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i
before the KHYBER PAKHTENKHWA

PESHAWAR.
SERVICE TRIBI ^AI

SERVICE APPEAL /2(>24

Fahad Ali, Ex-Constable No. Hohctt’
R/0 Dhoda Sharif,, District Kohkt.'

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

I. The Regional Police Office 

2. The District Police Officer, Kohai.
r, Kohat Region. Kohat.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SEtTION 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

against the order 

major

4 OF the KHYBER
tribunals act.

dated 04.10.2023, WHEREBY 
PUNISHMENT OE DISMISSAl SERVICE WAS IMPOSED '''"^'^SAL

and agaenst

1974

FROM ■
UPON the APPELLANT 

THE ORDER DATED 7S tn-rm i

Of THF
grounds “ fO'' NO (;OOD

PRAYER:
that on THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPFAI 

ORDERS DATED 04.llo.2023 AND ' '
kindly be set aside
BE reinstated
back and 

OTHER REMEDY,
tribunal deems 

May also, be 

appellant.

THE
28.02.2024 MAY 

j and THE APPELLANT 
INTO HIS SERVICE 

CONSEQUENTIAL

May 

WITH ALL
benefits, any

NyniCH THIS 

FIT and appropriate 

AAVARDED in

honorable
that, 

favour of



0
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH-
FACTS: I , :

1- That .the appellant was appointed in the respondent depaiimeni 
■ Constable m the year 2013] and has completed all mandaiorv irai.nn. 

and courses. The appellant since his appointment has performed his 

duty with great devotion aqd honesty, whatsoever, assigned to him.

2. That charge sheet was issued to the appellant on baseless allegations 

hat he IS equally involved in smuggling of Charas..as well as 
embezzlement of recovered narcotics being gunner with SDPO

submitted proper reply to the charge sheet in 
which he.denied the allegations and clearly mentioned in.his repiv 
that baseless allegations have leveled against him. (Copies of eharge
sheet and reply are attached as Annexure-A&B)

as

provided to the appellant as neither statements 
presence of the appellant

was
were recorded in the

nor. gave him . opportunitv of 
examination. Moreover, the inquiry officer did not conduct 
and regular inquiry to dig hot the realty about the alleaations 
the inquiry report was not handed over to the appellant "

cross 
proper 
. even

. That show cause notice was! issued to the appellant which: was'replied 
by the appellant m- which he again denied the allegations leveled 

against him and clearly mentioned in his reply to show cause notice 
that no opportunity of defense was provided to him durmtt 
proceeding^ as statements of different officials were takeri hv 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 inquiry was conducted against him bv the 
inquiry officer. (Copies of show
attached as Annexure-C&D)

inquiry

cause notice and reply are

5. That on the basis of baseless allegation, the appellanf was dismissed 
from service vide order dated 04.10.2023. The appellant filed

I ' order dated
OA10.2023, which was rejected on 28.02.2024 for no good arounds.
(Copies of dismissal order dated 04.10.2023;
and rejection order dated 28.02.2024 
E,F&G)

6. That the appellant wants to Tie the instant appeal in this Honorable
nbunal for redressal of his grievance on the followinu Prounds 

amongst others. - & •

departmental appeal 
are attached as Annexure-



3.
-#

GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned orders dated 04.10.2023 and ' 
against ,the law, facts, norms 6t justice and material 
therefore, not tenable and liable to be set aside.

28.02.2024. arc 
on record.

B) That ■ no proper and regu ar inquiry was conducted against the 
appellant as no opportunity of defense was provided to the appellant 
because neither statementŝ were recorded in the presence of the 
appellant during the inquiry proceeding nor gave him opporiunitv 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.

, C) That the charge levelled against the appellant in the charge sheet is 
that the appellant is equally involved in smuggling of Charas as well 
as embezzlement ot recovered 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 against the 
ppellant, but he was him for punishment only on presumption basis 
being the gunner of SDPO Kurram, which means that the appellant 
has been punished for no fault on his part, which is against the 
of Justice and fair play.

D) That the charge levelled against the appellant in the charge sheet 
that the appellant is equally involved in smuggling of Charas as welt 
as embezzlement of recovered narcotics being gunner with SfDPO 
Kurram but without specification of any occurrence or event which 
shows that the appellant is involved in smuggling of Charas as well 

■ as. ,of, recovered narcotics,j which means that the appellant was
punished on presumption basis which, is not permissible Under the 
law and rules.

nonus

IS

E) That the inquiry officer did not conducted 
appellant according to the 
report was not provided to tf 
rules.

inquiry • against the 
prescribed procedure and ew^en inquirv 
e appellant which is violation of law and

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 proceeding, which is clear violation of 

. Arrticle-10-A of the Constitution of Pakistan.

G) That the appellant clearly denied 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 
appellant was dismissed froi

cause notice, the 
■T' service on presumption basis without 

conducting regular and proper inquiry, which,is agamstThe law and



4
rules and as such the impugned orders dated 04.10.2023 
28.02.2^024 are liable to be |set aside. and

H) That the appellant has right of fair defence under Article-10-A; of the 

Constitution of Pakistan which was hot observed by .the inquiry 
officer, during inquiry proceeding, which is clear" violation of
Arrticle-lO-A of the Constitution of Pakistan.

I) That the appellant has not |been treated in accordance with law and
rules and has been condemned unheard through

J) That the appellant seeks permission of this Honorable Tribunal 
advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.'

out.

10

It IS, therefore most humbly prayed that on the acceptance of 

this appeal, the impugned oi-ders dated 04.10.2023 and 28.02.2024 

may kindly be set aside and the appellant may be reinstated into his.
service with all back and ' consequential benefits. Any other 

remedy, which ,this Honorable Fribunai deems tit and 

that, may also, be awarded in favour of appellant.
appropriate

! .

APPE^
FahadAli

11'

THROUGH:

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

i.

!
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before the khyber pakhtunkhwa service TRIBITNAI
I PESHAWAR

I

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2024

I."

Fahad Ali VS Police Department

■

-i

AFFIDAVIT

I, Fahad Ali, Ex-Constable No.l225, R/0 Dhoda 

(Appellant) do hereby affirm and declare that the 
appeal are true and 

Honorable Tribunal.

Sharif, District Kohat, 
contents of this service 

correct and nothing has been concealed from this

? :

DEPONE
i

I

L «

1 5i

i
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Office of the 

District Police Officer, 

Kohat
'DatecC//jZi^^/2023

.tifip?

.1,..

CHARGE SHEET

i , I SHAHZADA UMAR ABBAS B^AR PSP, DISTRICT POLICE
. 'KCHAT, as Gompetent authority under Khyber Palchtunkhvva Police

!<!:,!es (^-fiTiendnitncs 2034) 1975,. am of the opinion that you Constable Fahad 
rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against, aa<^ot 

oniiUed the follbwing act/omissions within the meaning of Ruleh^/of the Ifolic 
•7uie's’i.975.'

No. 122S have

; As 'per prelwimary 'enquiiy conducted hy SP Inve^igation 

KuiTarn, that you constable Fahad No. 1225 is equally 

involved in smuggling of charas as well as embezzlement of 

recovered narcoUcs being gunner with SDPO Kurram.

• iL Your above act shows

professional gross miscoriduct on your part.

f. •

inefficiency, irresponsibility and

U■o.

By reasons ol the above, you appear to be* i guilty of 

■yoiKiUGi under ituic a oi Viie Uthes ibid and'have rendered yourself liable to 

o;! or siiy o! the penalties specified in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid, i"

i • i ;

S:
You are therefore, ■ required to submit

.>r.teinenv wjihin 07days of the receipt of this Charge-Sheet to the
your, written

enquiiy

■ Your written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer 

iihiir Lhe specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that :^6u have 

k-use to put in and bx-parte action shall be taken against you.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

\. no

7

r'.4

DISTRICr POLICE OFFICjER, 
9/ KOHAT

V
1.
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922-920116 Fax 920125 

/PA dated Kohat the // / ^ /2023No

FINAL SHOW CAUSE wnTirir 

_ Mr. Farhan Khan PSP,I,
icer. Kohat

Police Rules
Fahad Ali No.

That1. again"™’b?t'““P'""”" »' »gaiT conducted

ro’Soii ,
SquiS"Sflcer°'‘tS of the

paper, including your dcLj’beSSl^tqu’S" ““

am satisfied that 
acts/omissions, specified i

11.

I you have conimitted the following 1 
section 3 of the said ordinance. 'm

Asa. Inve^ZaUon^Ku!^am conducted by SP

with SDPO KurranJ narcotics being as well 
gunner

1..
b

ine/Zicicnci,, irresponsibility
P’^°fcssional gross misconduct on your part. ^ and

2. As^ ^ result, tiiereof,
tentatively decided to i 
Rules ibid.

I,™Poa upon you “orS”USi.r’?h"
3.

you desire to be heard in person.
delivery in the n^mS^urstof dhSmiten V ^ ‘t®

you have no defence to putdn and in that r presumed that
taken against you. ,ex-parte action shall be

The copy of the finding of inqur^^ officer rs enclosed:

cause as. to why the 
upon you also intimate whether

4.

5.

district TOLFCE OFFICER,
kohAt

■:
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; ’Gunman
I

-‘f-'-^‘r^/^"Misconduct"yii(i>b^J/:frljiit (jUVcO^yji N
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER^ 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922-920116 Fax 9260125

O R D E R

I “s rs:;s7 •sx.rSK
>1 n SdI^O narcotics bs^ng gunner with Azmat Aii the

n tsconductontejS® '"^^^ ^^'^V-^^^sponsibility and professional gross

He was served with 
H v'iMigation Kohat was

charge sheet & statemerit of allegations. SP
a aSe ®“F““SI'pS From thrATsaJ'ot

n f 2T""hr ? T'‘''™"' “™ to the Poltee
r Ii’er on t^tht a (at paokel) with Ihe help of gunner Fahad Alls r:, “ :s-^
®'r*^3^^3ssment of entire Police departrient.

The defaulter constable ■

e I

act of the defaulter constable is '

.-•^••is served with Pinal Show Cause Nntirp. hie 
oll’«“n'o3To 2023 '"“"f ""''“tWaHaty He was called in orderly room held in Ihis

f

Record gone through wfich indicates that ine accused was-associated 
arc, P''°‘=®®dings afforded opportunity of defense / cross examination Thetr T oina himLrin a, disciplined force bring bao name to the decent by 

!- Th ® s-^ugglmg of ctiaras as wel|t as embezzlement of recovered
. r„otics. Therefore, I reached to the cr, rlusion that the charges / alleqatidns leveled 

cF -mnst h,m have been established bey :)i d any shadow of doubt and he ?s held guilty of
'^■^nTh' °f i’°wers conferred upon me under the rules ibid I

Khani... SP, District Police Officer, Kohat award him a major ounishment nf 
- i-'mssal from service with immediate effect, kit etc issued be collect|d ^d report.—

-2-'3y

. wth

; ^
.3;,

l^pTRIGT^OLteE OFFICER, ^ IS

8S/0 i< Mo.
r- 72023

dated Kohat the 202!^
Copy of above is submitted,to Regional Police Officer, 
inforrhation w/r to his offio; iindst: No. 3851-52/PA date 
Reader/R.I/SRC/ OHC for necessary action \

f .'O . /I

r /■

.1-

K^at for favor of '
I ^.03:2023.
Is ‘ 4'2.

CjJ iTRI POLICE, OFFICER, 
KOf%T'
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THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION
KOHAT

Appeal Under Rule 11 of the Police Rules T 975 (Amended

2014) against order of dismissal of appellant from service hy 

the Worthy, District Police Officer Kohat issued vide order

dated 04-1 0-2023 without anv lavyful justification.

Respected Sir,

With great Respect, the appellant may kindly be; allowed to 

submit the following for your kind and sympathetic consideration. ; 

Facts of the Case:

1. That the appellant was,enrolled as constable, in the year 201 3.

, 2. That since his enrollment, the appellant was discharging his official 

function with‘Zeal and zest.

3. That throughout his service, the appellant never provided

opportunity to his seniors to prefer complaint against the appellant; 

4. That the appellant during his more or less ten years service carrier 

served, the Police Department with devotion and upto the

satisfaction of his senior officers.

5. That the appellant during hi 

and sensitive duties which the appellant at the risk of his life had

successfully accomplished/fulfilled'

6. That the appellant for his good work has

commendation certificates besides the .cash-rewards. ■ >

7. That the appellant has always kept his official interests above the 

self interests and always preferred to follow law, rules and merits'

8. That while posted as gunner with the DSP Azmat Khan SDPO Hqrs. 

Kurram, the worthy DPO Kohat served charge sheet and the

assigned a number of riskyservice.was

earned ; a number of

f

C':

I
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statement of allegation to the effect thgt the appellant is equally 

involved in smuggling of Charas as well as embezzlement of: 

recovered narcptics being gunner With DSP Kurram.

9. That after conclusion of enquiry the appellant 

punishment of dismissal from 

order bearing OB No.82l dated 04-10-2023.

Vi

was awarded major-

service with immediate effect vide.

That upon the impugned order Of dismissal, the appellant has a 

number of reservations and legal/factual

.. 1.0.

objections. Hence the;,

appellant moved the instant appeal to which following are
some of

the grounds of appeal among other;

Grounds of Appeal-
V,

That the impugned punishment order of dismissalA.
of the appellate,

from service is not in accordance with law. rules and evidence
on

record, hence it is liable to be set aside. 

B. That an ambiguous, speculative, 

sheet was serVed

presumptive and imaginary charge 

upon the appellant which has got no concern with*^ 

reality, hence it has got no legal value in the eyes of law. ‘

C. That reply to the charge sheet was submitted by the appellant 

the allegation. The 

not directly or Indirectly involved

wherein the appellant categorically denied

appellant pointed out that he was

m narcotics smuggling, embezzlement and selling of narcotics. The 

appellant further contended that on the basis of anonymous diary

PPIs Kurram had hatched conspiracy wherein the appellant and 

SDPO Kurram were made target, but unfortunately submissions of 

the appellant were badly ignored and the appellant
was made target 

by virtue of which the' ’of a unilateral and arbitrary decision

appellant was unjustifiably dismissed from service.

D. That in the charge sheet appellants, place of posting bas
^ • ■ i ■ ' '

mentioned.

not been



■ • f

i
E. That for sending the appellant without proper order, to the District 

Kurram, the relevant authorities cannot escape responsibility.

F. That being at the relevant time in the district Kurram, the DPO

Kurram in exercise of his jurisdiction, should have proceeded 

against the appellant but the question of Jurisdiction was ignored in 

case of the appellant. Hence order of the . competent authority is 

quorum non Judice. • .

C- That legally speaking the, DPO Kurram. should have

t.

initiated
departmental proceedings and when the stage of decision would

have arrived, enquiry along with his recommendations should have 

been sent to the DPO. Kohat. for 

instead of adopting legal way, short

announcement of decision but 

cut was adopted which always

prove to be a bad cut.

H. That in the charge sheet it is not mentioned that:

i. Where the alleged Charas.was smuggled / embezzled.

ii. How much Charas was smuggled / embezzled. ^ ’

iii- Where and when it was smuggled / erbbezzled.

I. That the most important fact is that smuggling of Charas is a 

cpgnizable offence. If the allegation would have been true then

definitely criminal case should have been registered. By not doing

so an inference cari be drawn that there is no iota of truth in the 

allegation against the appellant. Hence at this score too 

against the appellant does not stand on sound footings and hencfe

the appellant did not deserve m.lnor or major punishment.

J. That even the final show cause notice has not mentioned quantity^ '

time, date and place of the alleged smuggling of narcotics by the 

appellant. Final Show Cause Notice is

case

,4 .

a mere repetition of the 

charge sheet already served | before commencement of enquiry.

Undoubtedly Final Show Cause Notice is served after conclusion of

>
3

j

u
i
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enquiry, hence it was mandatory for the competent authority to

have mentioned all facts appeared during enquiry so that to justify 

punishment but no such material was made part of the Final Show 

Cause Notice, hence no punishmenrwhatsoever

^LJch a legally defective instrument.
Gan be awarded on

That m the findings, the enquiry officer referred to the: stat 

PPI Kurram district Wajid Ali Shah 

packets of Charas which

K.
ement of 

wherein he recovered 83/84

were later on revealed to be .only 45 

packets and according to him whenhe informed the SDPO 

to the poiice post and forcibiy tookiaway 45 packets

of his gunner Fahad Ali (appellajitj and SI Zahid Hussain and 

subsequently sold 40 packets of Charas to

, he came

with the help

a drug dealer namely 

hahded over to SI Zahid Hussain andShakeel and five packets 

that in,the entire deal constable

were

Fahad AM (appellant) also handed
the alleged motor car to the. drug dealer.over

However, the above, facts■ were not verified by the enquiry officer 

g reservations on the findings;

not make effort to clarify that whether

the appellant has followin 

i- The enquiry officer did 

packets of Charas were 83/84 or 145. Exact number of packets of

Charas still lies in mystery.

ii- On which titne and date SDPO Azm 

packets of Charas.
at Khan forcibly took away 45

iii. The enquiry officer has 

officer i.e. Azmat Khan ■ 

packets of Charas.

Role of the appellant has 

officer.

From where the alleged motorcar 

place, tinie date and before whom the alleged

not ascertained that which of the 

or Fahad AM (appellant) had sold 40

JV. not been highlighted by the. enquiry

V.
was recovered and at which

motor car was
I

4
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handed over by the appellant to the drug dealer. Here too 

name of the alleged drug dealer has not been ascertained by
i

the enquiry officer. ;

L. That the appellant has got no direct or indirect role relating to, 

Charas. The appellant most of the time remained at residence of
■ • i

the SDPO Azmat Khan. There he used to deal with the domestic 

affairs of the SDPO Azmat Khan! The appellant is unaware of the

alleged transaction and he is absolutely innocent.
•. V • ■

M. That the entire enquiry is based on hearsay evidence. Each,and 

every aspect of enquiry is based on presumption and speculation. 

Facts highlighted in the enquiry and the impugned order have 

concern with the reality. Under the Welt established principles of 

law, r\o punishment' can be awarded on speculations and 

presumptions.*

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

given right to defence himself du^ ring the enquiry proceedings.

, 0. That unilateral, one sided and arbitrary enquiry in nature was 

conducted which is in fact violation of Art. 1 0-A of the constitution 

of Pakistan which has guaranteed fair, impartial and transparent 

enquiry / trial of defaulters.

. P. That the appellant is a law abiding citizen. Appellant is very much;

■ aware that being member of law enforcing agency, he is supposed 

to prevent offences instead of encouraging them.

Q. That the appellant belongs to a respectable family and he cannot 

imagine to involve himself in such illegal and unethical activities.

R. That the impugned order of punishment has deprived the appellant 

and his family for the only source of incorne and it is likely to land 

family in starvation and the appellant apprehends that he may not

■ face irreparable loss.

no

was
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S. That the appellant is innocent and fie has no concern, with the - 

alleged transaction of narcotics.

T. That the allegations leveled against thje appellant have never been., 

established nor substantiated.

U. That If deemed proper the appellant may kindly be heard in person.

Prayer:

It is therefore, requested that 'since, the order of punishment isi^
I .

based on hearsay evidence, speculations, presumptions and whims 

one hand while the appellant

on

never provided opportunity to
'

defend himself on the other, therefore, the impugned- order of

was

dismissal being not in accordance with law, rules and principles of 

justice may kindly be set aside the appellant may kindly be reinstated 

with all back benefit. The appellant will be very thankful to 

you for this act of kindness and will pray for your long life and\
I I

prosperity throughout his life.

in service

Yours Obediently,

FAHAD AU
(Ex- Constable No.1 225)
R/o phoda Sharif District Kohat. 
Cell# 0331-5n 5290.

Dated: 31-10-2023.

e
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'I ORP g R.

This order will.dispose of ihe-departmental, appeal preferred by Ex-Constable 

PabadAli No, 1225 of district Kcihat against the order of District Officer, Kohai whereby
he was awarded punishment of dismissal from service vide C»B No; 821 dated 04.10.2023. 
Brief &cts of the cast art that as per preliminary enquiry conducted by SP Investigation Kurram 

the delinquent constable was involved in smiiggling of charas as well as embczzlemcni of 

recovered narcotics. Prom the perusal of available record and staUraent of Incharge Police Post 

Wajid All Shah recovered 83/84 pacltcts of chants from a motorcar which was later revealed to 

be only 45 packets: He passed 'he said information to DSP Azioat Ali Khan, the then SDPO 

Headquarters Kurram, who came to the Police Post and forcibly look away all the 45 packet of 

charas with the help of his gunman ddinquentConsiable Faliad Ali. l^ter on, he sold 40 packets 

I of Charas 10 a drug dealer. It is lurthcr stated that in die entire dctl Constable Fahad Alt

the forefront and received a huge amount The delinquent Constible has become
dAig paddicrs/smuggiers and pro\dding facilitation to ^e drug dealers.

Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him by District Police 

' Officer, fCohat SP Inv: Kohai was appointed as aiquiiv' officer. After the enquiry proceedings, 
the Enquiry Officer submitted hi > findings wherein the delinquent officer was found guilty of the 

misconduct

was on

a tool for the

On the recommendations of the Enquiry Offiter and keeping in. view the 

circumsumces of the case, .the delinquent officer was awarded major punishment of dismissal 

from service under the relevant rules by the District Police Officer. Kohat vide OB No. 821 dated

04.10.2023.
Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Polit e Officer, Kohat. the appelbni 

preferred the instant appeal. On 20.02.2024, he was summoned and heard in person in Orderly 

Room held in the office of the undersigned. During hearing, the appellant could not present any

plausible grounds to justify his misconduct
Foregoing in view. I. Shcr .Akbar, PSP, S.St, Regional Police Officer. Kohat, 

s ■ being the appellate aufriority, am of the considered opinion that the charges leveled against
have fiiUy been establisM- Tlie punishmcnl o*' d’SmissaJ from :K:rvice. awarded by d.e Di<;.r,c. 

Poli^ OIBcer, JCohat to the appellant is justified and, therefore, -varrants no interference. Hence, 
Ijjpeal ofEx-Constable Fabad Ali No.l225 of district Kohat is hereby rejected, being de\oid of

him

siihstance and m^t
. I

Order Announced

vvi'r .1 . ^ ^
Re^^ionaLMice Officer 
X Kohat Region ^

20.02.2024 1Ki
: ^ _

Dated Kohat the 'C / - <^024

Copy fhivratdEd to District Police Officer. Kohat for information and necessary 

office Memo; No. 7?20/LB, dated;30.11.2023. .

f ml
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t ORDER

This order will dispose of the departmental appeal 
Constable Fahad All No. 1 225 of District Kohat against the order of District Police 

Officer, Kohat whereby he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from 

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 chars as well as embezzlement of recoveredmarcotics. 
From the perusal of available record and :
Shah recovered 83/84 packets of chars from

preferred by Ex-

service

statement of Incharge Police Post Wajid.Ali
; ^

d motorcar which was later revealed to
be only 45 packets. He passed the said information 

SDPO Headquarters, Kurram, who 
the 45 packet of chars with the help of his

to DSP Azmat Ali Khan, the then 
to the police post and forcibly took away ai! 

; gunman delinquent constable Fahad Ali 
Later on, he sold 40 packets of Chars tp a drug dealer. |t is further stated that in the 

entire deal constable Fahad Ali was on the forefront and received a hugeamount. The 
delinquent Constable has become a tool ! for ■ the drug paddlers/smugglers 
providing facilitation to the drug dealers.

came

and

Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him by 
District Police Officer, Kohat SP Inv: Kohat was appointed as enquiry Officer. After the 

enquiry proceedings, the Enquiry Officer submitted his findin 
officer was found guilty of the misconduct.

On the recommendations, of the'Enquiry Officer and keeping in view the 
circumstances of the case, the delinquent officer was awarded major punishment of 
dismissal from service under the.relevant rules by the District Police Officer, Kohat vide
OB No. 821 dated 04.10.2023.

gs wherein the delinquent

Feeling aggrieved from the order of District, , Pol'ce Officer, Koaht, the appellant
preferred the instant appeal on 20.02.2024, he was summoned and heard in 

Orderly Room held in
in person in

the office of the undersigned. During hearing, the appellant
could not present any plausible grounds to justify his misconduct.

Foregoing in view, I, 

appellate authority, am
Sher Akbar, PSP, S.St,. l|egional Police Officer, Kohat, being the 

of the considered opinion that the charges leveled aginst jhim 
have fully been established. The punishment 0|f dismissal from service, awarded by the 

O.strirt Police, Officer, Kohat to the appellarit is justified and, therefore, warrants no 

interference. Hence, appeal of Ex-Constable Fahad Ali No. 1225 of district Kohat is 
hereby rejected, being devoid of substance and merit.

Order Announced
20.02.2024 • sd/-

Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region

No. 1804/EC, Dated Kohat the 28/02/2024

Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, kohat for information and 
necessary w/r to his office Memo: No. 7820/LB, dated 30.1 1.2023.
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VAKALAT NAMA

NO. /2024

KPIN THE COURT OF

(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS
;w (Respondent)

(Defendant)

I/^e,

Do hereby appoint and constitute TAIMUR ALI KHAN, ADVOCA TE 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/Counsel on my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, 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 
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid :or is outstanding against rbe/us.

Dated 72024
(CLIENT)

ACCEPT]

TAIMVRALIKHAN .. 
Advocate High Court

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

■j.
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