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FORMOFORDliRSHliin
Court of

, Case No. 1000/2024

S.No. Oou; of order Order or other proceedings witli signature ol judg.c

proceedings

] 2 3

1 19.07.2024 As per direction of tfie Hon'ble Member 

Judicial the present appeal is fixed tor preliminary 

hearing before Single Bench at Peshawar • on 

23.07.2024. Parcha Peshi giving to the counsel for the 

appellant.
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The appeal of Mr. Attiq ur Rehman received today i.e on 03,07.2024 

is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the appellant for 

completion and resubmission within 15 days.

■v

/
il^Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks,
2- Annexures of the appeal are unattested.

Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cau'se notice . . 
and replies thereto are not attached with the appeal be placed on it. 

^^in the memo of appeal many places have been left blank be filled up.
• (3) Annexures_^ 6,^ and D of the appeal are illegible be replaced by

legibie/better one.
Three copies/sets of the memo of appeal along with annexures i.e. 
complete in all respect for Tribunal and one for each respondent may 
also be submitted with the appeal.

yTnst./2024/l<PST,No.

I 7^..-72024.Dt. nM
S[:RV!CE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBEFt. FAKHTUNKHWA 
FhSHAVVAIt.

Khurshid Ahmad Shahn Adv
High Court Peshawar.
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RPPnRF KHYBER PAKHTUNJ<HWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 
-------------------------------- PFSHAWAR.

J202AService Appeal No. _

AppeHant
Attiqu ur Rehman

Versus
RespondentsCCPO Peshawar and others

T IM E> E X

PagesAnnexDescription of Documents
Service Appeal _________ ____ _ .
Affidavit ____________________
Addresses gflpajt]^_______________
Copy of lettcsr dated 10.01.2024
Copy of Show nptjce_____
Copy of the reply of show
notice _ _____________
Copy of the impugned order
dated 07.02.2024 ______
Copy of Departmental Appeal 
dated 06.03.2024 ___________
Wakaiatnama _ ......... ..................... -...

S#
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2 7
3 A4

B5. Ccause6.

D7.

\<sE8.
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Appellanti

Through

Khiirshi^^imad Shahan 
AdvoC^ High Court
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ichyber pmummAsma^^ 
trtbunalTpeshawar^

Khytoer l?-irtrtwi»Khw»
Servf4«s

123J2£[i2J^ /2024 Diary No.
Service Appeal No.

Oj,Dated

Attiqu ur Rehman
pLted trPSO/SDPO Hayatabad Peshawar, appellant

Versus

\ ■

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar

Inspector General of 
Peshawar

1.
Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

2.
respondents

appeal under section 4 OF KHYBER
SERVICE tribunal 

IMPUGNED
pakhtunkhwa

1974 AGAINST: 

dated 07.02.2024 WHEREBY
ACT,
ORDER
appellant has BEEN AWARDED THE

PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL 

SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE
MAJOR

FROM
EFFECT

\ •

Prayer: acceptance of this Service Appeal, 

Impugned Order dated 07.02.2024 

y kindly be set-aside be declared as 

null and void and the appellant may

on

the

ma
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in service with allkindly be reinstated 

back benefits, wi 
deen*) fit in 

the case may also be granted.

ith such other relief as
the circumstances of

may \

Respectfully Sheweth,

Short facts, 

under:

1. That the appellant is peaceful

Pakistan

giving rise to present Service Appeal , are as

and law abiding citizen of

Constable No.2252the appellant was serving as 

last about 22 years efficiently.
2. That

from the

issued against the3. That the statement of allegations was 

vide letter N0.245/PA dated Peshawar
appellant

10.01.2024. (Copy of letter dated 10.01.2024 is

attached as annexure "A")-
\

N0.172/PA/CCP datedshow cause notice
issued to the appellant.-(Copy rf Show

4. That the

JOl/2024 was
notice is attached as annexure ”B").

epiy of the aforesaid Show Cause Notice

of the reply of

was
That the r
submitted by the appellant. (Copy

notice is attached as annexure

5.

C")-
show cause



(

5

requested that 

of this Service Appeal, the

onIt is therefore

acceptance
Impugned Order dated 07.02.2024 may 

kindly be set-aside be declared as null and

\

void and the appellant may kindly be 

reinstated in service with all back benefits, 

with such other relief as may deem fit in the 

circumstances of the case may also be

granted

y'

Appellant
Through

\ •
Khurshid Ah^ad Shahan
Ad vocate rt

*fc'

\ •
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rfforf the KHYRFR PAKHTUNKHWA service TRIBUim.
PESHAWAR

/2024Service Appeal No.

Petitioner
Atiq ur Rehman

VERSUS
Respondents

CCPO and others

A F F I D A V IJ
L Atiq ur Rehrnan, Ex-Constable No.2252, do hereby

declare that the contents of the 

g Service Appeal are true and correct to the

has been

solemnly affirm and 

occompanyin 

best of my 

concealeq

knowledge and belief and nothing
\

om this Hon'ble Court.

*

deponent

\ .
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BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL^
PESHAWAR.

72024Service Appeal No.

AppellantAttiqu ur Rehman

Versus
i

RespondentsCCPO Peshawar and others

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT:

Attiqu ur Rehman, Ex-Constable No.2252 
Posted as PSO/SDPO Hayatabad Peshawar

RESPONDENTS:

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar

1.

2.

Appellant
Through

Khurshid^mad Shahan
Advocate High Court

\

\
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OFFICE OF THE
SR; SUPEUIN I'ENHENT OF POLICE, tNV: TCP. 1>ESHAWAK. ,

/2024
Office Ph;No. 091-9210642 

/PA, Dalcci l^eslia'.var ihc___ /d / /')/No.
I'u-. 'I'lu; Ciipiliil Cily 1‘olii.x Oflk^ir, 

Pi'sliimiir.
_______''0
nATI?l17A l2.2f>23 IJ/S-QH/n CNbVV

COMlM.AlNr ACiAlNSr IIAMAVIIN ICIIAN OH Pg 
A'l' I lO ilR UrjIMAN INCASEFTU NO. I7S4... _

Siibjcci.

I'S llAVA'I’AHAl). PPSIIAWAR.
Ucl'crciicc aiuiclicii.

Al.l.iaiATlONS
The applicant Zaiin .Shah ^/o Zafar Khan submiUed an application to the undersigM.^n 

I'lK No. 1754 dated 2.S. 12.2023 u/s-9D/ll CNSA PS Dayaiabad. which reveals that;
PM the son of applicant namely Amir KJian s/o Zann 

the way to their native village at

l.andi Kolal from Peshawar. .
. When the .^ai.l pc,sons reached near Sham market, due lo some reasons, some hot words bad 

been CNchunged with the Police orficials, rc.seltanlly they were apprehended and booked m 
alii'iVe nnieJ ciuse.

o '1 hcical'ler. ilie Invesiigation Officer demanded for money

ease
• On 24.12.2023 at approximately 10/11

SItah turd hi.s nephew Ahmad IJlIiih s/o Ilu.ssain Shah were on

Ks.and the applicant arianged

h.fO.OOO/- 
« In the I 

rnpccS;
•t5S5500l2 I 1463 Hank Al-Palah A/C Title Alliquc UrRchman.

. ih.rlhennorc, they demanded for more amount, and threatened to_ implicate other family

members, ,f not paid.

meanwhile Altique Ur Relrman also contacted the applicant and asked for nrnre 05 lacs 
as such the applicant paid Rs: 04 lacs tlirough Hasypaisa to him v,dc rVC ,.o.

innocent, and they have been implicated ir, theMorco'.ci. ilie nbove-Hionlioncd persons ate 
the heliesi of .some imeresied persons

ihe airplicant rcquc.sicd that the matter may be intervened and an impnnial inquiry 
' and be re-investigated through any other imparlial/hciiicsl

case on

» More so
may be conducted in the case
inquiry officer agaimst the above named Pohee offtetals.

isifArtri-iniNCS the matter, the applicant and the alleged ofTieials were calic.l lo 
and their statements were recorded and npire:.,-led

10 seriitini/.efor the purpose
nndu.signcd, heard them m person 

=;i:a<:nicnls arc as undti.
IUVMZAN .ASI' II 'VaTABAD. l-KSUAWAU .(I■7A1

ihe oflicc of the
l.crcw.m, while the crux

STA i in the llaytliabad area, she received credible informtuion
'''''musc^r'involvcd in drug Imflicking who wore shifted to P.S I Itiyalabad. 

• •• p^ 11 lyaiabiid where .she gathered comprehensive details about ihe accused 
' ,rj’[,und was also soi/ed from the accused party, as duly recorded in ease

of contr j-CNSA. She further slated that she was not aware of tiny
Khan and TC Aliq Dr Rchmun. She also staled if she was

She staled that
arrest of twoabout ihe

fiubsctiacnily, she also 
while siimincani .

1754 daicd 4S.I -
„|- rhe Oll/lnspe^'"'-

jnvoivcmcm, t

amoini'
.2023 u's-

flR No lliinniyun
■vculd liavc pvoinpily iniliuicd an impartial inquiry against the.a to 

• More so, ::lie fiirilior delihcraicd that her siaicmenl is made to 
surruunding the arrest tind subsetpicnl proceedings and 
and ensure transparency in the pursui'l of jusliec.

she V
,,ioe,plcsoftus.leoand .airnc:,.

deal tuid aecuiaiu r-
,;onmiihutl to stiiipo'-' -'n)

coijnh o 
uphold the ol' iltu eventsatcotmt

iiivcsiigalionsvjfk UjiriJ
shejs fully KIIAN Oil I'S llAVA't'AnAl) ffmCSRN'I'l-V UNlJlCRi^MAVljN-r.rjTHi

.........
i,„,siu.uliuu of ease flK Nti. 1754 dtiicd 25,12.2023 tt/s-?!) CNSAill- 
' 1' n ill "'Ill'll' the nmlcr pu.sscssiuti Uevo vehicle is registered in the

|]||,^ (..uinifflio” ll'v hii'llter of accused was called In PS 
mil nor lie received it. hire allegtllians rue b.r . les.s 

III. IiiiUki staled that the :i|iplitaiil levelled ullegt 'onr 
tmd lo elVcet the .same,

»v'-

hull was cnlru 
f nil.

Iilirr ilciriin 
,illy
,r,chclin''''

PS I layii"'
,r iIh-

J V.-Iiib he lie

ic.'.led iicem-'d
ilii. Ill' "lio"'-''' 

d.-bd I ueh'il'. I.
am'ii’l', inv

CNSA
tirolhci' o tr'll'

.....

.ti'd
,i;'.;ui’

ii, lilihiIS*
..[’u llllOil• L'IS pic-

;„| Ihe I'.rao'
■ acc'jsoi 

in . him
; '.O'l
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OFFICE OF THE

/ SP- '^«n>n>TM-n.-NnTriMT nF i>nT in?., INV:
Omcc Ph:No. 091-9210642 

/PA, Daicd Peshawar Lhc---------

pir.SHAXV^

/2024./ // No. -
AtkmFNT OV si BA\{ AR kllAN OK l‘S llAY/VI'ABAiL- (>• ^^] silO i’S 1 Uyaiabad

He su.icd llnu on 24/25.12.2023 he was assienL^Uw look a he recew.

because ol' ihe sUlion leave of Inspeeior Imran A\^ Uicrcia PS
mrovmauoo and wcnl lo ihc place of aeenrrcncc ,2.2023 u/s.9D ,ndcr
prescnl al place of □ecunenec, while !■ ^^^^haUhe whole procecdinfis w
Havavabnd is eorrecr according lo Ore record, 3,,,,a Ural ho nciihcr look any g

supcivision ol- AS1> llayalobad and oihcr ofliccrs.
from ihe uppUcanl pariy nnr ,-S(VrOJinHaiAVAXA^ ^
..p^-f PAiVimiCMLliC.^^ m-.es
------------------7,, „mcd ihJT^c IS posiea a.s 1 SO 10 Ab therein Uie

i,h ASP Uayaiabad and oihei ollicuds wenUo Ure ^ Koial an

r .r.. Peshawar, meanwhile nibaor , i^icd that or°»P n,canwhjlc I

r'
.... ......

,0 was made 10 aeeua. I _ 1 3000/- iransac.ion fee was deposued on

ccouni. 11^

him 10 go wUlr h.s friend nan.dy KJri.Hd and hand 
' U'ii ‘ Imln. 1 aicr on, the sum amoanl was bunded over

,0 rounl dKS.ad J,2 llayaiabad. More so, he mal his eldc,
■ '•■' " Sbuh hmise siiuu.cd ,1 I • p,sh.,n.rhara,

,, , .1. mouireycle , ,,,,, i,.paemr 1 lamayun W.on ullrrciaed Noor
me.y Annr K^;^ or ohnwU U.uhd lold^ Conseqaem upo.i,

"s::Si-dd--‘i::::;:::;;d‘::";iKe..:r;:;:;rSi::^;r2:;:::^anu:
'■'";:::;,- - - - ■" .... ............ ...... ........ ...... .....

'’,, llaimW'-"’

/

was

the
he along 

led lhc 
1250

\vi

xiency

urgeni 
was

PS llayaiabad, 
Laiidi K-Oial

arresicd
lhc said

he coniactcd

sr.-yTVAlENd

lire

incidcni he m
llaniuyunInspecior

j^,„m-.oed amouni
Moor liio-gam■Nniir .11

04 lacs
lues

and iniliaiing proper

\
CCUSEDAMUil^ (P/Pi

is sendiiiS

lllcrn-n
2.0

,d iran^ 
„„„uon.J
secon

i>;n y.ARG4»'^N I-aNDI

ices
ever
,0 Hh-Ui4
broiher 
while

11a

Burn""’ 
iiidleuwhe

Liinrei 
Sahse‘l''cluly ■ 

diem-
liull

•iidy’
K> liwi"^^"

Khun-

fded
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OFFICE OF THE
■ SUPERINTENDENT OF POl ICF, PESHAmU

Office Ph;No. 091-9210642 ^2024.
Dated Peshawar the ^ ^-------- -

..i-rTg ULLAinmANmlAE^Mi^^^^^---- ^
^JV r>K ACriJSF.D AlVnUl'(K/ll) „ his friend namely Kl-alid ^'4

.... 29.12.2(123, Haji Zarin Shall told him lo gn n'i Landed
and also lold him lo couni the said araounu Later _ He and Uis

in Shah house situated at Phase No. 02 Uay

Khan.

\ •/
No.

/STi^ 
[lUiLAXl

lie Slated ihtil on
• • 05 lues rupees 
ICliulid in Ironl of Maji Zarin 

■ Muhammad Junaici
while when they reached Pisliialchara LhowK

___:„ mr r^rrivinc, the said amount bu. _
in situated at

hand over 
ovei to 1 
brother namely

were

iillocu
Coiiscqvicnl upon, he iim. iRs:dial the amo'‘"\V1

over
(15 lees have been haii
£r,Nr,l,l]SlON:

and evidentiary proof
01] PS I-hiya'shad 

found guilty

of witnessesslate men Lsi.c.. • in I'icw the above circumstances
to sorlaec that the alleged o ^
and PC AUiquc Ur Rcliman

KJian for lalung

available on record U came

/

SemojuSt^P^ ,,^p pesjiavvar 
invesligaiioh- UC .

L
\
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III (••jf (jr I III:
CAriTAl.MiVl'Ol.irKOM-K.J.I':

IMiSliA^WAH
y\.'A

\ ■

riiiiij’; ! •

OlUX'.K

■,v';/. •/■•Ini'; -■• V.Ail.

'I'/JV't-.A’A'.W A/.A/.'-. \
Sh.iW Ciiir.c Miilii-': vit)t: Hii'. oili'w;r. i

by ■V.WHu-iK-.Uv-i^Vn,. v:-;-, N'- /C-'.'A
(ho L-|i(ir]'o;. Ilidl liL. (!■• li'-i' 
(hilod w.o. IIiuiiiil I'.iiMly (III iicoi.iiiii ril (;(!((,f.liiiiii fiy.i-,";;';'! by

i./n /aiiir I'.liim allci;iin' I''- rr.',r.-:y h-/:
I'aiMj vi;!'j Awai.M til!"-'! A'bv-''

iiaiiicly /.liiili ^licb 1
Kiipcc; itiKiUi^li ('.li•.yociiiiiliniKiiil ri.-OL'ivo(l HA l.m.'.

Kdimnn .t Nd. V-iXVSOi) 17.1 Hb'i liank Al Pn!;.!. I(.r hiv-rir.;; hP ....
Hi.; i,tl (li dcrniiiKiini-; ilPljyl i;ia(ilkalidri/b,'iP; f'ror.^i d-'-lj

tr.isZih':: o! )'■
ill 1hic<; (liiiii'iiiy.

inldlcnihlo 1(11(1 lir(iii);,lil a P"! niimo In: Ihc dcp.nmont, Mnr.AVtr, ^

l-'drco, his acl is hij'.hly (ibjticlidrciblc and cnmc;,
V V;within ihi: ambit '.f C'>nvp'-Km

I'lilicc Rulo.s.

hmiticd hi.s wrilitn reply 'n the Sr..'/.v Cij'-e ..r/.;-.': '■I ho allopoil (iHioia! .su 
onisod and iKural on.siilislaoinry.

■>.

sv;j;. |'»

's Cite if- er.'.;..';Ho was heard in person in Orderly Room and reeord of 

SSl'Invesiiiiation ha.s been peru.scd, IDurinji,r.eir.-^
I-

eiiiidueted by

iilTieial Oiled in submit any lanfiblc reason
his cell plinne from father of an arr«icd smui-glcr i.s

from drug smugglers and as such earned a ca:: r^.% ■■■

in his defe'n-se. 'fhe digital iran.u^P-A trar.efer

undeniable. I am ’.iterer'.rr
money on

eoiiviiKcd that he got money 
department. Keeping in view the gravity of his delinquency and findings oft- et 

auihtiriiy dispensed with the regular dcpanmenial proceedings ar.

■‘I)i5mi.ssi.l from service” with inimediaie,effect.

-e-eip- n

d r-treirf awird bim
competent 
the major punishment of

‘'Order 'k nnnouneed”

CAPITAL CITV POLICE OFFICER. 
PESHANS'AR

\ rj2'20-24_/l'A-CCP. dated Peshawar the

Copies for information and necessary action to the 
I SSsP/Operations, Coordination & Investigation Peshawar. 
2, SslVCanitr, HQr: & .Security Peshawar.
2, aIVITCCP I'cshawar.
4, OS.CRC.OASl&PO.
5, PMC along with complete original fiiic.
6, Official concerned.

f

CamScaiincr

\ ■



Before the Hon’able Inspector General of Police, Peshawar

Appeal ulr^■^(2\ KP Police Rules 1975fAmended 2014) against the impugned
Passed bv worthy Capital Citv Police Officer Peshawar vide Endst No,

448-60/PA dated 07.02.2024

Subject:
order.

Respected Sir,

respectfully prefers this appeal against the impugned order ofThe appellant
Worthy CCPO Peshawar, inter-alia on the following grounds, amongst others. (Order is enclosed

as Annexure-A).

PRgLllUllNARIES:

wherein it hasAt the very outset the appellant refers rule 16.2 Police Rules 1934 
been clearly provided that the punishment of dismissal is to be awarded very 
cautiously and with circumspection, relevant para whereof is enunciated as under.- 

“Dismissat shall be awarded only for the gravest acts of misconduct 

the cumulative effect of continued misconduct proving incorrigibility

1.

or as
and complete unfitness for police service. In making such an award regard 

shall be had to the length of service of the offender”. The competent authority

for no act or attribution, havingawarded major penalty of dismissal to appellant, 
not been committed rather no continued misconduct on the part of appellant exits.

the appellant served this august force for such a long period of about 

22 years but the authority didn't consider this mandate provision, laid down u/r 16.2
Moreover,

PR 1934,
Worth mentioning that act of corruption/ malpractices like, receiving money from 

anti-social elements/smugglers/criminals or misappropriating case property 

needs to be legally adjudged in accordance with police rules / other

2.

money,
relevant laws and there should be sufficient incriminating materials to substantiate

the charges. Needless to say that corruption charge / persistent corruption requires 

solid materials but here on record, nothing in support, is available. Rules regarding 

proceedings against Police Officers reported to be corrupt or involved in 

corrupt practices, attract rules 16.39 r/w 16.16 PR 1934, wherein corruption 

record is required to be maintained on personal file, character role or fauji 

missal and attested copy thereof shall be furnished to the Police Officer 

concerned, but such record has not been maintained or is not available 

against me hence the charge does not carry legal footings.
3. The impugned order of worthy CCPO is without lawful authority and without 

jurisdiction as he was within meaning of rule 11 (2) Police Rule 1975 is the appellate 

■ forum and not the authority. For departmental proceedings against the rank of 

constable as per schedule-1 Police Rule 1975 DPO/SSP/SP is the authority, 

hence he (worthy CCPO) could not take upon himself the role of authonty Reliance 

is Placed on the reported judgment 1988 PLC <CS>. pane^.Jmpugned order



r- i \ ■

back benefits by the learnedset aside and appellant reinstated with 

superior court.
The worthy inquiry officer did not follow prescribed procedure as per rule 6 of KP

Police Rules 1975{Amended 2014), relevant para whereof is reproduced as

under - The inquiry officer shall inquire into the charge and may
such oral or documentary evidence in support of the charge or in defense of

”• The

was

4.

examine

may considered necessary and the witnesses against him
examined witnesses but he did not follow the

accused as
worthy inquiry officer though has

of KP Police Rules 1975(Amended 2014), 

not associated him with
prescribed procedure as per rule 6

npnnrtunitv to appellanj, evenproviding no cross
contains gross legal infirmities. Theproceedings, therefore disciplinary process

void abenitio and coram-non-judice, within the provision of

is not tenable (Reported judgment 2005 PLC (CS)
finding report is also 

Rule 6(v) of rules 1975 hence

page 1544)
the worthy inquiry officer had only to submit cogent

but no ground has so far
As per rule 6(v) of rule 1975
grounds to connect the appellant with.alleged charge

collected and brought on record. The evidence of the aggrieved viz applicant 

Muhammad Junaid and Amir khan before the worthy
not of worth

5.

been
Zareen Shah, Tahir Khan

contains/exisls huge contradictions, therefore, isinquiry officer 
reliance/consideration.

material witness during 

whim and fancy, submitted finding report on
The worthy inquiry officer did not bother to examine a6.
proceedings but acted at his own
assumption which as per law is not tenable.
The punishment ,s very harsh and as per superior court judgment the quantum of

patible and reasonable (1988PLC(CS) Page
7.

judgment must be appropriate 

179)

com

ON FACTS:
CNSA/11 CNSA/15AA vide FIR 1754 datedShort facts are that case u/s 9D 

25-12-2023 PS Hayatabad was registered against accused Amir etc
Zareen Shah, f/o accused Amir submitted anii. During course of investigation one

application to the authority that the appellant took 
easypaisa account on his name but the aileged charge was not seriously 

investigated by the worthy inquiry officer on the defense line, taken in the reply of

RS 4 lacs throughover

charge sheet by the appellant.
appellant faced departmental proceedings and submitted detailed reply

The
(Exhibit B) to the charge sheet 
investigated by the worthy inquiry officer

but couldn’t be considered rather Seriously

and thereafter the inquiry officer

submitted finding report (Ex C).
On submission ol finding report by worthy inquiry officer, the authority without

passed the Impugned order dated 07.02.2024
IV.

going into the merits of the case



!
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and dismissed the appeiiant from service without justifiable cause or cogent 

grounds.

GROUNDS OF APPEAL:

impugned order of W/CCPO, is assailable on the following grounds.

a. Dismissal is violation of rule 16.2 PR 1934 and appellant deserves to be reinstated in 

service, under this mandate proviso.
nquiry proceedings have not been conducted as per law, within the meaning of 

police rules 1975. It has been held by superior court, relevant observation is as

under:

The

b. The i

not sufficient to prove any charge against appellant- no“Sketchy inquiry is
witness was examined in inquiry proceedings - appellant was found guilty 

by inquiry officer without any substantive evidence - impugned order was

set-aside”.
The alleged charge is not justifiable and is considerable on the following few 

stances:-

The appellant was 
conducted by Worthy Inquiry officer, which as per law is without lawful authority

hence is not tenable.
ii. ■ The worthy Inquiry Officer examined witnesses but the appellant was not given

examination thus the proceedings are void abenitio

c.

not associated with departmental inquiry proceedings,
1.

the opportunity of cross

and not tenable.
The principle of natural justices would be violated.only when an action is taken 

against a person without his knowledge (NLR 214 April QTA)
III.

. It has been

held by Hon’able Court that without knowledge, conviction is illegal and 

it was set aside (NCR 2004 (Feb P-84 Peshawar}. I swear that I have not 

received the alleged money for any unlawful purpose but on humanitarian 

the request of accused (reasoned in reply to charge sheet) and 

whatever he (applicant) has said, just he is trying to save the skin of his son
basis on

Amir from clutches of law.

Witness miss
worthy inquiry officer “that she 
appellant and if she was cognized of such involvement she would have 

promptly initiated an impartial inquiry against him” hence being a 

responsible officer, her statement should not be discarded.
recorded statements by the Inquiry officer is

Nayab Ramzan ASP Hayatabad has clearly stated before the 

not aware of any involvement of the
IV.

was

No direct evidence as per 
substantiating the alleged charge.

appellant has joined this august force, he performed dedicatedly, 

efficiently and to the entire satisfaction of superiors, acted beyond 

risk of his life. The awarded penalty shall cause

V.

Since the 

honestly,

the call of duty at the 
irreparable loss to the appellant and his family.

VI.



/•
. /'■

Worth to highlight that in a likewise case, in reported judgment 1989 PLC(CS) 

Page 336, a civil servant was dismissed from service on the charge of corruption 

but no solid proof or material was found against appellant except his cheque 

book and deposit of substantial amount in his bank. Appellant’s dismissal was 

set aside and he was reinstated that no cogent evidence to connect the appellant 
with his bank account could be collected rather brought on record, no case of

misconduct was made against him.
e. Findings of worthy inquiry officer is based on hearsay as no direct or indirect evidence

record to connect the appellant with alleged act of

d.

is collected and brought on 
misconduct (2005 PLC (C.S)page 559)

PRAYER

theForegoing in view, it is humbly prayed that by accepting this appeal 
impugned order dated 07.02.2024 (dismissal from service) may very kindly be

set aside and the appellant reinstated in service, to meet the ends of justice.
' Sincerely yours

Ex- Constable Attiq-ul-Rahman No: 2252
, (Appellant)a
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