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22062021 Appellant with counsel present. -
| Learned counsel for the appellant states that .on
"‘S‘rewsmn petition preferred by}‘ ?:he appellant, respondent

No. 1 has passed the order dated 18.06.2021, whereby he
"was reinstated into service and the punishment of
reduction from the rank of D.List Heéd Constable to the
rank of Constable awarded by DPO Kohat was upheld. In
view of the said development, the appellant submitted an
application for withdrawal of Instant .appeal with

permission to file fresh one.-

e T In view of the above, the present appeal is dismissed
as withdrawn W|th permlssmn to appellant to file fresh
one, if so adv1sed sub]ect to all just and legal ObJeCtEOI‘lS
File be consigned to the record room. ‘
ANNOUNCED _ _ ,
22.06.2021; o .
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Form- A A
: Aap Yt
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Courtof___
BRI Lot
Case No.- q (? - J2021 W
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge . s~
proceedings S e
1 3 3
[
| 140012021 = ~The appeal-:o,f: M_r.v,So'haJll _Ahnqaa"a‘resented today by Mr. Shahid
Qayum Khattak- Advocate .may be entered in the Institution Register and
| put up to the Worthy Chalrman for proper order pldase.
E SIRCLL
| | o R?:ﬁmr‘“’,
7. This case is entrusted to S. Bench for prehmmary hearing to be put
up there on { ]03) )
S ' =t v T
i ‘.] L0
il *
15.03.2021 Due to tour of Camp Court Abbottabad and shortage

.0of Members at Prmcnpal Bench Peshawar the case is

idjourned to 22 06 2021 before S.B.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR -
:AppealNo.. /2020 i ‘n
A B e L - :
Sohail Ahmad ™ 311 T T e el rn e b snesnnnres A:ppllcant/ Appellant 5
T © VERSUS B U f
The Dist‘r:i“‘é'tholice Officer and others............ et et osh e et et ean e seb b e en e s .......... Respondents
APPLICATION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF THE ABOVE NOTED APPEAL WITH '
g 0¥ PERMISSION TO FILE A FRESH ONE
RO e i
_.‘Ql"f" ::‘.’:;??.'\t‘f‘{'?":'iu \ o ".""?A:j"" N

‘ Respectfully Sheweth;

i ‘..-\‘;,g.";-‘;i’ PR Appllcant / appellant humbly submlts as under;

Lt ETD ai That th'e above noted appeal is pendlng before this Hon ble Tribunal: whlch is fixed for heanng
- - today i.e 22/06/2021. Z :

2. ;That applicant / appellant filed revision petition before the worthy IGP WhICh has partlally been

. ' accepted by the worthy IGP and the order of Regional Police offlcer has been set aside vide

‘ﬁforderdated 18/06/2021..

3. That the same due to passmg of the order dated 18/06/2021 the nature of appeal is changed

and now the appllcant / appellant will file fresh appeal by challengmg the impugned order too,

‘but as the instant appeal is fixed far prellmlnary hearing today therefore, applicant filed instant

application for withdrawal of the instant appeal with permission to f|Ie fresh one.

' Lltis, therefore, most humbly prayed that by accepting this appllcatlon applicant/ appellant may
please be allowed to W|thdraw thls appeal with permission to file a fresh one

el 5

5 Sohait Ahmand
Through ’

Shahié Qayurﬁ KhattakE
Advocate Supreme




OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF FOLICE
KHYBER PAKITUNICHWA
PESTIAWAIR

Palice Ritde- 1975 {ninended 2014) submivied hy FxFC Sabail Alimad No, 494,

rank of Constabile by Distriet Polies Officer, Reluit vide O No, 631, dated 1 85,2026 on Gie Solvswing sllegations:.

L

R ad
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Na, Sfmﬁngéﬁé?_ ({ A d:m;&' li';;st'n‘v. sar 1he f@xﬁg JAUR

DHDER

This arder is hareby passed to dispose af Revizion Petivien uider Kule 11-A of Khyhee Pabhitunkliom
The petitioner WS awarded pumshmrzm of rednetion from the rank of DLt Head Constabiu o the f‘

Varlons complaints against Amic Hussain aliag America regording frand, cheating anid fatee
porstnsion were sent to the appelianr for necessary lupal petinn bitt he kepl muin coar i ax T wag i g
close contactirelation with the above named notorieusfhad eharncter person.
Thit he illegally facititated the acouscd for his prersona] gain ns he was comstantly sordacting Wi
through his gell phone os mk‘t.ng lsim to csonpe as Police is gliasing him.

A case vide FIR No. 142, dated [6.07.2020 1wfs 4064 1 6/420/468/471 PRC Pohets Swotion BIDA wid
mgmtercd against Amii Hussin olins Americn,

That during interagation, the pcoused unfolded Ui facts that be was wlepbonicakly infanmed by the

nmml]nnl in order 1o escape.
That he narated the atatns of secused in Daily Dinrics s eye wash in order ta save the shin o

accused,

The Appellite Authority he. Regionnl Police Ofticer, Kohai enhnneed his punistunent jni cligmizzal

fram service vide order Endst: No, 22013-14/EC, dated 24.12,2020,

Mesting of - App’éil}nm- Board was held on 06.05.2021 whersin petitioner was heard in person. .

ycmmm mmundcﬁ that the allegotions ore baseless and tkmm is no proof ageinst him.

long xervice,

from the ra

Tttc peﬂuannr has long service of 2 yea:«. i1 menths & 12 days sl his sredit, Kesping in view hiv

ﬂm chrd decided that the petitioner is heroby re-instited in service and the punistinent of reduetinn

nk oF ID«List Head Constable 1y the-rank of Cansteble swarded hy DPO, Kohae vide O Ny, §3 Vi, duted

£1.09.2000 5 upheld.”

Suli-
l{.r\&ﬂ !F ALAN, PSP
Additional Inspester General af Police,

,.‘ : . HOrs: Khyber Pakhiunkhws, Peshnwar,

Ry

bR

Capy ol the above is-forwarded 1o the:

Regionsd Police Officer, Kaliat, Oné Fauji Mi‘aml!m‘lqmw file af the abave n uued Ex-FC received vile
yaur office Memo: No, 216 LEC, dated 19,02, 071 is relarned Imrgawuh i‘c}r vour offloe gegort,

Distrlet, Police Oficer, Kahuil, &~

PSO tia IGWKE}!M; Pakhiankhwa, CPO I‘mlmwm.

MCx.l'Lega! Khyber Pakhtunkiwa, i‘rsshnw;m

5 PAfo Addl: IGPAQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhsva, Peshawar,
A fo DIG/Hrs: Khybor Pakhtunkhwn, Pashnwne.
“Oiffiee Supdts E<fV CPO Peshawar,

{TREENH Ls\ﬂ_}urm\’) PSP
Al (,lf}mﬂbﬁf'[mwm
For Inspegleni aneral of Pelice,
K hyhepdfukditidkhwa, Peshawar.



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBEB
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No, /2021
SORAIL ANMAL . vee ot Appellant .
Versus

Government of Khybér Pakhtunkhwa and others ............... Réspondents
S.No. | Description of Documents K ' Annex | Pages

1. Memo of appeal with affidavit /- s

2. Address of the pairties : - b

3. Copy of Charge Sheet and Reply ‘ TTA- AT 7. q )
4, Copy of SCN and reply ' ' B- B-1 /b—/l
5. Copy of Impugned order dated 10/09/2020 C 13- 14
6. Copy of Departmental Appeal D 1< - /‘7
7. Copy of impugned order dated 23/12/2020 . |. E. . ﬁ

8. Copy of other documents o j‘ép 90
9. WakalatNama 2)/_.—_—

Through
Dated: /4 /01/2021 - of Pakidtan

Mob No. 0333-9195776




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWAPESHAWAR S j_ N
) . . '- o Khv!wr Pal!:];‘lg?s‘:‘ll'::va »
Service Appeal No. 'I 9 /2021 | R o - S_““ff" ‘ 0 '
s l S If)i:n“y N'i;)- = - -
Sohail Ahmad S/0 Abdul Oayum R/o Mohallah Ghari ~ pacea 2021
Dodaiwal , Kohat City............... s Appellant

Vcr’suS - | _ | /

1. Provincial Police Officer/ Inspector General of Police : /
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar - - | | _ /
Regional Police Officer Kohat Region, Kohat. | o
District Police Officer, Kohat
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through

" Chief Secretary, Peshawar....... e e Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 10/09/2020 PASSED BY RESPONDENT
NO. 3 BY WHICH THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED MAJOR
PENALTY OF REDUCTION IN RANK FROM D-LIST HEAD CONSTABLE
TO THE RANK OF CONSTABLE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT, AND
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 23/12/2020 PASSED BY RESPONDENT
NO. 2 VIDE WHICH THE DEPARTMENTAL REPRESENTATION/ APPEAL
FILED BY APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED AND THE PUNISHMENT
WAS ENHANCED TO DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE,

PRAYER
itledto-day On acéepting this service appeal, the irﬁpugned orders ‘dated
w' 10/09/2020 and order dated 23/12/2020 may graciously be set
&;‘ﬁ iiﬁfff aside by declaring it illegal, unlawful, without authority, based on
mala fide, vqid abinatio and thus not sustainable in the eyes of law
and appellant is entitled for reinstatement in service with all back

benefits of pay and service

Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That Respondent No. 3 initiated disciplinary proceeding against appellant
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and issued charge sheet and statement of allegaﬁon which was properly

replied. (Copy attached as Annexure “A” & “A-I”)

That thereafter show cause notice was issued to the appellant which was

also replied b'roperly. (Copy attached as Annexure “B”& “B-I)

That respondent No. 3 passed an order dated 10/09/2020 vide which
the major punishment of reduction in rank from D-List Head Constable
to the rank of Constable with immediate effect has been passed against

appellant without collecting any evidence. (Copy of impugned order is

. attached as Annexure “C”)

- That appellant filed departmental appeal /representation ( the facts and

ground agitated therein may please be treated as part and parcel of this
appeal) against the impugned order before respondent No. 2, who. v1de '
order dated 23/12/ 2020 rejected the same w1thout cornplymg codal
formalities and enhance the punishment to dismissal from service
agalnst the appellant but refuse to hand over the attest copy of the order. |
(Copy of appeal and impugned order are attached as Annexure “D”
and “E”) '

‘ That now appellant feeling aggrleved from the above orders hcncc,, f1111ng

thls appeal on the followmg amongst other grounds 1nter alia

GROUNDS:

That both the impﬁgned orders of the_ respondents No.3 and 4, are
_.illegal', u}llawful, without authority, based on mala fide intention,
against the natural justice, violative of the Constitution and Service
Law and equally without jurisdiction, hence the same are liable to be

set aside in the best interest of justice.

That both the impugned orders passed by respondents are very much
harsh, without any evidence based on surmises & conjecture% and is

equally agamst the prmc1p1e of natural Justlce

" That during enqu1ry proceedlngs no one was cxammed in support of
the charges leveled against appellant nenher an} pI oper opportunity

of hearing has been provided to appellant. No allegations mentioned
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above are practiced by the appellant nor proved agalnst him through

#7

any cogent reason of evidence.

That both the respondents No.2 and 3 have not properly evaluated the
facts and'evidences on record before passing the impugned orders.
There is nothing on record which connect the appellant with the
allegation nor any cell data record is available on record which proved
any allegatioﬁ against the appellant as the appellant was junior officer
and remain under the kind control of SHO of concerri PS and were
bound to obey all the lawful orders of the senior, hence, the impugned
orders passed by the respondents against the appe.llant are liable to

be set aside.

That no proper enquiry rules has been observed an‘d.without,giving
any legal consideration to the record that the total seven complaints
were received against the accused Amir Hussain were duly entered in
the relevant register No..5 accordingly. As per direction of SHO as per
rule intimated the ordei‘ of SHO to accused for the redressal of the
complaints of the pcopl¢ and for his lawful apprehension_ but in
impugned order this fact were not properly invéstigated by enquirvy
officer, but this fact has not been considered at all by the rcspondent

while awardmg the impugned punishments.

That appellant is young energetic efficient person and having un
blemished service record which could be verify from the service record
of the "appellant. In the present case there is no single evidence -
available -on ‘record which could connect the appellant with the
allegation nor proved -through»aﬁy reliable probing and all the
proceeding were carried out against the appellant in the absence of

the appellant nor heard in person to explain his position.

That the inquiry officer failed to collect any evidence in support of the
chafges No one was examined as Witness in presence‘ of appellant nor
was appellant confronted with any documentary or otheér kind of

evidence on the bas1s of which the 1mpugned orders’ were passcd

‘That the biasness of the respondents are very much proved from the

fact that while awarding the impugnéd major punishment the enquiry
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report has not been given to the appellant which is very much
necessary as per 1991 PLC CS 706 & 1991 PLC 584,

That while awarding the impugned orders the respondents not
bothered to take that the appellant is honest and dedicated official of

Police and left no stone unturned to discharge his duties

That the inﬁpugned orders have been passed in violation of law and
rules of disciplinary proceedings and principles of natural justice. The
authority wrongly and malafidly based the impugned orders without
giving any reason with proof whatsoever, therefore the impugned

order is bad in law.

That it is the settle principle of justice that ﬁo one should be condemn
un heard but in the instant case no proper enquiry has been
conducted to enquire regarding the allegations. No independent
witness has. been examined in front of appellant nor any opportunity
of cress examination has been provided to appellant.. Both the
impugned orders are based on non-reading and- miss-reading of

available record. -

That respondent No. 2 has not decided the departméntal appeal /
representation in accordance to the rules and regulation - which
clearly shows mala fide intention thus, has no sanctity in the eyes of
law thus the act of respondents are totally based on ‘male fide

intention which clearly shows discrimination and undue victimization.

That .the order of the appellate authority totally illegal, against the -
rules and regulation and Has no power and authority to enhance the
punishment by itself in appeal filed by the appellant. No final.Show
Cause notice has been issued to appellant regarding the award: of

impugned punishment or enhancement of punishment - -

That both the order is vefy much silent regafding, the compliance of

operational and professional guideline issued by the respondents.

-That the appellate authority has not provided .any personal hearing

opportunity to the appellant nor the order passed is speaking one:



.. e

It is, therefore, most humblyl prayed that on accepting this
service appeal, tﬁ‘é irn"pugned orders datéd 10/09/2020 and order
dated 23/12/2020 may graciously be set aside by declaring' it
zllegal unlawful without authority, based on mala fide, void ab-
initio, and thus not sustainable in the eyes of law and appellant is
entitled for reinstatement to service with all back benefits of pay

and service.

Any other relief not speaﬁcally prayed for but deems appropriate

in the cu‘cumstances of the case may also be -

Through

_ , o o , Advocate Sup? Qme Court’
Dated: /4 /01/2021 = - of Pakistan

Certified that as per instruction of my client no such appeal has Leen

filed before this Hon’ble Forum.

-AFFIDAVIT

[, Sohail Ahmad S/o Abdul Qayum R /o Mohallah Ghari Dodauwa] Kt)hdt City
do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on Oath that the contents of thé above

appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing
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PUXK}TTLHQK}{VVALFGBS}LAVVAJQ

Service Appeal No. : /2021

Sohail Ahmad ..... e e e SV Appellant
~ Versus

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others............... Respondents

ADDRESSES oFTHE PARTIES
APPELLANT

Sohail Ahmad S/o Abdul Qayum R / o} Mohallah Ghari
Dodaiwal , Kohat City ' '

RESPONDENTS

1. Provincial Police Officer/ Inspector General of Police

- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar | |
2. Regional Police Officer Kohat Region, Kohat.
3. District Police OfflCCI‘ Kohat -

4. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through
Chief Secretary, Peshawar

Thfough'

Advocate S rcm(, Court

Dated: /& /01/2021 | of Pakistan



2. ‘ The Accused official;- \ulh the dircctions to ‘lpp(.u be Iuw th:_
co Encuiry Officer, on the date, tm‘u, and place fixed, by him, fol; the,

@ ‘ ‘- | Am’\(,)(,'ﬂ" :

Office of Lho
i)usmc'i Police Offacer,k

. s Kohat '.
. 1 , )
............... Sy - 'Dclied'___ _._‘.1'}..../2020
) N
DISCIPLINARY ACTION .'? P
L MR. JAVED IQBAL, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER "

CEQHAT as compatent authority, am of rhc opinion that vou IHC Sohail Ahmad

,No. 494 (under sospension) have ren:_.iqlcd yourself liable to be ﬁi‘ot,f‘od«,u

against departmentally under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule ) IQTS :
{Amendment 201 1} as you have committed ihe following acts/ orm:;%lons é 1 ,

STA'I‘LMLNT Or ALLEGATIONS

i. That various ¢ o.nplamrs against Amir [Mussain ::on nf
Ihsan All r/o Kurram presently, KDA, Kohat 1(‘(&:1‘(1111nr
fraud, cheating and laise persuaston were sent to vou
for necessary legal action, but you turned deaf - uar,'
cand willfully k{‘pt mum over it in conivence wuh rh
“then SHO, in .m(lltlon vou have close relation with aj :

notorious / bad character person. RE ,'
ii. That you illeg a113 facilitated the accused 'or VOL
’ personal gam l*urthu you was constautly m (‘()nta .‘
with accused via his Cell No. and asked - Lhun o
5 R “eseape as police w(lmsm y you. :- " i
i, That lestly, a casc vide .vII\ No. 142 dated 16. (-7; k?(}i
wu/s A0G,419,420, 4068, 371 PGPS I\]‘)Ai:\iﬂv‘ﬁf
registerad against Arnir Hussain alies America., ©5 ,.;i'
a For the uu]um Jof serebmising the conduet ol, ‘Nll

accuind withe rolerenee e the Ju\w dllegations S8DPG 110wy, Kuhﬂ:
is appaointed sy oneuiiry officer, lh(‘ <‘11(||1In=' officer shall i .I(t(ll(lrl!ll,l"\\rlt ¥
provision ol the Police Rude- 1975, provide beets sonuble opporiunily of he .uuur W L

thie accused officiol, record hix findings and make, within twe nty five (lms a
the recelpt of i order, Jecommendaiions as o punishiuent or othe

appropriate action against the accused official. : TR A
i ‘ ~'. P
_ The accused uiiuml shail join llu proce uima ou 1h :
o . b %
* date, tume and place fixed by the enquiry office r. - e f o
. i
3 RS PR
' o : ' C (‘/\ o \ k .
g v e e L = DISTRICT POLICE I‘FICDR, R
i h ' ’ s ) " . ey .
] { mey e KOHAT ,,r u/]y
v N‘N'.‘mr).'M 2 “gs ;;; SO, daded N gzt e 20030, ‘ : .

Copy ol above tor- TR : : T
S]’?P‘(? GG, Hohat - The  Boguivy  Officer [op tt)lllvlllll{{'.,
procecdings ¢ numsl the aecused tu'u’lm‘ the provisions of l’ulu‘b
! : Rule 1977E,

purpaosc of enquiry i )1‘0(‘(‘{"(1171“‘, : . N

———
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g Ea T A ‘ . OFFICE OF THE
ah s DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
~ KOHAT = .

Tel: 01922-9260116 Fax 9'3'(;()125,
! l

[7'/ 5 Z /PA dated Kohat the /<. @_& /2020
(I

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Y 1. 1 Javed _Igbnl, District Police _Officer,  Kohat ns .
competent authority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975'
(nmended 20104) is hereby serve you, THC Sohail Alimad No, 49}4 ’ll'-.
fallow:-
| gy 1. That conscquent upon the ‘completion of inquiry conductud
©againstoyou by the inguiry officer for which you were }:,l\'f‘ll

opportunity of hcarmg vide office No. 2986- 87/PA dated
- 21.07.2020. R
il. On going, through the fmdm[, and rec omnundatlons of tpe
inquiry officer, the material on record and other connected *
papeyrs including your defense before the inquiry nfﬁcu‘ !

- T sy 5.4%:‘5—.1?4#,:

I am satisfied that you have committed the followmg
acts/omissions, specified in section 3 of the said ordmanceiI

|

a. That various complaints against Amir Hussain ‘son of
IThsan Ali r/o Kurram presently, KDA, Kohat rcgarding'
Jraud, cheating and false persuasion were sent to ycfu ~.
Jor necessary legal actiou, but you turned deaf ear and
wtllfullJ kept mum owver it in conivence with the. then

SO, (n addition you have close relation olth !u
notorious / bad character person. - ‘

D, That you illegoally ]uvlli!al.t:d the aeccused for Jum‘
personal gain. Further you was constantly in conta?t.
with accused via his Cell No. and asked them to. cscapa
as police is chasmg you. ' ;

c. That lastly, a case vide FIR No. 142 dated 16. 07 2020
u/s 406,419,420, 468, 471 PPC PS KDA waus registered
against Amir Hussain alies America.

T T Ag T Tresull thercof, 1, as competent .mllmn!v, “have
tentatively decided to impose upon you major penalty provided undcn Lhe
Rules ibid, .

3. You are, therelore, mqunrod to show causc as to whv the
. nloresnicd pennliy should nof Iw impoted vpon you alao intimnte, whethar
you desire Lo be heard in person, S ;
g, IF no reply to this notice is received  within 07 days of ity

. delivery in the normal course of cireumstancaes, it shall be presumad that
§ ' you have no defence to put in and in. liml Case as ex-par luv action shall be

taken against you.

S. ( The copy of the lmdm;, of inquiry officer is cnclosed.
/ -~
\ﬂESTc_ (",j :pQA .
DISTRIET POLICE OF ICER,

KOHAT% 2(:/37 : :l ‘
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT

ORDER

. This order will dispose of departmental proceedings conducted
against IHC Sohail Ahmad No. 494, the then MHC PS KDA (hereinafter
called accused official) under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975

* (amendment 2014).

Facts arising of the case are that various complaints against Amir

Hussain son of Ihsan Ali rlo Kurram presently, KDA, Kohat regarding fraud,

cheating and false persuasion were sent to him for necessary legal action, but
he turned deaf year and willfully kept mum over it in connivance with the then
SHO. in addition he has closed relation with a notorious / bad character
person. For the reasons the accused official was served with charge sheet
alongwith statement of allegations is as under:-

ii. That he illegally facilitated the accused for his personal géin.
Further he was constantly in contact with accused via his Cell No. and asked

him to escape as police is chasing you. . : i
i

ii. That lastly, a case vide FIR No. 142 dated 16.07.2020 uls
406,419,420, 468, 471 PPC PS KDA was registered against Amir Hussain

alies America. _ T

ASP HQrs Kohat was appointed as enguiry officer to scrutinize the
conduct of accused. The Enquiry officer vide his report established the
chargessieveled, held him guilty of the charges.

Final Show Cause Notice was served upon the accused official, to
which a filed reply, gone through and found unsatisfactory.

in order afford, opportunity of defense the accused official was
called in Orderly Room held on 10,09.2020, heard in person, but the accused
official failed to submit any plausible explanation lo his gross professional
- misconduct.

I have gone through the record, which transpires that the accused

. official held a key post of Police station as Moharir and responsible for
maintenance of record. quick response on reports and complaints etc. It was
_transpired that the accused official in connivance with the then SHO Mukamil
jKhan’ kept mum over the complaints against accused Amir Hussain and
instead of taking legal action. the accused official. contacted the accused and

t

LT AR 6 S

e

IE STAIEAARTACE AT

; W/' facilitated him. Record further indicates that the accused official has misused
i ,/g ‘ohié?‘authorities, links with a criminal, facilitated him for his personal gain.
%j ' IQO o After removal of the accused official from PS KDA, a case vide FIR
; ﬁ © " No. 142/2020 was registered. Similarly, 'so many other FIRs were also
P registered against Amir Hussain accused to whom the accused official was

, o facilitating and recovery of motor cars were also-made from accused (Amir
H : Hussain) '
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In view of the above. | reached to the conclusion that the accused

official is in leagues with criminals and the charges / allegations have been.

established against the accused official beyond any shadow of doubt. The
accused official is also found in-efficient official and un-trustworthy as well.
Therefore, in exercise of powers -conferred upon me |, Javed lgbal District
Police Officer. Kohat impose ‘a major punishment of reduction of accused
official from the rank of D-List Head Constable to the rank of constable with
immediate effect.

Announced ‘ . : _
10.09.2020 ' Q(&‘ ‘ \
: DISTRICT.POLIGE-OFFICER,

OBN('). &3 ' KOHAT%///S)

Date // 5 12020 :

No 4% F — 73 IPA dated Kohatthe /4 ~ F . 2020, -
Copy of above to the Regional Police Off|cer Kohat for favour of
information please. :

2. Reader/SRC/P.O for necessary action. : ’

D:STR%‘CT" POLTCE OFFICER,

KOHAT% ¢l /97'

T IT AR,

g il l R A

e T TR A LR R,

sy



B -G Amecd

o BEFORE THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POI 1CE KOHAT RECION
KOHAT ;
SUBJECT:  APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNLD ORDER OF_DIPO_KONAT VIDI DATED M_Q'J- ‘
2020, OB NO:~631 IN WHICH WITHOUT ENQUIRING THE ALLEGATIONS DIRECTLY. Jidy
IMPOSED THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION FORM 'FHE OFFICIAL RANK OF
- D-LIST HEAD CONSTABLE TO THE RANK OF CONSTABLE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT f‘ 3

G

' !

| Respectfully Sheweth,

l
I
. i
-With greal veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the wmwllanl on the ';
following grounds:- :

+

=

| i

Bllofly facts as per |mpuqncd order that vauous complmnls against Amir Ilussa‘ln
s/o._ehsan Ali r/o kurram agency presenlly KDA Kobhat regarding traud chcalmg
false persuasion were sent to him for necessary legal action but he turned dc..\f U
ear and will fully kept mum over it in connivance with the then SHO Lin dddlllOll
he has closed relation with a notorious /bad character person. For the |casons

'"_the accused official was served with the charge sheet along wnlh statement ofA

aIIegatlons |s as under X E‘
. i

REER ) That he illegally facilitated the accused for his personal gain further he w:ﬁsi i
P ~ constantly in contact with accused via his cell number and asked hifg to
' escape as police is chasing you. : !
i) That lastly a case vide FIR No-142 dated 16~-07- 2020 u/s 406~ 4l9~420—

468 471 PPC PS KDA was register against Amu Hussain alies America.

That due to above allegation the appcllant was awarded the n 1ol |mm5hmcnt of .
reductton form the Rank of D-List head constable to /c.ouslab!c(Copy of

impugned order is annexecl as annexure A)

That there is nothing on record which connect the appellant with the allegation .
nor any cell data record is available on record which proved any al!egauon
against the appeliant as the appellant was junior officer and remain under the
kind control of SHO of concern PS and were bound to obey all the Iawful orders

' Qf the senior. ‘ ‘ | :

That the appellant had tender 21 years good service in police department to the~ .
entire satisfaction to superiors but this fact was not kept in mind before :
announcement of the impugned ma;on punishment and only served the FCN .

(Copy of ,FCN along with reply is annexed as annexure B) o [

|
That no proper enquiry rules were observed and without giving. any legal
- consideration to the record that the lotal seven complmnlx were received agamsl
the accused Amir Hussain and all these complaints were duly entered in lhc

S | WM&

~E t::;*uye' CGP‘ * 4.|
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"re%evant reglster No-5 accordlngly moreover non from any complainant, inlenlts

for registering the criminal case against accused. except on simple complamts
"and it is worth mentioning here that in other complaints compldtnant were
patched the matter with accuscd and the same were returned- to DPO offrce
_Kohat which needs urged consideration (Copy annexed as annexure C) =77 ¢ i

|

That as per direction of SHO as per rule intimated the ordet ol SHO Lo aceused
for the redyessal of the complivints ol peaples-and for his lawful npprehensm‘)n‘
but in impugned order this fact were not ptopelly investigated by ¢ nquiry olilcu‘

as well as the rules regarding e ity not oy mvctl ’ B

Tlmt all the proceedings were conducted aqa:mt the appellant oxpdrtly and no.
. opportunity of personal hearing and defense has been provided to the appclian_ta_u.

whrch is against to the service rules as well as against to the Police rules. !

That the appellant is young energetlc elhcrcnt person and having un blerniéhied
servrce record which could be verify from the service record ol the appellant

v S

St
' R
§

That no single evndence. is avaulablc on record whtch connect llw appellant w thy
lhc allegation nor p:ovcd through any rellabie probing.

That all the proceedings were. conducted aqamst the appellant in the abscnce of
the appellant nor heard in person to explzun the position.

That the appellant is very dedicated keen and apprehensive towards hlS assign

. duty but this factor has not been appreciated and the appellant was blessed wsth
P

|mpugned order.’

That the appeliant feeling aggrieved from the nnpugnecl order and submrl tlle

- representation on the following grounds -

Grounds -

1. That the allegatlons never practice by the appella‘nt and there s nothingion.“;;'

record wh|ch connect the appellant with the allegation.

2. That it is the settle princjplc of justice that no one should be condemn un hedrd

but in the case of appellant no proper enqunry has been conduclod to enquire the

“allegation . , »

f

3. That again an unjust has been done with the appeliant by not giving arnoie“

opportunity of cross examination as well as not heard.in person nor properly .

-enqmred the allegation. Jjust on the' basis -of non reading of available record
relying heid guilty the appellant without follownng the prescribcd rules: relat:ng
to enquiry proceedlngs as per Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014).

. n'l%‘\
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S " 4. That while awardlng the :mpugned order none from the general publlc ,}}:vas.
exammed in support of the charges Ieveled agamst the appellant o

>
. . :

5. That as per universal declaration of human nghts 1948 prohibits lheuarbxtr.

discretion. : , , , IR

‘

6.. That the DPO Kohat has acted wh|m5|caily and arbltrary, WhICh is apparent'fr‘_'

the |mpugn(.cl order.

7:=That the Innmqnml order v not based on sound reanons amd same’ s
' P
sustainable in the eyes of law.. The same is bascd on wrong aswmpuon of fact .

. :

8:-That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture. R

L ' ' | : o
... Pray: _ oy - EE
, . t. i"- . . - E .‘ :;.

impugned order of DPO Kohat may please be-set aside for the end of Justlce

and the appellant may please be grac:ously be re- -stored as previous m ‘sewlce '
with all needs as per prevailing rules. P f
T pateyg/ed /2020 ; s
| Dates 0‘7 } !
b - ‘ c - COI’Iéldb'(‘. (So it Shah No '494). ‘ i
l L . v : ’ - ': )
AT 0 *t g
: . ‘fge‘ QO? | .‘, |
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POLICE DEFEY; o
URDEN

. This onder will dispose of o depurtmental appest, poved by
Lhnse: Nobail Adrmed (ExIRCY 08 Kohat dssirlet presentby sefving at Distrler Upper Kabistin,
st e punishiten onder. pavsed Py PO Kol side OB New 637, dited 11002920

whiesoby e was nwarded maur punishimeny of reductiun from the rank o L1 Conntiile
wii e follawing tllegatiiing i

).

Vaviaus compluints aguine Amir Busain alias Amerbes regacding
frand, cheating and fahe persuminn were seni to the uppeliset for
aevosvary legel dotion but fiv kept nsm over it as he was n cime
cuntaet / velatiun with the above juated antorious / had dmramr
persin, '

LThat be Ubeyutly facilivaicd the aecuced Tor bis persunal galn us he way

canstanily evstacilng him theaough biv Cell phune sy aaking him o
eseape us Police Iy chasing him.

LA enve vide FIR Nuo 142, tuted 16073000 o/ 306, 419, 420, 365, 971
PUC B8 KIA was rogisteved agalnst Aumlr Hassain allas America.

v, That during intedrigution, (he neeaved nnlfulded the facts that he wie
telephiunicntty infurmed by the uppeliant In irder t eseape.,

¥ That the weensed nurcated the siatuy of yeeused in Daify Diaedes oy eye
was in urder lu save the \l.ln ul peewved ™

Hep u.icr'wl i appest dis e Lmd\m;pwd ian \\‘mb TOIINRTEE were
ubtarged Trom GO Ko .md his enguiry e was pernsid. He was also leand in persas in

Uiderly Hoom, Rebd in s office o 1002 2000, Dering heasing, the appellin ixiled 10

dvanve any plitsible soplanaig in his detonse.
biive gone tlrmgh the avillitite recond amil cimne 10 the conelusion
wat the sltegtivas leveled ugienst the sppeifant we proved beyond any shadow of doulet amt
the mane hag ulsa beon eslablishest hy the Faguiry Uilteer I Ha lasliags, The punigunem
watidied to e wppetling 15 vers lighl mud does m cotnensurite with the gravily of affeune,

whied 5 ivechy eniueal infu Disnisd Traraeevies with inmedlute effeny

¢

- Oirder Annpoineed
aLII20%
?}
o ke
- .. -, “'"‘M/),f-l J':," o0
- 28/ h.c_x!m ita.g_;xm

.ﬁ Lo fl- "t U, dmed Met sl Y /23, 'mm,i

Capy Tor informition sml neressary netion o she Distriey Folice
Eitiver, Kuhin wir o his office Menw: Mo [SUSLE; dated 09,17 2030, His Bawiry Fite is |

t
el eren, . . F:mja im-ﬁ:%: 4

3 The !}L-r,ne.' Potice Giticer, Uppi [\uin::rm '
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| ) kPO
' \Qﬂ POLICE DEPTT: - " KOHAT REGION |

e Al

ORDER, "
ORDER .y

This order will disi:vose of a" departmental appeal, moved | by
Const: Sohail Ahmed (Ex-IHC) of Koﬁat district presently serving at District Upper Kohistan,
" against the punishment order, passed by DPO Kohat vide OB No. 631, dated 11.09.2020
whereby he was awarded major pﬁnishment of reduction from-the rank of IHC to Constable

on the following allegations :-

1. Various complaints against Amir Hussain alias America regarding
fraud, cheating and false persuasion were sent to the appellant for
necessary legal action ‘but he kept mum over it_as he was in close
contact / relation with the above named notorious / bad character
person.

it. That he illegally facilitated the accused for his personal gain as he was
cohstantly contacting him through his Cell phone as asking him to

_ escape as Police is chasing him.
ili. A case vide FIR No. 142, dated 1607.2020 u/s 406, 419, 420, 468, 471
- PPC PS KDA was registered against Aamir Hussain alias America,

iv. That during interrogation, the accused unfolded the facts that he was

telephonically informed by the appellant in order to escape.

v. That the accused narrated the status of accused in Daily Diaries as eye
was in order to save the skin of accused.”

He preferred an appeal to the undersigned, upon which comments were i
obtained from DPO Kohat and his enquiry file was perused. He was also heard in person in
Orderly Room, held in this office on-23.12.2020. During hearing, the appellant failed to

advance any plausible explanatiqn in his defense.

[ have gone through the available record and came to the conclusion
that the allegations leveled against the appellant are proved beyond any shadow of doubt and
the same has also been established by the Enquiry Officer in his ﬁndingé. The punishment
awarded to the appellant is very light and does not commensurate with the gravity of offense,

which is hereby enhanced into Dismissal from service with immediate effect.

Order Announced
23.12.2020

) ol 2.8 s ¥ Kohat Region.
NoZ Qe 3-1h e, dated Kohat the2//2. oo, !

Copy for information and necessary action to the District Police
Officer, Kohat w/r to his office Memo: No. 15468/LB, Jdated 09.11.2020. His Enquiry Filé is

returned herewith. _ A W
2. The District Police Officer, Upper Kohistan.
I .o
\ . A
N
d )

‘ HAFEEZ) PSP
istrict P { z:‘!ic'ﬁ?-» - < CKsgion Police Officer,

7 7,- -t i i
% %c,-tE "¢t P Kohat Region.
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