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_ The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Afaq resubmitted
today by Mr. Zahoor Islam Khattak Advocate. Tt is fixed for
preliminary hearing before Single Bench at Pe‘shawaf on 30

.04.2024. ParchaPeshi given to .the counsel for the appellant . |

By the order of Chairman

REGISTRAR

3
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_ The appea! of Mr. Muhammad Afaq received today i.e on 22.04.2024
is incomplete on the following store which is returned to the counsel for
" the appellant for compietion and resubmission'within 15 days.

1- Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks.

2- Page nos. 22 to 25 of the appeal are illegible be replaced by
iegible/better one. ‘ - | |

3- Copy of statement of allegations mentioned in the memo of appeal is .
not attached with the appeal be placed on it. i ’

No. QU3 /S.T,

Dt L3 /o Y /2024,

.REGISTRAR
- SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Zahoor Islam Adv.
High Court Peshawar.
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BEI‘ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

‘ SerViCeA Appeal No. é@/ /2024

Muhammad Afaq, Ex Asmstant bub Inspector (ASI)

n
Pohce,

sident of v1llage Topl Kala P.O. Bogara |

Tehsil Takht-e»Nasran, D1_str1ct Karak......... (Appellant)

VERSUS

" 1. Provincial Police Officer. (PPO), 'Kll‘i'yber Pakhtunkhwa,

- Peshawar.

2. Reglonal Pohce Officer (RPO) Kohat Region, Kohat.

" 3. District

APoh,ce | folcer (DPO) .Dist'rict

ST UUTTTTTS SRR TIEy ......(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICES

 TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE

ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 3
" BEARING OB NO. 450  DATED

17/07/2023 VIDE WHICH APPELLANT

WAS REMOVED FROM SERVICL: AND

- ORDERS 'DATED .31/08/2023 _AND

26/03/2024 VIDE  WHICH
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AND
REVISION PETITION _OF - APPELLANT




WERE REJECTED BY RESPONDENTS
NO. 1 AND 2 RESPECTIVELY. |

PRAYER:
~ On acceptaﬁce‘ of this = Service Appeal,
,simpug-ned _ orders". dated | 17/07/{202?’),
31/08/2024 and 26 /0‘3 /2 024 may kindly be set
aside and appellant may be-reinsfated iﬁ service
_wit}; all back and convsequentival b(_ﬂn-efits.
R Any other rAém'e(liy Wh-ich_.deé-nie'd':appropriate

and just in the circumstances of the case, be also -

“ issued/ ordered/ given.

Respectfully Sheweth:

~ Facts giving rise to the service appeal are as follows:

- 1. That appellant was initially récruited as Constable

in District Karak Police and was later on inducted in

Khyber pakhtunkhwa Police as Assistant Sub-

Ins'p.ector (A'SI}* against Shuhada Quota as father of

appellant had embraced Shahadat during encounter




with die hard criminals reported vide FIR No. 28

dated 22/04/2003 Police Station Teri, District

Karak.

That appellant had ‘succesAsfully-qﬁal'ified the basic

recruit course and directly recruited probation ASI

_Course and Elite Basic Course; and was rendering

services: ﬂwit'h sole aim and objéctive of serving the
owner in prestige on by his fatheri “for the
department who had emb.r‘aced “Shahédat” in line of
duty. (Copy of ce;ﬁﬁcﬁte is attached as annexure

«A») .

" That in the -year 2023, appellant was posted in

opération wing of Police Station Doaba District

Police Posse, during Patrol Duty gavé“ signal of

Sfopping to motorcyde riders but the suspects did

" not honour the signal and made. attempt of fleeing

away.

That Aappellant and police party made hot pursuit of

the suspects and were over powered, and recovery

Hangu on 19/ 02/2023, ap'pellahf accompanied by .




of 120 Gram Chars was made from the possession

of Hayatullah “Murasila” report for registration of

case against H‘ayét'Ullah on charges.of 'posséssion
of narcotics and rash and negligent driving was

drafted and transmitted to police station.

That criminal case F.ILR No. 160/2023 under

Section 9 (C) CNSA and 279 PPC was registered

agaihst said Hayat Ullah by ,“Muhérrar” staff of -

police station Doaba, the recovered narcotics,

motorcycle and arrest accused were handed over to

Muharrar Staff. (Copy of F.LR is enclosed as

—annexure “B”).

| That accused party on getting grant of bail and

~ winning over the police constable who were cited as

marginal witnesses to the recovery memo vide which

the recovers narcotics was taken into possession,

lodged false complaint against appellant on charges -

certain foreign currency allege'dly recovered from his

possession.

~

4oy




10.

That respondent No. 3 issued charge sheet and

statement of allegations based on charges leveled in

the complaint.. AppellantA.submitted reply in
response to the charge sheet that the complaiht has
been filed with sole motive creating doubt in the
above ’re"ferred criminal case. (Copies of charge
sheet, statement of alleg_ations and - reply are

enclosed as annexure “C”, “D” & “E” respectively).
>

That an ex-parte inquiry procéédings were carried

out and eventually respondent No. 3 passed the

impugned order dated 1&8/07/2023". - (Copy . of
impugned order dated 18/07/2023 is attached -as

annexure “F7).

That appellant filed | depai’tmental appeal before
respondenf No. 2 which was- reject vide order dated

31/08/2023. (Copies of departmentdl appeal and

~ rejection order are enclosed as annexure “G”).

That appellant filed Revision Petition before

respondent No. 1 which also rejected vide order

dated 26/03/2024. (Copy of Revision Petition is




11.

enclosed as annexure “H” while copy of order is

enclosed as annexure “I7).

" That therefore appellant submits service appeal

- inter-alai on the follloWing groundS:

GROUND S:

That the _impugned orders’ datéd 17/‘07/2_023m
31/08/2023 and  26/03/2024 passed by
respondents No. 1, 2 and 3 respectively are

again'st. the law and facts on record. The

‘departmental atthorities hgvé “wrongly -accepted

~ the mere allegation of accused arrest by appellant

for commission of an offence of possession of

| narcotics and rush and_ negligéntly driving.

~ That codal and procedural formalities of inquiry

proceeding were not adopted, none was examined

‘not cﬂon‘fronted with any evidence supporting the-

charge. The defense of the appellant was not

4)

" as witness in person of appellant. Appellant was




i

taken into account and false allegations of

accused person were accepted which created

loopholes and doubt in prosecution case,

registered against registered on ~charges of
possession of narcotics and rush and negligent

driving.

That impugned orders were passed without

‘waiting for the trial of the case F.I.R No. 160. The

conduct, of departmental authorities of taking

action on the false "and baseless complaint of -

criminal will encourage the culprits and will
dis\cburage the Police officers, so the impugned
orders are premature and favours the criminal

involved in anti social activities.

That petitioner .miadé hot pursuit of the accused

(complaint maker) and foiled his attempt of

ﬂe;eiﬁg away and appellant also made recovery of

Chars from his personal possession. The accused

:parfy annoyed of the Ai*egi'sAt‘ration case vide F.LLR




'No. 160/2023 developed 'per'sonal orudges with -

- appellant and filed false and: frivolous complaint

against appellant with ulterior . motive of

implicating appellant in disciplinary charges.

That the impugned orders are illegaﬂ, against law,

without lawful authority, and void as the others

have been based on defective inquiry proceedings.

’fhat major penalty for'remblval from service was :
imposed on appeﬂant mfifhout conducting prOp'er f
inquiry proceeding, fhus r:espondents‘ have failed -

N to follow the prescribed procedure, thérefofé,
action/ orders of reépondents are \z\}ithoﬁt lawful

“authority, hence, liable to be set aside.

That the whole proceedings of the so-called

inquiry were conducted in- the absence of

appellant; he was not provided an opportunity'of-

hearing, hence he was condemned unheard

. which is violation of golden principle of law that




no oné should be condemned unheard. Copy of
the findings of enquiry officer was not supported
to appellant despite’ repeated requests were

placed before respohdent No. 3.

. That enquiry officer has neither recorded

“statement of any witnesses nor collected any

evidence in support of allegations levelled against

the appellant, so, the inquiry was not conducted

in a fair and transparent manner, therefore,
removal of the appellant. from servicé on such
defective inquiry report 18 highly'illegal, arbitrary,

without lawful authority and jurisdiction.

That it was the fundamental rights of the

appellant to be treated equally s{nd was also

.entltled to equal protection - of law but in the

mstant case, the respondents have blatantly by-

l
|

passed all Laws and Rules régulfating the

departmental actions.




That appellaﬁt is ,not engaged in._ ahy profit
oriented aétivity. and re?nair.le'd jobiéss since
passing the impugnéd remoyal‘ fforﬂ service or'der,'
therefore, he appellant is'. entitled for “all back/

consequential benefits.

" That appellant belongs to pdo‘r family, there is no
~other source of income without this job and the

appellant was the ohly source ~of earning

livelihood for his entire fémily, therefore the loss

of service amounts to-stoppage of the ration of

" the entire members of the family including' the -

widow mother.

~That the departmetanalAauthbrities have ignored

the evidence - which favour the- appellant,
furthermore, app‘éllant .mayl-also be allowed for
raising additional grounds during hearing of the

appeal.




l.'.r .

N

. CERTIFICATE:

It is, therefore, réspéctfuliy prayed that on

' acceptance of this Sérvice‘Aj:ipeazZ, impugnéd

orders dated 17/07/2023, 31/08/2024 and
26/03/2024 may kindly be sét aside -and_’

| appellant may be reinstatéd' "inAservice a:;ith

all back and consequential benefits.

AAAn-y» other remedy( which  deemed

appropriate and just in the ‘circumstances of

the case, be also issued/ ordered/ giﬁn@
) B S A-ppévllant'
Muhammad Afaq

, -Thrdugh ) 2

Date: 22/04/2024 ‘ " Zahoor Islam |
& @/&&L—*
‘'Muneeb ur Rehman

Advocates High Court,
Peshawar.

As per instruction of my client it is certified that
no such like Service Appeal has earlier been filed on

the subject matter before this Hon’ble Tribunal,

ADVOCATE"




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

 Service Appeal No. _ /2024

Muhain‘mad Afaq....ccooeiini. e, (Appellant)
VERSUS |
PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others....... (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

- I, Muhammad Afaq (Ex-ASI) District Hangu R/ b

| Tehsil’ ,Takht—e-Nasrati‘, District Karak, do hereby |
solemnly affirfn and declare on oath that the contents
of the Service Appéal are true and correct to the best

of my knowledge and belief and" nothmg has been

)

D E PONENT
Muhammad Afaq
CNIC No. 14203-6119715-7 .

concea_led from this Hon'ble Trlbunal.




-BEFORE THE KI—IYBER PAKHT UNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. ___ /2024

Muhammad Afag......ccccvveeeeerenennn T (Appellant)
VERSUS

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others....... (Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

~ APPELLANT:

Muhammad Afaq (Ex-ASI) District-Haligu R/ o Tehsil
Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak.

- RESPONDENTS: -

1. Provincial Police Officer (PPO), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

- Peshawar. » | |

2. Regional Police Officer (RPO), Kohat Region, Kohat.

3. District Police Officer (DPO) District Hangu.

| | | - 2 //
Appellant .
Muhammad Afaq.

| | Through :
Date: 22/04/2024 = Zahoor Islam

Ca Rabe

Muneeb ur Rehman
Advocates High Court,
Peshawar.




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHT UNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

. C.M.No.___. /2023

In o | _

Service Appeal No. _ B /2024

Muhammad Afaq.............ooeni. e, (Appellant)
VERSUS |

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others....... (Respondents)

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION

" OF DELAY IF ANY. o

. Respectfully submitted:

1. That the above titled Service Appeal is being filed -

)

before this Hon’ble Tribunal, in which no date of -

hearing has yet been fixed.

2. That the appellant filed Departmental Appeal and
. aftér that ‘filed' Re’visio“n Peti’tibn beforé the IGP

* which was decided on 26/03/2024.

3. That delay is not intentional but due to the above

mentioned reason.




That precious and valuable rights of the appellant
are involved in the matter and if such delay period
" is"not condoned, the appellant would sustain an:

irreparable loss.

That as per the verdicts of superior Courts the cases -

- will be decided on m_erits’rathef technicalities.

Thaf. this Hon’ble Tribunal has got ample powers to

condoned the delay in the instant appeal.

It is, thérefore; "hﬁr‘n‘bly* prayed-"thAat on '_

‘ act_:eptanqelof the instant application, the delay (if

any) may kindly be condoned in the best interest of

S  ~ ./“4 7%/7 .

Appellant
Muhammad Afaq
Ay

Through - A

justice.

Date: 22/04/2024 L . Zahoor islam

Muneeb ur Rehman

“Advocates High Court, -

- Peshawar.




. BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES .

'TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

C.M.No. ____ /2023

Service Appeal No. /2024

Muhalﬁmad Afaq TP (Appellant)
| VERSUS

PPO Khj;tﬂer Pakhtunkhwa & others.......(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

A 'I,‘,Muhanimad ,Afaq (Ex,—ASI); District Hangu R/o
Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak, do hereby
solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents

of the Service Appeal are true and correct to the best

of my knowledge and- behef and nothmg has been

| concealed from this Hon’ble ’I‘rlbunal . @

DEPONENT
Muhammad Afaq
CNIC No. 14203-6119715-7
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i Police No. 107 : ’ , * s GS&PD NWFP-309F.S 30,000F-1-88-(19) -
Form No. 153(c) : ’ .

17) .

@@JJ&E:M ’ﬂuE{UJNJ CERTIFICATE

- Glass i

B Recruit MUHAMMAD AAFAQ NO 523 Constable KASHIF Shaheed Company Is hereby granted CC-lll  for his qgood .}

performance on the eve of “ MARTYRED DAY KHYBER PUKHTON KHWA POLICE  on 4" August.2015.

0B. No. T 4 . )
e 10, ; 5 - Princjpal, | |
A o Police Training School, Swabi
Dated  11/09/2015. o : _ ‘; . S




oY -G, X

U AT A

8.No. 144 [/
/

% % | / M// Z/L/';c'/zmim// : A/)ﬂ(f '/ District W@M{XU
i o
»  Tiso keel  Traiming on
fas Participated and Successfully S’mp[?—tf - — aining on
Ao lnalisalen S il
i [/ . - .
field at Police School of Investigation Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Dated. Z?@/y,w/ ~(7/ Vﬁi‘"f ?&52/

(Q v st D ) o

Deputy Inspector General of Police Ny A Director :
P Training o Police School of Tnvestigation
Khyber Pakhtunkfiwa

/%)




AS! Muhammad Afaq 04

has Participated and Successfuly Complete
Medicolegal & DNA Reporting Course

Training on

-«

-*

field at Pofice School of Investigation Khyber PakfAtunkiwa. Dated.

Deputy Inspector General of Police

14 to 18 Dec, 2020

Director

Police School of Investigation

Khyber Paftﬁtunﬁﬁwa

W

i £33 A;;?.:s%'&y‘ﬁ ‘?a\\ﬁm %'f

.-\)*,

i, f g
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j Police No. 107 : : | T GS&PD NWFP-309F.S 30,000F-1-88-{13} -
| Form No. 153(c)

iﬂl?;' 51 M.!

: Recruit MUHAMMAD AAFAQ NO 523 Constable KASHIF Shaheed Company is hereby granted CC-1ll for his good :

} performance on the eve of “ MARTYRED DAY KHYBER PUKHTON KHWA POLICE “ on 4™ August 2015.

/'/
: o /i .
: 0B.No. S5 | - ~ Princ‘iga,

Police Training School, Swabi -

"y
e

)]

'

f Dated  11/09/2015.
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The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region,
Kohat

- Subject: - DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL -

' 'Respected Sir.

Most respecifull_v. appellant submits departmentai appeal against the order of District Police Officer,

" Hangu bearing. OB No 450 dated 17/07/2023 vide which appellant was removed fro'ri-n service with immediate

FACTS

1 . That. zippélléznt was inducted. in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police as As_sistant-Sub-Inspectqr (ASI)Aagginst

o “Shilhéda” quota, Appellant- was posted as-ASI in operation ‘wing of Police Station Doaba, district

Hangu under your kind control and commiand. On 19.3'.2023, appellant accompanied by Police strength
comprising several constables while on Ppatrol duty noticed a motoreycle rider coming. from “thora wari”
side, who was:di-iving the motorcycle rashly and negligently therefore a signa] of stopping was given to
him but he instead of ‘stopping further accelerated thé mqtdrcycle and crossed the Police party.

. That the sisspect was followed without a loss of moment and was over powered and upon his personal

" search recp\t‘ery of 120 gram “Charas Garda”, Rs:; 800-0' Paﬁsrmi currenéy éonéist'of :one note of 5000
denomination and three notes Qf' 1000 denominatioi!, foreign ctjrréncy of Qétri Riyal of two notes of five

" Riyal denomination and ‘forei.gn driving license was made ﬁ-oﬁm his possession.

- That “ Murasila” to this effect was drafted and was transmitted to Police Station for registration of case

and accordingly case vide No.160 dated 19,03,2023 under Section 279 PPC, 9 (c) C_NSA was registered.

" The suspect disclosed his name as Hayét Ullah Son of Mir Azam Khan~i‘esident of Sadda District

Kurram. The recovered articles were taken into possession and sealed on the spot.

- That investigation in the case entrusted to investigation wing and the case property was handed over to

Station clerk of the Police Station. Later on the accused in order to save his skin of the charge of rash

and negligent arriving and possession of narcotics, manipulated a false charge of missing of foreign

- cturrency to the tune of 500 Riyal and he alle;g'edly sﬁbmitted written complaint against appellant.

.. That appellant was proceeded against depanméntallyA on the basis of baseless éllegations of not

nientioning.SOO Riyal in recovery memo and appelilant placed defense that the compliant has been made
with sole .aim of destroying the prosecution case registered against the complaint maker but the lower

anjthority passed the impugned ofder, hence this departmental appeal on the following gr’dunds.

GROUNDS

a) That the impugned order has been based on miss- statement because according to the contents of the

impugned order, charge sheet was issued to"appellant, inquiry was conducted through DSP city and
Final Show-Cause Notice was issued to appellant but in the’ concluding Para the authority has

specifically mentioned that he “dispense with general proceedings™. All this means that the authority has

* not consulted the record before passing the impugned order. The defense plea of appellant that the

sustainable.

Page 1 of2




.b)

That appellant was material, main and principal witness in the eri'mi'nal case FIR No.160/2023 under

" section 279 PPC, 9(c) CNSA against Hayat Ullah accused therefore award of major penalty of removal

from service to important witness (appellant) on the basis of complaint of accused person not only
amount to creation of doubt in criminal case but will also encourage other accused for making such like

complaints. Therefore retention of the impugned order will open a flood gate for baseless complamts

-~ against Police Ofﬂcers, resultantly none will dare to register genuine cases and suspects will go scot

free.

€)

d}

¢l

9

h)

Enclosures;

That the alleged inquiry proceedings were carried out in the zbsence of appellant. No evidence was

collected in presence of appellant. No witness was examined in presence of appellant. The findings of

inquiry were not supplied to appellant despite blac{ng written request in shape of an application before °

the authority. The impugned order has been based on de-facto i mqmry proceedmgs therefore the order is
worth set aside.

That appellant was punisﬁed before the trial of aceused/ complaint maker by competent Court. Therefore
passing of the impugned order at this stage was not legally justified because it will affect the. trial
proceedings. The opinion of depanmental authority about the merit of the criminal case beforé the final
judgment of criminal Court is pre-mature and against the principles of natural justice.

That the trial Court is competent forum to believe or disbelieve the action of appellant initiated against

the accused and the 1mpugned departmental actlon against appellant without any directions of the -

Honorable Trial Court amounts to grant of pre-trla] favour to the accused. Therefore the :mpugned order
has wrongly been passed by accepting the false contention of accused arrested by appellant.

That appellant took prompt action against the suspect and foiled his attempt of fleeing away and
recovered narcolics {rom his possession but the authority insvtead of grant of reward to appellant in
recognition of good work, awarded penalty of removal from service to appellant. The action of the
authority will discourage the Police and encourage the anti-social elements.

That the impugned order was passed without taking into account the plausible ‘defense plea of
appellant The inquiry proceedings were carried out at the back of appellant. No evidence was collected
which may support the alleged charges of mvolvement in corruption and corrupt practices.

That the content of charge sheet does not constitute commission’ of miss-conduct because appellant
registered a criminal case and the accused person always level allegation against Police to manage their
acquittal from the criminal charges. Therefore in absence of any directions of the trial Court, the action
of depertlnental authority was pre-mature. ‘

That appellant may be allowed to raise additional grounds at the time of personal hearing.

Tt is therefore requested that the impugned order may be set aside and appellant may be re-

Linstated in service with all back and consequential benefits.

Yours obediently

- F-2023  Muhammad Afag, EX-ASI
' District Hangu-

Cell No. 0136 4/45’078

1. Copy of 1mpugned order

2. Copy of FIR No 160/2023 PS Doaba - .
B Page 2 0f 2
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: This order wils dispose of the departmental appesl prefered by Ex-PASE
Muhammag

Afag of Hangu district Police apainst the order of District Police Officer, Hangu
wheteby he was awarded major penalty of removai from service vide OR No 450. dated
V7072023, Brief fsts of the cage are that a complaint was moved against him through Pakistarf
Citizen Poutal. As ner the contents of complaint, he registered 5 case vide FIR No. 160, dated
19.93.2023 w/s 279 PPC, 9-C.ONSA P& Doaba wheszin he only mentioned one Note of Ry. 5000/-.
- U3 Netes of s, 1000, 02 Notes of 10/10 of Qatri Riyal and one Note of 05 Qatri Riyal and one
Forelgn Driving License while he did ot mention the 500 Qatri Riyaig with malafide intention
ecovered from the possession of accused which badiv affucied the case.

In this regard, proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against Lim
and SDPO City Hargu was neminated as Enquiry Oificer. The appeliant was served with Chér‘gc
Sheet and Statement of Allegations. The Enquiry Officer after fulfillment of codal forn{alltifrs
subrnitt=d his findings wherein the appellent was found guilty of the charges feveled against him.

Keeping in view the recommendaticas of the Eneuiry Officer and ths above clied

clicemstances, the delinguent officer vias awarded fnajor punisheaent of reraoval from service by
the Distd

¢t Police Officer, Hangu vide OB No. 430, daied 17.07.2023.

appeal. He was suramoned and heasd in person in Orderly Room held in the

~ office of the andersigned on 29.05.2023. During personai hearing the eppellant denmied the

4,
£y
allegetions leveled against him. However, he could not advance any plausible jusifeation in his

‘row the perusal of enquiry file and relsvant record, it is cle

feveled againgg the g tline.

ar that the aliegations
T

TRIUPEE T )
I g e, Vhe elnsting

- £ T S o Tamzye,
: wt oo Lave e proved heva

r, who has remain involved in corrupt pract
adverszly affect the discipline of other members of Foree.

of the delinguent office

ses, in Police is bound o

Keeping in view the above, I, Sher Akbar, PSP 8.8¢, Regional Police Officer,
Kohed, baing the appellate authority, do not find any justification, whatsnex

sver, to interfore with ihe
oider passed by the DPO Hangu. Hence, the instant appeal s hereby rejectea, being devoid of
merite.

Order dnne:
© 29.08.2023

S
~ iy {,’“
LN  fran
RegisoustPolice Officer,
P en _— N » y . Kohat Region '
No. [ 27/~ 7HEC, Deted Wonat the3/ 1 &P rogs ' =

o
Copy forwarded to District Police O
te his office Meme: No. 4126/LB, dated 17.08.2023, His Service
. Appellant Ex-PAST Muharamad Afx
e

fficer, Hangy for information and nec Ry wir
Record is returned herepNis,
g of district Hangu
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1)

To,

The Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhawa, Peshawar.

“Subject: Revision_Petition under Rule 11-A of Police Rules, 1975

Respected Sir,
With profound regards, petitioner submits Revision Petition for the
revival and survival of the service lost vide impugnedorders of District

Police Officer Hangu and Regional Police Officer Kohat.

1. That petitioner had joined the Khyber Pakhtinkhawa Police in the

* rank of Assistant- Sub Inspector (ASI) against the quota reserved for
“Shuhada™ wa-rds. On 19.03.2023, appellant while posted in Police
Station Doaba. Disp‘iét Hangu, made rccovéry of 120 gram “charas™
from the posscssion of Mr. ITayat Ullah resident of Sadda. District
Kurrum.Recovery of Pakistani and l’orcign currency was also made .

’ from him and was duly shown in the “Murasila™ draficd ‘f‘or
registration of casc, that was incorporated in FFIR No.160/ 2023,
Under Section 9 (¢} CNSA, read with 279 PPC. PS Doaba, district

Hangu.

N

. That the said IMayat Ullah accuscd person on getting grant of bail.
logged false complaint against petitioner on charges of not showing -
recovery of currency of 500 Qatari Riayals, with sole motive to create
doubt in the prosc.cution casc mentioned above. District Police
-Officer, il‘angu without wailing for completion of the trial 0fcriminal
casce, passcd removal l;rom service order, dated 17.07.2023 of
petitioner bearing OB No 450. The departmental appeal of petitioner
was also rejected vide order No. 9371-74/EC, dated 31.08.2023 by
Regional Police officer Kohat, hencee this rcviéion petition is humbly

submitted on the following grounds.

GROUNDS
a) That the impugned order passed by lower and appellant authoritics are
against the Jaw and facts on rccord. The authoritics have wrongly

~ accepled (he merce allegations of accused person. ‘The alleged

Page 10f2



b)

9

d)

complaint maker was booked by petitioner on charges of Posscssion
of narcotics and the case is not finally disposcd of by the competent
court, therefore the impugned orders will certainly affect the merit of
the said narcotics casc. Ilence the impugned orders arc bad in law and
against the rules.

That the entire enquity proccedings were carricd out at the back of
petitioner. Nonc was cxamined as a witness in presence of petitioner.
Petitioncr was not confronted with any cvidence supponiﬁg the
charge. Findings of the inquiry officer 'were not supplicd to petitioner

despite repeated requests placed before the authority. The defense of

petitioner was not taken into account and the falsc allcgations of

accused person were accepted without any corroborative evidence.
That the trial court is competent lorums for evaluating the bona-fide
and mala-fide of petitioner about registration ol casc against the
complaint maker. Therefore the impugned orders arc not only pre-
mature but will also affect the prosccution of the casc IFIR No.160
mentioned above. Again it will encourage the accused pcf‘sons and
dis-couragc the Police officers. '
That petitioner made hot pursuit of the acéuscd (complaint maker) and
foiled his attempt of flecing away and also made recovery of “charas”
from his posscssion. The lower authoritics instcad of rewarding
petitioner imposed major penalty of ‘removal from service on
petitioner. [ would also like to be hard in person for agitating other
grounds and explaining my dcfense.

It is therefore requested lh‘al on acceptance of the petition, the
impugned orders may be st aside and petitioncr may be re-instated in

scervice with back benefits.

o~ [0 AR D

Muhammad Afaqg (1:X-ASI).
' District: Hangu.
Cell No. :

F.nclosures:

1. Copic of impugned orders
2. Copy of FIR '
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. COFFICEOFTIE :’30
INSFECTOR GENERAL OF FOLICE .
KHYBER PAKTITUNKITWA -

PESHAWAR,

ORDER

Phis order is hierehy passed o dispose of Revision IPetition under Rule H-A of Khyber
Paktminkhwa Police Rule-1978 (amended 2014) submittedd by Ex-TPAST Mubummad Afag (hercinaficr

relerned i as pelitioner),
The pelitioner was removed fram service by DO angu vide OB No. 450, duted

MY » o . - . . . .y
17.07.2023 on the altegations that a complaint was moved against him through Pakistan Citizen Vortal. As

per the contents of complaim, he registored a case vide FIR No. 160, dated 19.03,2023 w's 279 PPC, 9-C-
5. $000/., 03 Nates of Rs. 1000/, 02 Notes of
license while he did not mention the

acensed which budly affecied

C'NSA IS Doaba wherein he only mentioned onc note of R
10210 Qatri Rial anet 01 Note of 0§ Qatri Rial and one forcign Driving
300 Qatri Rials with malnfide intention recovercd from the possession of the

ther case. ‘
‘The Appellute Authority i.c. Reglonal Palice Officer Kohat rejected his Appeal vide Order

Fndse: No. 9371-72/5C, dated 31.08.2023,

A meating of Appellate Bogrd was I;chl on 0501,
DI Headquarters. Tx-PASI Mubamniod Afig was preseot and héau! in detail,
\ mount of 500 Qatari Rivals recovered from accuse
RO Kohut as swell, Besides, he was awarded one muior

2004 in CPO wider the chuimuinship ol

He did not mention an 8 d. He is invalved
in financial issne and his appenl was rejected by
ichmeuts i the past. Hlence his appeul s being rejected,

Sdr-
AWAL KIIAN, I'SP
" . Additional Inspeetor Cicneral of Police,
11Qrs: Knvber Pakhtunkhwe, Peshawar.

Nus. §7 6 822 "'C< g? i34, dnted Poshawar, the 2 ‘ - 03 ~ 024
' rwarded to the: . '
jee Revord ic. One Service Book, One Service Rofd un

115211, dated 03.11.2023 is returmed for your aflice

punishmens and five minor pin

Cupy of th above is [
al Police Ofticer, Kohat, Serv

l. feegion '
jde Jetter No,

o Fauji Missal received v
record,

Police Officer, Hlangih

2, Distriet
b hiunkhwa, Peshawar,

AlGH epal; Khyber !
1GPHQes Khyber Pakhtunkiwa, Peshiwar,

4, PA o Addl:
s 1A to DIGHTOrS: Khyher Pakhiunkhwa, Peshawar,

6. Office Supdi: Ji-110, €O Peshuswar.

(FARTLYN KRAN) PSI, QP
Sk stalWishment,
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