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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SFI?VICF I’RIB[ NAL
- PEQHAWAR

" SERVICE APPEAL N’()gé@_/zou

. o pohot-
Fahad Ali Ex- Constab!e No. l"25 DM[YMZLP&M o
RO Dhoda Sharif, D:strnct Kohat s

(APPELLANT)

"vERSUS,'

The Regional Pohce Off'cer I\Ohat ch:on l\ohal

2. The District Police Off'cer Kohal E o -
N - . (RESPONDENTS)

 MAJOR PUNISHMEN1 OF . DISMISSAL ~ FROM .
SERVICE WAS IMPOSFD UPON THE APPELLANT
AND “AGAINST THE| ORDER ' DATED 28.02.2024,
'WHEREBY' THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE

APPELLANT WAS RFIFCTFD FOR NO': - GOOD
GROUNDS, L

: : cod
PRAYER: o | -
* THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THF'
ORDERS DATED 04, 102023 AND 28.02.2024 ‘May
KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THF APPELLANT MaAY.
BE REINSTATED INTO ‘HIS SERVICE WITH ALL
 BACK' AND CONSFQUFNTIAL BENEFITS. ANy
“OTHER REMEDY, WHICH . THIS HONORABLE :
- TRIBUNAL DEEMS. FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT,

MAY . ALSO, BE AWARDFD IN FA\’OUR OF
APPELLANT :




RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: = . :
FACTS: : | - ‘
I.. That the appellant was appointed in the respondent départment as
- Constable in the vear 20]3i and has completed all mandalory training
and -courses. The appellant since his appointment has pertormed his
- duty'with great devotion and honesty, whatsoever. assigned to him,

| S

That charge sheet was issued 1o the appellant -on’ bascless allegations
that he is equally involved in smuggling of Charas..as well as
- embezzlement of recovered narcotics being gunner with _SDP()
Kurram. The appellant submitted proper reply to the charge sheet in’
which he denied the allegations and clearly’ mentioned
that baseless allegations have leveled against him.
"sheet and réply are attached as Annexure-A& B)

‘in.his reply
(Copies of charge

3. That on the basis of baseless allegations. . inquiry was conducted
~against the appeliant in ‘which" no opportunity of defense was
provided to the appellant as neither statements were recorded in the
presence of the appellant nor. gave "him- opportunity of cross
examination. Moreover, the Inquiry officer did not conduct proper

- and regular inquiry o dig fnot the realty about the allegations. even

the inquiry report was not handed over to the appellant.
4. That show cause notice waslissued 1o the appellant whiL‘h;\ws'GClied
by the appellant in. which he again denied the allegations leveled
- against him and clearly mentioned in hig reply to show ¢ause notice

that no opportunity of'-deteinsef was provided to him during inquiry -
proceeding as statements of different officials were taken by the
/inquiry officer but they were not recorded in_the presence of the
“appellant nor gave him ‘opportunity of " cross examination . on
- witnesses and one ‘sided INgquiry .was conducted against him by the
inquiry officer.. (Copies of show Cause notice and reply are
attached as Annexure-C&D) - . B
5. That on the basis of basialeslg allegation, the appellant w:';{s dismissed
from service vide order dated 04.]0.2023. The appellant filed
departmental appeal on 02.11.202 against the dismissal order. dated
04.10.2023, which was 'rejeétled on 28.02.2024 tor no good grounds. -
(Copies of dismissal order dated 04.10.2023, departmental appeal -
and rejection order dated 128.02.2024 are attached as Annexure-
E,F&G) P 1 T
6. That the -appellant wants to file the instant appeal in this Honorable _
Tribunal “for redressal of his grievance on the following grounds
amongst others. | o '




by

GROUNDS: ' - |

A) That the impugned orders dated 04.10.2023 and 28.02.2024 are
against .the law, facts, norms of justice and material” on record.
therefore, not tenable and liable to be set aside. o

B) Thatno proper and regular inquiry .was conducted against the

. "appellant as no.opportunity jof defense was provided to the appelfant

L because neither statements were recorded ‘n the presence of the -
appellant during the inquiry. proceeding nor cave him opportunity of
- cross examination of witnesses. which is violation of law and rules
and such the impugned orders are liable to be set aside on this ground -
alone. o

. C) ‘That the charge levelled agéinst the appellant in the charge sheet is
- - that the appellant is equallylinvolved in smuggling of Charas as well
as_embezzlement qt‘ recov%red narcotics being gunner with SDPO
Kurram, but the. inquiry officer did not conduct regular :and proper
inquiry to.dig out the realty about the allegation leveled apainst the
appellant, but he was him for punishment only on presumption basis
being the gunner of SDPO IKurra‘m. which means that the appellan

- -~ has been punished for no fault on his part, which is against the norms

- of justice and fair play. :

D} That the charge levelled agz:ains-l the appeltlant in the charge sheet is
that the appellant is-equally [involved in smuggling of Charas as well
- as embezzlement of recovered narcotics being gunner with SDPO
Kurram but without specification of any occurrence or évent which
shows that the appellant is involved in smuggling of Charas as well
.as, of recovered ‘narcotics, | which means that the4appellanl:lw'as '
‘punished on presumption basis which is not permissible under..the
- law and rules. - S L ‘ A

* E) That the inquiry officer did not conducted inquiry - against the
- appeéllant according 1o the. prescribed procedure and éven inquiry
report was not provided fo the appellant which is violation of law and
rules. S : |

F) That the appellant has right of fair defence under Article-10-A of the
Constitution’ of Pakistan which was not observed by -the inquiry -
officer during’ inquiry procéeding’, which is ‘clear violation of
‘Artticle-10-A of the Constitution of Pakistan.

G) That the appellant clearly derllived'the allegation leveled against him in
his reply to charge sheet|and show. cause notice, but without
observing the reply to charge sheet and show cause notice, “the

-appellant was dismissed fromm service on presumption hasis without
conducting regular and proper inquiry. which is against, the law and




rules and as 'such the nnpugned orders dated ()4 10”()’3 and
28, 02 2\024 are llable to be lset aside.

H) That the appellant has nght of falr defence under Article-10- A:of the
Constitution of Pakistan whlch was not observed by ‘the inquiry
“officer. during inquiry prloceedlng which -is clear violation of
- Arrticle-10-A ofthe Constitution of Pakistan, B

- |
1) That the appellant has not been treated in acc.ordancc with law and
- rules and has been condemned unheard throughoul

R That the’ appellant seeks permnssron of this Honorable Trlbunal o
R advance others grounds and proofs at the Ume ofhearmg

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that on the acceptance of
tl’]lS appeal the lmpugned orders dated 04. 10.2023 and 28. (P.’()“—l .
- may kmdly be set aside and the appellanl may be reinstated into his.
~service with all back and" consequential benefits. Any other
: remedy, which this Honorablle Tribunal deems fit and approprzate '

_ that may also, be awarded | ln favour of appellant

THROUGH

nANWURALIKHAN)
ADVOCATEHKHiCOURT

e . L




BEFORE TH‘E‘KI-IYBER‘PAKH'TUNI'{HWA'SERVICE TRIBUNAL
> PESHAWAR . : :

i
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SERVICE APPEALNO.__ " /2024

Fahad Al . s Police Department

AFFIDAVIT

I, Fahad Ali, Ex-Constable No.1225; R/O Dlioda‘ Sharif, District’ Kohat, _
(Appellaht) do hereby affirm and declare that the cpp't_gnts of this service =
appeal are true .and correct and nothing has been -concealed from this

.. Honorable Tribunal. " '




. Off:ce of the @
Dnstrlct Police Off!cer _

N Kohat

!

'l.f

CHARGE. SHEE T

.:::iL Gri!{’l‘ as competent authority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police
Buties {.:- ndnients 2014) 1675, am of the opinion that you Constable Fahad

have

. 't o. 1225 1endexed yourseif hable to be proceeded agamst as.
the

i\ 4 As per preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Inve

L Ku;Tam that uou‘ constable Fahdd No. 1225 "isi equally

' imulu’d in smuggling of charas as well as embezzlement of
recc uered narcotics bemg gunner wzth SDPO Kurram.
i  Your -uabove act shows meffczency, zrresponsrblllty and

pr ofecclonal gross mzsconduct on Jour part
e

* Yy reascns  of the. Zabove? 'you -appear to be":guilty of

3

Lo U Juk\ IR Ci(_l i Lil t 3 of ;,.IL. Kuses 1Ejiﬂi. and'f cl\/(‘ I\.ﬂu(..it.,d your 'sl.,h lldblﬁ to

adbar woy of Lthe pmml\:::, sm,cmw i1 the Rule 4 oi the. Rules ibid.

| ' You are, therefore, - reqtiir"ed to submit yoUr writ'ten‘
L 42T \\llhln O7d 1ys of the. tecupt of ths Charge- Sheet to the enquny
alfeey, ' : i
' . Your written dd(ns\ i dnJI should reach the E}nquu’y Officer
within L'w \[J»(lhcd [)LZ"Otl Rulmo which it shall be r)resurru.d that you have no
.’..h.u ‘o puL m und ex-par L- action shall be taken agamst you. ;‘F?"
b f A stutemem of allegation s enc]osed:
. O - . DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
e LT : Q' KOHAT, ‘ |

bHAH.&ADA UMAR ABBAS BABAR PSP DISTRICT POLICE o
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. 'OFFICE OF THE
' DISTRICT POLICE OFFIC

ER,
KOHAT ‘

" Tel: 0922-920116 Fax 920125

N BERY /pa dated Kohat the _// / 7 /2023

* . FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE a

L I,  Mr. Farhan Khan PSP, District Police Officer Kohat
as. competent ‘authority, under the Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa Folice Rules
1975, (amev'n,d'éd '2014) is liereby serve you, Constahle_ Fahad Ali No.
‘1225 as falldw:f_ B '

N :.That consequert upon the completion of inquiry conducted

11.04.2023. | _ . : "
il On. going, through the finding and recommendations of the

inquiry officer, the material on record and other connected . .
papers including your deferise beforg the inquiry officer. o

. . |- ot
I am ‘satisfied that you have committed ‘the following , | | I
©. acts/ omissions, specified in section 3 of the said ordinance.

Ca. As per preliminary -enquiry conducteq by sp
- Investigation Kurram, that you constable Fahad No,
1225 is equally involved in smuggling of charas as well
as embezzlemer:t ‘of recovered narcotics being gunner

with SDPO Kurram. ‘

b Your abqbe .act shows "inéfﬁciéncy, -irrésponsibility and .
o professional gross misconduct on your part.

2 . As a' result. tnereof, I, as competent authority, have

tentatively decided to impos:: upon you major penalty provided under the
Rules ibid. S L
3. - You are, therefi-rs, required to show cause as to’ why the
aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you also intimate whether ‘
© you desire to be heard in person. T ;
4. - - If no reply to" this notice is’ received within. ~07Tdeiys of its
~ delivery in the normal course of ¢ircumstances, it shall be presumed that
~ You have no defence to Putin and in that case as €X-parte action shall be
- taken against you. SR ‘ o

.5, - The copy of the finding of inquiry officer is enclosé}'dl

POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT

3

mé}:mcr
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- than SDPO Kurram,

. OFFICEOF THE é @
'DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER; — (_//
§  KOHAT |

Tel: 0922-920116 Fax 9260125

ORDER 2
t- U This order s passed oh,theA'depértmentai"enquiry_against Constable
~ Fzhad Ali No. 1225 under the Khyber ,Palghtunkhwa',‘P‘olice Rules; 1975 (amendments
24). . : - : ;::' BT

- . Brief facts of the case are that as per prelimii:ary. enquiry conclucted by SP
Irw.eStigation Kurram, constable Fahai No. 1225 is_equally involved in smuggling of
Craras as well as embezzlement of recovered narcotics be:ng gunner with Azmat Ali-the

. The above act shows inesfﬁ.:iency,',ir‘resp'onSibility'and ‘professional gross -
trisconduct on his part. LT g LT . :

- .. -He was served with ¢harge sheet & siatement of allegations. SP
It vastigation Kohat was appointed as 2nquiry officer to conducted proper departmental -

2 iquiry against him and to submit fincir.g within stipulated period. From the perusal of
aailable record / statement of PPI Wajid Ali Shah recovered i.e 83 / 84 packets of
cl:aras from a motor car which was later revealed to be only 45 packets and'passed the -
si:id information to DSP Azmat Khan the then SDPQO Kurram, who come to the Police
b 13t and forcibly took away all the drug 5 (4 packet) with the help of gunner Fahad Ali. .
~* l.er on he'sold 40 packets of charas to a drug dealer. It is further stated that .in the

.12 deal constable Fahad Ali was oh in front line and teceived a huge amount. The
drlinquent constable has become tools of the same drug paddlers / smugclers and is - o ';.
providing facilities to the drug deslers. The act of the defaulter constable s~

~ embarrassment of entire Police departrient, - L - :

- The defaulter constable ‘w:s served with ¥inal Show Cause Notice, his S
1€y s received and found ‘un-satisfactory. He was called in orderly room held in this ‘ !
- oiftce on 03.10.2023 and heard in psison but he could not produce any plausible -
@ planation in his defense. © "~ - . . b
R . Record gone through wrich indicates that ‘ne accused was*associated
- Wik the enquiry. proceedings affordec “uportunity of deferse / cross examination, The
~-acecused being member of a disciplincd force bring bad name to the department by
irfelging himself in smuggling of cheras as well: as embezzlement of recovered
nruotics. Therefore, | reached to the -cr. Slusion that the charges / allegations leveled
a2ihst him have been established beysr diany shadow of doubt and he is héld guilty of
~ thz charges. Therefore, in exercise of frowers conferred upon me under the rules ibid. |

-+ mrnan Khan?SP, District Police Offizer, Kohat award him a major punishment of
 dismissal from service with :mmediate- effect, kit etc issued be collected a d report. o
. . . . . . . . . " . N '\ £

’ v .8 .-—r"" )‘,i

- . QISTRICT 01_CE,"OFHCER,&/’/L/"\—j

o E S ¢ . KOHAT ) .

o;«N-o,&Q*’/ . X SR | R /,r/fb
Dite £ /D~ 12023 . | 7 ol

g £ . B
NSE22. 24PA dated Kohat the Ol /O 2003 i (/ 2
L .Copy of above is submitt:d.to Regional Police Officer, Kohat for favor of. - - ot
- information wir to his offici: 2dst: No. 3851.52/PA dated £9.03.2023.  , 4
2."  Reader/R.I/SRC/ OHC for. necessary action ' 55)’}7/
. . ' 2

T o . ml iTRI POLCE.bFFICEE‘, -

- KOHWT'
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1

' THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT. REGION

KO HAT

) Aooeal Under Rule 11 of the Police Rules 1975 (Amended

-2014) aqamst order of dlsmsssal of aggellant from servuce by

C "the Worthv DlStrICt Pollce Off' cer Kohat |ssued vrde order

_ 'dated 04- 10 2023 mthout anv la;ﬁul |ust|f'cat|on

Respected Slr .'

" With great Respect the appellant may klndly be aIIowed to

o -.submrt the followmg for your klnd and sympathetlc conSIderatlon

Facts of the Case

1.
2.

That the appellant was enrolled as Aconstable, in the year 2013.

That since his enrollment, the apoellant was discharging his official

function with zea| and zest.

. That througho'ut his - service the appellant ‘never provided
opportunlty to hlS seniors to prefer complaint agarnst the appellant :
. That the appellant during his more or less ten years serwce carrier

; served the Police Departmen+ with devotion and upto the

‘ satlsfaction of hlS senlor officers

. That the appellant durmg h| serv;ce was assugned a number of risky

~‘-and sensttlve dutles whlch the appellant at the risk of his life had

successfully accompllshed/fulfllled

.That the appellant for his good work has - earnedia number of

commendatlon certrﬂcates besides the cash rewards

. That the appellant has always kept his ofﬁcnal interésts above the
self mterests and always preferred to follow law, rules and merits.:

. That whlle posted as ‘gunner W|th the DSP Azmat Khan SDPO Haqrs.

Kurram, the worthy’ DPO Kohat'served charge sheet and th'e'

‘@




statement of allegatlon 10 the effect that the appellant is equally

mvolved in smugglrng of Charas as well as embezzlement of-

‘ -recov'ered narcotics being gunner wuth DSP Kurram

9. That after conclusron of -enquiry the appellant was awarded major.

"pumshment of dismissal from servrce Wlth |mrnedrate effect vrde=

' order bearmg OB No.821 dated 04 10- 2023

..10.  That upon the lmpugned order of dismissal, the appellant has a

number of reservatlons and Iegal/factual ObjeCtIOf‘lS Hence the:

appellant moved the mstant appeal to which followmg are some of

‘the grounds of appeal among other -

GroundsofAQp al: Co R Cy

(-

CA. That the rmpugned pumshment order of dlsmlssal of the appellateu; '

'from service is not in accordance 'with law rules and ewdence on

record, hence lt is Ilable to be set asrde

. .B. That an amblguous speculatlve presumpt:ve and |mag|nary charge

sheet was ser\led upon the appellant whrch has got no concern W|th='

reallty, hence |t has got no Iegal value in the eyes of Iaw

C. That reply to the charge sheet was subm;tted by the appellant;‘

’ wherem the appellant categorlcally denied the allegation The

'appellant pomted out that he was not dlrectly or rndlrectly 1nvolved'

Py

_in narcotlcs smugglrng, embezzlement and sellmg of narcotics The

) appellant further contended that on the basrs of anonymous dlary

" PPIs Kurram had hatched consplracy wherem the appellant and'

‘SDPO Kurram were made target but unfortunately submnsssons of

the appellant were badly lgnored and the appellant was made target:’

‘of a umlateral and arbitrary decusmn by vrrtue of whlch the'"

appellant was unJustlflany dlsmrssed frOm servuce
' ,‘ 1 | ) '
" D. That m the charge sheet appellants place of postmg has not been

1
mentloned

&
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: ’ 4
E. That for sendmg the appellant w:thout proper order to the DlStl’lCt
Kurram, the relevant authont;es cannot escape responsnblllty ‘
. .That being at the relevant time ln the dlstruct Kurram the DPO
"-"Kurram in exercise of his JUTISdICtlon, should have pi'oceeded‘
_ agains,t ‘the appellatnt_ but the question of jurisdiction was lgnored in
case of the appellant. Hence order ..of the.competent authority is-

quorum nOnjudice

“.,That Iegally speakmg the DPO Kurram shouid have |n|t|ated‘
departmental proceedmgs and when the stage of decusuon would‘-
" have arnved enqu:ry along W|th f'us recommendatlons should have" ‘
been sent to the DPO Kohat for announcement of. decusnon but

»-mstead of ‘adoptmg Iegal way, short cut was adopted Wthh always

" prove:to be a bad cut. ‘

. That in the charge sheet it isA not mentioned that:

i. Where the alleged Charas was smuggled / embezzled

ii. How much’ Charas was smuggled / embezzled , ;
. '

i, Where and when 1t was sm.:ggled / embezzled

‘That the most |mportant fact is that smuggllng of - Charas is a

cogmzable offence If the allegation would have been ‘true then

' deflmtely cnmmal case should have been regtstered By not domg

SO an mference can be drawn that there is no |ota of truth in t'te

allegatlon agamst the appellant. Hence at this score ‘too case

' ‘agamst the appellant does not stand on sound footings' and hence

Ab_.the appellant did’ not -deserve minor or major pumshment

That even the fmal show cause notice has not mentioned quant-ty,_ '

tlme date and place of the alleged smugglmg of narcot:cs by the

appellant Fmal Show Cause Notlce is a. mere repetltzon of the

: charge sheet already served before commencement of enqu:ry.

Undoubtedly Final Show Cause Notrce is. served after conclus:on of

[

|

]




enquury, hence it was mandatory for the competent authorlty to

"have mentioned all facts appeared durmg enqurry so that to justify

punlshment but no such materlal was made part of the Flnal Show- '

“Cause Notice, hence no pumshment whatsoever can be awarded on

" sucha Iegally defective mstrument

K. That in the fmdlngs the enqurry offlcer referred to the statement of -

PPI Kurram dlstrlct Wajld Alj Shah wherem he recovered 83/84

' rpackets of Charas whlch were. later on revealed to be only 45

' packets and according to-him when, he rnformed the SDPO he came §

“'to the police post and forcibly took away 45 packets W|th the help

Aof his gunner Fahad Al (appellant) and SI Zahid Hussaln and.

o subsequently sold 40 packets of Charas to a drug dealer namely

'Shakeel and five packets were hahded over to SI Zahid Hussaln and L

" that in the entire deal constable Fahad All (appellant) also handed

over the alleged motor car to the drug dealer

However, the above facts were not verlfled by the enqurry officer.

the appellant has followmg reservat:ons on the f“ndmgs A
. .The enqwry offrcer d|d not make effort to clarlfy that whether

packets of Charas were 83/84 or: 45 Exact number ol" packets of

Charas still hes in mystery

ii. On which tllne and date SDPQO Azmat Khan forc1bly took away 45 :

-packets of Charas [

iii.  The enqwry officer has not ascerta!ned that wh:ch of the

' .offlcer i.e. Azmat Khan or Fahad Alr (appellant) had. sold 40

: l
packets of Charas. . f

|
_iv.  Role of the appellant has not been hlghhghted by the enqurry

. _offlcer : |

V.o From where the alleged motor car was recoverecl and at Wthh

place tlme date and before whom the alleged motor car was




handed over by the appellant to the" drug dealer Here tool

~ name of the alleged drug dealer has not been ascertalned by.

the enquiry ofﬁcer; :

. That -the appellant has got no direCt o'r ‘indirect role relating to. -
. Charas. The appellant most of the time remained at re5|dence of.
the SDPO Azmat Khan There he used to deal with the domestlc'. ‘

- affairs of the SDPO Azmat Khan;: The appzliant is unaware of the’E :

alleged transaction and he is abs,olu'te_ly innocent. =
' : . ) : :

. That the entire enquiry |s 'bas',ed on hearsay evic)l'ence.’ Each and
- every aspect of enquiry is based ont"presumption and'spec'ulation.'
“Fa_cts highlighted in t‘he enguiry and:.the i'mpUQned order have no -
' ‘concern v&lth‘the realityt“ Under the ’w.ellestablis.hed}principles of

- law, no punishment can be awarded o.n speculations and

presumptions.'

- N. That no witness was examined in presence of the appellant nor he

was given nght to ‘defence hlmself dui ring the enqu1ry proceedmgs

). That unllateral one sided and arbltrary enqun'y in nature was -
'conducted whlch is in fact vnolatlon of Art. lO A of the constltutlon'

. of Pakistan whnch has guaranteed faur |mpart1al and transparent'

enquiry / trial pf default‘ers.

P. That the appellant is a law abldmg cmzen Appellant is very much’

- 'aware that bemg member of law enforcnng agency. he is supposed

to prevent offences instead of encouraging them

.That the appellant belongs to a respectable famtly and he cannot:
|mag|ne to involve himself in such illegal and unethlcal activities.
R. That the |mpugned order of pu_mshment has deprrved-the appellan‘ft '

and his family for the‘bnly source of”incorne and it is Ii'kely to Iand .

L

. vfamlly in starvation and the appellant apprehends that he may not

face ureparable loss.




S, That the .appellant is innocent and he has no conclern,. with the' -

~.alleged transaction of narcotics. © - l
' |

T. That the allegatlons Ieveled against the appellant have never been -

‘ establlshed nor substantlated

U. That If deemed proper the appellant may- k:ndly be heard in person T

. ‘_'"Praye :

It is therefore, requested that 'since the order of pu'nishment’ iSl‘, .

.. based on hearsay evidence, speculatrons presumptrons and whims on ”

one hand while the appellant was never provrded opportunlty to’

defend humself on the other therefore the |mpugned order of

dlsmlssal belng not in accordance wrth law rules and prlnc:ples of'

justice may kmdly be set asnde the appe!lant may kindly be reinstated :

“in service with all back beneflt The appellant w1|l be very thankful to .

* 'you for thiS act of- kindness and will pray for your Iong life and..

prosperlty throughout his life."

Yours Obedlently,

z ' ( : ! i \ '
Dated: 31210-2023. e W

FAHAD AL

(Ex- Constable No.l'225) _

R/0 Dhoda Sharif District Kohat.
© Cell #0331-5115290,




This order will. dlsmse of lhc dcpa:lmemal nppcal prefcﬂed by Ex-Constable
Fahad Ali No. 1225 of district Kahat agamsl the order of: District Polaq; Officer, Kohat whercby

he was awm!ed major punishment of dnsmsssal from semce vide OB No: 821 dated 04.10.2023.

. Brief facts of the case are that as per preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Investigation Kurram.
the delinquent constable was involved in smuggling of charas as wcll as embezzlement of

recovetgd narcotics. From the perusal of available rccogd and statzment of Incharge Police Post

Waijid Ali Shah recovered 83/84 packets of charas 'frgm a motorcar which was la!q. revealed to

~ be only 45 packets: He passed the said information to DSP Azroat Ali Khan, the then SD'PO

Headquarters Kumim‘,‘who» came to the Police Post und forcibly iook sway all the 45 packet of

charas with the help of his gunman dciinQuﬁnt‘Cdnstable Fahad Ali. Later on, he sold 40 packets

I of Charastoa drug dealer. Itis mnhcr stated that in the entire deal Constable Fahad Ali was an

the fomt’mm and received a huge amount. ']'hc delinquent Constible has become 2 too! for the
di’ug paddlets/smngglers and provldmg facilitation tc the drug dealers.

_Proper depamncnta! enquiry proceedings were initiated against h!m by District Police
Ofﬁce_r, that. SP Inv: Kohat was appointed as cnqu:ry officer. After the enguiry proceedings,
the Enquiry Officer submitted his ﬁridings wherzin the delinquent officer was found guilty of the
misconduct. | ’ .
| On the recommendanons of the Enquiry Ofﬁw‘ and keeping in view the
circumstances of the case,. the delmqucnt ofﬁccr was awarded major punishment of dismissal

from service under the relevant rules by the District Police Officer. Kohat vide OB No. 82} dated
04.10.2023. | |
| | Feelmg aggnevcc. from the order of District Police Officer, Kohat. the appeliant
preferred the instant appéal. On 20. 02 2024, he was summoned and heard in person in Orderly
" Room held in the office of the unders:gned Durmg heanng, the appellant could not present any
| Plansxble grounds to 3usnfy his mlsconducL
, Fomgomg in view. I Sher Akbar. PSP, S.St, Regional Police Officer. Kohat,
- bcmg ‘h‘ appellate ﬂmhonty, am of the considered opinion that the charges leveled against him
have fully been stabllshed The punishment o drsmissal from ,crvnce awarded by (he District
POhlit Officer, Kohat o the appellant is justified ond, therefore, warrants 1o mlerfcrcncc Hence,
" Bppeal of Ex-Conmble Fahad Ali No. 1225 of district Kohat is hereby rejected, being devoid of
. S‘ubsmrweandment, . pipl (K¢ CH{' ( :
Order Announced
2'9.02..2024’ ( N —>‘s
. | LBeﬁ/ce Officer.

; Kohat Reyon

COFY fmwarded to District: Police Officer, Koh,u for mfonnatmn and nacessary
oﬂiceM:mo No. ?8"0/LB dated: 3011 2023. .

o Ko&/

g fwnf“o '/iaZ"L‘



.. District Police,

..‘-  o : ~ Page | j o : - .IgeﬂerCopyr/g

K i ORDER- o

. This order will dispose of the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-
Constable Fahad Ali No. 1225 of District Kohat against the: order of District Police

Officer, Kohat whereby he was awarded major bunishmentb of dismissal from service
vide OB No. 821

dated 04.10.2023. Brief facts of the case are that as per .
preiim'inory‘ enquiry conducted by SP Investigation Kurrcm"the delinquent constable
was involved in smuggling of chars as well as embezzlement of reco‘veﬁéd;ncrcqtics. ‘
. From the perusal of avdilable record and statement of Incharge Police Post Waijid. Al
Shah recovered 83/84 packets of chars frorin d motorcar wh'i‘ch‘ was Icter?'trevecle'd to-
be only 45 packets. He passed the said information to DSP Azmat Al K.'l'\"dn, the ‘then
SDPO Headquarters, Kurram, who came to the police post cha forcibly took away all
the 45 packet of chars with the help . of his' gunman delinquent constable Fahad Ali.
Later on, he sold 40 packets of Chars tp a drug dealer. It is'further stdtgd that in the

entire deal constable Fahad Ali was on the forefront and received a huge: amount. The |
delinquent Constable has become a tool ' for.

the drug paddlers/smugglers and
providing facilitation to the drug dealers. ) : ' :

Propér departmental enquiry ~bi’6ceedings were initiated against him by
 District Police Officer, Kohat SP Inv: Kohat wds oﬁpoi'nfed as enquiry Officer. After the -
enquiry proceedings, the Enquiry Officer submitted his findings wherein the d'elinquem‘
~ officer was found guilty of the misconduct.
' On the recommendations, of the‘-Enquir)? Officer and keeping in vie‘w‘fhé
circumstances’ of the case, the delinquent officer 'was awarded major p.'t:mishment of
afsmissdl from service under the relevant rules by the District Police Officef, Kohat vide

OB No. 821 dated 04.10.2023. ; ' o

Feeling aggrieved ‘from the order of District Police Officer,
© preferred the instant appeal on 20.02.2024, ‘he‘ was summoned
Orderly Room held in .

Koaht, the appellant
and heard in person in
the office o'fl the undersigned. During hearing, the appellant
~ could not present any plausible grounds to justify his misconduct.

Eo'reg.oing in view. |, Sher Akbar, PSP, S.St_,, Rlegionol Police foi;:er, Koh,cﬁ,-being the
appellate authority, dm of the considered opinion that the char

ges leveled aginst jhim
have fully been established. The punish

| ment oif dismissal from service, awarded by the
Officer, Kohat to the appellant is justified and, theref
Jinterference. Hence, dpbecl of Ex;ConstcbleiFohcd Ali No. 1225 o
hereby rejected, being devoid of substance and merit, -

Order Announced L k)
20.02.2024 . . L ‘

ore, wc:rrcmA’rs no
f district <ohat is

Sdf-
-Regional Police Officer, -
- . Kohat Region
No: 1804/EC, Dated Kohat the 28/02/2024 -

Copy fbrwqrded to District .Poliice Officer, kohg.t' for infSrmation and
necessary w/r to his office Memo: No.. 78 20/1B, dated 30.11.2023.
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 VAKALAT NAMA

o -Nd. | /2024 S
CINTHE COURT OF K £ ‘Qf'/w/le/ //@émw/ /%%%ﬁ/

W /% - (Appellant) |

| _ . (Petitioner)
| . ' (Plaintiff)
VERSUS ' '

I M‘Q’ Q@/f/&% f o .‘(Resp(;ﬁd‘en:t)iv
. (Defendantj)‘.
| z/v)/e,' | M /74 o

Do hereby appoint and constitute TAIMUR ALI KHAN, ADVOCATE HIGH COURT, to .-~

* appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our
Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability for his default and -
with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/CounseI on my/our costs.

“I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposnt,, withdraw.and receive on my./our behalf all--
sums and amounts payable or deposited-on my/our account in the above noted matter.
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any. stage of the
proceedmgs if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us

Dated . .- /2024 . N \

‘ '1-TAIMUR ALI KHAN
Advocate High Court

. BC-10-4240 - -
. CNIC: 17101-7395544-5
Cell No. 03339390916



