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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Abdullah received today i.e o’n 18.07.2024 is 

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

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

».

1- According to sub-rule-A of rule-6 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa- Service 
Tribunal rules 1974 respondent no. 1 is un-necessary/improper party, in ' 
iighi of the rules ibid and on the written direction of the Worthy 

Chairman the above mentioned respondent number be deleted/struck 
out from the list of respondent.

__ yin5t./2024/KRST,No.

a 2 /2024.Dt.

ASISTANT 
STrViCE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKriTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Syed Mudasir Pirzada Adv.
High Court Kohat.
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i BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOQN KHWA SERViCE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR 

Service Appeal 2024

Muhammad Abdullah S/o Muhammad Atibar Khan Ex-PASI Police Kohal

(Appellant)

VERSUS

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION 
KOHAT

1.

2. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

(Respondent)

INDEX

Sr.tyio Description of Documents Annexure Page
1 IVlemo of Appealed

1-4
2 Affidavit

5
3 Address of the Parties

6
4 Copy of charge sheet & FCN along with reply A 7-12

Copy of impugned Order dated 08-03-2024 B 13

Copy of Departmental Appeal dated 08-04-2024 C 14-16

.Copy of FIR along with court order of confirmati on D 17-19
Wakalatnama

20

'Through

Date /____/.
Syed Mudasir Pirzada 

Advocate HC 
0345-9645854
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A BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

2021Service Appeal

Muhammad Abdullah S/o Muhammad Atibar Khan Ex-PASl Police Kohat

(Appell^fft)'^'" Potehn.khw* 
' Trn»unMl

OLu'yVERSUS

^ L<• >u DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHATw DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

(Respondent)

APPEAL UND£R SECTION 4 OF TH£ KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER VIDE OB-NO 208 Dated 

08-03-2024 IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT NO>3 WITHOUT THE AID OF REGULAR 
ENQUIRY DIRECTLY AWARDED THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM

THE APPELLANT PREFERREDSERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT. AND_
DEPARTMENTAL REPRESENTATION DATED 08-04-2024 BUT THE SAME WAS 

NOT CONSIDER NOR ENTERTAIN TILL TO DATE

Respectfully Sheweth,

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant 

the following grounds:-

on

Fac^

/ / Briefly facts of the case as per impugned order are that the appellant while
Police Lines Kohat are found involved in obtaining fake / fabricated 

/ NOC / departmental permission certificate required to Public Service
Commission for his appointment as P/ASI . The signature / stamp affixed on 

/ NOC is also not genuine/original.

1. That upon the above score allegation the appellant was served with the charge 
sheet and final show case notice which was duly replied by the appellant but the 
same was not considered. (Copy of charge sheet and final show case notice 
along with replies are annexed as annexure A)

2. That upon the above score allegations without holding regular enquiry or in 
absence of evidence the appellant was blessed with the rnajor punishment of 
dismissal from service with immediate effect ( copy of impugned order is 

annexed as annexure B)

3. That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order preferred 
departmental appeal before the respondent No. 2 on dated 08-04-2024 which 
has been till to date not considered nor entertain nor rejected nor accepted till to 
date (Copy of departmental representation is annexed as annexure C)

4 That the appellant has been vexed twice for an undone offence registered 
criminal case against the appellant in which pre arrest bail of the appellant was



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRtRUNAL PESHAWAR. 

Service Appeal / 0
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2024

Muhammad Abdullah S/o Muhammad Atibar Khan Ex-PASI Police Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION 
KOHAT

1.

2. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTCtON
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER VIDE OB-NO 208______
08-03-2024 IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT NO;-2 WITHOUT THE AID OF RFdlnan 
ENQUIRY DIRECTLY AWARDED THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF DISMI'^<i&l 
SERVICE

DEPARTMENTAL REPRESENTATION DATED 08-04-2074 PUT 
NOT CONSIDER NOR ENTERTAIN TILL TO DATE

KHWA SERVICE
Dated

FROM
WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT. AND TH£ APPELLANT PREFERRFD

THE SAME WAS

Respectfully Sheweth,

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant 

the following grounds:-
on

Facts:

Briefly facts of the case as per impugned order are that the appellant while 
posted at Police Lines Kohat are found involved in obtaining fake / fabricated 
NOC / departmental permission certificate required to Public Service 
Commission for his appointment as P/ASI . The signature / stamp affixed 
NOC is also not genuine / original.

on

1. That upon the above score allegation the appellant was served with the charge 
sheet and final show case notice which was duly replied by the appellant but the 
same was not considered. (Copy of charge sheet and final show case notice 
along with replies are annexed as annexure A)

2. That upon the above score allegations without holding regular enquiry or in 
absence of evidence the appellant was blessed with the major punishment of 
dismissal from service with immediate effect ( copy of impugned order is 
annexed as annexure B)

3. That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order preferred 
_d^artmental appeal before the respondent No. 2 on dated 08-04-2024 which 
has been till to date not considered nor entertain nor rejected nor accepted till to 
date ( Copy of departmental representation is annexed as annexure C)

egisrrwr
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confirmed which is self explanatory ( copy of FIR along with court order is 
annexed as annexure D)

5. That no proper regular enquiry has been conducted against the appellant as per 
rule neither provided any ample opportunity of cross examination nor provided 
the enquiry findings report to the appellant nor produce any materiel before the 
enquiry officer which connect the appellant with the allegations even though not 
provided any opportunity of personal hearing directly blessed with major 
punishment.

6. That the bias ness of the respondent is proved by not considered the reply of the 
final show case notice even the reply so submitted deliberately disregarded by 
respondent department by not mentioning the reply of "FCN" in the impugned 
order and diligently intended to dragged the appellant un necessarily into 
litigation.

7. That as per cardinal rule and dictum of superior guidelines were ignored by the 
so called enquiry officer so nominated for the very purpose i.e the respondent 
department would have to wait for the ultimate result of case so registered 
against the appellant as a matter of fact untill and unless the contrary of 
respondent department not yet concluded / proved and directly issued impugned 
order.

8. That again an unjust has been done with appellant by not providing the 
opportunity for being produced defense evidence before the enquiry officer.

9. That again and again an unjust has been committed by respondent department 
by not considering nor rejecting the departmental representation which clearly 
shown the biasness of the respondents department as a matter of fact in the light 
of apex courts guidelines which held that every representation must be 
responded with in stipulated period with logical conclusion and with independent 
mind but this factum has been ignored which is against to the relevant norms of 
rules.

^O.That feeling aggrieved from the all Impugned acts from the respondent 
department the grievance of the appellant is not redressed till to date hence 
feeling aggrieved having no alternate remedy except Honorable Tribunal on the 
following grounds inter alia:-

Grounds:

a. That the impugned order is wrong illegal not based on sound reason and liable to 

be set aside,

b. That the appellant query in respect of allegations was intimated to respondent 
department but in vain as a matter of fact the appellant was actually till to date 
not understand how in the absence of divine power the respondent department 
initiate disciplinary proceedings against the appellant without showing the source 
of allegation which never practice by the appellant pertinent to mentioned here 
when the appellant according to rule eligible and the respondent himself issued 

NOG then why the appellant involved himself into fabricated practice.

c. That the appellant at the time of applying for the subject post according to 
advertisement duly full filid the criteria and credential testimonials submitted 
through proper channel for public service commission via on line web portal then 
after due scrutiny the appellant was considered for written exam and after 
qualifying the same appellant was placed in merit and after qualifying the viva the 
appellant was recommended subject to verifying the documents and under the 
rule ibdi respondent department duly verified all the documents through special 
branch as well as from concerned institutions of academics and then after 
personal hearing in shape of formal meeting with respondent No. 2 issued ands:>



branch as well as from concerned institutions of academics 
personal hearing in shape of formal meeting with respondent No. 
the after appointment latter

and then after 
■ 1 issued and

was issued by respondent No. 2 and the appellant 
properly submitted the arrival report and start serving with entire satisfaction of 
superior and after tendering good span of service due to a writ petition the 
respondent department due to unknown pressure in a hasty manner directly 
dismissed the services of appellant which is against to the E& D rules.

d. That the impugned order of punishment is totally based on wrong assumptions or 
in the absence of any proof of evidence from the concerned department 
appellant was blessed with impugned order which is against the principle of
jUSuG6.

e. That what element impales the respondent department and the allegation not 
practices by the appellant how the respondent department without any source 
disclosed the factum of allegation in the absence of divine power.

f. That it is a settle principle of law the fair and transparent enquiry is the right of 
every employ by giving and affording him ample opportunity of producing 
defense evidence also providing him opportunity of cross examination as well as 
personal hearing but in vain which is against the enquiry rules.

g. That as per the order of learned Court of Law which^ „ reveals that there is nothing
on record which the appellant with the commission of offence in fact there is 
really nothing on record against the appellant but the respondent department 
fixed a rute in his mind that criminal proceedings and .departmental proceeding 
are two different distinction and not binding on each other and when any adverse 
order of court was blessed then the respondent department express their sole 
mind towards the decision of court, all the above irregularity cannot be ignored
but ignored which does suggest that the impugned order issue whimsically with 
arbitrary discretion. '

h. That all the impugned act so committed and violated by the respondent 
department is against to the rule void ablnitio illegal en effective not based on 
sound reason nor properly enquired the so called allegation and ex partly issued 
impugned order which is also against and discriminatory which 
consideration and liable to be set aside.

1. That the respondent No 2 has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is apparent 
from the impugned order.

needs urged

j. That the impugned order is not based on sound reasons and^ . , , . , - same is not
sustainable in the eyes of law. The same is based on wrong assumption of fact
as the respondent No. 2 has violated the provision of principle of natural justice 
i.e. No one should be a judge for his own cause.

k. That the departmental enquiry was not conducted according to the

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

rules.

That the appellant were twice vexed by respondent No 2 by registering a criminal 
case against the appellant in which the proceedings are subjudice before the 
competent court of jurisdiction.

m.



the after appointment latter was issued by respondent No. 3 and the appellant 
properly submitted the arrival report and start serving with entire satisfaction of 
superior and after tendering good span of service
respondent department due to unknown pressure in a hasty manner directly 
dismissed the services of appellant which is against to the E& D rules.

d. That the impugned order of punishment is totally based on wrong assumptions or 
in the absence of any proof of evidence from the concerned department 
appellant was blessed with impugned order which is against the principle of 
justice.

e. That what element impales the respondent department and the allegation not 
practice by the appellant how the respondent department without any source 
disclosed the factum of allegation in the absence of divine power.

f. That it is a settle principle of law the fair and transparent enquiry is the right of 
every employ by giving and affording him ample opportunity of producing 
defense evidence also providing him opportunity of cross examination as well as 
personal hearing but in vain which is against the enquiry rules.

g. That as per the order of learned Court of Law which revels that there is nothing 
record which the appellant with the commission of offence in fact there is

really nothing on record against the appellant but the respondent department 
, fixed a rule in his mind that criminal proceedings and departmental proceeding 

are two different distinction and not binding on each other and when any adverse 
order of court was blessed then the respondent department express there sole 
mind towards the decision of court, all the above irregularity can not be ignored 
but ignored which does suggest that the impugned order issue whimsically with 
arbitrary discretion.

h. That all the impugned act so committed and violated by the respondent 
department is against to the rule void abnotio illegal en effective not based on 
sound reason nor properly enquired the so called allegation and ex partly issued 
impugned order which is also against and discriminatory which needs urged 
consideration and liable to be set aside.

i. That the respondent No3 has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is apparent 
from the impugned order.

j. That the impugned order is not based on sound reasons and same is not 
sustainable in the eyes of law. The same is based on wrong assumption of fact 
as the respondent No. 3 has violated the provision of principle of natural justice 
i.e. No one should be a judge for his own cause.

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

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

m. That the appellant were twice vexed by respondent No 3 by registering a 
criminal case against the appellant in which the proceedings are subjudice before 

the competent court of jurisdiction.

on



u

In the view of above circumstances it is humbly prayed that the impugned 
order of punishment awarded by respondent No 3 may graciously be set aside 
for the end of justice and the appellant’s may please be graciously reinstated 
into service and blessed with all back benefits. , ^

Appellant
t

Muhammad Abdullah

Ex-PASI Kohat Police

Certificate

Certified that no such like appeal has earlier been filed in this Honorable 
Service tribunal as per instruction of my client.

V

Advocate

List of Books

1:- Constitution of Pakistan 1973

2:- Police Rules

3:- Case Law according to need.



it) BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal 2024

AFFIDAVIT

I ,Syed Mudasir Pirzada Advocate

,as per instruction of my client do

here by solemnly affirm and

declare that all the contents of

accompanying service appeal are

true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief and nothing

has been concealed from this

Honorable Tribunal.

Syed Mudasir Pirzada

Advocate PHC



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVtCE TRtBUNAL PF<;ha\a/ap 

Service Appeal

A'
2024

Muhammad Abdullah S/o Muhammad Atibar Khan Ex-PASI Police Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION 
KOHAT

1.

2. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

(Respondent)
I.

address OF THE PARTIF<;
i

APPELLANT

Muhammad Abdullah S/o Muhammad Atibar Khan Ex-PASI Police Kohat

RESPONDENTS

1. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT 

DISTRICT-POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.2.

Through

Date____ /
Syed Mudasir Pirzada 

Advocate PHC 
0345-9645854



B'HfORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Muhammad Abdullah S/o Muhammad Atibar Khan Ex-PASI Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

C

hi? DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

(Respondent)DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Muhammad Abdullah S/o Muhammad Atibar Khan Ex-PASI Police Kohat

o
RESPONDENTS

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.1.

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT2. •

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.3.

Appellant

Through

Syed Mudasir PirzadaDate

Advocate PHC

0345-9645854
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Utk.1 Office of the 

District Police Officer, 

Kohat

'Dated^ :No/OS(S..cSl/T.A

CHARGE SHEET

MR. FARHAN KHAN PSP. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
KOHAT, ;:is c;(Mnpx.i(.‘r!l aulhorily iiruici' Khybcr PakhLunkhvva l^olici: I'^uk^s 
(aiin.iuiiiKail^s 'Ai)\‘'\) l‘-J75, ain ol' ll'u; ()|:>iiiion l.hal ytji.i P/ASI Muhammad 
Abdullah (Newly promoted / appointed as P/ASI in fast track promotion 
quota) rundcrcd yourscH' liable La be proceeded against, as you have omiLLed 
the Ibllowing act/omissions within the meaning of Rule 3 of the Police Rules 
1975.

You, P/ASI Muhammad Abdullah presently posted at Police Lines 
Kohat are found involved in obtaining fake / fabricated NOC / 
departmental permission certificate required to Public Service 
Commission for your appointment as P/ASI. The signature / stamp 
affixed on NOC is also not genuine / original.

Your above act shows your malafide and gross misconduct on your 
part.

I.

By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of 

iiiiSk:()iu.iui.M. under Rule 3 of the Rules ibid and have- rendered yourself liable to 

; I [j Ol' ; u ly of 1 1'k: |:x:i la 1 Uos' s|Hx.'iI'lod in l.l'ie RuK; d ol tlic.' Rulos i l)id.

2.

You are, therefore, rcciuired to submit your written 

si:.iU;rneri[ within 37 days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry 

olTieer.

3.

Your written derensc if any should reach the Enquiry Officer 

within the specified pe-riod, i'ailing whicfi it sfiall be presumed that you have no 

defensi.' to pul in and ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.A.

\ '/

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,



1

' *vV
Office of the 

District Police-Officer, 

Kohat
mm

./'JO'4Dal ad___/‘!’:a:N(>

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

1, MR. FARHAN KHAN PSP, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER.
KOHAT as compctcnl authority, am ol' the opinion that you P/ASI Muhammad 
Abdullah (Newly promoted / appointed as P/ASl in fast track promotion quota)
have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded against departmentally under 
Khyber I’akhtunkhwa l^olice Rule 1975 (Amendment 2014) as you have 

committed tfu; I'ollowing acts/omissions.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

You, P/ASI Muhammad Abdullah presently posted at Police 
Lines Kohat are found involved in obtaining fake / fabricated 
NOC / departmental permission certificate required to Public 
Service Commission for your appointment as P/ASI. The 
signature / stamp affixed on NOC is also not genuine / 
original.

Your above act shows your malafide and gross misconduct 
on your part.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said
<:/).. /t'/Vi 

2.
accLised witfi reference to tlic above allegations 
is appoinicd as enquiry officer. 'I'he enquiry officer sfiall in accordance wilh 
provision of the Police Rule-1975, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to 
tlui accused official, record his findings and make, within twenty five days ol 
the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other 
appropriate: action against the accused official.

I'he accused official shall join the proceeding on the
dale, i.inie and place fixed by the enquiry officer.

DISTRICTyPOL^pE OFFICER, 
KO

Ci)„5i7PA, datcd._^5' ,7.No./^5'^‘- /2024. \
Copy ol' above to:-

The Enquiry Officer for initiating 
proceedings against the accused under the provisions of Police 
Rule-1975.
The Accused Officer:- with the directions to appear before the 
Enquiry Officer, on the date, time and pl^ie fixed by him, for tfic 
purpose of enquiry proceedings. /

f p „I

2.



OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
Td: 0922-920116 Fax 920125

/S' /PA (latci! Kolial ^/^^_/2024
If

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Mr. Farhan Khan. District Police Officer Kohat as
competenl. authority, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975, 
(amended 20H) is hereby serve you, P/ASI Muhammad Abdullah 
(Newly promoted /_appoi_nted as P/ASI in fast track promotion

1,

quota) as lallow:
'I'l'ial. consequent, upon the cornplelion ol' inquiry conducted 
against you by the inquiry olTicer Tor which you were given 
opportunity of hearing vide office No. 1058-59/PA dated 
09.02.2024
On going, through the finding and recommendations of the 
inquiry officer, the material on record and other connected 
papers including'your defense before the inquiry officer.

! am
acls/omissions, specified in section 3 of the said ordinance.

You, P/ASI Muhammad Abdullah presently posted at Police 
Lines Kohat are found involved in obtaining fake / fabricated 
NOC / departmental perrhission certificate required to Public 
Service Commission for your appointment as P/ASI. The 
signature / stamp affixed on NOC is also not genuine / original.

Your above act shows your malafide and gross misconduct on 

your part.

1.

11.

satisfied that you have committed the following

a

b

competent authority, haveAs a result tliereol, 1, as 
tentatively decided to impose upon you major penalty provided under the
2.

Rules ibid.
You arc, therefore, 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. ’

If no reply to this notice is received within 07 days of its 
delivery in the normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that 
you have no defence to put in and in that case as ex-parte action shall be 
taken against you.

3.

4.
•s,.

The copy of th^e finding of inquiry officer is end'dsed.5.

\

s/- \
DISTRICT Police, OFFICER, 

KOHAT'-y .

iS .
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 V"CJ?

y^.— ^

‘~2r'? ^ !f c=jr’'X /’^ i^-'j <>-'''-=■

i^)Cr^ 0«^

I'^^SlpA

£>
^ o -«

9

^ C - Qci^^ f<^tCj^

J>
3 y-' ^ j

-<y (d^jj^f(jO X

^IfK f
df» ,r

—>

*«

Cr^^ <yJ
V.

<« ■ 1 -»

X •ro

O fC

- ^yn ' N

-s<

CamScanner



OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922-92601/6 Fax 9260/25

ORDER

This order is passed on :!',e d
fehammad Abdullah (Newly promoted / appointed as P/ASI in fast 
ti^k promotion quota) under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 
(amendment 2014),

admenta! enquiry agairisE P/_A^

Brief facts of Ihco case are that P/ASI Muhammad Abdullah 
presently posted al (•’olicr;; Lines Kolial are found itn/olved m 
obtaining fake / fabricated NOC / departmental permission 
certificate required to Public Service Commission for bis 
appointrrient as P/ASl. The signature / stamp affixed on NOC is ' 
also not genuine / original.

The above act of the defaulter official is shows maiafide intenllon 
and gross misconduct on his part.

He was issued charge sheet & Statement of allegation.s, sp 
investigation Kohat was appointed as enquiry officer to conduct proper 
departmental proceedings and P/ASI Abdullah was found guilty on account of 
affixing fake signature of DPO, Kohat on his ovm NOC. it is therefote, 
lecommended that FIR under relevant sections be registered against him aionq 
With the major punishment including dismissal from service.

He was issiied Final Show Cause Notice and served through his 
local Police station but the reply of the same is still awaited.

. in view of the above and available record. I agree with the finciings 
of enquiry officer, therefore, in exercise of powers conferred upon me und6;r !he 
rules ibid I, Farhan Khan, District Police Officer, Kohat is hereby awarded a 
major punishment of Dismissal from service with immediate effect.

DISTRICT p6lI^,E OFFICER.
\
\

OB No. y 
Dated cC- hp — ‘PS '-h 'A-V
No. //s-';7DT -- __/PA dated Kohat the ~ 2024

Copy of above to the:- 
1. Rearier/Pay officer/SRC/OLiC for necessary action.
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BEFORE THE DEPUTY INSPE-CTOR GENERAL QF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT.

APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 08-03-2024 VIDE
OB-NO~208 PA/No 1875-76 DATED 08-03-2024 IN WHICH THE DPO
KOHAT AWARD THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM
SERVICE WITH iMMEDlATE EFFECT___________________________.

Respectfully Sheweth. ■

With great veneration the Instant representation is preferred by the appellant on 

the following grounds:-

Facts:

Briefly facts of the case as per impugned order are that P/ASI Muhammad 
Abdullah presently posted at Police Lines Kohat are found involved in obtaining 
fake / fabricated NOC / departmental permission certificate required to Public 
Service Commission for his appointment as P/ASI. The signature / stamp affixed 

on NOC is also not genuine / original.

as per impugned order the above act of the defaulter official is shows malafide 

intention and gross misconduct on his part.

' 1. That upon the undone offence without enquiring the allegations which resulted 
into impugned order in shape of blessing the appellant with foe major punishment 
of Dismissal with immediate effect .(Copy of Impugned order is annexed as 
annexureA ).

2. That the appellant had not committed any wrong with any one and without 
enquiring the facts ,and without verifying foe actual crux and directly blessed with 
major punishment without observing ttie caudal formalities in respect of any 
departmental enquiry without providing ample opportunity of defense as 
vfl^rranted by enquiry rules directly blessed wth Impugned order which is against 
to the norms and rules of prescribe law.

3. That again and unjust has been done with the appellant that prior to initiating and 
perusing the previous record and conduct of the appellant directly registered a 
criminal case against the appellant vide FIR No: 104 dated 20.02.2024 PS cantt 
under sections 419/420/468/471 PPC, but without issuing the relevant

( ' cf documents to foe appellant and without perusing the written defense submitted 
' by foe appellant booked into a bogus, fake based case on personal grudges

. tvwcly vexed foe appellant and foe departmental enquiry was under process and 
M / ' meanwhile the pendency of departmental enquiry a criminal case was registered 

" 'k? against the appellant which also speaks about foe biasness of the authority 
^^(Copy of Charge sheet, showcase along with replies etc Is annexed as 
^annexureB ).

4. That the appellant is still not understand that what element had promoted the 
authority to bless the appellant impugned order even though the authority/ 
Department does not perused the relevant document of the appellant which

cCdirectly negate the version of the department as foe appellant was still in service 
/ from his date of appointment and during service any adverse order Issued 
—agSnst the appellant and foe same orders was turn down by Hon’able Court of 

law for that .very purpose but this factum iias been ignored nor agitated neither 
discussed in enquiry proceeding even though not mentioned in enquiry finding 
report {Copy of judgment Is annexed as annexure C).

5 That again an unjust has been done with foe appellant that the enquiry officer 
has produced complete challan of crimma! case against the appellant and in foe
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impugned order which has been issued in very hasty manner whimsically by 
using the arbitrary discretion not disclosed the Return and the followup of the 
criminal case so registered by the department concerned in which the appellant 
consider being innocent and the competent court of law bless the appellant with 
the extra ordinary concession of pre arrest bail v^ich is a authentic piece of 
evidence for proving the appellant not guilty (Copy of Uie FIR and the court 
order as annexed as annexure 0).

j

»
6. That it is pertinent to mentioned here that the appellant was not indulged in any 

male practice or any subversive activity which does suggest that the appellant 
had committed any illegal wrong practice and impugned order even though 
when a rriatter is duly authorized by all the law of the land then for no reason the 
appellant would commit any illegal act which tantamount into dismissal from 
service as a matter of feet the appellant has not obtained any illegal incentive/ 
benefit of so called allegation as per impugned order.

7. That it is a cordial rules that the department/ authority is duty bound to wait for 
the court of law for final decision and during the pendency of the criminal case 
department is not warranted to be issued any adverse order against the appellant 
otherwise It would be consider that the appellant has been dragged un-necessary 
into the litigation and the act is already condemned by the plethora of the 
judgment of the Superior Courts of the country.

8. That the appellant begs the gracious submission before fhe authority to provide 
him the opportunity of personal hearing which was not awarded to the appellant 
during enquiry as the same was not blessed at the relevant time.

3

9. That again an unjust has been done with the appellant by not giving ample 
opportunity of cross examination as well as not heard in person nor properly 
enquired the allegation. Just on the basis of fake complaint held guilty the 
appellant without following the prescribed rules relating to enquiry pit>ceedings 
as per Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) & Police Act of 2017.

10. That all the proceedings conducted against the appellant are against Police 
Rules

11. That no proper enquiry has been conducted against the appellant vsrtien the 
appellant is not aware about any proceedings then ^e whole enquiry 
proceedings are defective one even though the enquiry report is also not 
provided to the appellant which speaks that no proper so called enquiry has been 
initiated against the appellant.

12. That the appellant is still unable to realize that what element appealed to the mind of 
DPO Kohat for issuing of impugned order.

13. That there is nothing on record which connects the appellant with the allegation.

14. That there are numerous good entries in the service record of the appellant 
which could be verified from Disb'ict Police Office Kohat but this fact has not 
been taken in consideration white awarding impugned punishment which is 
against to the canon of justice.

I ;
15. That the appellant was neither provided an opportunity to cross examine the 

vwtnesses nor to produce defense evidence and the enquiry proceedings 
accordingly defective.

16. That the appellant dragged unnecessarily into litigation which is clearly 
mentioned in superior courts guidelines
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17. That while awarding the impugned punishment the enquiry report has not been 
given to the appellant which were requested by the appellant time and again but 
in vain .which is very much nece^ary as per Apex court judgment.

Grounds;
t

That during enquiry none frorh, the general public was examined in support 
of the charges leveled against the appellant. No allegation mentioned 
above are practiced by the‘ appellant nor proved against any cogent 
reason against the appellant.

That the DPO Kohat has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is 
apparent from the impugned order.

That ttie impugned order is not based on sound reasons and same is not 
sustainable In the eyes of law. The sameJs based on wrong assumption of 
fact as the DPO Kohat; has violated the provision of principle of njatural 
justice i.e. No one should be a judge for his own cause..

That it a common practice as the appellant is also used to with the 
practice that when any impugned order Issued from authority or of a 
dignitary cadre so no any relief order is issued ever been in the history 
against the dignitary cadre

That the departmenfel enquiry was not conducted according to the rules, 

f. ' That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture.

a.

b.
’

c.

d.

e.

Pray;

In the view oif above circumstances it is humbly prayed that 
the impugned order of punishment awarded by DPO Kohat may' 
graciously please be sot aside for the end of justice and the appellant’s 

. service may please b^ graciously restored and blessed with all back 
benefits. f

i

: Appellant
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Muhammad Abdullah- EX P/ASI
:{

KOHAT
!
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, 3.|ii^?fOi e Arrest Application No.91 of ^.024 
‘[Mohammad Abdullah VS State" !

.
/ i

nRDER-Q6
26.03.2024 1

5 -:ad-interinr pre-arrest bailAc-:used/ pei ition^rr - on 

alongwith counsel and Dj'PP Baseena Syed for the State present. 
Arguments have already been i ieard and record perused. 

Accused/petitionei ; Muhammad

1. t ;
!
}

i
1

Abdullah s/o ;
2. i

IMuhammad Aitbar Khan sougl rt his pre-arrest bail in connection 

FIR No. 104 doited 23.02.2024 U/S 420/468/406/471 

Police Station Gantt, Koh at. At the submission of the BBA
gr anted to the accused/petitioner

iwith, case

PPG
petition the ad-interim bail 
subject to furnishing bail boncis to the tune of Rs. 90,000/- with

fv/a:*;
i

two sureties each in the like amount to the satisfaction of this
!

court and now through this order I am going to finally decide the !

fate of the petition
Perusal of record reveals that although accused /3. T

petitioner has been directly charged in the present FIR for the 

commission of offence but at present there is nothing available on
to connect the accused/r-etitioner with the commission of ; 

. The belated charge against the accused/petitioner makes 

of accused/petitionei is one of further inquiiy and option 

innocence, malafide an d false implication cannot be ruled out.
Moreover, no us:!iul purpose would be served by 

recalling the bail of accused/petitioner otherwise when accused j 

succeeded to make good case for post arrest bail then recalling 

bail before arrest would be an exception, especially when he has

T.c - 'V
'-V .

W: y
/

■IIm" !
■

;nce
•• i£ case 1

V '
■

4.

i
;already joined the investigation..
’

!

of the above, the instant pre-arrest bail ;In view
application is accepted and ad-interim pre-arrest bail already 

granted to the accused/petidoner is hereby confirmed on the 

existing bonds. Anyhow he is directed to join the investigation

5.
1;
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when and then required without any fail. Requisitioned record be 

returned to quarter concernec..

! 'f'i :•
;

1',

f!
File be consigned to record room after its necessary 

completion and compilation.

6. !

1

t

Announced
26.03.2024 i\

IAS. •)
.additional fflst & Sessions Judge-V, 

' Kohat
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