30.1220200 ~ None for the appellant present.
‘ Adj_ourned: to 29.03.2021 for preliminary
before S.B._, S
(Mian Muhami 7 )
- Member(E)
29.03.2021 . Nemo for appellant. ;’ o

Appellant/counsél ~be --put on notice for

2 /7 /2021 for preliminary hearing, before S.B.

(Rozina Rehman)
Member (J)

02.07.2021 Counéel for the éppeilant present.
Learned counsel for the appellant states that
‘grievance of the appelrant has been redressed by the |
- concerned respbndénts ‘and submitted an application for
withdrawal of i'r'\'sta,rit'appeal. Application placed on file.
In view of the abOve, the present‘appéa_li,is' .'disfﬁiissed
as withdrawn.  File be consigned to the rqur‘d _lrc_Jo'r‘h. N

~ ANNOUNCED
02.07.2021

T g,

rmeanyy P, T



7 01.04.2020

' 24.06.2020

31.08.2020

Due to public holiday -on account of 'C'OVIDv159,,the' ‘éas“gf’

is adjourned to 24.06.2020 for the same. To come up for+ <

the same as before S.B. AT
. - 'lgeilér o

None for the appellant’ present. On the last date of |

¥4 office, shall, therefore, issué notices to the appellant and his
counsel. To come up for preliminqryheajlring.on 21.08.2020

before S.B,:

Clerk to counsel for the appellant present andyt]emksmd

‘ for adjournment as counsel for the appellant is not 'avai,lkabvlg

. 22.10.2020

today. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on

22.10.2020 before S.B.

Member (E)

Since the Members of the High Court as well as of the - o

District Bar Association Peshawar are observing strike today,
therefore, the case is adjourned to 30.12.2020 on which date ‘

to come up for preliminary hear‘ing before S.B.‘,

S

(Muhamma
Member (Judicial)

/ hearing the case was adjourned through _Reader note. The -



Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of__
' Case No.- 1714/2019
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
) proceedings
1 2 3
1- 09/13/2019 The appeal of Mr. Kirman Ali presented today by Syed Mudassir
Pirzada Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to
th2 Warthy Chairman for proper order please\
REGISTRAR ~ O\ \\’-—\\‘
] This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be
2, | 19[1n{q
put up there on ngolb,o .
\®/'\
- CHAIRMAN
- 08.01.2020 Nemo for appeliant.
Notices be issued to appellant/counsel. To come up
for preliminary hearing on 18.02.2020 before S.B.
\
i Chairman
13.02.2020 Lzarned counsel for the appellant present and seeks

adjournment. Adjourn. To come Ltp for preliminary

nearing on 01.04.2020 before S.B /

o

Member

o
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. BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWA'F\". [

Service Appeal __| 7] L]i 2019

Kirman 'Ati S/o Marjan Ali Ex-Inspector R/o Usterzai Bala 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)
INDEX

Sr Description of Documents B Annexure | Page

No |- : ' B

1 Memo of Appeal o o | 14

2 | Affidavi T T v 5

|.3  |'Address of the Parties : B : ' 6

4 | Copy of impugned Order dated 01-08-2019 along Show cause | - A 709
notice dated 01-08-2019 . : ' -

5 Copy of Departmental representation dated : : - B 1012
Wakalatnama !

Appellanf

Through

Date 9 1 1719 - Syed Mudasir Pirzad
. : Advocate PH C
0345-9645854



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Kirman Ali S/o Marjan Ali Ex-Inspector R/o Usterzai Bala Kohat .

Mp@—’Q MO r—\‘}\L‘ / g\glc( (Appellant)

Khyber Pakhitnkhwd
VERSUS

Sevviue Fedivunal

meary o, 1190
ch/ ]9,]%/7 |

. INSPECTOR GENERAL POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT***”

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. . (Respondent)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 01-08-2019
VIDE OB-NQO-944 IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT NO:-3 ILLEGALLY AWARD
THE PUNISHMENT OF REVERSION FROM THE OFFG RANK OF INSPECTOR
TO SUB-INSPECTOR IMMEDIATE EFFECT WITHOUT ANY LAWFUL
JUSTIFICATION AND THE APPELLANT PREFERRED DEPARTMENTAL
REPRESENTATION DATED26-§-2019 AND BUT THE SAME WAS NOT
ENTERTAIN NOR CONSIDER TILL TO DATE

Pray:

In view of above submiss’ion it is requested, by accepting of instant service
appeal the impugned order of Respondent No-3 may please be set aside and
the present appellant service may please be re-instate with all back benefits ."

Respectfully Sheweth,

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant on.the
following grounds:- _ %

" 1:-Briefly facts of the case are that a whats app message receive to the
respondent No-3 that the appellant has taken away Rupees One Lac (100000)/~
as a case property of PS Jerma in order to verify the undersigned visited the place
of posting of appellant as SHO PS Cantt and search the box or Rupees Fifty

? ..ag’-;‘;j Thousand (50,000)/- were recovered.
U;% ,% 2:- That the appellant/was served with the show cause notice on dated 01-08-
Q é‘ 2019 in which the appellant submitted the replied of show cause notice where in
;.g ‘;’ the appellant stated that the amount in case FIR No: 153 Dated 17-04-2019
9C A under section 382/34 PPC PS Jerma Kohat and returned the same to Moharrar Ps
/, Jarma in presence of SDPO Saddar Kohat. (Copy of impugned order and show
'TL//' : cause notice is annexed as annexure A) .
p

3:- 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.



/

4:-That on the same date of issuance of impugned order and show cause notice .
dated: 01-08-19 the appellant was blessed with the subsequent major
punishment of dismissal from the service with immediate effect.

5:-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. Just on the basis of secretly probing held guilty the
appellant without following the prescribed rules relating to enquiry proceedmgs
as per Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014).

5:-That nothing has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt that the appeliant
has committed any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police department as
well as the appellant never ever called for any departmental proceeding nor .
admit any instance of show cause notice nor called in orderly room nor have any -
record of personal hearmg of the appellant in any disciplinary proceedings

- against the appellant nor provided any opportunity to explain the allegation that

the case property was taken into the custody .which is on record and the
appellant is still not understand that what element encourages the respondent
No-3 for issuance of impugned order and what wrong the appellant had
committed .

6:-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.

7:-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 enquiry
-~ have not been observed while awarding the impugned punishment.

¥

- 8:-That the appellant dragged unnecessarily into litigation which is clearly

mentioned in 2008 SCMR 725.

1
i

9:~That while awarding the impugned major punishment the enquiry report h'vas
not been given to the appellant which is very much necessary as per 1991 PLC
CS 706 & PLC 1991 584.

10:-That the biasness of the respondents is proved by not entertaining the

. departmental representation till to date and as per the judgmen't of superior

courts that t(he representation must be entertain with the independent mind but
still not entertain (Copy of departmental representation is annexed as annexure

. B)

Grounds:

a. 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 apf)ellant was neither intimated nor informed by any source of
medium regarding enquiry proceedings for any disciplinary action WhICh
shows bias on the part of quarter concern.

That as per the contents of allegation in the show cause notice and the

impugned order a different with each other. In show cause notice it has

been alléged that the appellant has taken bribed that while in the
impugned order it ha{s. been mentioned that the appellant has taken away

Rupees One Lac (100000)/- ‘as a case property of PS Jarma. The

contradiction and difference between the show cause notice and impugned
‘order of punishment has made the entire proceeding against the appellantl

as doubt full, un law full and no legal effect.

That instead of enquiring from the SHO or Moharrar Police Station Jerma
the competent, authérity allegedly claimed to have recovered Rs: 50,000
from the box of the Appellant this allegation is totally incorrect because no
recovery what so ever was recovered from the appellant or from the body
of the appellant and if the alleged allegations are proved then why the
appellant has not been arrested or register a crlmmal case against the/
appellant but fact is still not explain by the respondent No-3 in impugned
order.

. L4 - .
That no recovery is available on record nor any statement of Moharrar is
available on record which connect the appellant with the allegation.

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

3

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 employee.

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 Pakistan1973.

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-3has 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.

t.‘l,.‘ That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture.

0. That the reply of the show cause notice which was order by respondent
No-3 to submlt with one hour on the day of issuance of impugned order
hence the appellant was unable to keep a copy of the said reply which will |
be produce if respondent department issued .

, .
! -

Pray: -

In the view of above circumstances ~it is humbly prayed that the
impugned order of DPO date 01-08-2019 Kohat may please be set aside for
the end of justice and the appellant may please be graciously re-stored to his
rank as previous with all back benefits.

Abpe_llant
, Through’ . -
-— N A% ]
Date 9 oW, /9 : Syed Mudasir P|rzada -
o Advocate HC
: 0345-9645854
Certificate:- .

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

List of Books i ' :
1:- Constitution of Pakistan 1973

2:- Police Rules

‘ 3:- Case Law according to need.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal 2019 N

AFFIDAVIT

A

1 ,Syed Mudasir Piriada Advdcate ,as.._
per instruction of my client'.do here by
solemnly affirm and declare that aII"the
cohtents of accompanying service
appeal are true and'.correct to the best
of my knowledge ahd belief and

T~
nothing has been concedteg fro@ this

344
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Kirman Ali S/o Marjan AIi'EilIHéﬁéchr RIS Usterzai Bala Kohat

"(Appenant)

VERSUS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR. |
2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. B (Respondent)

ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES
z

APPELLANT :- . . | : | ( ’
| o o F

/ Kirman Ali S/o Marjan Ali Ex-inspector R/o Usterzai Bala Kohat

RESPONDENTS ‘

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.
2: DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

3 DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

!

a/_;.fé)

Appellant

Through

Date ? /NN 9 { - Syed Mudasir Rirzada
‘ Advocate P
0345-9645854
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OFFICE OF THE
U DISTRICT FOLICE OFFICER,
: KOHAT
Tel: 01922-9260116 Fux 9260125
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This order s passed on the Show Causa Nolica sorved upon Offg:

*‘ = Inspector Kirman Ali the than SHO PS Jarma Kohat under section 5 (2) Khyber

’ Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 {Amendment ' 2014) without the' aid ‘of enquiry

*{; officer on the following allegations. o . -

A% 3 : ' o S

G s A : -2, Brief facts of the case are that a WhatsApp message received that

- he has taken away Rs. 100,000/~ as case properly of PS Jarma. In order to
as SHO PS Cantt

rsigned visited his place of posting as he w

verlfy the unde
box s, 50,000/- were recovered.

and on search of his
e, A In view of abova, the defaultr was saved with Show Cause
v o Ui Notice under the rules ibld. Tho delaulter oltlcor submitied reply to the Show

s N Gause Notice wherein, he has admittec that he had recovered the amount in
casa FUHY No. 103 dated 17,04.220100 VAR TIPTA T I K LIS R Jirnn Kohot nnd
returned the same to Moharir PS Jarma'in presence of SDPO Saddar, Kohat,
4. " ~The défaulter officer was called in Orderly Room and heard in

person wherein he had admitted that he had returned the amount.

}

5. From the above and available récord it has been established that
that the defaulter officer had taken away Rs. 100,000/- case property of the
aforesaid case, out of which Rs. 50,000/~ was recovered from his box.
Furthermore, the defauiter officer has'admitted the charge leveled against

A

-4

s’i‘ : him. .
f!: } 6. In view of the above, | reached to the conclusion that the defauiter
;;; E officer has misappropriated, commilted gross professional misconduct and
? | the charge leveled against him has been established. Hence, the defaulter
= i officer is found inefficient for officiating post. Tharefore, | Capt ® Wahid
i i ' Mehmood, Distrlct Police Olficor, Kohal, disponsod with tho gonoral
g’: proceedings and In oxercisa of the powers conferred upop me, under the
:gzn i cudan hid ©ffg: Innpoector Kieman All_in rovortod o the Sabolantive rank
o { - of Sub Inspector with immediate effect
di .
L Announced &
S 01.08.2019 , \ \ : ,/
s ' . lDISTRICT'BOLﬂC/E.QfElCER.
0B No._ 7YY (2760 ) : ,..// ORAT
Date cf = & [2019 ‘
NoZB =3 [IPA dated Kohat the 2/~ .- 2019.
g ] . Copy of-above to the Regional Police Officer, Kohat for
e e —favourof-information-please: e :

/ Dislrict Acgount Officer, Kohat

PP <2'
3. Read_e_r/SRC/P.O for négessary action.

St

S s

2
i
)

DISTRIGT | (\ll,.ICl? OFFIGER,

.: : | ,9),'”\."

ES

7 e SR

e i,
3

[
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SQN No. 464/2019
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“a
o

OFFICD OF THE DISTPICT POLICD OI‘PIC]“R KOHAT
SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
[”__rg (2] KPK Police Rulcc, 1975)

-

ctor Kirman Ali Incharge SVEP Act have rendcred i
5 (2) of the l\’hyl'x:r

. - That You Inspe
you:bulf lmbl«. to be proceeded un(lu I\ulc,
Pakhtunkhwa Policc Rules 1975 (Amcndmcnt 2014) for [(ollowing

e et N ——
1
r
.
1

mnsconduct. . ‘
X ‘.' A WhattsApp messege was receiued that you Inspector Kirman Ali
% thg then SHO PS Jarma was taken a bribe of Rs. 100,000/~ Upon

W
. %hich J:hc undersigned visited your place of posting as SHO PS

o
I Cantt and recovcred Rs. 50,000/ from. your personal box, wh{ch . )
shows Joux:,gross migconduct on your part. : \ ) I

2. ’l‘lmt by rcason of n—bovc, as sufficient material is pluccd bcforc the

:' 'undersngned therefore it is decided to proceed against you in gener ul

Coa o Pollce procccdmg without aid of cnquiry officer: .
i :3.* That the misconduct on Yyour part is prc_|ud1cxal to good order of
[ ' dxscxplmc in the Police furce.

T ‘»,f- z)}; That your retention in the police force will amount to encourage in

efﬁcwnt and unbccommg of good Policc officers.

‘ E* : "I‘hat by taking cogmzance of the matter under enquiry, the undersigned. -

¢ said rules, proposes stern action'

‘*. ]
,:r J, : '.as competent authority under th
' ‘ S against you. by awarding on¢ OT more of’ thc kind pumshments as

IR ; provided in the rules. ' .

Y 6. You arc, ~therclore, éalled upon 1o show cnuse as o why you should nol Y
" . } e (lt(llt ntlhlly i necordnnes with the Rhyher Prdclitnmikhiwn Poliee ’

Rulcs, 1975 (Amcndment 2014) for the misconduct referred Lo above.

- ] You should submit reply to t
) reeeipt of the notice fuiling which an ex-purie e Liot

his show causc noticc within 07 days of the
1 shall be wken

against you.
waipnaed Lhat you wish to be

t R ) 3§. You ore l‘\.u ther dirceted to inform the undersigy A .
' RS hcurd in pcrson ot not. : e N o M
S -t \ ()
| ke

[9, : Grounds of action are also cnclosed w1th this noticc. _/v‘ }M:O

B : & N . ~

o

: L - . :
185 e : DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHM% ] _//57 .

Datcd_[;- R,. 2019
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT

'
. _‘\-..L. vk

GROUNDS OIF ACTION

: -.That You In%pcctor Kirman_Ali Inch’\rffc SVEP Act '’ committed
- & _-.-g-b...._ - =y

—....a__

.ollowmg mxsconducts - !

Wrwin WL
{F%th!,ﬁaApp treRRege 1 rarmiuarl umr Lo I’ncppvtor Kirman All

Fiad

ythe then! SHO PS Jarma was talcen ‘a bribe of Rs. 100, 000/ Upon

w y u&\pr\.- .
fwhich the undcrsi_/ncd visited your place of post.lng as SHO PS

5»-« l;k Y

Cantt and recovered Rs. 50,000/ from your personal box, which

vhie \u‘\t )

A Y3 " A
L—' ) L;T:‘f * i,' 3§£¢ow_§\Jo:tr gross misconduct on your part
7 Rt i w " .‘_ At .
9{:‘?" f'&‘r:;";%y réasgns of above you have rendered yoursclf liable to be proceeded under
VRN i By (o
1,5;{3,4 »i-\ .331]6 S (2) of the I{hybcx Pakhtunkhwa Pollcc Rules 1975 (Amcndmcnt 2014),

'-.-r m.a

i

3{zfﬁcnce thcsc grouqd of agtion,_
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~~'-‘5 7T THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REG!O
T KOHAT

f S 3

A - APPEAL UNDER RULE 11 OF POLICE RULES 1975 QC?O(& \O
1
| .

N I : (AMENDED _2014)_ AGAINST THE ORDER OF THE

o WORTHY_DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT VIDE QB
‘ NO. 944  DATED__01-08-2019, WHEREIN THE - o
: ARPELLANT. WAS_AWARDED. MAJOR. PUNISHMENT_OF X

! i
REVERSION_FROM THE RANK - "OF_INSPECTOR TO THE :
! i RANK OF SUB-INSPECTOR WITHOU'I ANY LEGAL L ; i
' .j‘ LAWFUL JUSTIFICATION. : e
v, ‘f'v *.,\,«-Respected Sir, ‘
Wllh great respect and veneration, ithe appcilant may be -allowed , : s
A R . subrmt the following for your kind and sympathetic :
P LA consideranon.— ' : )
1. That the appullant Jolned the police sarvice as, constable

R ¥ _ however, due to the kecn interest and dcdiCdlIOIl, the

appellant was plomolt.d up to the rank of inspector.

x e e
e

Lk 2. That the appellant has 35 yuars clean service in the police
R S " deptt: to his credit. o

‘ E O SR § That during service, the appellant has always served the
b police deptt: strictly on merits, the worthy senlor, pollce
R ' officers always. expressed satisfaction on the performance
it i of the appellant and never made any complaint against the

4, That in recoghition of the selfless services the appellant has

I}
i
¥,
t
oo .
i ¢ ' appellant. N ‘
! P
i
3
! earncd a numbaer of commeandation certifleates hesides cash

rewards.
5. That unfortunately, the appeflant was sorved  with an
unsigned show cause notice wherein it was alleged that ‘a
b i whatsap message recelvad that ha has taken bribe of
Rs.100000/- upon which the undersigned vlleLd your piacc

of posting as SHO PS Cantt and rocovered Rs.t 0000/«- ﬁ om

yot personal box,

A _sopa mm -

6.  That on the samg‘date of sérvice of the show cause notice-
i.e. 01—8"’019 the' appellant was subsequently awarded

major pumshment of dlsmnssal from scrv:cc W|th lmmediate

effect.

™
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That the punishment order has aggrieved the appellant,
therefore, Following arc some of the glouncls of appeal for
your kind and sympathetic consideration;-

Qm.en..s.et&pp .
‘a. That the tmpugned orcder of pumehment is agamst law‘

facts and evidence on record, hence it s not sustainable in

eyes of law. - L B!
b. That the contents of allegatdons In the unsigned show cause
noticc and the Impugned order are different and I
contradlclory with each other. In the show cause notlce. lt ;
has been allcgcd that the appellanl had Laken bribe of 3
Rs.100000/-, while the appellant was posted as SHO PS
Jerma while in the impugned order the appellant has been

,

Ao, ﬂ~ AL s
gt
e
o

service without any legal justification,
That the punishment of the recuction from the rank of

" '.v
B
P punished on the basis of the allegation that the appellant |
~., .. had taken away Rs.100000/- as case property of PS Jerma. !
§ The, contradlctlon & dlfference between ‘the show. cause l
i notice and the impugned order of punishment has made the ' '
: _ entire proceedings against the appeliant as doubtful .'
3 unlawful & of no legal effect. , .
M ‘?':ﬂ. T c. That no charge sheet or stalcment of allegation was servecl
l upon the appellant Without servnce of the charge sheet and |
} , . summary of allcgatlon no pumshnmnt can be awarded but ,
”f AT inspite of thls legal fact the appellant was’ award(.d :
”* L ' punishment of reduction from the.rank of Inspecton to the i
ﬁi . - - ) rank of Sub=Inspector without any lawful justification,
I“ ' c. That no enculiry officar was :1|7poil:n'ccl nor any enduiry was ,
;% : ; conducted agalnst the d[)l)L“dlll. : :
'l e. That on the same day of punishment i.c. 01-8- 20]9. in the ,/
3? evening (1700 hrs), the appellant was dismissed Ffrom l
3

D, | - .
T, . Inspector to the rank of Su-Inspector [s one sided, untlateral
I ‘*~ ‘:(‘ ! T N 4
gf 331 and repugnant to the well established principles of faw and
E .2 ’ justice. ,
"j 1 g.  That punishment awarded without charge sheet, statement
EBF e allegation und propey enqulry Is agadnst law and has got no
i ; ‘ legal effect on the rights of the appellant.
ook j .
f h.- That the compctent authority has acted as complalnant and
i T :
AT i*‘, judge at the same time, thus the lmpugned order has |
ﬁ = become illegal and of no legal effect. : '
¥ ‘..' % .3 .
Sl ;
5 .'gl " ‘
.ig . " !l.
K| "
|!,;
:é} . L3
i Yeow
)
4




* That jf the.aHegatfon agaihst the appellant that he had
taken bribe of Rs.100000- is taken under co:gsfdera.tlon,
Question arises that from whom the alleged bribe was taken
by the appellant ang for What Purpose the appeliant was
given tr‘?e alleged pripe, Moreover, for which matter the

That Instead o:f'oncmiring from the SHO, or Moharriep police
station farma tho CORthHetig gy dthorfty has ;th';r'r,Hy gtlaf.mhrl

to ive tecovered Rs.50000)- Hrom tha box’_.o'f. the

appellant, This ilegation |y tbtediy Incorrect. No reéovery
Whatsaeve, Wits affectod from the hax of the appellant oy
from the body of the appellant, "

T:Qat v:/hrf!c considering the allegation i the impugneqg order

OB No.944 (9909 hrs) du01-3-2009 reflect - that the

appelffant was Punished on the grounds that he had faken

away Rs. ] 00000/~ as €ase property of pg Jerma ang claimed

have‘recovered Rs.50000/- from the box of the‘appenant.

In this regard the éppe”anr declares on oath that no‘thing

incrfminating Was  recovereg either from box - of the

appellant o from the body of the appelfant, Hencé the

allegations in the impugned o::‘der is also’ incorrect.ffalse

and unfounded. No punishment on such flimsy grouncs can

be awarded ungey the faw rules,

That whie - reiinquishing chargc a5 SHO ps Jerma’ the :
appaellan THYY, Juun:lud OVEE RS U2000, - Cilse mropaity qf the

atminad case U/S 382 ppe lo the ‘Moh;u'rlcr IS Jerma, Undaer

such Lreumstances the competent authority was required

o verify from the Moharrier . ps Jerma about the said case |,
Property, but instead of enquiring.from Moharrier ps Jerma |
he chased the appellant, which has a fhegative impact on all

the proceedings against the appellant and as such the saig .
ground cannot po Made a valig and legal ground for

Punishment against the appellant, ; .

That the allegation leveled 'a'gainst the appellant s false,

unfounded and'base{ess.. N S A

That under Article IO__~A::of the 1973 cons:t,ft:.jt'io:ll_

transparent:,. Just and fafr cn'qu!ry lsighe fundameqtqi-flght
of the appellant. The impugned ordor of bunishment i
deviation from rhéfunddmaitgxl right 'Q'F the appellant, Thus,
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the impugned order has become unlawful and ineffective on
the rights of the appeliant,

E:—vt-"‘——?hat—it -is-not-ascertdifable lhat what element had promoted
the competent authority to: award pumshment to the
appeliant in such a hurried manner, , i'

q. That the illegalities contamed in the impugned order have
rendercd it to nulllty and vitiated all paoccecllngs being
unlawful and unfalr / of no legal effect ' !

r. That the compt'lcnl nulhnrny h: 1'. nxcm'clml rmm his lawful I ;E
powers on one hand and by his conduct’ has manifestly - '
expressed malaflde agalnst the appeH.mt to punish him at
any cost on the other.

s, That the appellant belongs to a respectable famlly on one

haqd {md being a responsible po!fm. officer ¢can not even

“think to. indulge himself in. such illegal and unethical

activities on the other.
t.  That such an uﬁfounded and false allegation has tarnished

the good image / reputatlon of the appellant in the eyes of
his family mcmbcls friends and th society at large.

3

That the appellant is absolutely mnoccnt and he has been

T . £ - 5 2 . 4
S e ) LRSS S M ) o5 Y -

u.
punlshed for no fault on his paiL

v, That the punishment heing nm in nccmdnnco wnlh Iaw and
tha prineiptes of Justce daserives 1o |J(‘ nelaslue,

W, That If deemed proper, the appe Hansl ly I(Inclly be lw.ncl ln
person. - : '

)
er; ‘ , . '
/

s, therefore humbly praycd that lhc impugned orden of
punishment being unlawlul, unjust, unfalr and mpugn.ml to
the principles of law and Justice’ may be set aside. The
. appellant’ may Kindly be res lo:ed to his old position at
' . which he was on or before 01 -8-2019 with all- back
bcnel‘lls. The appeliant will pray for vour long life and
prosperity for this act of kindness.

Tvaemie-,
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Yours-obediently, : :

Dated Q_é __g_/zow. . Kirman Ali (nspector) |
R/o Uster Zai Bala S
Tehsil & Distt: Kohat.

[ Cell#0333-9637613
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