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. .;_pl‘_cl'iminar.y:_hcaring before .Single. Bench at” Peshawar on -

‘Order or other-proceedings with signature of judge T
S “ L

The  appeal of Mr. Ameer 'Sul_tan‘-,res*_l‘ll')“'mitte-c"_i:'

today by Mr. Qamar Zaman Khattak Advocate. It is;,'.':fi"x_cd- for.

09.1 0.2024. Parcha Peshi given to counscl for the dppL]ldn[




'I The appeal of Mr. Ameer Sultan received today i.e on 02.10.2024 is
incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the
appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

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

2- Memorandum ol appcal has not been signed by the appellant.
3- Annexures of the appeal are unattested.
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Dt. vg{‘l{lé /2024, W
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SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

Mr.Qamar Zaman Khattak Adv.
High Court at Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. ] &6‘ /2024

" Ameer Sultan S/o Muhammad Hassan
R/o Laghri Rajab Khel, Tehsil Tahkhte Nasrati District
Karrak, Ex-Sub-Inspector at Police Station Latambar
District Karrak.

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, at
Khybétr Road, Peshawar. .

- 2. Regional Police Officer at Kohat Region, Kohat

3. District Police Officer Karrak.
. ......RESPONDENTS

SERVICE -APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KP
SERVICE TRIBUNAL . ACT. 1974 AGAINST THE
IMPUGNED " ORDERS/FINDINGS OF RESPONDENT
NO. 283 RESPECTIVELY DATED 04.04.2024 &
10.06.2024 PASSED IN SUBSEQUENT MANNER, BY
INITIALIZING THE INITIAL IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
04.04.2024, ARRIVED IN CONCLUSION OF THE
* DEPARTMENTAL ‘PROCEEDINGS INITIATIVES AND
THE_OTHER ONE DATED 10.06.2024 ARRIVED IN
DECLINE OF THE APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT,
HENCE BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS ARE
REQUIRED . TO BE  DECLARE AS  ILLEGAL,
UNLAWFUL, UNPRECEDENTED, _RESULT _ OF
CONFRONTED FACTS AVAILABLE IN THE CASE,
THEREFORE HAS NO LEGAL EFFECT. |




ON ACCEPTANCE OF PRESENT SERVICE APPEAL,
BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS/FINDINGS _OF
RESPONDENT NO. 283 RESPECTIVELY DATED
04.04.2024 & 10.06.2024 PASSED IN SUBSEQUENT
MANNER MAY KINDLY BE_SET ASIDE AND THE
PUNISHMENT REGARDING FORFEITURE OF TWO
YEARS APPROVED SERVICE OF THE APPELLANT:
MAY ALSO PLEASE BE ORDERED TO_.REVERSE
AND FURTHER ORDER MAY KINDLY PLEASE BE
PASSED BY DIRECTING TO THE RESPONDENT TO
CONSIDER - THE_STATUS OF .THE APPELLANT.

. WITHOUT ADDITION OF FORFEITURE TWO YEARS
APPROVED SERVICE OF THE APPELLANT WHILE
CONSIDERING _ PENSION _MATTER _OF _THE
APPELLANT BEING RETIRED EMPLOYEE AS SUB-

 INSPECTOR INSTEAD OF.INSPECTOR.

PRAYER:

Respected Sheweth:-
BRIEF.FACTS:-

The appellant‘thr.ough counsel respectfully submits as under:-

1. That the appellahnt ser;redl over and above comparatively more
life in the service of the respondent department & lastly hold
insﬁecto; rank as ,substantive rank and go't" his -recently
retirement on superannuation on 25.05.2024 while performing
41 years of his service throughout. |

2. 1t is interesting to mention here for the deeper worth
consideration of this learned tribunal that appellant got retired

from his service on 25.05.2024 however the proceedings




‘ howe\_rer,qt_he_subj_ect |mpugned orders are passed-on dtfferent

»
@
. -"_. .

-

.against the appellant started just before the same and initial
- final |mpugned order pronounced on 04.04. 2024 in response of "~ .
the allegation regarding Arms & Ammumtlon Narcotics. and

Arrest of POs performance unsatlsfactory (Cory OF THE INITIAL

IMPUGNED ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 3 DATED 04.04. 2024 |s ATTACHED AS

ANNEXURE A).

3.0t |s further umportant ‘to mention that appellant hold. status of”

lnspector Rank but duly the course of department |mpeachment

-~ in the wrong afﬂxatlon of |Iablllty‘ upon the appeliant, the:

Inspector rank of the appellant reduced to Sub-Inspector as the

- penalt_y-, affixed by respondent No.3, flirth‘e_r‘by,'respond'ent No.2

respectively, a‘gainst which app'ellant also preferred his appeal
to this Hoh' ble Court Forum separately by |mpugned the above
impugned - separate orderslf ndlngs of respondent No. .2&3;
which |mpugned orders ‘are: not the “subject matter of this
appltoatlon and cannot be, because the same above simpugned
orders have passed on different allegatlon on dlfferent times

allegations.

4. That the ‘appeal agalnst the " initial impUgned' order of

respondent No.3, dated 04 04.2024 is preferred on the part of

- the appellant to respondent No.2, which appeal was decline

vide' further |mpugned order dated 10.06.2024. (Comss OF  THE
CONTENTS.OF:APPEAL A.LONGWI_.'I'H ORDER PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO.2 ARE |

ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE B&C).

* ¢

.. That Charge Sheet dated 11.03.2024 was also served which

was duly replled and defence by the appellant while recordlng

his statement (CwosmCmmsSr&rsAnmnsmmED)

~
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6. Seriously aggrieved with the both impugned ordersffindings of
respondent No. 28&3 respectively dated 04.04.2024 &
10.06.2024, appellant also invoke further cognizance under
departmental resolved, within the meaning of rule 11-A of
Police Rules 1975, by filing of Revision Petition against the
above impugned order, which revision filed before the
respondent No.1. (Copy OF THE REVISION PETITION iS ATTACHED AS

ANNEXURE E).

7. That since no reply whatsoever is expressed by the respondent
No.1 on the Revision Petition of the appellant, therefore it is
presumed that the very second impugned order of the
respondent No.2, dated 10.06.2024 is intact, against which
when appellant is seriously aggrieved, as not satisfied at all,

- then this appeal is hereby preferred, which grounds are inter

alia as follows:

GROUNDS:
A. That both the impugned orders/findings of respondent NO. 2&3
respectively dated 04.04.2024 & 10.06.2024 are illegal,

unlawful, and unprecedented; result of miscalculation of the

facts & circumstances in the case, unsustainable, unwarranted
by the applied laws therefore has no legal value in the eye of
law, hence require appellate intervention of this learned

tribunal.

B. That appellant has been discriminated and his rights secured
under the constitution of Islamic republic of Pakistan 1973 has

been violated.

C. It is notable to mention here that appellant served the

respondent department over & above 41 years consistently with
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unblemished attitude & conduct but at the age of the retirement
affected on 25.05.2024, the fabricated case made out by the

respondent against the appellant, which initial impugned order

.date 04.04.2024 itself attract the malafide intention on the part

of the respondent department while treated to the appellant,
hence these action or in-action of the respondeht department
when categorically based upon_diécrimination & exploitation,

then this Hon'ble Tribunal has ‘competency under the subject

law to interéept such illegalities.

. That era of the service of appellént itself negate the contention

raised by fhe-respondent in the Statement of éllegation and itis
no wear mentioned about any" professional misconduct or
discrepancy, which amount to be illegal & unprofessional
against which the penélty can be imposed are affixed. upon the
appeliant, therefore the findings of the respondent NO. 2&3

respgctively are based upon'p‘resumption only és there is no

_concrete evidence is available to strengthen the allegation of
- the respondent.

. The two years forfeiture of punishment in the approve service to

the appellant is not the minor in nature. at all specially at the end
of any services of any Ofﬁgials-however. in the pr_eamble of this
appeal as well as in the separately phrase main pray, it has
disclosed that appellant has been retired from his service by
agitating these allegations and now before this learned tribunal.-

. That the negligence of .the appellant is wrongly being set by the

r’espondent, and the inquiry officer did not comply with the
necessary requirements and without taking stance of the
appellant, expressed its verdict, which sustain by the-

respondents in their subsequent impugned orders,




‘ N ) ‘ .
G. That the acts and omissions of-respondente are;ill'ega_l;_unlawful

SR _
void-ab-initio and in effective upon the rights of appellant.

H. That the acts of respo‘ndénts are in violation of article; 25,27
and other provisions of’constltutlon of Islamic republic of’

. Pakistan, hence needs to be declared |Ilegal void, wrong, of no .
legal effect and ineffective upon the rights of petitioner.

-

l. That othér grounds will. bei rarsed at the time of arguments with
the permlssron of this Hon, b!e court.”

rd

: P.rayer_:_ ’
It is therefore most humbly prayed that the on acceptance of
present serwce appeal both the impugned- orders/fi ndlngs of
' respondent no. 28&3 respectwely dated 04.04.2024. &
10.06. 2024 passed in subsequent manner may kindly be set
.asrde .and: the punlshment regardlng forfelture of two years
approved service of the appellant may also please be’ ordered
to reverse and further order may.. kindly ‘please be passed by
dlrectmg to the respondent to: consider. the status of the
appellant without addltlonl of forfeiture two years approved
serwce of the appellant whrle considering pension-matter of the
appellant being "retired employee as .sub-inspector instead of
| inspector. ' '

- Appellant - _ S
Through w2
a . QAMAR ZAMAN KHATTAK .,
‘ LLM UK
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakrstan
! Cell: 0348-0105885




‘ BEFORE THE LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
| TRIBUNAD PESHAWAR“‘ ]

‘?

t Service Appeal No._ /2024

~-Ameer Sultan , .
. ... APPELLANT

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police & others 5 :
) O, RESPONDENTS

.AFFIDAVIT

)I', Ameer éultan S/o Munarnmad Hé.ss.an R/o Laghri Rajab‘khel, Tehsil
Tahkhte Nasrati District Karrak, Ex:Sub,-,.In'spector"' at.Police Station
Latambar District Karrak, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on

~oath that the contents of the instant Service. Appeal are ‘true and
correct to the best of. my knowledge and bellef and nothmg has been

concealed from th;s Honourable Trlbunal

dentified by}}, A _Defpfégnt

¥\ ' :
QAMAR ZAMA KHATTAK CNIC:14203-2058407-5
LLMUK - - . - 0° - Cell: 0346 9264553

" -Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan




BEFORE THE LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR =

Ameer Sultan | . APPELLANT

» T -
o

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police & others ... .RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION
OF DELAY ' :

FE g

Respectfully _Sheweth:

1. That the above noted case is pending before this
Hon’ble. Court which- is ﬁxed for today i.e.
2. That the amblgulty SO for create as per detail
- mentioned in the Para No.6 of the facts of appeal,
according to which revision under the applied pohce _
rules 1975 when’ preferred and when not answered
by the respondent, the certainly delay is accrued,

therefore the appeal is not filed within 'a time hence
seeks condonation.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that
. on acceptance of this application, - the delay
whatever is accrued in filing of instant appeal, may
very kindly please be condoned in the best mterest ‘
of admm1strat10n of justice. -

-

Applic nt /Appellant

Through _ =3
‘ QAMAR ZAMAN KHATTAK !
LLM UK -
Advocate .
Supreme Court of Pakistan

o * Cell: 0348-0105985
AFFIDAVIT @ '~ o ‘
‘As per instructions of my client the contents of the
Application _are .true’ and -correct to’ the best of my
. knowledge and behef and nothing-has ‘been concealed
from this Hon’ble Court. |

-
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"Entlosure: Copy of order. -

b) .That main.and prime dulie;; of Polize s inalinenance of peace m;’
order n the arcas of '“’"‘”‘“"" APPGlIanl has been able to matntatn - ’

- peate and urdel m the juthdl:lian oI Police Stnllun ‘tatamber. Ho

‘occutrence: and '""de"‘ "H}’"B Law. and order siluation was

feported durma the - pemd undor teulew In ateas ol Poll:e Station

tatamber. [

‘_’ o That the entlre lﬂql-llr\‘ proceut;lngs were carried aut 3l the back of
appeﬂam No one was . atamlped as wllneu m the p:esonu: of
_ appellanl luqulry o{l‘ :er condurlod em—parle mococdmgs Apueilanl
was not assndaled In: !he p:o:eedlngs The tmpugncd ord‘e: has been
based on defective inquiry. promedlng Ihcfefore the otdet is void and -
worth sct as.tde . -
he I:ugeﬁ of the prcgaess of previous vea: does .
hcondu:l Therelore apucllant has been,
hence lhe imnugned order has

ning di d‘ s:fpihlaru acilons.

e} 1’ha| appelanl is on lhc ue:ge ol penslon. lherefore the: lmpugned
v “ “ . |' et
: ufdcl will aﬂcct the pcnslon benefils.

}
sted lhal lhe :mpugned ordar may please te set
)

. .d}- That non a:hicvlng oft
- aaot fatt wlthm lhe amhll ol m
punished | fur cammission of no’ wrong.

_been passed apatnsi the L:nv & nules gover

1

' ll is lherel’ore reque

aslde. !
i

i
. . P
” T roursm:edlor{:uw
. - :
> Amecer Sultan
SISO PS Latamber
Distelct Karak

i ¢ warw e W orie




\ . . . - .'.“. .
. ' . 9393,
ORPER, € 4 ~ %’5/09_7

A This order wit) disposc o!‘ the deparimentat appenl pr'cfcrrcd by Sub lnspeclm' '
m
ter Sulten No.K/76 of Operation Stafr l\nruk against ‘the order of District Police Officer,

];:::c:?:hrzzyoh;‘::s ::f"d Minor Purushrncnl ul‘ forfeiturc o{‘ Lwo ycars appmvcd service by
) vide OB Na. 163, da!ed 04.04 2024 '

Brief fact of the case (hy Sub Inspector Amir Sulmn whllc pasted SHO P.§
Latamber, was proceeded departmeatally on the allegations (hat from the pérusal of comparative
recovery statement for the month of February, 2023 & 2024 regarding arms & ammumtmus
narcotics and arrest of PQs, his petformance was found very poor and below the target although
t'leccssur} directions had been isSued to put up resuly nncntcd achievements but he failed 1o do so.
This is quite adverse on his pan and -shows his lctha:gxc conduct, lack of i interest, ineffi clcncy.:
negligence and non profess:onallsm in the discharge of official -obligations. _

District Police Ot} icer, Karak initiated proper departmerita)‘enquiry proceedings
ageinst him and Sub Divisional Police Officer Headquancrs, Karak was appomted as Enquiry
Officer. The Enquiry Officer, aficr fulfiltment of codal I‘onmhuas, submmed ‘his ﬁndmgs
wherem the appeliant was found guilty of the charges leveled against him.

Keeping in view of the recon'unendnnons of the E.nqunry Officer . and
clrcumstances of the case, the delinquent officer was awarded minor punishment of for!‘cllure of

two ycars approved service vide OB No. 163, dated 04 .04.2024. .
- Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer, Knml-. the appeltant

preferred the instant appeal. He was summoned and heard in person in Orderly Room held in the
office of the undersigned on 29.05.2024. Dufing. personal hearing the appcllunl did not advance
any p]auslb!e -explanation in his def'ense .

' Foregoing in view, I, Sher Akhnr, PSI' S, St, Reglonal Police Olficer, Kohat,
being.the appellate authority, am of considercd oplmon that the pumshmcnt of forfeiture of two L
years approved semce awarded by. Dlslnct Palice Officer, Karak is justified and, therefore,

‘warrants no mtert‘erenoe. Hence appeal of Sub Inapector Ameer Sultan is’ herebyfrcjcctcd: being

devoid of substance and ment.

Order Announced ' o B L -
29.05.2024 : .
. ' | . ch nanl Palie .Oﬂ.lcer,

- ! .. Kohat Region
No.m_mc, Dated!(hh‘nt-lhc /’pl é /?024 .

. Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Karak for informotion nnd necessary
action wir to his office Memo: No:655/EC, dated 06.05.2024. Scrv:ce Recard and Enquiry Tile

are retuned herewith,

bhdbbdhih

LA T FIVI R o WITTI ] Ulllbcl, nairan
* “ . ’ ’
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. Karak as a competent authonty, hereby charge you Inspector Ameer Sultan._
. ‘SHO PS Latamber fotlow i : = ‘

.was found very - - poor and below the target- ‘aithough necessary

" but you falled to do so. This is qurte adverse on your part and. shows your-

4

f(Enq) ‘
‘:D_ated 1y o3 r2024

CHARGE SHEET . =" . 7o

i MUHAMMAD WAQ&S KHAN (PSP) «Drstrlct Poltce Ofﬁcer

M .

qt has been noticed wrth grave -concem- that from the perusal of
comparatwe recovery statement for the month of February-2023 & 2024
regardlng arms & ammunitions, narcotrcs and arrest of POs your performance'

mstructrons!dlrectrons have been Jissued- to put up resuit oriented achrevements

lethargtc conduct fack.’ of rnterest rneft‘ clency, . negllgence and non
professronalrsm in the drscharge of offi crall oblrgatxons Such act on your part is
agarnst sennce discrpllne and. also amounts to. .gross mrsconduct N

LI

P

,wmm.nmwtm@ ek

arﬂmt.ﬁg'n:‘.:m, ANl E s
" . s -

“1_ . ThlS act on your part is against the serwoe drscmlme and a,'nounts to. gross 3

’ mlsconduct By the reason of your commlsslonromrss:on oonstrtute mrss-conduct

under Polrce dlscrpllnary Rute-tg?s (amendment Notn" catron No. 3859!Legal

&

dated. 27.08.2014). Goit: &f Khyber Pakhtunkhw, Police Department, you have # ;’
rendered your-self hable to ali or any of the penattles specifi ed in Police Rule- 3

1975ibid.  *"

> 2 You are therefore requured to submrl your wntten defense W|th|n 07-days of

the recerpt of thls charge sheet Cto the thurry Officer

DSP HQ’S mea-lo

LI

. of conductmg enquuy

.' o s herebytappornted.for the purpose-_,' '

Your wrrtten defense gf” any should feach to the Enquuy Officer .

within a. strpulated perlod farlmg whtch shall be presumed that you have no
defense to put inand i in that case ex-parte actzon shall be taken agamst you.

3. oL ' _ _' Intlmate whether you desrre to be heard in person
‘A statement of allegatron is tenclosed

.~ . 0 .. AR
ey T e . T
Ll

I *© " - ‘District Police Officer, Karak -

'
[




.

-'; oY o CIPLINARYACTION - . D¢

l; MUHAMMAD WAQAS KHAN (PSP) Drstnct Pohce Ocher

Karak as a cornpetent authonty is of the oprmon that lnspector Ameer Suitan,

.SHO PS Latamber has rendered hlmself; fiable’ to be proceeded against on

'commlttrng the followmg act)'commlsmon w;thm the meamng of Police Dlsclpllnary

. Rule-1975 (as’ amendment in 2014) wdel Notifi cat:on No 38591Lega| dated
*'27.08: 2014) Govt: othyber Pakhtunkhwa Pollce oepanment

v &‘\AJ‘J»M . o r'.-s_-w!c-»i}g‘: RETRY

c STATEMENT oF ALLEGATIONS

) -9t has been noticed wrth grave concern that from ihe perusal of |
: comparatlve recovery ‘statement for the month of February-2023 & 2024
regarding.arms & ammumtlons narcotlcs and arrest of POs his perforrnance was
' 'found very poor and. below the targét: although necessary 1nstmcttons!d[rect|ons .
have' been issued to put up result’ onented achrevements but he failed to do so. ‘
' This is quite adverse on hlS part and shows hrs letharglc conduct ltack of mterest
mefﬂmency, negllgence and non professmnahsm in the discharge of official .
", obllgatlons Such act on hlS part is agamst sennce dlSClp]lne and also amounts to

.
. A + . - ' - . -

- gross mlsconduct

R o The Enqunry Officer in. accordance with. prowsmn " of the Police '
DISClpllnal'Y Rules—1975 (amendment 2014 wde *Notifi catlon No 3859!Legal U
. dated. 27. 08, 2014) Govt ‘of 'Khyher-. Pakhtunkhwa Pohce Department may’
‘prowde reasonable opportumty of heanng to the accused ofﬂcral record hls
“f ndmg and make wrttun 10-days of the recetpt of this order recommendatlon as
to pumshment or other appropnate act:on agamst the" accused A

' L2 - The accused oﬁ‘ cial shall jorn the proceedmg on the date time and '

. place ﬂxed by the enquiry ofﬂcer

| - . District Police Officer, Karak
Acopy of the above is s forwarded to - - I

1. The Enqurry Offi cer for initiating proceedmgs agamst the accused under the
provlslons of Pollce Dnsmplmary Rules; 1975 (as amended in 2014)

”2 lnspector Ameer Sultan, “SHO Ps Latamber ‘The concemdd officer with the
. directions to appear ‘before. the: Enqu:ry Officer, on the date, tlme and place
ﬂxed by the Officer, for the: purpose of. the enqmry proceedlrlgs Vs




To,

The Inspe'ctor General of Police,:
Khyber Pa!rhtunkhwa Peshawar "

Subject:

Respected Sir,

Petitioner very humbly submitsirevision petition against the order of”
learned District Police, Officer, Karak issued -'under 08 No. 143 dated '04.04,2024
vide which penalty of forfeiture. of two {02) years approved service was imposed on

petitioner and order of Regional Police Officer dated 10.06.2024 vide which

petitioner departmental appeal was rejected. Y
EACTS . .
1, That petitloner was posted as’ Statlon House Oh"cer (SHO} Pohce

Station Latamber Drstrict Karak. Learned District Police Officer Karak I
issued charge sheet to petitioner a![eg:ng therein that the perusal of

crimes statement for month of February, 2024 shows poor progress in

) recovery of narcotics -Arms, Ammunltlon and arrest of Pos as agamst'
the corresponding period of the year 2023 ’ ‘

2. That petitlo:er submitted reply that recovery of Arms was plus while

. there was a bit deﬂcrency in recovery of narcotlcs and arrest of POs it
was further contended that actually Police was erigaged in General
Election 2024 dutles, which led to the alleged deficiency in recovery of .
narcotlcs and arrest of QOs. -

3. - That an ex-parte Ian.IIFY was conducted in the alleged charges through

~D5P HQ and the inquiry officer wnthout checking the ground reaht:es,
submrtted t‘ndmgs wherein the[ charge was reported proved and
learned DPO passed the |mpugned order. The departmental appeal
was re]ected by Reglonal Pohce Officer hence this revislon petition on

'_ the followmg grotinds. '

a) That the impugned order has been passed agamst facts and evidence"- :
on record Recoverv of? “Arms was plus and the short deﬂcuency in
recovery of narcotlcs and arrest of POs has wrongtv been-based for "- ’
passing the :mpugned orders Furthermore the General Election 2024'
secunty dutles of meetings and movements of the candidates also

’ affected Pollce duties.

EZ1QU Mut 1| WIS A 0ivAr) ) 1 vead Can -
. . . . . -
.




b}

c}

d)

e)

That mam and prlrne duties of Police is malntenance of peace- and
order in the dreas ofjunsdlction Petitloner has been able to maintain
peace and order in the ;urisdictlon of Police Station Latamber. No _
occurrence and ‘incident creatmg Law and order s:tuatlon was
reported during the period under review in areas of Poi]ce Statlon -
Latamber. o .
That the entire Inqulry proceedings were carried out at the back of
appellant. No one was exammed as witness I[n the presence of
appellant Inquiry officer’ conducted ex-parte proceedings. Petltloner
was not assocnated inthe proceedings. The’ impugned order have been
based on defectwe inguiry proceeding therefore the order are- void
and worth set aside. )
That non’ achlevlng of the target of the progress of previous year does

not.fall wnthm the amb:t of misconduct Therefore petmoner has:been

punushed for commlssron of no wrong, hence the |n1pugned orderhas = .

been passed agamst the. Law & Rules governing disciplinary actions.

That petltloner has retlred from senm:e on 25 05.2024 and the
impugned orders WI" affected pension benef‘ts

It is theérefore requested that the impugned orders may please be set-

aside,

Enclosure: Copy of orders.

Yours Obedlently

- - -

Ameer Sultan
Retired SI District Karak - |
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