner of vehicle 

shall collect his vehicle immediately, but unfortunately the 

good gesture of the appellant was taken negatively and 

made the basis of punishment against the appellant.

That the appellant was having no malafide whatsoever on 

his part. Similarly during enquiry as well no malafide of the 

appellant could be established. Hence the appellant is

m.

P-5
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absolutely innocent and the punishment awarded to the 

appellant is unwarranted and legally not justified.

That the punishment order has been awarded without 
observing legal formalities which under the law has made 

the punishment questionable and legally defective.

n.

That the appellant being responsible Police Officer and law 

abiding person cannot imagine to switch over to such 

unlawful, unethical and illegal practices.

o.

That the impugned order is not sustainable in the eyes of 
law, because no allegation whatsoever has been 

established against the appellant during the enquiry 

proceedings. The punishment order is based on whims 

and unfounded grounds, which cant not made the basis of 
punishment. Hence the punishment awarded to the 

appellant is not tenable in the eyes of law deserves to be 

set aside.

P-

PRAYER:

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the impugned order of 
punishment being one sided, arbitrary, harsh, not In 

accordance with law and rules may please be set aside and 

the appellant may be restored to his old position i.e. Sub 

Inspector from the date of reversion with all back benefits 

and any other relief which the Honourable Tribunal deems 

proper.

jyj-
Abdilri Hameed (ASI)

Dated:®4-12-2019.
Through: ^.

Qazi Sajid ud Din Advocate, 
Kohat. -

P-6



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No. /2017.

Abdul Hameed ASI (Appellant)
Versus

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, etc.

(Respondents)

Appeal

AFFIDAVIT

I, Abdul Hameed ASI, presently posted in Elite

Force (KPK) Peshawar do hereby solemnly affirm

that the contents of the appeal is true and

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief

and nothing has been concealed from this

honourable court.

Depement 
Abdul Hameed

rr

Identified by:

Advocate
Distt: Courts Kohat.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No. /201 7.

Abdul Hameed ASI (Appellant)
Versus

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, etc.

(Respondents)

ADDRESS OF THE APRTIES

Appellant:

Abdul Hameed ASI, presently posted in Elite Force (KPK) 
Peshawar.

Respondents:

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.
Deputy Inspector General of police. Kohat Region Kohat. 
District Police Officer Kohat.

2.
3.

Abdul Hameed (ASI)
Dated:o6-12-2019.

Through: j

Qazi Sajid ud Din Advocate, 
Kohat.
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

KGHAT
Tel: 0922-9260116 Fax 9260125

j':

i

f.

ORDER

the dr:pa.rtmental summary'i'his , ci’dcr it; par.sed on
proceedings enquiry against. SI ^Abdul Hamced, SHO PS -KD/), 
hereinafter called uccuacd olTiclul undei i.lic l-Cliybcr P-nUlnunlvliw i.

/•

Police Rules, 1,975 (Arr.ended 2014}.
iFacts are that a complaint of Muhammad Irfan regarding 

hiisuiie of authoi-iiina of (Ur SiiO PS KDA regarding handing over a
on supardari.and legal harassmen* /vehicle to him ordered by the court 

. clektyed.' ■ ' •
DSP HQrs’ kohat wast directed to probe into the matter. T 

enquiry officer vide his report held him guilty of the allegations Icvcied • 
against him.

V • 1C

In the light of complaint and a report of DSP HQrs, Koh.at 
the defaulter officer v'as served with Show Cause Notice under Ruf- 5 
(3) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules 1975 (Amendment 2014), 

.. as under:-
*. ;

.i*.

V

It has bc(. n complained by Irfan resident of KDA Kohat t lal. 
you have harassed him and tried to delay the handing ( ver 
vehicle g'.-anted on supardari by the court in case FIR No. 
212 d.itci 21.08.2018 u/s 40o PPG PS KDA,

He called the complainant on hi's cell number that the 
supardar. order has been revoked: (canceUed (u whieli ihr 
complainant has video recording produced in mer.'.oi"}' ca.'d.

He deliberately played delay tactics -for his pci .- al [ .lin. 
violated ';.he lawful orders of the court and misascd his 
authority, •;

1.

IL

5

?

:•ill.

;

DSP HQrs has conducted a preliminaiy' enquiiy* on the SMS 
complaint Code 20 IS/10-5386 and held him guilty vid' his 
letter No. 876/PA dated 06.11.2018 for the charges leveled 
again.st him.

IV. f.

;■

2

The defaulter submitted reply to the. Show Cause N< lice,
called in OR on 06.11A01S,

w.is 
well'. The 

alsii

f

/yVpcruscd found unsatisfactoiy'. He was
yf'^heard in person, bui failed to explain his position. The complainah 

“ ■~;l=%4aLso called' and heard, who supported his complaint as
.. ■’■■"nici-noiy^acci_j^:.)duced b\' the complainant to enqiiiiy ofncei ..u

examined. i 7i

. - V]1
V

<5^ !
1

!;

■

:
t

'i'
j

■.!

2 r
4

I I



7

y
r

I,

In view of above, and report of DSP HQrs, I reached'tonhc^ 
conclusion that'die defaulter vyillfully delayed handing over a vehi-.le to 
the complainant, harassed and'miss leaded him as a evident from 
audio recording and misused his auLliority, therefore, the defaulce • has 
done sheer misconduct. He has stirring reputation. Therefore, in 
c.xcrcisc of powers conferred upon the undersigned and dispensed with
the general i)rbcccdings, SI Abdul is awarded a__runjoi-
punishment of reduction from the ranlt^f SI to the rank ot ASI 
with immediate effcci.

■I

Announced
06.11.2018i ■

;
Capt. ® Wahid Mi>hmood PSP 

DistrictJPtSlice Officer,
I

? •

. fic?/ '//. 5

•i h. OB No ________
Date /dm ft£■

••V; i

No/OP)PA dated Kohat the 9~//- 2018.
Copy of above to the Reader / Pay o'fficcr/SRC/QH 3 for/ ,

necessary action.

\ >
• i

j

QA2J SAJID-UD-DIN
Ma /-Pol. 3c) llb 

^Retd) SSP

$ •
*. 1

i

I

I . ;
•h.

- ■ - f
i'!ify.

■■■

•“r-

- i
■'i;

V

i-

\

' r--_'L \



\ THE HONORABLE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KOHAT REGION KOHAT

APPEAL UNDER RULE 11 OF THE POLICE RULES 1975 (AMENDED 2014) 
AGAINST IMPUGNED ORDER OF THE W/DPO KOHAT DATED 08.11.2018, 
WHEREIN THE APPELLANT WAS AWARDED MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF 
REDUCTION FROM THE RANK OF SI TO THE RANK OF ASL-----------------------

Sir,
Respectfully it is submitted that the appellant may be allowed to 

submit the following for your kind and sympathetic consideration:-

Facts:
That the appellant was recruited in the rank of ASl in the year 2009.
That the appellant after qualifying necessai^ trainings and courses and due to his 

devotion / dedication in the official work was promoted to the rank of sub 

inspector.
That the appellant due to his keen interest in the official work not only earned 

confidence of his senior Police officers but also earned a number of

1.
2.

3.

commendation certificates and cash reward.
That the appellant while posted as SHO Police station KDA was proceeded 

against departmentally on the basis of allegation that the appellant had harassed 

Muhammad Irfan and tried to delay the handing over vehicle granted to him 

on superdari by the court in case FIR No. 212 dated 21.08.2018 U/S 406 PPC 

PS KDA.

4.

one

further alleged by the competent authority that the appellant for hisIt was
personal gains had called the complainant Irfan on his cell number and falsely 

informed him that the superdari order has been revoked. The competent
hand had violated the courtauthority further alleged that the appellant 

orders while on the other hand the appellant exceeded from his lawful authority /
on one

powers.
That resultantly the worthy DPO Kohat (competent authority) awarded major 

punishment of reduction, from the rank of SI to the rank of ASl with immediate 

effect vide order dated 08.11.2018.
That the impugned order of punishment involves questions of law and facts 

having aggrieved the appellant.
That in view of the mixed questions of law and facts, the impugned order has 

become legally defective and for removal of grievances, the appellant is having 

no option except to exercise his legal right and move appeal against the 

impugned order as has been provided under Rule-11 of the Police Rules 1975 

(Amended-2014).

5.

6.

7.

A



■ll

Grounds:-

A. That the impugned punishment order is not in accordance with law, facts and 

evidence on record.

That in facts, the appellant has never received any charge sheet, statement of
/■

allegation or show cause notice from the worthy competent authority.

That in absence of sen/ice of the charge sheet / statement of allegations and 

show cause notice, no departmental proceedings can be initiated against a 

government servant / police official / policer officer. As such initiation of 

proceedings against the appellant under the law is illegal ab-initio.

That the impugned order does not clearly specify that whether appellant was 

proceeded against the summary proceedings or preliminary proceedings. Thus 

the Impugned order has lost legal force in the eye of law.

That under the law / rules, preliminary enquiry is alien to the police rules-1975 

(Amended-2014). Hence legally speaking no action can be taken nor any 

punishment can be awarded to the police officer/official as a result of preliminary 

enquiry.
That in case if competent authority decides to proceed against a Police 

officer/official in summary proceedings, in this case too the competent authority 

will apprise the defaulter Police official that Police summary proceedings are 

being initiated against him, however, in such a situation the competent authority 

cannot award major punishment. Rule -5 sub Rule-2 clause -II Police Rules 

1975 is very clear in this regard.

That from the impugned punishment order it is not clear that whether against the 

appellant preliminary enquiry or summary enquiry was initiated. Hence, infliction 

of punishment under such circumstances is not approved by law.

If for arguments sake, it is assumed that the punishment was the result of 

summary proceedings, even in this case too vide Rule 5 sub Rule (2) clause (ii) 

of the Police Rules 1975 (Amended-2014) the competent authority is barred from 

awarding major punishment. Hence at this score alone the punishment to the 

appellant has become legally nul and void.

That the impugned order is nul and void because it does not fulfill the 

requirement envisaged under Rule 29 of the Fundamental Rules. The said rule 

has stated that in case of reversion to the lower rank the authority is bound to 

mention that for how much period the punishment order will remain operative. 

(Photo copy of the rule-29 is enclosed).

That the impugned order is based on misreading of evidence on record. In fact 

the applicant to whom superdah was granted by the court was not interested to 

come to Police station and collect the vehicle. The appellant told him on phone 

that if he would not collect the vehicle, it is likely that the court may revoke its 

order. Intention of the appellant was that the appellant shall collect his vehicle 

immediately.

That the appellant was having no malafide whatsoever, on his part.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.

H.

J.



a:
^K. That being (SHO) responsible police officers, the appellant was conscience 

about the fact that due to the scarcity of place for the vehicles in the police 

station and to absolve from the responsibility of looking after the vehicle being 

already released on superdari, the appellant was making effort for its delivery to 

the person to whom superdari was allowed, without further delay.

That the appellant has not been afforded opportunity to defend himself.

That the punishment order has been awarded without observing legal formalities 

which has made the punishment order questionable and legally defective.

That on 05.11.2018 FIR No. 302 U/Ss 506, 186, 189, 34 PPC was registered in 

PS KDA. Due to the efforts of the appellant one accused was arrested on the 

same day of registration of the case while the next day i.e 06.11.2018 two 

accused succeeded to surrender before the court and got Bail Before arrest. The 

BBA also annoyed the W/DPO Kohat and awarded the appellant.punishment of 

censure vide order dated 06.11.2018. Such an action reflects that the authority 

was bent upon to punish the appellant at any cost.

That the appellant being responsible Police officer and law abiding person cannot 

imagine to switch over to unlawful and illegal practices.

That the punishment awarded to the appellant is neither warranted under the law 

nor rules / facts.

Praver:-

L.

M.

N.

O.

P.

It is therefore, prayed that the punishment order being not in accordance 

with law / rules / fact and based on misreading of the evidence may be set aside 

in the great interest of law / justice. The appellant may be reinstated on his old 

position i.e sub inspector. The appellant shall be highly obliged.

Yours obediently

Abdul Hameed SI
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POLICE DEPTT: KOPIAT REGION

ORDER.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by 

ASI Abdul Plameed, the then SI/SHO PS KDA of Operation Staff Kohat against the 

punishment order, passed by DPO Kohat vide OB No. 1181, dated 08.11.2018, whereby ; 
he was awarded major punishmenfof reduction from the rank of SI to ASI.

Facts of the departmental proceedings were diai one Muhammad 

' Irfan lodged SMS complaint to ,Inspector General of Police, Kliyber Paklrtunkliwa 

wherein he complained that the appellant had harassed him and tried to delay in handing 

over the vehicle granted to him on superdari by the Court of law in case FIR No. 212, 

dated 21.08.2018 u/s 406 PPC PS KDA Kohat.

» He preferred an appeal to the undersigned, upon which comments 

were obtained from DPO Kohat and his service record was perused. Fie was also heard in 

person in Orderly Room, held in this office on 26.12.2018. During hearing, he did not 

advance any plausible explanation in his defense.

Going tlrrough the available, record, L have reached to the 

conclusion that despite clear cut directives / order of the court, he did net comply Vv^ith it 
and delayed to hand over the vehicle, to its legal owner wnich shows his rnalafde and 

misconduct. His appeal being devoid of merit is hereby reje:Ud.

Order Announced 
26.12.2018

(MUHAMMAD/IJ.i'Z KHAN) PSP 
C^Region PolicaWficer,

/2018.iW- /EC, dated Kohat the
Copy far information and necessary action to the District Police 

Officer, Kohat w/r to his office Memo: No. 27156/LB, Qated^l2.12.2018. Flis Service 
Record containing Two Service Books & Fauji Missal^ / Enquiry File is returned

No.

herewith.

\f

(MUHAMMAD l^Ti^ IH-IAN) PSP 
. <:^^egionPoU\'^fficer,

• KolmtRe'^ion.
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k^v\ fX Q0/ \
i/iV'^.^■ OKRCK Oi- I IIK 

INSPKC rOU CKNKUAL OK fOKiCK 
KlIYItKK KAKirniNKlIVVA 

I'KSUAVVAU.
/i‘>. ikilci! IV’shawiir !lk: /-'^//,'■’() I‘J.

Oi fe.IS rl;15w
No, S/i;

I I : , ORDKU

i 'I'lii-s O'ticr will dispose: oflhc l-lcvision i’clilion prcl'crrai by ASI Abdiii Uaniced No. IIV/K 
(tlu: (hen SI) under,lAilc I 1-A orivhyher I'akhiunkhw'a Police Kales lb7S (amended l-’OM) aioiinsi die oial 
or,his reduclion from ihc-rank ol'Si to ASI passed by District Police Oflicer. Kcdiat vide OR Nea 1 I Si. dated 
08U1.201S.

: I
:l

er

I

I he bricb yet relevant, lacl.s. ol'thc case arc that penalty ofreduetion from tlic rank ofS! to ASI 
; was imposed on petitioner by Dislricl I’oliee Dl'ltccr. Kohal vide OR N(). MSI. daied OS.II.POIS on (he 

Ibllowinp, allegalions:-i

■!

(i)a llejWliiii: pccsleti as SIK) Poliia: S’alioii I'-.!‘.A Kolial, it has biaai 
ol'KpA Kohal ihalPhe appellant has liaras.sed him and tried to delay the handinj’. over vehicle 
granted o\\ superdari byMhe coiii-i in ease IdK No, 2i:',. dated dPOSk.POlS ii/s -'bb PPM Police 
Station KOA Kohal.

I

llci called the eeimplainanl on 
cancelled to which the complamani has \ddco I'ccording produced in memory card), 
ffc deliberately played delay tactics fiii- hi.s personal gain, violated the lawful orders tii’the 
court'and misused his authority!
DSIVflOrs: has eonducted a preiimintary eiK]uiry on the SMS complaint code POl S/1 ()-S3S6 
and held him guilty vide his letter No. S76/PA. dated 06.1 1.20IS,

1 iiU'd bv bfa'ii rcsidcnlvUMlip
i:

li
\■j

(ii) las cell nu.mber liial (he superdari order has been revoked)1,
(iii)

r

(iv)l!

llis appeal was rcicclcd by Kcgional Police Oflicer. Kohal vide order Rndsl: No. I .'PAS 7/1 If.:,
dated 31.12.2018. “1

i, Oiv 13.03.2019. the meelmg.'(if-Appellate Roard was held at C'PO Pcsitawar. wherein the
pciitioricr \X'as present and heard in person.

! I he appellant has been awarded niajor punishment oi'rcduelion i'rom the rank of SI
DPO, Kohal withpuf proper regular deparlmcnial inquiry, lie has been awarded punishment in a summary 
proceedings. Perusal of the record, appeal and verbal eonlcntions oflhc; appellant warrant lenient view.

I I iiercjl'orc. dc-riovo enciuiry be eonciueled as tlcjiarlniemal enciuiry was faiilly. 1 !is inini.slnnem

U-) ASI by

li

■ !; is held in abeyance. 1

I hi.s order is i.ssucd with the approval by the Competent Aiinhority.

' t-I

(DU. MUnAM.MAD ARID KHAN) ihSP
Deputy Inspector Oeneral ofJ’olice. llOrs; 

f or Inspector Ciencral of Police. 
Khybcr lAikhiunkhwa. Peshawar,

I

■1

I

k'!•
t.

N. . S/ /19.
I (

Copy of the above is forwarded to the;

1. .Kcgional I'oiiee (.iflieer. Kt)hal.^02-Serviee RiH)ks. baiiji Missal l eiU|niry file: and O'l tilt
Mem(>ry f aril ol the above nanuai oflicer ivveived vide your ofliei' Memo; No, ! 
dated ..10.0,A.;’0! 9 is returned herewith for youi

2. Disiriei Poliee ()riieei'. Kohal,
PSO to ICiVKliyber Pakh(unkh\v;i. CPO Pe.sli; 
i’A to AddI: KllVllM>rs; Khybcr Paklilunkliwa. Peshawar.
RA to DIG/ilQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesh;

6. ' i’A to AlC/Rcgal. Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa,.Peshawar.
7.,.Ornce Supdt; R-Ili. C,PO. Peshawar.

if

u;e iceoiel.■ o

3. avvar.
d.1'

5, ivvar.

V '

QA21 SAJID
MA fPoi. 3c) LLB

(Retd)^SP
Kohat

■>

y.
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OVVICK OF THE 
rOK (iEINEUAL OF POIJCE 

KMYBER PAKH rUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

• /19, dated Peshawar the

INS

/J. l^^/2{)]9'l

ORDER

This irderTmL dispose of'lhe Revision Petition prelerred by ASI Abdul Hamcctl No. IIV/K 
{tile then SI) under■l^hl’e^tTi^A of Khyber I*ak'htunkhwa Police Rulesd975 (amended 2014) against the order 

ol'lhis reduction iron'-nhe rank of SI to ASI passed'by liistrict Police OCncer. Kohal vide Oli No. 1181. dated 
081,11.2018. ! j . i: 1

■fhe hrief, yet relevant facts, of the ease are that penalty of reduction Ironi the rank of Si to AS! 
wajTimposed on petillohcr by District Police' Officer,: Kohat vide OB No. 1181, dated 08.11.2018 on the 

Ibwwing allegations;- T.i ' i

lie whi e posted as SMO Police Station KDA Kohat, it has been complained by Irian resident 
of <.l|)A Kohat that'the appellant has harassed him and tried to delay the handing over vehicle 
granled'on superdari by the court in case FIR No. 212, dated 21.08.2018 u/s 406 PPO i\)!iee 

Station KDA Kohat. ' •
i ■ ■ ■ i ' ■

I-Icj called the coniplainant on his cell; number that the superdari order has been revoked 
cancelled to which the complainant has video recording produced in memory card). 
flcAleliberately played delay tactics for his personal gain, violated the lawful orders ol'the 
eoLirtund misused his authority.
DSP/IfQrs: has conducted a preliminary enquiry on the SMS complaint eotic 2018/10-5386 
and held him guilty vide his letter No. 876/PA, dated 06.1 1.2018.

(i)'’t

I-

(ii)f -
(iii)

iv)

Ilis appeal was rejected by Regional Police Officer. Kohat vide order 1/ndst; No. 13387/1.'!(2
dated 31^.2018.! i

; ij OiT 1;3.()3.2019. the meeting of Appellate Board was held at CPO I’cshawar, wherein the 
pctilio^ was present and heard in person. |

Jr : fhe appellang has been-awarded major punishment of reduction from the rank of SI to AS! by
Kohat without proper regular dcpartnicntcil .inquiry. He has. been awarded punishment in a summary 

proceedings. Perusal of the record,.appeal and verbal contentions of the appellant warrant lenient view.
i , I rhcrclqre. de-novo' enquiry be conducted as departmental enquiry was faulty. Ilis punishment

TO

is held in abeyance. i
rhis order is issued with the approval by the Competent Authority.

. ( I ■

(DU. MUHAMMAD ARID KHAN) PSP
Deputy Inspector Ceneral ol' Police. IIQrs: 

For Inspector (Icneral oi'Police. 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.i , ;

.i No. S/ /19,

Copy of the above is forwarded to the: !
1. I Regional Police Officer. Kohat. j02-Serviee Books. Fauji Missal ' enquiry file and Od GB 

^ Memory Card of the above named ofneer received vide your office Memo; No. i.599/I/C, 
; dated 20.02.2019 is returned herewith for your ofHee record.

2. f District Police Officer, Kohat. , ; '
3. ' PS() to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. (/PO Peshawar.
4. ; PA to Addl: IGP/llQi's: KhybeTlAikhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. i PA'to DIG/I IQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhiva, Peshawar..
6. : pX |to AIG/Uegal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.'.
7. ! 0:ITiec Supdt: FTIII, CPO, Peshawar. I , .

j.
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Office of the 

District Police Officer, 

Kohat

CHARGE smtsv
i.KOHAT as rnm ® ^AHIP MEHMOOD. DISTRICT POLICE OFPtr.ten
as compcient auihoriiy under Khy^r Pakhtunkhwa---------

ZrRuf=fl975 ‘ “''“""“i""* »i'hiP *« ™."lng =r Rule 3 of the

Police Rules

L He while posted as SHO PS KDA Kohat, it has been 

complained by Irfan resident of KDA Kohat that you have 
harassed him and tried to delay the handing ouer vehicle 
granted on supardon by the court in case Pm Ko, 212 dated 
21,08,201S u/s -lOaPPCPS/OM,

He called the complotnonc on his ccW number that the 
supardari order has been revoked f^ncelled to lohich the 
compfainant has video recording produced in memory card.

He deixberaiely played delay tocfrcs for his personal gain. 
violated the lawful orders of the court and misused his 
authority.

DSP HQrs has conducted a preliminary enquiry on the SMS 
complaint Code 2018/ }0~538S and held him guilty vide his 
tetter No. 870/PA dated 06.11,2028 for the charges ieweled 
against him.

By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of 

misconduct under Rule 3 of the Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable to 

alt or any of the penalties specified in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.

it

at

iv.

2.

You arc, therefore, required to submit your wiittcn 

statement within 07days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry 

ofllcer.

3.

Your written defense if any should reach the Enquiry OfTiccr 

within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed^ 

defense to put in and cx-partc action shall be taken against 3fou.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

X you have no

4.

>

QAZI.SAJID-UD-Dll®^'^^''
MA (F^ol, 3c) LLB 

feetd):sSP 
Advocate Kohat



Office of the 

District Police Officer, 

Kohat
'DatecC^S.z&.i/zotgXo VTA

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

1. CAPT WAHIP_________ mehmood. district police
7^ , ^ competent authonty. am of the opinion that you Offi SI
Ab^ttl Ifameed No> X17^K have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded 

against departmenlalVy under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule 1975 
^Amendment 2014^ as you have committed the following acts/omissions.

STATtaHEHT OP ALLEGATIONS
He while posted as SHO PS KDA Kohatf it has been 
cx>mptainedi by Irfan resident of KDA Kohat that ymi 
have harassed him and tried to delay the handing over 
vehicle granted on supardari by the court m case FIK 
No, 212 dated 21.08.2018 u/s 406 PPC PS KDA.
He called the complainant on his cell number that the 
supardari order has been revolced (cancelled to wh^ 
the complainant has video recording produced in 
memory card.
He deliherafeli/ played delay tactics for his personal 
gain, violated the laiv/ul orders of the court and 
misused his authority.
DSP HQrs has conducted a preliminary enquiry on the 
SMS complaint Code 20JS/20-S386 and held him gui7t^ 
vide his letter No. 876/PA dated 06.11.2018 for the 
charges leveled against him.

I.

it.Z
D-DIN

3c) LLB
(5etd) ssr 

Advocate '<nhat nil

For the purpose of scrutinmng the conduct of said 
accused with reference to the above allegations iss
appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer shall in accordance with 
provision of the Police Rule-1975. provide reasonable opportunity of heanng to 
the accused official, record his findings and make, within twenty five days of 
the receipt of this order, recommendations as to p 
appropriate action against the accused official.

The accused official shall join ^ he p 
date, lime and place fixed by the enquity officer.

2.

Ishment or other

;eedmg on die

, -ICE OFFICER,DisnucT
datcd.^^I_£j= /2019.No

Copy of above lo:- ,
SPFO Saddar. Kohat:- The Enquiry Officer for mtuacing denoTO 
enquiry proceedings against the accused officer and submit the 
findings report at earliest.
The ofUcer:* with the dimciions to appear before me
Enquiry Officer, on the date, time and place fixed by him, for the 
niiroose of denovo enquiry proceedings.

1.

2.
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OFFICE OF THE
district police officer,

KOHAT
Tol: 0022^9260116 Fax 9260125 

/! VI eluted Kohat the

• o

'■(pi :'i; a.
■ ^• y ■ u - iM.

irNo / /2019

P R D E R ^^1

fi

, ss«;T“sH:9=aSi;i==-'--s
Die esbe ili;: I facis ariaincj of tiic case oro that - 
He while po: led es SHO PS KUA'Kohat, il has beeh complaihed
inT to dlh! iT I him and
Ui<M [o ck la\ tlu:,‘ h,-iiulin(j ou(.r v<;hicle (jranlod on supardnri bv tho
court ,n case FIR No. 212 dated 21.08,2018 u/s 406 PPG PS KD^'
He called, ih j
order has^b

;r: ^
I.

ji /

£'II. cciaplaiaanl on his coll mimhor th;.il llie 
(•• en revoked (cancelled to which the 

ig pioducod in memory card.
He delibu.ra.ely played delay laotics for his personal 

the lawful ok ers ol the 
DSP HQ.Tj

•v". .supardarl 
coniplainant has T'

video record
■ fi;£gain, violated

coLid and misused his authority

«o B7e,P»„|„, 06 „ 20« *0 00,,geo ,.".,1^ “

IV T-
I
h-
r '

W/ Inspector Geneml T Pr o°' 12.04,2019 of
deparlinuntnl prorpryiirr!■ ini'ihT 1 akhtunkhwa, Peshawar, a denovo

oSheet alo,i,-,wi h slat an tP of iiy p ^ ''•’ =°'''iPelent authority. Charge
accused ofneia, ^o^TTJated T; TP"'" 

oppoitiinity of defense )v FO The ='ad .afforded ample
■ charges vide finding ^.f „ Tncpiiry officT"" ' '

on Oa.Oe.oyT'TheaTlTTTmfhu; TVTdl

yAsT;:j;:Ti^mTyrTThT:uTr"“^y'y""''°™--^ ■
justified. ' ' I ‘ • Tme.ni of icd.uction in lank awnrded is

. d

y-;
ki

) ■!,

of enquiry ofTT ^ "" T!.T""T" ' "^'’^od with the finding
.he rule/ibid 1, Ca^® ThTol, TysTct Tj!-

. punishment awarded ied: iction in rank is upheld, with TnTPafTffecy 
Announced ■ . \ V

.V-
It

03.06.2Q1R

D1STRICTJ3<5ucE officer 
KOHAT TS

Vn,

•?----

6-^
OB No.__
Date f H

No

f t--'
tf:

^ 6 .• /2Pir-

J P/. d: ted Kohat the /-
Copy of above to the;-...
District ^olicu Officor, Karak
Real or. Pay officor, SRC aiul OHC fo^^ossary action.

'Vi:<T-. .»v

,i. ■ f pn
1 ■ !■

■A ■ ,\ O

,2019. I
1.

■T
■;l'

QAZI SAJID^ISD-DIN
MA (Pol. 3c) LLB 

(Retd) SSr 
Advocate Kohat

I'T
I



office OF THE 
DiSTillCT POLICE OFFICER.

kov-iat
926011^ Fax 9260125 

/2019

>

i1r'. TgI: 0322- 

/PA dnWd tiohid Oic —
i

t *•
No

() R P ^ H joceedir>gi> 
Ihe Khybef

depadiTient^' P
Karak under,s o.'Jer wll dispose o( de-novo

3,j,„nsl ASl Abdu' Hameefi serving
Police Rules, 1975 (amendmenl 2C1 0

The essenliBl fads arising of Ihe case are idat - ^o^piamed
posted as SHO , anp

.liar resiaenl of KDA Kohat t . .^Qranted cn 
mex 10 delay the handing 20'a o/s 406 P'’'- PS KDA
'.,01,d ,n case FIR No 212 dated 21 08 20^ 8^^^^ ^

he called the ,o which the complainant

\Mdeo lecciamg produced in ^ personal gam
He del,cerate,V played ^ This authority

.awtui orders of the coiir^and on
nsp POrs nas conducted a Pf^lim \ letter

„„ ,204.20,9 o,
In coinpiiance vMth pairhtunkhwa Peshawar, a dehovo

,;^.y,i,iiv,,intai procot^olngs me competed authority Charge
,< .l ai . .lb appointed as enqu ry issued to the accused official The

,1 , Iionuwiil- statement of '>^^9^1' proceedings and afforded ample

‘•“'rr™ .“uSoito?».4 "O'" 99,n, oi loe

•i<l. Jl
;i,rknwa

•V;ffr
I

i

t- V

has
t-
tviolatsd
\

II the SMS

r ' nspecior
’ i

V1. T uUSfrlO Olf'Ciai -vVOS
-pcojiiinuy of ottehn>e oy
^nargesvide firid ngol tna enqu^nr^of ice^^

' 2019'''ncf heard in person, but he failed to submit any plausiols 
"?nn°to his qross professional misconduct. Qenovo inquiry proves guilt 

T ASl'An^marn^o nence the punishment of r, duction m 'ank awarded s

iStifieG

• I

•Vf
i

in vi-w of me above and available reco.d, 1 agreed with the finding 
4 ,, nffirei therefore, in exercise of powers conferred upon me under

'Te''ruies Ibid I Capt. ® Wahid Mehmood, District F^e Officer Kohat tne 

> nishment awarded reduction in rank is upheld with tlnm'^diate effect.

Announced
(L- psj^yib

DlSTRlCT,XjtlCE OFFICER. 

KOHAT >/,-
/
iOB IMo. J 

Dat« ^ t C> . /2019

:4A-/Jii£i.daled,KQlialil:i£./S.' 6v .^2019.iiLl
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THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KOHAT

APPEAL UNDER RULE 11 OF THE POLICE RULES 1975
(AMENDED 2014) AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF THE
DPO KOHAT VIDE ORDER BOOK NO.101 DT:18-6-2019.
WHEREIN THE MAIOR PUNISHMENT REDUCTION FROM THE
RANK OF SUB INSPECTOR TO THE RANK OF ASSTT: SUB
INSPECTOR UPHELD WITHOUT ANY LEGAL lUSTIFICATIQN.

Respected Sir

Respectfully, the appellant may be allowed to submit the 

following for your kind and sympathetic consideration;-

FACTS:

That the appellant was recruited in the ranks of AS I in the 

year 2009.
1.

That the appellant after qualifying necessary trainings and 

courses and due to his devotion and dedication in the 

official work was promoted to the rank of Sub inspector.

2.

That the appellant due to his keen interest in the official
f

work not only earned confidence of his senior Police 

Officers, but also earned a number of commendation 

certificates and cash rewards.

3.

That the appellant while posted as SHO Police Station KDA 

was proceeded against departmental on the basis of 
allegation that the appellant had harassed one Muhammad 

Mufeez son of Irfan owner of vehicle, who was granted 

superdari by the court in case FIR No.201 2 dt;21-8-2018 

U/S 406 PS KDA, Kohat.-

4.

It was further added by the competent authority that the 

appellant for his personal gains had called the complainant 
Irfan on his cell number and falsely informed him that the 

superdari order has been revoked. The competent 
authority further alleged that the appellant on one hand



(4
A-

A had violated the court orders while on the other hand the 

appellant'exceeded from his’ lawful authority / Prowers.

That against the appellant summary proceedings were 

initiated which resulted into the major punishment of 
reduction from the rank of SI to the rank of ASI vide order 

dt:08-l 1-2018.

5.

That since the punishment order involved a rnember of 
legal and factual questions, therefore, departmental appeal 
was preferred by the appellant before the worthy DIG 

Kohat Region Kohat but it was rejected vide No.1 3387/EC 

dt:31-12-2018.

6.

That thereafter the appellant filed a review / Revision 

Petition before the worthy Inspector General of Police KPK. 
He vide his order No.1146 dt:l 2-4-201 9 was pleased to 

hold the punishment of reduction from the rank of SI to 

the Rank of ASI in abeyance and denove enquiry was 

ordered to be conducted.

7.

That after conclusion of the denove enquiry, the Worthy 

DPO Kohat ordered the punishment of reduction from the 

rank of SI to the rank of ASI vide order dt:l 8-6-201 9.

8.

That even the fresh enquiry against the appellant and 

order of the worthy DPO Kohat suffer from legal and 

factual short coming. Thus the appellant has serious 

reservation on both the inquiry and the impugned order.

9.

That following are some of the grounds of appeal, which 

may kindly be considered sympathetically and in line with 

the legal perspective:-

10.

GROUNDS:

That the impugned punishment order is not in accordance 

with law, facts and evidence on record.
a.



' )

I
b. That the appellant was again not provided opportunity to 

defend himself during the enquiry proceedings.

That the enquiry officer only called for written report from 

the appellant and the complainant but did not provide 

opportunity to cross examine the complainant. Such a 

lacuna amounts to gross illegality because it is the 

inherent and fundamental right of the appellant to cross 

examine himself all those witness who have deposed 

against the appellant. Denial of cross examination of the 

witness amounts to denial of fair trial on one hand and 

denial of fair justice on the others.

c.

d. That the impugned order of the Worthy DPO Kohat also 

contains a number of legal flaws and infirmities because if 
it is perused, it will reflect that the competent authority 

acted as the appellate authority. It was required that fresh 

order of punishment
mentioned/recorded in the impugned order but instead it 
was mentioned that “punishment awarded reduction in 

rank is upheld” meaning thereby that the impugned order 

is merely continuation of the old order which is a serious 

legal irregularity. Thus part of order shows that as if order 

was issued by the appellant authority instead of the 

competent authority.

should have been

That the enquiry should- have been given fresh start 
presuming thereby that the previous enquiry was not in 

existence at all. Thus the competent authority has fell into 

a material legal errors.

e.

f. That while denove inquiry was ordered by the Provincial 
Chief then reference to the old punishment was not 
required. Reference to the old punishment reflects bias 

and ill will against the appellant.

That the appellant has not been afforded opportunity to 

defend himself during the inquiry proceedings.
g.

I
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h. That the punishment order has been awarded without 
observing legal formalities, which under the law has made 

the punishment order questionable and legally defective.

/

That on 05-11-2018 FIR No.302 U/Ss 506/186/189/34 

PPC was registered in PS KDA. Due to the efforts of the 

appellant one accused was arrested on the same day of 
registration of the case while the next day i.e. 1 6-11 -201 8 

two accused succeeded to surrender before the court and 

got bail before arrest. The BBA also annoyed the Worthy 

DPO Kohat and awarded the appellant punishment of 
censure vide order dt:l 6-1 1 -201 8. Such an action reflects 

that the authority was bent upon to punish the appellant at 
any cost.

That the appellant being responsible Police Officer and law 

abiding person cannot imagine to switch over to unlawful, 
unethical and illegal practices.

J-

k. That punishment awarded to the appellant is neither 

warranted under the law nor rules / facts.

PRAYER:

In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that the impugned 

order dt: 18-6-2019 being harsh, one sided, arbitrary, not 
accordance with law, rules and facts of record may be set aside 

in the great interest of law and justice. The appellant may kindly 

be restored to his old position i.e. Sub Inspector with all back 

benefits from the date of the impugned order. The appellant will 
pray for your long life and prosperity for this act of kindness.

Yours obediently

Dated; -07-2019.
Abdul Hameed
ASI
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