
None for the appellant present.

Adjourned to 29.03.2021 for preliminaor^hearing

30.12.2020

before S.B.

V
(Mian Muhanm 

Member(E)
.)

Nemo for appellant.29.03.2021

Appellant/counsel be put on notice for 

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

s V'-.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

02.07.2021 Counsel for the appellant present.
Learned counsel for the appellant states that 

grievance of the appellant has been redressed by the 

concerned respondents and submitted an application for 
withdrawal of instant appeal. Application placed on file.

In view of the above, the present appeal is dismissed 

as withdrawn. File be consigned to the record room.

}

ANNOUNCED
02.07.2021



i
Due to public holiday oh account of COVID-19; the cas^l^ 

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

the same as before S.B.

.4 01.04.2020

24.06.2020 None for the appellant present. On the last date of 

hearing the case was adjourned through Reader note. The 

office, shall, therefore, issue notices to the appellant and his 

counsel. To come up for preliminary hearing on 21.08.2020 

before S.B.

/
I c

. ; i\ -!
I

i ■

I.;

31.08.2020 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present andv®6;t®^d 

for adjournment as counsel for the appellant is not available 

today. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

22.10.2020 before S.B.

/

Member (E)

22.10.2020 Since the Members of the High Court as well as of the 

District Bar Association Peshawar are observing strike today, 

therefore, the case is adjourned to 30.12.2020 on which date 

to come up for preliminary hearing before S.B

(

.. I■

. .1

...i
f,

)
i(Muhamrn^cH-Bmai Khan). 

Member (Judicial)



r-V Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1714/2019Case No.-

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Kirman AN presented today by Syed Mudassir 

Pirzada Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order pleaS'

09/12/20191-

REGISTRAR
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be1^(1 >(i/)2-

oilollxo -put up there on (A

CHAIR

Nemo for appellant.

Notices be issued to appellant/counsel. To come up 

for preliminary hearing on 18.02.2020 before S.B.

08.01.2020

Chairman

18.02.2020 Learned counsel for the appellant present and seeks 

idjoLirnment. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary 

tearing on 01.04.2020 before S.B

Member
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERYICF TRIRIINAI PESHAWAR.

2019Service Appeal

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

(Appellant)

VERSUS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.1.

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT2.

(Respondent)DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.3.

INDEX

PageAnnexureSr Description of Documents
No

1-4Memo of Appeal1
5Affidavit2 \

6Address of the Parties3 •
7^Copy of impugned Order dated 01-08-2019 along Show cause 

notice dated 01-08-2019
A4

10-Copy of Departmental representation dated B5

Wakalatnama /

Appellant

\
Through

V '
-------^>-v__ J
Syed Mudasir Pirzad 

Advocate P H C 
0345-9645854

Date

*

■,v 'I

-K,
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

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

(Appellant)■V©
SJcrviot: ?.rvf<>uiial

VERSUS
04ar>- No

INSPECTOR GENERAL POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT*^

(Respondent)

1.
o

ted
2:

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.3.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 01-08-2019
VIDE OB-NO-944 IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT A/0.-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 DATED JIL-8-2019 AND BUT THE SAME WAS NOT
ENTERTAIN NOR CONSIDER TILL TO DATE

Pray:

In view of above submission 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 rnay 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: I
Facts:

of the case are that a whats app message receive to the1 :-Briefly facts
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 

Thousand (50,000)/- were recovered.gut

I
SI am\ 9

2:- That the appellant/was served with the show cause notice on dated 01-08- 

2019 in which the appellant submitted the replied of show cause notice where in 

the appellant stated that the amount in case FIR No: 153 Dated 17-04-2019 

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 

cause notice is annexed as annexure A) .

C

2:
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.



f/
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 proceedings 

as per Police Rules 197?(amended 2014).

5:-That nothing has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt that the appellant 
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 hearing 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.

9:-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.

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

departmental representation till to date and as per the judgment of superior 

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

Grounds:

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

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



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 quarter concern.

b.

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 alleged that the appellant has taken bribed that while in the 

impugned order it has 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 appellant 
as doubt full, un law full and no legal effect.

c.

That instead of enquiring from the SHO or Moharrar Police Station Jerma 

the competent^ authority 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 criminal case against the/ 
appellant but fact is still not explain by the respondent No-3 in impugned 

order.

d.

That no recovery is available on record nor any statement of Moharrar is 

available on record which connect the appellant with the allegation.
e.

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

f.

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.

g-

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.

h.

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

unturned to discharge his duties.
I.

That as per universal declaration of human rights 1948 prohibits the 

arbitral / discretion.
J-

That the respondent No-3has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is 

apparent from the impugned order;
k.

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.

I.



r

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

That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture.n.

That the reply of the show cause notice which was order by respondent 
No-3 to submit 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 .

0.

/
I.

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.

Appellant

Through’

Syed Mudasir Pirzada 
Advocate HC 

0345-9645854

9 !/•> I t9Date

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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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

2019Service Appeal V'

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 conce^te^frorl^ this

Honorable Tribunal.

0"’^' / r •

I

/



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Kirman Ali S/o Marjan Ali Ex-lhspector R/6 Usterzai Bala Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

(Respondent)DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT,3.

i.'

ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT
/ ^

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.
/

/

Appellant
4

Through
t.

Syed Mudasir mrzada 
Advocate PHG-^ 
0345-9645854

Date

'



OFFICIS Oi'
inaaCi'U• >. • # '\*ts i •/'% I .

OFFICE OF TI-IE 
: niSTKICT .POUCE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
7V/; 0922-9260//6 /'ax 9260126

■ / '1-^- ' *

/ 4
/

! ’•

O R PER

This order Is passed on Ihc Show Cause Nolico sorvud upon OfFg; 
Inspector Kirman All the than SHO PS Jarma Kohal under section 5 (2) Khyber 

Police Rules, 1975 (Amcndment'201'1) without the aid 'of enquiryPakhtunkhwa 
officer on the following allegations.I- ■ ■

fj 'M'jj*;-!- 
.■if Brief facts of the case are that a WhalsApp message received that 

ho has takon away Rs, 100.000/- ns cose properly of PS ‘^armn, In order to 
verify the undersigned visited his plnco of i.>ostino as ho was Sl-lO I-S Conti 
and on searcti of his box Rs. 50.000/- were recovered.

i 2.

(
X In view of nhnvn, Iho clefnullnr w;ir; r.orvod with Show Cnuso

‘'^'-Notlca under the rules Ibid. The dclaultor oKlcur subinllled reply to the Show 
V^^caLise Notice wherein, he'has admilted that he had recovered the amount In 

case l-'IR No. It.O tIuUnI I/.O-I.^O IP u/s I TC I Jnrmn Kol.nt nnd
returned the same to Mohnrir PS Jarma'in presence of SDPO Saddar, Kohat.

'The defaulter officer was called in Orderly Room and heard in 
person wherein he had admitted that he had rctumod the amount.
4.

From the above and available record it has been established that 
that the defaulter officer hod taken away Rs. 100.000/- case property of the 
aforesaid case, out of which Rs. 50.000/- was recovered from his box.

the defaulter officer has'admitted the charge leveled against

:5.
2-.* .

1 ® Furthermore.
him.

.V
--^r'-f i

In view of the above, 1 reached to the conclusion that the defaulter 
officer has misappropriated, committed gross professional misconduct and 
the charge leveled against him has been established. Hence, the defaulter

Thcroforo, I Cupt ® Wahid

6.

I ip 

1;
I ii
i f&f ■

■I

/officor is found inefficient for officiating por.t,
Mehmood, District Police Olficor, Kohal, dis.ponsod with llio gonoral 
proceedings and in exercise of the powers conferred upon mo, undoi llio 
lulou Ibid Orfti: limpoclor Klmum,AllJjuruvnrlnd_ 
of Sub Inspector with immediate effect

h

i
Announced;

•! 01.03.2019

DISTRICT BOLHCE OFFICER 
^ KOHAT \

,1;

■ 94^^/ )Ili';
OB No
Date /2019
Nq*^/^^T7 - /PA dated Kohat the

Copy of-above to the Regional Police Officer, Kohal for
favour-of-information-pleasei---------——
Dii'.lriut Account Officiy, Koliat 
Reader/SRC/P.O for necessary action.'

^^/r~ 'S.- 2019.

Jt-

\-2.
3.

t. ■ ^

i* 

I

I
'! nir.TiticT f'^^i-icr ofFicihr t’

I ,*< ^HAT
A

I

V
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grv Nn. 4S4/2019

■ ■*

r^y-r- rtTgTPTCT POLICE OFFICER KOHATi OFFICE OF.. - ^ t

<;ho\v cause notice

|Tl.,.l^r Rule P(?) KPK Pollcc_R!llS£.a9^=^t
*

ihave renderedAH Tnch^^rfc SVEP Act 
'■Kulc

' Xhat You Inspector Kirman
* ' 0 ** •

yourself liable to 
pakhtunkhwa, Police 

rnisconduct;

S (2) of the Khyberbe proccecled under
Rules 1975 (Amcndincnt 2014) for following

li

•• 'Tj:--;'- •. -
r A WHattsApp messege :>.as reccivea th,^ you inspector

S PS Jarma was taken a bribe of Rs. 100.000/-. Upon , 
•4^" ^ '^'vfclieh^e uMersignea oisited your place of posting as SHO^PS , 

t ancr7ccovcred Rs. 50.000/- from your personal box, which .

your part.

sufricicnt material is placed before the 
decided to proceed against you in general

1

!

Cantt ..
7h^s^ut:.pross. misconduct 1oti

2' That by reason of above,_^as 
■' ■ undersigned, therefore it is -

Police proceeding without l 
3^ That the misconduct on your

uid of enquiry officer:
part is prejudicial to good order of

■

- I
I »Ii , That your

emcient and unbecoming of good Police o leers. undersigned. •

awarding one or more of^ the kind punishments^ ^

4'!- ■))
.r

i

• as competent 
' against you by 

‘ provided in the rules.
You arc,'therefore, cnllccl vipon

■>

/should notlo why yovi
• I’ukhtunUhwM I'tili*-'*

lo show r.fiusc ns 

wild
• <\ , 6. Ilic Kliyh'-I 

nusconcluct rcfcn'-cd to above.
notice within 07 days of the

iifi'nrtlnncf1 I,(5 ileiilt. tilrlt:lly
, 1975 (Amendment 2014) for the 
hould submit reply to this show cause 

failing which nn '

t ^

Rules
You 8 
receipt of the notice

action shall be taken. 7. cK-paftcf
»/' • 1 against you.

You arc
heard in person or not.

(g - Grounds of action are also

I wishthe und«:rsi|'ne<l thnt yo\further directed to inform
'8. ) .!

enclosed witli this notice.

t
%B'

DISTRICT POLICE^FICER, 
KOHAT^^ '\ ./PA

Datcd!Zr^S:_/20i5
No

I

.. I
i,

js.-
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;-
a^>.‘ '.if t,0k-00 h

f
t ;; OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT

»-i,' «' it i

GROUNDS OF ACTION>ik ' r

You Inspector Kirman AH Inchargc SVEP Act

tiifinMPpfi fiKtn rp.roiuorl (:h<i(: jjoti Tit.cpfactor Kirinati All 

j i/arma was taken a bribe of Rs. 100,000/-. Upon
’i '^ICwhich the uncIcrsiff/iccZ visited your place of posting as SHO PS 

iCantt 'and recovered Rs: 50,000/- from your personal box, which

y".^3y'^r^&ns of above you have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded under 
I ■ir-'*‘fijfRule 5 (2)’of the I^ybcr Palditunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (Amendment 2014),

in..
:f#“* ■

committed
r.;..1

!

a-.^.

. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHAT

*!
■• •.:

V i

S

P.fiif 1

ffe-X ’*>■
ir’ fo " '•

§l|^?
' i \
IfeSl
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i
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; ;•

'- - -iX- r THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION
KOHAT

! T

y^A1; VO
APPEAL UNDER RULE 11 OF POLICE RULES 1975
fAMENDED ?ni4^ AGAINST THE ORDER__OF .THE.
worthy district police officer KOHAT VIP.E__Q£

THE •

;j

i
._9_44 DATED__01-08.-201 9. WHEREIN

AEEi;uTNI.-VVA5„.AWAI<)li:n , MAIPI<, JHJNISIMi:N;r_i).l:: 
REVERSION from THF RANK'OI- INSPECTOR TO THE 
RANK OF SUR-INSPECTOR WITHOUT ANY LEGAL_i

i: <
LAWfilL lUSTIFlCATION.

:■

'Vvi-Respected Sir
With great respect and veneration, 4he appellant ’may be allowed

to, subrpjt Jijie following for your 
conslderation:-

I.

. I.

.4
kind and sympathetic

i

Facts:
That the appellant joined ihe police service, as,constable
however; due to the keen interest and dedication, the 
appellant was promoted up to the rank of inspector.

dean service in the police

I- •I
!■ ,1 A. -i t That the appellant has 3IS years 

deptt: to his credit.

That during service, 
police deptt: strictly on merits, 
officers always expressed satisfaction on the performance 
of the appellant and never made any complaint against the

appellant.

That in recognition 
earned a number 
rewards.

I
2.!

ice, the appellant has aivvays served the 
the worthy senior police

; • 3..1 i

. ;

I\
of the selfless services the appellant has 

of commendation certificates besides cash4.
I-

serve^d with anThat unfortunately, the ap|.)ell.4ni
unsigned show cause notice wherein it was alleged that a 
whatsap message" received that he has taken bribe of 
Rs.l 00000/- upon which the undersigned visited yqur pl.ace 
of posting as SHO PS Cantt and recovered Rs.50000/-,from 

your personal box.

was
5.• 1

i• T I' ♦ '
Tf

• r
i •i

?;<•
‘date of service of the show cause noticeThat on the sam^

8-2019, the'appellant was subsequently awarded
service with immediateril

^ -ill

iiAi

6....
i.e. 01-
major punishment of dismissal from

ji
1

effect.

\

I

!'
•A j

i.

— __

V -r



; ., '.zr '.
. j

That the punishment order has aggrieved the appellant, 
therefore, following arc some of the grounds of appeal for 
your kind and sympathetic consideration:-

Grounds of AooGnI:-

That the impugned . order of punishment is against law, 
facts and evidence on i'iu;ofd, ln.nic;t! it 1;; 1)01 Mistainable in 
eyes of law. ,

That the contents oC allegations In the unsigned show cause 
notice and the Impugned order arc different and 
contradictory with each other. In the show cause notice. It 
has been alleged that the appellant had taken, bribe of 
Rs.100000/-, while the appellant was posted as SHO PS 
Jerma while in the impugned order the appellant has been 
punished on the basis of the allegation that the appellant 
Had taken away Rs. 100000/- as case property of PS Jerma. 
The...^contradiction & difference between the showi cause 
notice and'the impugned order of punishment has made the 
entire proceedings against the appellant as doubtful, 
unlawful & of no legal effect.

That no charge sheet or statement of allegation was 'served 
upon the appellant. Without service of the charge sheet and

]■ .Ml 1 ■' ,

‘ summary of allegation no punishment can be awarded, but
; -11 .

inspite of this legal (act the appellant was' awarded
f

punishment of reduction Crom the. rank of Inspectorj to the 
rank of Sub-Inspector without any lawful justification.

That no enciulry orficer war. .appointed nor any enquiry war. 
conducted against the appellant.

That on the same day of punishment i.c. 01-8-2019, in the 
evening (1700 lirs), the appellant was dismissed from 
service without any legal justification.

That the punishment of the reduction from the rank of 
Inspector to the rank of Su -lnspecior Is one skied, unllaieral 
and repugnant to the well established principles of law and 
justice.

That punishment awarded without charge sheet, statement 
allegation and proper eiKiuli'y Is against law and has got no 
legal effect on the rights of the appellant.

A

That the competent authority has acted as complainant and 
judge at the same time, thus the impugned’ order has 
become illegal and of no legal effect.

a.

b.

i:!« ■ jItr IM
i

‘I* i.
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i.

■».««.., ,Z ••
the ,

given ti;ie 
bribe 
these
and as weli

^PPel/ant that he. had
under

^PP^'lant and forZ^ 

aiieged bribe, 
a/legedly g,Ven

consideration
bribe '^as taken 

appei/antpurpose the 
Moreover, for was

'^hjch matter the 
/'appellant. Answer to ail

cause not/
bunrshmont order.

was
to the

are not avaiiabi 
3s in the Impugned

Questions
!

lhat instead o'f
^UQuiring from the SHO or , 

Ofrt()r'ii'M( ■,,,(/ ’ ^'^harri
'‘^‘-overed Ks.:,0(J00/"'V'^ 

appo/iant. 7'ii/s al/en-in. /■ ■ '‘’"i Uie
^'hnisocver W.,s ^ricaj'r '
fro™ the bod, Of t;,e appe/am' "" "'p

Station ,/nrma t/je t- 
ii.tve ci‘ police 

''"blv edahneri 
the

No recovery 
I'Ppuiiant or

*bh_^f while 
OS No'.944

appellant

'Considering tfie allegat/o 
fOSOO hrs) dt:01-s-2009 it 

^as punished 
away Rs.J 00000/-as 
have .recovered
in this

n in the impugned order 
ref/ect that the 

grounds that he hadon the
taken 

and c/aimed
the box of the' I regard the a appeiiant. 

oath that nothing 
either from box

appellant declare> A

'■ocr/minating was recovered

™ ZZZZtnT"" “
of the

appeiiant. Menco
' '^correct.-false 

°n M,ch nin...y

the
’ S. k

be awarded under die l. icanaw / rules.
That while - relinquishing charge 
''pp'p'"- h'.'i hiu.de,, . ,t X,,,,.
P'-lni/m./case U/d
soch .circumstances the co, l‘^ Jen

-n-f, from the Moharr,;. 

praperty, but instead of enn, ■ ^
hP chased the appellant, which Z T"' 
the proceedings against tl.c ‘'t^tiative impact
Oround cannot bo made 
punishment against the

SMO PS jerma 
ca.s.e die •

luoperiy (,f
na. Under

it'

I
/

case : 
PS Jerma ,

.r! •
•t

on all? tippeiiant and •■‘s such tile said
0 valid and legal

appellant. ,
'f.
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■ the impugned order has become; unlawfut 

the riglits of the appellant.
^---Th^at-i^ds-not-ascGrta1hWe't^wha7elei^^^^

the competent , authority tonaward punishment; to the 
appellant in such a hurried

and ineffective on

promoted

rnanner.
That the illegalities contained in, the impugned order have 
rendered it to nullity and vitiated all proceedings being 
unlawfui and unfair / of no legal effect.
That the

q.
t

‘/f-

r. competent aiitlioriry has (!Xci'(!dod from his lawful 
powers on one hand and by hik conduct-.,has manifestly
expressed malaflde against the appellant to punish him at 
any cost on the other.

That'the appellant belongs to a respectable family 
haqd and being a responsible police officer ■ 
think to. indulge himself in. such illegal and 
activitie-s on the other.

That such an unfounded and false allegation has tarnished 
the go6d image / reputation of the appellant in the eyes of 
his family members, friends and tlio society at large.

That the appellant is absolutely, innocent and he has been 
punished for no fault on his part. ' ,,

That the punishment being not in accordance with Inw'and 
lliu (jr.luMk.t! lUn.invi,','. iu:h(‘ mU a.sldn.
That If deemed proper, ilie .ippellam may kindly be heard In 
person.
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Prayer:
/It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the Impugned order of 

punishment being unlawful, unjust, unfair and repugnant to 
the principles of law and Justice'.may be set aside. The 
appellant'may kindly be restored’ to his old position at 
which he was on or before 01-8-2019 with all- back- 
benefits. The appeliani will pray for your long life and 
prosperity for this act of kindness.
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^ -'T You rs-obediently.

if
Dated; . ../2019. Kirman Ali (Inspector) 

R/o Uster Zai Bala 
Tchsil & Distt: Kohat. 
Cell # 0333-963761 3’
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