.‘ 23.042020 . Due to public holiday on account of COVID-19, the case
| to come up for the same on 29.07.2020 before S.B.
Reader
- 29.07.2020 None for the appellant is present at the moment i.e 03:15

P. M On Iast date, case was ad]ourned due to spread of COVID-
19 Pandemic, therefore, appellant as well as his counsel be
|ssued notices for 21.10.2020. File to come up for preliminary

hearing before S.B\ i . ' </\

.

(MUHAM MADMAL KHAN)
MEMBER

) 21.104.‘2(.)20' ; Appellant is present in person.

Since the Members of the High Court’ as well as of the -
District Bar Association Peshawar are observmg stnke today
therefore the case is adjourned to 24.12. 2020 oz: which date
. to come up for preliminary hearing before S.B. T

5] | . (Muhammad Jam .
Member (Judicial)

24.12.2020 - - Appellant in person present. . .

‘ ~ Requests for withdrawal of instant appeal as largef \l“/

portlon of his grievance has been redressed.
Dismissed as withdrawn. File be con5|gned to the

x record room. - : ' | S
A W,

> : : Chairman

A

ANNOUNCED
. 21.12.2020



N ]

f Form- A -
v . . .
"o - FORM OF ORDER SHEET
i ' _ ‘
K Court of : ‘
| Case No.- 86‘/2) /2020
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signaturé of judge
: proceedings ' '
1 2 3
1 10/02/2020 ‘Thg appeal of Mr. Mukhtiar Hussain presented today by Syed
Mudassir Pirzada Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and
put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order pleése. decrq,a’Se
oo ¥REGISTRAR
2_' ‘ This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be
' put up there on "8/03/3‘03'0 -
CHAIRMAN
18.03.2020 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present and seeks

123.04.2020 before S.B.

adjournment as learned counsel for the appellant is not

available. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary hearing on

Member 4

WREE
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Service Appeal g g’g 2020

Mukhtiar Hussain S/o Said Rehman Ex-IHC No-672 Kohat

1

(Appellant)

VERSUS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.

L2, DEAP"UTY' INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT
‘3. . DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. (Respondent)
\
INDEX
Sr Description of Documents | Annexure | Page
No |- A
1 Memo of Appeal 1-4
2 Affidavit . 5
3 | Address of the Parties B
4 Copy of impugned Order dated 17- 09 2019. A I
5 Copy Charge Sheet dated 24 08- 2019 along with reply B . 8__(,
6 Copyof FIR's - ° C. ‘0"3
7 Copy'jof Departmental representation dated 09-10-2019 D t'q--.lé
8 Copy of Judicial Enquiry letters : E V‘""TE).
10" | Wakalatnama .

Date _/D 102/ 2005 -

o8
pellant

N ThroughA

Syed Mudasir P4
Advocate HC
. 0345-9645854
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- aoEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Mukhtiar Hussain S{o Said Rehman Ex-IHC No-672 Kohat

(Appeliant)

VERSUS gt
1. .INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR. Prary No. M
2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION Koﬁﬁ{?"w&d
3.  DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. (Respondent)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 16-09-2019-
2019-VIDE OB-NO 1127 IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT NO:-3 WITHOUT ANY
PROPER DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY DIRECTLY AWARD THE MAJOR
PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT
THE APPELLANT PREFERRED DEPARTMENTAL REPRESENTATION
DATED 09-10-2020 BUT THE SAME WAS NOT ENTERTAIN NOR CONSIDER
TILL DATE.

Respectfully Sheweth,

/
With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant on the

following grounds:-

1:-Briefly facts as per impugned order is that on 24-08-2019 the appeliant
along with PASI Muhammad Hanif apprehended one accused Muhammad Asim
Ameen S/o Ameen Gul R/o Kamal Khel Kohat who were wanted in different
criminal cases vide FIR No 1236 dated 24-08-2019 U/s 382 PPC PS MRS and
. brought to police station MRS and the appellant along with above named official

“did not make proper body search of the accused and let him to sit in side room
where the accused allegedly committed suicide with arms in custody /presence
in police station and case FIR No:-1239 dated 24-08-2019 U/S 325 PPC MRS
was registered against the deceased(Copy of Impugned order is annexed as
annexure A)

A

That on the above allegation the appeliant was served with only a charge sheet
which was accordingly replied but was not considered and without following the
proper enquiry rules directly held guilty the appellant by respondent No-3
without conducting proper general enquiry dismissed the services of the
appellant and just on the basis of hype of social media as well as the social
media pressure issued the impugned order(Copy of charge Sheet and reply is
“annexed as annexure B) |

That by the virtue of hype of social media pressure took by the respondent No-3
as mentioned in the impugned order an exparte departmental proceedings were



A

- g 'condpcted against the appellant’s V\'/hich culminated in passing the impugned

order .

That the appellant had a good service record and never ever become guilty of
any misconduct or become in efficient officer as the appellant had properly
apprehended the deceased accused and proper body searched were made and
during body search nothing was rec’overed from the personal possession of the
deceased accused .

That the deceased accused along with case property (the Rikshaw ) ‘apprehended
- by appellant who did not resisted his arrestment before the appellant was

arrested and took him to police station and was handed over to the moharrar of

" Police station and the deceased accused was for the purpose of interrogation ,

by the SHO direction the accused were seated in side-room and then after the
accused requested for proper switching off the case prpperty and the accused
took the weapon from the secrete cavity of the rikshaw and committed suicide
(Copy of FIR is annexed as annexure C) .

That appellant was served with the charge sheet along with statement of
allegation and the appellant had properly submitted his reply which was
deliberately not consider nor discussed in impugned order and an ex-partly

proceeding were conducted against the appellant. !

. That there is nothing is on the record which connect the appellant with the
_allegation nor proved and the appellant is blessed with impugned punishment
which not warranted by law. (

That the respondent No-3 wrongly assessed the facts and evidence on the
record as offences against person are inevitable and are beyond the control of
human being control on crimes against property is the main criteria for Judging
the efficiency and professionalism of a police officer and the appellant
successfully worked out a robbery case reported against unknown accused and
also arrested the accused and recovered case property (Rikshaw).

2

That an unjust has been done with the appeliant by not giving ample opportunity
of cross examination as well as not heard in person nor properly enquired the
allegation and ex-partly proceedings conducted against the appellant without

" probing held guilty the appellant without following the prescribed rules relating

to enquiry proceedings as per Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014).

e

That nothing has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt that the appellant
has committed any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police departmg‘ﬁi;t.

That there are numerous good entries in the service record of the appellant

which t:ould be verified but this fact has not been taken in consideration whife

awarding the major punishment which is against to the canon of justice.

. .A

B -

oA



- 44, That the appellant was neither provided an opportunity to cross examine the
witnesses nor to produce defense evidence and the enquiry proceedings’
accordingly defective. Furthermore the requirements of rules regarding énquiry
have not been observed while awarding the impugned punishment.

That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order prefer
- departmental representation on dated 09-10-2019 which was not consider till to
date (Copy of departmental representation is annexed as annexure D)

‘That the appellant 'dragged unnecessarily into litigation which is clearly
mentioned in 2008 SCMR 725. A |

That while awarding the impugned major punishment the enquiry report has not
been given to the appellant which is very much necessary as per 1991 PLC CS
706 & PLC 1991 584. ‘

Grounds:

a. . That no enquiry has been conducted none from the general bublic was

| examined in support of the charges leveled against the appellant. No
alleg'ation mentioned above are practiced by the appellant nor proved
against any cogent reason against the appellant.

b.  That the appellant was neither intimated nor informed by ahy source of
medium regarding enquiry proceedings for any disciplinary action which
shows bias on the part of respondents above even though the no
statement of Station Head Officer was not recorded till to date regarding
the actual crux butin vain

C. That the appellant was not heard in person nor called in orderly room and
falsely mentioned in the impugned order that the appellant was called
because the when the expertly proceedings were conducted then how
could it possible that the appellant was heard and called for orderly room
which does not appeal to a prudent mind .

.d. That at the time of incident of deceased accused in PS MRS ASP Saddar was
also present in PS but his statement were also not recorded till to date '

e.  That it is very stonishing that the Respondent No-3 refer the matter to
Judicial enquiry and Judicial Magistrate on dated 06-09-2019 which is still
in progress then how the respondent No-3 held guilty the appellant until
and unless no judicial enquiry findings announced uptill now and in the.
absence of Judicial Order how respondent No-3 issued impugned order
(Copy of letters for Judicial enquiry is annexed as annexure E)

f. That it is not ascertainable that what element had promoted the competent
authority to award punishment to the appellant in hasty manner.



Pray:

Date_/0 1 212620

That as per the cons"citutipr! of Islamic Republic Of Pakistan clearly speaks
about the fundamental rightsi‘that the. fair and transparent enquiry is the
right of any employee. -

?That the punishment is harsh in nature and the appellant is vexed for

undone single offence which IS agalnst the constitution of Islamlc republic
of Pakistan1973. St '

. That the appellant is honest and dedicated one and leave no stone

unturned to discharge his duties. ,

_That as per universal declaration of human rights 1948 prohibits the

arbitral / discretion.

That the 'Responderit No-3 has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is
apparent from the impugned order. '

L3

That the impugned order is not based on sound reasons and same is not

sustainable in the eyes of law. The same is based on wrong assumption of
* facts. ‘

That the departmental enquiry was not conducted according to the rules.’

That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture.

In the view of above circumstancéé it is humbly prayed that the

imp’ugnéd order of Respondent No-3 dated 17-09-2019 Kohat may please be
set asnde for the end of justice and the appellant may please be graciously re-
instate in service with all back beneﬁts

Through

Advocate HC
0345-9645854

Certlflcate -

Certified that no such like appeal has earlier been filed in this Hon able Service trlbunal as
per instruction of my client.

List of Books

1:- Constitution of Pakistan'1973

2:- Police Rules

13- Case Law according to need.
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. g BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR .

Service Appeal . 2020
\ .

AFFIDAVIT

|, Syed Mudasir Pirzada Advocate as
per instrﬂction of my client do here by
solemnly affirm and declare that all the
contents vof accompanying service
appeal are true and _correct to the best
of my kﬁbwledge and belief and
nothing has been concealed from this

Honorable Tribunal. '

' | 7

.l y
s.ﬁ//&:")‘d’O
o Advocate .
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. 4BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Mukhtiar Hussain Sfo Said Rehman Ex-IHC No-672 Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS
1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.
2., - DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

3 DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. ‘ ' (Respondent)

'ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT -

Mukhtiar Hussain S/0 Said Rehman Ex-IHC No-672 Kohat

RESPONDENTS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT |

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. : .

Through J

L

Date _£O 1al 2020  \ S Syed Mudasir Pizada
. Advocate PHC .
' 0345-9645854
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This order is passed on the ‘deba_rtmental enquiry against HC Mukhtiar
Hussain No. 672 (hereinafter called accused official) under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Police ~ules, 1975.(amendment 2014). '

Brief facts of the case are that on 24.08.2019, accused official alengwith
PASI Muhammad Hanif (co accused official) apprehended Muhammad Asim Ameen
slo Ameen Gul rlo Kamal Khel Kohat wanted in case FIR No. 1236 dated 24.08.2019
u/s 382 PPC PS.MRS and brought to Police station MRS. He (accused official)
alongwith above named official did not make proper body search of the accused and
let him 1o sit inside room, where the accused allegedly committed suicide with arms in
his custody / presence in Police station. Case vide FIR No. 1239 dated 24.08.2019 u/s
325 PIPC PS MRS was registered against the deceased.

The incident created hype in social ‘media, in general public as weli and
damagpad the image of Police professionalism;

Therefore, departmental proceedings are .initiated against the accused
official under the relevant law. Charge sheeét ‘alongwith statement of allegations was
issued to the accused official and SP Operations Kohat was appointed as enquiry
officer to scrutinize the conduct of the accused official. The enquiry officer vide his
detail report held the accused official guilty of charges as the deceased accused was
not searched properly by the arresting officer:

In the light of report of enquiry officer and available record, Final Show
Cause: Notice was served upon him. Reply received and found unsatisfactory.

Therefore, the accused officiai was called in Orderly Room. held on
16.09.2019 and heard in person, but he failed to submit any plausible explanation to
his gross misconduct. . g

1 'I '
it

In view of above, and avaiiab[a’ record, | reached to the conclusion that

the accused official alongwith other official had arrested the alleged accused of FiR
No. 1736/2019, brought to Police station and let him to sit inside room instead of
lockup  Further, the accused official did not make proper search of the accused /
deceased person and he committed suicide in the jurisdiction of Police station. This
speaks of inefficiency, non-professionalism, willful negligence on the part of accused
official. Therefore, the charges leveled against the accused official have been
established beyond any shadow of doubt. Therefore, in e ise of powers confzrred
upon me a major punishment of Dismissal from service i§ imp «s}d on accused official
HC Mukhtiar Hussain No. 672 with immediate effect. g :

Announced

CAPT.WAHIDM MOOD (PSP)
DISTRIGT POLICE OFFICER,

. ~ “KOHATRL, /0 /C

o E"b'—ré{-’-"/ / _ A ()él / 6’/5‘ .

Date 17 -~ 7- /2019

I
No, - 20076 ="47IPA dated Kohat the /7~ < - 2019,
Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to the:-
1. Regiocnal Police Dfficer, Kohat pleasg” :
2. District Account Officer, Kohat (/
9

Reader/Pay officer/SRC and OHC for necessary action

CAPT. ® WAHID'MEHMO@D (PSP)
¥4 . ‘ _DISTRICT POLICEGFFICER,

KOHA’f%I /,g/c,:

1 ’ -
OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT -~
. 7
: ORDER

¢ rr——



-~

~ Office of the
District Police Officer,

Kohat w

'

CHARGE SHEET.

1 ; I, " CAPT ® WAHID MEHMOOD, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHA’I‘, as competent authority under Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules
(amendments 2014) 1975, am of the opinion that you HC Mukhtiar Hussain
'No. 672: (Under suspensu m) while posted at PS MRS rendered yoursclf liable
to be proceeded agains:, &s you have committed the following act/omissions

w1th1r1 the meaning of Rule 3 of the Police Rules 1975.

i That you alongwith PASI Muhammad Hanif have
apprzhended and brought Muhammad Asim Ameen s/o

wanted in case'FIR No. 1236 dated 24.08.2019 u/s 382

PPC ’S MRS.
ii. That you alongwith above named official did not make

. propzr' body search of the accused and the accused
v - g - cominitted suicide wifh arms in your custody/presence
in i’olice station vide case FIR No. 1239 dated
24.08..:019 u/s 325 PPC PS MRS

iil. Thar jor the above, you have committcd a gross

profassional misconduct, _criminal negligence and

inef; ici ency.

2. "..:-ji--;"’ By .easons of the above, you appear to be guilty of
mlsconduct under Rule: 3 of the Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable to

all or! 8;!1.1}’ of the penalt es specified in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.

:3.‘ ’.“-5. © You ave, therefore, require"d to submit your written

offlcer h
,'-"rv

w1Ll’nn the apccxhcd pc'xo l' l'.nlmg which it shall be p:cqumcd that you have no

POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT

Ameen 3ul r/o Kamal Khel Kohat to PS MRS, who was ‘

YOUL w 1tten defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer

-

el s -

- - s —p

e o
u JTu
Toewewdl oo L

. cap m—
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Subject:-  DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

; I\
fespectedsin, L ke AN

'd:epartmefwta.!_a';ﬁpeai against the order 'oft'learne?i District Police
16.09;

| ’ | .
- That appellant was enlisted as constable

e Repional 'olice Ollicer, gie
Kohat Reéion.

With "profound - rcg:irds' and L;p'tj;bl voncmtioﬁ, appellant Sl'lbn']ils
Officer Kohat dated
2019 bearing 0B No. 1127 vide which appellant was dismissco v . oigee

. .i . [

~ successfully qualified" basic 'recruit.--.co‘ufs:c;éf and .promotion course and was

[

elevated to the rank 6f Head Constable.

PR

. That appellant was posted in police sta'ti_c_fﬁf\/lohammad Riaz Shaheed district

Kohat. On 22.08.2019, station clerk r;ecprc“;ief_cj‘the report of one Miraj‘Ahmad in
Daily Diary vide Serial No. 64, Accor‘d'ing'to':ftlhe report complainant was forcibiy
deprived of two (02) “Tola” gold by three unknown accused and then fled away
from the scene of the occurrence in Rickshaw.

That the station: clerk marked the repor';t rec;orded in the daily diary 1o .mpvll.mvl
for verifying the teut by tlw-ucu.n‘runcu;'i)_g.:::aj_qi;’][; course ol enquiry it e o light
that one Mohammad Asim Amin and 6,th‘eyrz_s“ were involved in the occurrence.
Therefore the Station House Officler reg{ste(é_d proper case vide FIR 1236 doted

124.08.2019 under section 382,34 PPC PS MRS; -

information about .the presence of ca.se"i';‘r'operty i.e Rickshaw No. UR-018

_ alongwith 'driv.e.r in the limits of vill_qggi‘Bahadar Kot. Therefore appellant

accompanied by Mohammad Hanif P/ASI rushed to the spot for recovery of the
'l'{iclv.f.lmw and aryest of aecuned, ’

That on reach'ing the spot, Rickshaw and dri{/fer namely Mohammad Asim Amin
were found. The driver did not resist his arrest and he was thoroughly searched
with a view to safe driving of Rickshaw to nlvl‘?%(h{aice station. The driver was not
handcuffed and accordingly he alongwith Rickshaw was shifted to Police Station
under proper escort. ' i L

. That on reaching the Police Station, Ehe Ricks%&u was parked. The accused driver

was deboarded from Bi_d(é‘haw and ‘while proceeding towards the office of tie
Folice Station, the accused .Rickshaw driver placed request for properly oiking

the accessories of the Rickshaw. He was allowed and then he was shifted to office.

“under proper escort.

That the accused driver was seated inside the record Roon: s.... SN Imoansite Lo

£ ..

e vnive SO S0 Lon Slerd. The statior clerk was busy in interaction with private

persons and he was asked-to admit the accused:to lock-up.

- That in the meanwhile, 2 report of fire shot coming from Record Room side was

heard, the police officers arid.the private persons rushed to the record Room and

found accused Rickshaw driver in injured condition alongwith 30 bore pistol. The -

injured was shifted to Hospital under proper egéort. Criminal case on the charges
s "

b
|

.o,
B
.- oy



"K_

4

.

. . : —_

of commission of attempt of suicide was regllsl red against the accused ;vide-FlR
s o
}

fJ\io 1239 under sectron 325 PPCin PS I\/IRS i
9. That later on, the accused driver succumbeo to hi

t s injuries and the social Medla
h:ghllghted the occurrence. Learned Dlstrl(tl Police Officer Kohat in nrder to

deluse the snluatlon assued suspensmn order ol the appellant and other lollowed‘

by issuance of charge sheet based on allegatsons of commission of negllr ence in

his duty and showxng in efficiency by not conductmg proper body search of the‘ .

_accused driver which led to commlsswn of attempt of suncxde inside the Police

Statlon E : o ::l : : oy

10 That appellant submatted detailed and plaus&ble reply in response to the charge.
-

shee‘tF Enquury officer conducted exparte, proceedings and the deparlmemal
'proceedlngs lmtlated agalnst appellant whlch culminated in pass:ng the
impugned order, hence th:s departmental appeal is submitted on the followmg

|1

» _ grounds i
$ . - ' '.;ii
GROUNDS . B ek l
‘a. That the impugned order has been pnssr»rl without application of nmul

4

I PR TTRY TN borggal aepects ol The I)llulllllllh. Aprpredlongt uu-nlpullltl I»y
; 1

Muhammad Hanif PAS],  while acting. upon a tip of information quickly
responded to the call of duty and ensured safe arrest of accused and recovered
"thé case property Rickshaw, Furthenmore, appellant traced the unknown
accused charged in Robbery case FIR No l1236/2019 mentioned above and
. worked out blind occurrence within shorl pcriod of two days. During course of
-mqulry, the lower authonty d:d not take into . account the above good
RIS AR, el 2tiem and efﬁuency of appellant winle passivyg the
lmpugned order . w.,- ' ‘

b. The lower authority did ot take into account the above good performance,

professionalism and efﬁcuencv ofappellant wh:le passmg the impugned ordes.

c. That this is on the record that the charges levelled against appellant were the

i
outcome of pressure developed by social Média about the occurrence of

~commission of attempt of suicide inside .the Policé Station as the lower
authority has categorlcally observed in the! 1mpugned order that the incident
f.created hype in social media. |fHerefore the impugned order was not

" sustainable as it has been passed under mfluence of the side winds emanatlng
“from social media. . »‘

-d. That the flndmgs of gunlt recorded agamst appellant were not based on any

“evidence. The impugned order explains the story of the occurrence and no
evidence has been referred to in support of the charges of commission of
negligence'in his duty and displaying in‘efficiency The only reference to the
find- -up report of enquiry officer is not tenable because the findings were not

“supplied to the appellant despite submlssaon of application for grant of copy of

findings.” o _ “

e. That the enquiry officer as well-as the lower authority has not considered the

plausrble defence advanced by appellant m shape of reply in response to the
' charge sheet. The principle of natural Justlce requires provision ‘of proper

opportunity of defence to the accused of,ficfejr which were ignored. The enquiry

~ officer did not associate the appellant in the enquiry proceedings. No witness

i
[

i
—)




o
in the presence’ of appellant
. examination: on wutnesses was- prowded to appellant. Therefore . Lhc

e -~
S superstructure of the tmpugned :)rder 'based on proceedings conducted in
' violation of law and rules, is worth set-as rde

ey . was examlned No™ opportunity of Cross-

That the lower authority and the onqunry ofllcer have not explalned the alleged

negligence in ~duty committed by appellant Accused driver of the Rackohaw

was oronerlv searched and he was nct ‘I n handcuff to enaple nim for drm 1

case oty Rickstiaw. e :was isafely shifted to police stat:on He
: reportedly picked up pistol from the htdden cavity of; the Rickshaw msnde the
- .iollce statlon . Appellant drsplayed efflmency by makmg arrested of th= accused

: . a nd recovery of case property RickshaW‘Therefore none of the charge was
proved against appellant, bl'

“ g That the lower authority has wrom Iy

“9(.'5*.0(1 the facts and evidence lon
- 'record. Offences against person are mewtable and are beyond the control of

: - human being_control on crimes apamst propertv is_the main crlterla ia_for
- Judging the efﬁcrencv and professmnallsm of a' police officer. Appel jant
R successfullv worked ‘out a robberv case reported agamst unknown'’ accused

aad al50 arrested the c.ccused and rero\:ered case propcr*y Riclshaw. P

~ h. Harsh penalty of dlsmlani frome servuce was imposed on appellant on charges
~ of commission of offence of attempt of, surcude by accused arrested in Robbery

case. Therefore the impugned order has been passed in violation of prmcnples
of naturel, Justlce i '

S Il .
= 1 That the whole fleparlmenlal file has been prepared in violation of disciplinary
rules. Appcllant was not associated in thc onqwry procecding. Findings were
: gj;. not supplied to the appellant. The: defence advanced by appellant was not
.~ considered. Therefore thelmpugned order is worth set aside.
= J. That the authority did not consuder the unblemlshed record of service of
- appellant. Harsh nenalty of dlsrrnssal from serv:ce was imposed on appellant
on the basis of trivial charges of nepllpence in duty.
K. That award of penalty ol dismissal from service amounts Lo award of
punushment to all the members of the lamlly of police officer.

itis therefore requested that the |mpugned order may be set asrde
,wrth all back benefits, please.

e . , ‘ . Yours diently,
Tote—A ’ s

- Mukhtiar Hussain
o Ex-HCNo. 672
BRI District Police Kohat |
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