
<?
■ ^

23.04.2020 Due to public holiday on account of COVID-19, the case 

to come up for the same on 29.07.2020 before S.B.

A
Reader

29.07.2020 None for the appellant is present at the moment i.e 03:15 

P.M. On last date, case was adjourned due to spread of COVID- 

19 Pandemic, therefore, appellant as well as his counsel be 

issued notices for 21.10.2020. File to come up for pt^eliminary 

hearing before S^.B.\

x.
(MUHAMMADJAMAL KH^)- 

MEMBER^ ^

21.10.2020 Appellant is present in person.
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 24.12.2020 o^. which date, 
to come up for preliminary hearing before S.B.

•

(Muhammad Jarhat-Khent 
Member (Judicial)

23 .
24.12.2020 ■ Appellant in person present.

Requests for withdrawal of instant appeal as large/ 
portion of his grievance has been redressed.

Dismissed as withdrawn. File be consigned to the 

record room.

■ t. V.

\

Chainfian
ANNOUNCED

, 21.12.2020

J
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Form-A
•I- ■ : FORM OF ORDER SHEET

: !
Court of

23s 72020Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proce^edings

S.No.
;

321

The 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 please, decre.a'iehs
10/02/20201-

^EGISTRAR

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

CriA^AN

Clerk to counsel for the appellant present and seeks 

adjournment as learned counsel for the appellant is not 

available. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary hearing on

18.03.2020

23.04.2020 before S.B

Member
5
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

mService Appeal 2020

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

(Appellant)

VERSUS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.1.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

'3. , DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. (Respondent)
\
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Memo Of Appeal1 1-4

2 Affidavit 5
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7 Copy of Departmental representation dated 09-10-2019 D

8 Copy of Judicial Enquiry letters E

10 Wakalatnama

'pellant

Through /c/

!p ■Date Syed Mudasir Pic^da 
Advocate HC 

, . 0345-9645854



- ^BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

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

(Appellant)

VERSUS
No.1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION2.

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. (Respondent)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE I
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 16-09-2019-
2019:VIDE_OBJ}igj127_JNWHlCHJ2iKBESPONDENTJ^^
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:-

Facts:

I :~Briefly facts as per impugned order is that on 24-08-2019 the appellant 
along with PASI Muhammad Hanif apprehended one accused Muhammad Asim 

Ameen S/o Ameen Gul R/o Kama! Khel Kohat who were wanted in different 
criminal cases vide FIR No I 236 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:-l239 dated 24-08-2019 U/S 325 PPC MRS 

was registered against the deceased(Copy of Impugned order is annexed as 

annexure A)

That on the above allegation the appellant 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 departrnental proceedings we re



'1^ conducted against the appellant’s which 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 recovered 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 property 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).

That an. unjust has been done with the appellant 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).

(

«
That nothing has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt that the ^pellant 
has committed any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police department.

That there are numerous good entries in the service record of the appellant 
which could be verified but this fact has not been taken in consideration while 

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

■



That the appellant was neither provided an opportunity to cross examine the
produce defense evidence and the enquiry proceedings'witnesses nor to

accordingly defective. Furthermore the requirements of rules regarding enquiry 

have not been observed while awarding the impugned punishment.

That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order prefer 

departmental representation on dated 09-1 0-201 9 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.

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:

That no enquiry has been conducted none from the general public was 

examined in support of the charges leveled against the appellant. No 

allegation mentioned above are practiced by the appellant nor proved 

against any cogent reason against the appellant.

That the appellant was neither intimated nor informed by any 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 but in vain

a.

b.

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 .

c.

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
. d.

That it is very stonishing that the Respondent No-3 refer the matter to 

Judicial enquiry and Judicial Magistrate on dated 06-09-201 9 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)

e.

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

f.



Vt'.

That as per the constitution of Islamic Republic Of Pakistan clearly speaks 

about the fundamental rights that the fair and transparent enquiry is the 

right of any employ^^-

h. That the punishment is harsh in nature and the- appellant is vexed for 
^undone single offence which is against the constitution of Islamic republic 

of Pakistani 973. ' ,

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 Respondent No-3 has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is 

apparent from the impugned order.

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.

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

That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture.

• f4: g.

\

I.

-J^

k.

I.

n.

Pray:

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

impugned order of Respondent No-3 dated 17-09-2019 Kohat may please be 

set aside for the end of Justice and the appellant may please be graciously re­

instate in service with all back benefits.

X
lellant

Through

-u
Date /O ! 3 ! Syed Mudasir Pirz^^ 

Advocate HC 
0345-9645854

Certificate:-

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

List of Books

1;- Constitution of Pakistan 1973

2;- Police Rules

3;- Case Law according to need.
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w" BEFORE THE KHYRER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.' M

\ 2020Service Appeal

\

AFFIDAVIT

I ,Syed Mudasir Pirzada Advocate ,as 

per instruction of my client do here by 

solemnly affirm and 'declare that all the 

contents of accompanying service

appeal are true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been concealed from this

Honorable Tribunal.

Advocate

1

4: t
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

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

(Appellant)

VERSUS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

1.

2.

(Respondent)DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.3.

ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT >

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

' RESPONDENTS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

1.

2.

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

Through

Date f..O Syed Mudasir Rc^ada^ 
Advocate PHC 
0345-9645854

V
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT■Wfifc
' ' ' ''•! v« -H. '

\

ORDER
This order is passed on the departmental enquiry against HC Mukhiiar - 

Hussain No. 672 (hereinafter called accused official) under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. . 
Police'-njles, 1975-(amendment 2014).

Brief facts of the case are that on 24.08.2019, accused official alongv.^ith 
PASI Muhammad Hanif (co'accused official) .apprehended Muhammad Asim Ameen 
s/o Amcen Gul r/o Kamal Khel Kohat wanted in case FIR No. 1236 dated 24.08.2019 
u/s 382 PPG 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 lo sit inside room, where the accused allegedly committed suicide with arms in 
his cuslody / presence in Police station. Case vide FlRi'Jo. 1239 dated 24.08.2019 u/s 
325 PI-*C PS MRS was registered against the deceased.

The incident created hype in social media, in general public as well and 
damacjod the image of Police professionalism:

Therefore, departmental proceedings are -initiated against the accused 
official under the relevant law. Charge sheet.'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; i

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

Therefore, the accused official 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.

I

t

• 'T

In view of above, and available'record. I reached lo the conclusion >ha! 
the accused official alongwith other official had arrested the alleged accused of FIR 
No. 1236/2019, 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 / 
decea.sed person and he committed suicide'in the jurisdiction of Police station. This 
speoKs of inefficiency, non-professionalism, willful negligence on the part of accused 
offici.ril. Therefore, the charges leveled against the accused official have been 
estatTshed beyond any shadow of doubt. Therefore, in e/er 
upon rne a major punishment of Dismissal from service i/imp'os^
HC Mukhtiar Hussain No. 672 with immediate effect. ' ^

ise of powers conferred 
on accused official

Announced
16.09.2019

CAPT, © WAHlD^aiLHIVIOOD (PSP) 

DISTRICT POLrl^E OFFICER. 
KOHAT^^

!'

02 i'-i:). 77 -V - /2019Datf

-'///PA dated Kohat the /7 - 2019.
Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to the:- 
Regional Police Officer. Kohat pleas^rT^'N 
District Account Officer, Kohat f 
Reader/Pay officer/SRC and OHC for necessary action

2,N.c,.

1,
2.
3.

-•■'i

/
CAPT. ® WAHiD'MEHMOerD (PSP) 

DISTRICT POLICE-OFFICER,,
K.'
/

V
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;CHARGE SHEET.

I, CAPT ® WAHID MEHMOOD, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER*s
: I,

koHAT, as competent authority under Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 
(amendments 2014) 1975, am of the opinion that you HC Mukhtiar Hussain 
No. 672: (Under suspensii -n) while posted at PS MRS rendered yourself liable

you have committed the following act/omissionsto be proceeded agains:, cis 
within the meaning of Rule 3 of the Police Rules 1975.

i. That you alongwith PAST Muhammad Hanif have 

appr^.hcnded and brought Muhammad Asirh Ameen $/o 

Ameen Gul r/o Kamal Khel Kohat to PS MRS, who was 

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

PPC PS MRS.

ii. That y<m alongwith above named official did not make 

proper'body search of the accused and the accused 

conimitted suicide with arms in your custody/presence 

in Police station vide case FIR No.

24.08.P019 u/s 325 PPC PS MRS.

Hi. That jbr the above, you have committed a gross/
professional misconduct, criminal negligence and 

inefficiency.

i ‘

' '.i

1239 dated

;■

By .easons of the above, you appear to be guilty of 

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

.all oriSiy of the penaltes specified in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.

2.

III!
therefore, required to submit your written 

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

! officen*

3. L^. You a*e } k

i

■ii-;r Youi' w ritten defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer 

within,'the specified perio jy failing which it shall be presumed that you have no 

defense to put in and ex-parte action shall be taken agaii

A statement of alfegation is enclosed.

r

mu.
<.v-1 e

4.

Ddr- ‘

i
i

i

PIA !•
POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHAT

dist:
/

f
! 1

I
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ilM i'ulico OflicL't, 
Kohot Region.

9'
11'•i r’c

' hs i!'

Subject:- ^EPARTMENTAI nPPF/\[

mRespected Sir,
»

With -profound ■: rognrcis and great
against the order of, learned

veneration.■departmental, appeal

16.09:2019 bearing OB No.
'••ppellaiit submits

, S P°l‘« Officer Kohat dated
1127 vide which appeliapt was dismisse.

. ‘ I ice.

FACTS

1- That appellant was fenlisted 
successfully qualified' basic
elevated to the rank of Head Constable. 

2. That appellant

as constablpi^n District Police 

recruit.-course;" and
Kohat. Appellant 

promotion course and was

P°sted in police; station Mohammad 
Kohat. On 22.08.2019, station clerk recorded the 

Daily Diary vide'Serial No.

Riaz Shahe^d district 

report of one Miraj :Ahmad in

^ deprived of two (02) "Tnl was forciblyfrom I s ■ then fled
from tile scene of the occurrence i

That th'e station clerk marked the report 

fnr verifying Ihe lriillri;! the

away
in Rickshaw.

recorded in the daily dl.iiy n, ,,|,pell.,„i i 
occui runcu, Opr^ng course ul enuuiry ii came to light I 
Amin and others were involved in the

L 08 2°0in
^4.08.2019 under section 382,34 PPC PS MRS;

4. That on the

that one Mohammad Asim
occurrence. 
'123G (luted

very day of registration, of tisthe 

presence of case '
case, appellant receivedinformation about,the spy

-^.u -I • property i.e Rickshaw No UR-OIS
. alongwith driver in the limits of village Bahadar Kot. Therefore

accompamed by Mohammad Hanif P/ASI rushed
Rirl'.^h.tw .111(1 u( utcusod.

re!l°ounT?re^^''" '"rn Mohammad Asim Amin
ere found. The driver did not resist his arrest and he was thoroughly searched

with a view to safe driving of Rickshaw to.B<Hjce Station. The driver 

handcuffed and accordingly he alongwith Rickshaw was shifted 

under proper escort.

appellant 
to the spot for rocovory of ihe

was not 
to Police Station

6. That on reaching the Police Station, the RicksfJ^W was parked. The accused driver 

a ton. t e accused Rickshas dn..'e.--placed request for properly lockinr;

- und::x:“ :i:r -e was spi„ed
7. That the accused driver 

cf s.

persons and he was

the

was seated inside the record Room 

-lOh >_icrK, The sutfon clerk
N.

jl vU -- - :'\.'0's;te 10
, in interaction with private

^sked^to admit the accused;to lock-up
8. That in the meanwhile, a report of fire shot coming from Record 

heard, the police officers and the private 

found accused Rickshaw driver in 

injured was

11...

Room side was 

and 

ore pistol. The 

on '(he charges

persons rushed to the record Room 
injured condition alongwith 30 b 

shifted to Hospital under proper esiort. Criminal case



; ^ of commission of attempt of suicide wwas re|:istered against the accused vide FIR 
■ 1239. under section 325 PPC in PS MRS. ^ -
9: That later on, the accused driver succumbeq ;:o his injuries and the social Media 

highlighted the occurrence. Learned District; Police Officer Kohnt in order to 

defuse the situation, issued-.suspension order of the appellant and other followed 

by issuance of charge sheet based • • ' ^allegations of commission of negligence, in 
his duty and showing in efficiency by not cortducting proper body search of the
accused driver which led to commission of attempt of suicide inside the Police 
Station. •! :;1S, ' r.

on

t

lO.That appellant submitted detailed and plausible, reply in response to the charge 

sheqt.' Enquiry officer conducted exparte, proceedings and the departmental 
^ proceedings initiated against appellant wjiich culminated in passing the 

impugned order, hence this dehartmental appeal is submitted on the following 

grounds.
■ r

i

GROUNDS:-
a. Tliat the impugned order has boon ipasse'd withniit nppliraiion of inind ;(>

' V ,:i
.I'.j )<'(..titl llic I HI H I'lM 111 IH''. l| H‘II.IM If.

Muhammad Hanif PASl, while acting, upon a tip of information quickly 
responded to the call of duty and ensured safe arrest of accused and recovered 
the case property Rickshaw,. Furthermore^ appellant traced the unknown 
accused charged in Robbery case FIR No!'^ 1236/2019 mentioned above and 

, worked out blind occurrence within short period of two days. During course of

l.ii III.il .111(1 Ii'|.;hI I n| >.ini(-( 1 l-)y.u ( I •

I

inquiry, the lower authority did not take into account the above good
I'

..v...,.Vism and efficiency of appellant while pcss; .g the
;'T

P
~ impugned order.

b. The lower authority did not take into account the above good performance, 
professionalisrh and efficiency ot appeilant while passing the impugned ordei:

c. That this is on the record that the charges levelled against appellnnl worc-f
. ■ ’ * ‘ s||j

outcome of pressure developed by social Me*dia about the occurrence of 
commission of attempt of suicide inside the Police Station as the lower 
authority has categorically observed in the/impugned order that the incident 
created hype in social media. iTiriereforq; the impugned order 

sustainable as it has been passed under influence of the side winds emanating 

from social media.
■ d. That the findings of guilt recorded against 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 inefficiency. The only reference to the 

find-up report of enquiry officer is not tenable because the findings were not 

supplied to the appellant despite submission of application for grant of copy of 
findings.' . ■ 'll

e. That the enquiry officer as well as the lower authority has not considered the 
plausible defence advanced by appellant in'shape of reply in response to the 

charge sheet. The principle of natural Justice requires provision of proper 
opportunity of defence to the accused officer which were ignored. The enquiry 

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

V ■ :

J
t:.

iC

was not



was examined in the presence: of tl'japellant 

examination, on .witnesses
No- oppoiinniiy o( cros',

.es was provided to appellant. Therefore 
uperstructure of the impugned prderiibased on proceedings conduct in 

violation of law and rules, is worth set-aside.

That the lower authority and the enqulr^pfficer have 

negligence in duty committed by appejfant. 

was

p.
'■1

■—I• r the

f.
not explained the alleged

Accused driver of the Rickshaw
not:iin handcuff to enable him for drWm^-

, „ , shifted 'to police station He
reportedly picked up pistol from the hjclcien

.police station.

properly searched and he

-ase r-

cavity ohthe Rickshaw insidqThe 
Appellant displa.yed efficiency by making'arrested of the accused 

Snd recovery of case property Ricksha^Therefore, none of the charge" 

proved against appellant. h'

!
■ I

was
•• <

’

. e- That the lower authority has wrongly||ssessod the. fads and (evidence; ion 

record. Offences ag^nst person are inevitnhie and are beyond the contmi^
: human being control on. crimes agalrjst propekv is the mnin rritUi^T^^

' iM.dfiing the efficiency and profes^nalism of a' police officer. Appeliant i

■ successfully worked*6ot a robbery casei reported against unknown' 

^nd also arrested the accused and recovered
accused

. ____________ - case property Rickshaw.
^ h. Harsh penalty of dismissaj.iroiri'service was imposed on appellant >

of commissipn of offence of attempt of spicide by accused arrested in Robbery !

Therefore the, impugned order has been passed in violation of principles ■ 

of .natprel,Justice.

*.

on charges

case.

■ ’ '-tl,

i. That the, whole dopatfjTiental file has been prepared in violation of disciplinary 

rules. Appellant v/as hot associated in the enquiry proceeding, landings

i; not supplied to the appellant. Theidefence advanced by appellant

considered. Therefore, the impugned order.is worth set aside.

j. That the authority did not consider the" unblemished

k

were
was not

record of service of
appellant. Harsh penalty of disnpi.s'sal from service was imposed on appellant 

the basis of trivial charges of negligence in duty, 
k. I hut award ol penalty ol disri:issai from service

on

amounts to award ol
punishment to all the members of the farnily of police officer.

It is therefore, requested thatthe impugned order may be set aside 
‘With all back benefits, please.

— i r- — '« ^ , YoursjiUj^iently,

Mukhtiar Hussain 
Ex-HCNo. 672 

District Police Kohat

.1 •

‘V



/

b• \
T

/
3.

c:
•s

.
'-f

y
■)

'7ll

/]//c^l

z::L^ i ___

>Or0^w--> uyl^ t*V
'OSy___ P' J jtA/<.

I,>
y‘? Va-

3/
;-_ bjry L> I JVis'Jljy ISlXC-^-

£_ijJu(fyr.>^

1

^ '

T '

^As/2=^ 1 /0I

e ..^01
*b'

—' s


