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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.

!- .Appeal lias noi been llagged/marketi wiih anne.xures marks.
2- iVlcmorancium oCappeal has noi been signed by ihe appcllanl.
3- Annexures of the appeal are unattested.
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Dt. 09^ \v__ /2024.
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PESHAWAR.
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BEFORE THE LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. r7/^7/.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.

! ' Appellant

VERSUS

1. Inspectpr General of Police Khyber *• Pakhtunkhwa, at 
Khyber 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 .lACT 1974 -AGAINST THE
IMPUGNED ORDERS/F.INDINGS OF RESPONDENT

2&3 RESPECTIVELY DATED 09.05.2024 ' &NO.
27.03.2024 PASSED IN.SUBSEQUENT^ MANNER. BY
INITIALIZING THE INITIAL IMPUGNED ORDER DATED

i ■ ^ ;

27.03.2024., ARRIVED IN CONCLUSION ,OF THE
DEPARTMENTAL PROCEEDINGS INITIATIVES AND

THE OTHER-ONE DATED 09.05:2024 ARRIVED IN
DECLINE OF THE APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT.
HENCE BiDTH THE ORDERS ARE REQUIRED TO-BE

ILLEGAL.DECLARE• AS UNLAWFUL...
UNPRECEDENTED. RESULT OF CONFRONTED
FACTS AVAILABLE IN THE'CASE; THEREFORE HAS

4

NO LEGAL EFFECT.



f

PRAYER:

ON-ACCEPTANCE OF PRESENT SERVICE APPEAL.
BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS/FINDINGS OF
RESPONDENT NO. 2&3 RESPECTIVELY DATED

. :
Q9.QS.2024 & 27.03.2024 PASSED IN SUBSEQUENT
MANNER MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE

PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION FROM THE SUBSTANTIVE

RANK OF INSPECTOR TO THE SUBSTANTIVE RANK OF SUB-INSPECTOR WITH
IMMEOIATE EFFECT. 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 AS SUBSTANTIVE RANK OF

s*

INSPECTOR. WHILE CONSIDERING PENSION

MATTER OF THE APPELLANT BEING RETIRED
EMPLOYEE AS SUB-INSPECTOR INSTEAD OF

INSPECTOR.

Respected Sheweth:-

BRIEF FACTS:-

The appellant through counsel respectfully submits as underi-

1. That the appellant served'over and above comparatively more 

life^’in the service of the‘respondent-department & lastly hold 

inspector rank as substantive rank and. got - his recently 

retiremerit on superannuation on 25.05.2024 while performing 

41 years of his service throughout.

2. That appellant was performing his duty in the, police station 
• *

Latambar District Karrakisince 2014, when on 04.02.2024 the
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PTI convention was held in Ambari Kalay Takhte Nasrati

District Karrak, was schedule when, to cOupter any unpleasant 

activities- of the convention the competent authority ‘ of 

respondent department was also ordered as Police contingent 

deputed , for security duty out there in Ambari Kalay Takhte

Nasrati District Karrak, .thus appellant also -proceeded to 

. perform his duty, to keep cheque upon any illegality of the 

schedule convention of the PTI.

3. The unfortunate incident was taken place, according to which 

almost 14 official vehicles of police departmentdamaged, which 

require proper legal course of interrogation to set the liability of 

any negligence, accrued on the part of any official.

4. In this respect inquiry , was conducted, vide office order dated 

04.02.2024 by the office of responderit Nb.3 & eventually the 

Show Cause Notice and Final Show Cause Notice were 

declared to be served upon the appellant, on behalf of the . 

respondent.

5. That . Charge Sheet dated 04.02.2024 was also served .which 

was duly replied and defence by the appellant, while recording ■ 

his statement. (Copies of the Charge Sheet along with Statement

ARE ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE A&B).

6. That thereafter the-inquiry conducted by the Inquiry office & its

findings,.', the respondent; No.3 pronounced impugned order

dated 27.03.2024 according to which the appellant was

punished with Reduce & 'Rank from the substantive rank of

Inspector to the substantive rank of Sub>lnspector with the

Immediate effect. (Copy of the impugned order respondent No!3 is ' 
«

attached as ANNEXURE C).
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7. That appellant preferred appeal to respondent No.2.(Copyof

PREFERRED APPEAL IS ATTACHED AS ANNEXURE D).

THE

8. That the respondent No.2 vide further Impugned order dated 

09.05.2024, decline the appeal of the appellant by maintaining 

the initial order of respondent No.3. (Copy of the impugned order 

OF respondent NO.2 is attached as ANNEXURE E).

'H .

9. Seriously aggrieved with the. both impugned prders/findings of 

respondent No. 2&3 respectively dated 27.03.2024 & 

09.05.2024, appellant also invoke further cognizance under 

departrnental 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 

annexureF).

IS ATTACHED AS

10. That since no reply whatspever 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 09.05.2024 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 ofders/findings of respondent NO. 2&3 

respectively dated 27.3.2024 & 09.05.2024 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 inten/entlon of this learned tribunal.
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0
B. That appellant has been discriminated and his rights secured 

under the constitution of'islamic republic of Pakistan 1973 has 

been violated.
4

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

respondent, and the inquiry officer- did not comply with the 

necessary requirements :and vyithout taking stance of the 

appellant, expressed its-? verdict, which sustain by the 

respondents in their subsequent impugned orders.

4

D. That the acts and omissions of respondents are'illegal, unlawful 
void ab initio and in effective upon the rights pf appellant.

E. That the acts of respondents are in violation of article, 25,27 

and other provisions of: constitution of Islamic republic of 
Pakistan, hence needs to be declared Illegal, void, wrong, of no

' «r
legal effect and ineffective upon the rights of petitioner.

F. That it is well established on the face of the record that the 

violence on the part of the PTI workers in the -convention is
’ accrued, in which the huge workers' were-get together-and

'*• * '
..badly violating the piece of atmosphere therefore if any damage 

othewise did accrue then the affixation of the liability upon the 

appellant specifically would not be'justified at'all.

G.That the punishment . and penalty of reducing rank, from 

Inspector to sub-inspector is harsh & hard punishment which is 

not quantum to the story displayed in the'Explanation Letter . 

and so called Show Cause & Final Show Cause. .

H.' That other grounds'will be raised at the time of-arguments-with' 
the permission of this Hon,ble court.-

4
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Prayer:-

' It is therefore most humbly prayed that on the
^

acceptance of present service appeal, both,the< impugned 

orders/findjngs ' of' respondent , no. 2&3 respectively dated . 

09.05.2024 .& 27.03.20241 passed in subsequent manner may. 

kindly.be set.aside and the punishment of reduction from*the 

substantive rank of inspector to the substantive rank of sub- •

1

: inspector with immediate effect, 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 as substantive irank'of inspector, while considering 

pension matter of the appellarit being retired employee as sub- 

inspector'-instead of inspector.

Appellant
tI

3

' Through
. k
A

■

QamarZaman.Khattak
LLMUK

• Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan 
Cell:.0348-0105985 . '
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BEFORE THE LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNALl PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2024

Ameer Sultan
Appellant

VERSUS
t

Inspector General of Police & others
Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Ameer Sultan S/o Muhammad Hassan R/o Laghri Rajab H^hel, Tehsil

Tahkhte Nasrati District Karrak, Ex. Sub-Inspector at Police Station

Lafambar 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 belief and nothing has been
•». - '

concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

\
DeponentIdentified by

Qamar ZANiAtJ Khattak
LLM UK 
Advocate Supreme Court of "Pakistan

X CNIC:14203-2058407-5 
Cell: 0346-9264553W

i^
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BEFORE THE LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Ameer Sultan Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police & others Respondents

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION
OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the above noted case is pending before this 
HonTDle Court whichr is fixed for today i.e.

1.

That the ambiguity so for create as per detail 
mentioned in the Para No.9 of the facts of appeal, 
according to which revision under the applied police 

. rules, i975 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.

2.

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 interest 
of administration of justice.

Applicant/Appellant

Through
Qamar 2X1 

LLM UK 
Advocate 
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
Cell: 0348-0105985

'n Khattak "

AFFIDAVIT
As per instructions of my client the contents. of the 
Application are true and oorrect to the- best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed 
from this Hon’ble Court. ^

!
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Uiamber failed to perform his duties oh ground, it was his utmost duty to collect the

alongwilh IVliee eoniingeni weie. deputed for security duly but Inspcciur faited 
r»*stih of which .M-GovI: vehicles were badly daninged by the PTI workers

f;

v.tin

srnuv

WAS

icnin 111

information about the area, apprise the other officers about the emerging situation. Being
a responsible ofTicer he failed .to assist in placing of the vehicles in safe parking which not 
only caused damage to ihe'founccn (14) onidaJ vehicle's of- police department but also 
carried bad repute on (he part of the department as the videos of (he instant incident'were 
also on aired ort social media and other platforms.

Thereafter. Final Show Cousc Rotice was issued to him vide'this office No.
34/Enq: dated 20.03.2024. He submitted his reply to this elTcct and his reply was found 
unsaiitfoetory.

Keeping in view of above facts and circumstances, the undersigned come to 
the conclusion that he being h member of disciplined force, have acted In Indiscipline and 
irrcspcnslWc manner and o!?o shown non-professionalism in the discharge of Itis ofliclnls 
obligoUons. Therefore, I,' Uubsnuagd Wsqss Kboa |P8P) Disirict Mte Officer, Kamk in ' 
exercise of the powers conferred upon me under Police,rules I97S (as amended In 2014)., hs 
« flIVPrdsd piqfi?r PMnfFhmcnt efeeducUon in nmk from ehs of
Ip3R££t9r to the •ubStaftUua plmb.lnaocetor'wlth

OB No.
Dated 27 /ah ' 72024

DISTRICT POllCB OpnCBB.
r Ka^

• *1.

.



To,

' 3?"The Regional Police Officer, 
• Kohat Region, Kohat

proper CHAMMPI• Through:-

Subject: departmental APPFfli ;
• \

Respected Sir,

With.due respect. appellaA, submta departmental appeal against

the order.of learned District Police Officer, Karak-^ated 17,03.2024, bearing OB

No. 143 vide Which penalty of reduction from the rank of.inspector to the rank of ■ 

Sub Inspector was imposed on appellant.;

FACTS

. /

« • 
That appellant1.

was posted as Station House Officer Police Station
Latamber. On 04.02.2014, a -meeting of "Pakistan Tehrik Insaf" (PTI)

workers was scheduled at "■Kapppi: ground. (AmbIri Killa) situated
within- the . jurisdiction of! Sub-Oivision

Takht-e-Nasrati, Police
Station Yaqoob Khan Shaheed (YKS). ' : *

That in addition to Police stijength of Sub Division Takht-e-Nasrati, 

the diitricf administration requisitioned and deputed the' Police • 

streri^h of other 'Sub-Divisionsj for the

2.

security duty of the 
meeting. Appellant along with Police-’strength of Police.of Police 

Station Latamber (Sub-Division HQ Karak) was also detailed for the \ •

security duty.

3. That appellant aipng with Police strength joined the assigned 

duties. Local Sub-Divisional Police Officer Takht-e-Nasratj and SHO 

Police Station Yaqpbb Khan Shaheed Were already present 

spot. Sub-Divisional Police Officer Banda Daud Shah (BDS) Was also

i-

on the

■present.

t

t



That all the officials vehicles of Police were parked in the ground of 

the meeting. No sooner did the worker of PTI numbered in 

thousands reached the spot in shape of huge procession resort to 

- violence against Police by way of making firing and pelting stones. 

That Police strength started lawful retaliation of controlling and 

dispersing the rhob by way,of throwing tear gas shells towards the 

mob. Police made every effort to avoid human losses but the 

members of the huge mob werd adamant on causing loss to the 

lives and properties of Police.

That appellant made all efforts for dispersing the mob and 

remained in touch with local Sub-Divisional Police Officer but the 

ugly incident of losses to Police vehicles took place. Actually two 

members of the mob 'sustained fire arm injuries which further 

infuriated the members of the mob and forced the Police for 

. passive action to avoid losses to the lives of members of the mob 

and also protect their own lives..

That appellant was proceeded against departmentally as appellant 

failed to perform security duty of the PTI public meeting 

(Convention) diligently and'professionally which led to.losses to the 

Police properties and vehicles. Appellant submitted detailed and 

plausible, reply in response to the charge sheet but the Inquiry 

Officer' without considering the defense of appellant carried out 

one sided inquiry proceedings and eventually learned District 

Police Officer awarded the impugned punishment to appellant 

hence is departmental appeal on the following grounds. *

4.

5..

6.

7.

GROUNDS;

a) That appellant will attain the age of superannuation on 

25.05.2024. therefore the impugned penalty of reduction in rank 

will greatly affect the pension benefits of the appellant. The



•) m, '..‘A-. % • .?• >
.1

•, penalty of reductiqn'ih irank'at lasf stage of mature retiring

pension amounts to award of punishment'to all the members of
* 1

V

the appellant. ■

b) ■ That major penalty of. r^du(?jortin rank, has been imposed on 

appellant.: but the findings report, of Inquiry" Officer was-not

supplied to appellant along wltji final show ca.u'se notice. Appellant’ 

is unaware about the evidence collected.by Inquiry Officer in 

support of the charges leveled against appbllant. No vyitness

4

was
examined by Inquiry Officer in presence of appellant. The entire.

r

proceedings were.carriediout at the back of appellant. Therefore

the impugned penalty, based.
* • 1 .

void and worth set aside. ^

I

.defective Inquiry proceeding' ison

c) That .appellant was detailed for security of the meeting- at
Jurisdiction of Sub Division Takht-e-Nasfati.* Preparation of the ^ 

contingency plan'and deployment of strength oflPolice was the Job 

of local Sub-Divislohal Police Officer. Therefore

t

■ -

appellant, has
wrongly been held for security arrangement. Actually the local 

Police had not assessed-the number and .yiblent conduct of the 

workers which led.to.the ugly incident.
I

d) That venue of parking of-Police vehicles and placing logistics was 

selected by.local Police therefore appellant has wrongly been held 

responsible for the inaction of others.^Actually none had predicted
***** ' ' It

the vlo.le.nt-conduct of thef members-of the procession led by PTi 

workers; • • «

• \
e) That' the'situation which'arose’on the spot forced thd Police to 

. avoid loss of the lives of the members of the mob and loss of their 

own-lives. /Vaually cause of injury' toitwo.members of the-mob 

. further enhanced huge.'blood shed between Polfce and.the’public

«

. r-• .*.4- .

T«

0,



N

W ■i
but Poll 

mob.
•ce defuse the blood

0 ^ That appellant Wi
as never confronted

' commission of
‘^uty. on the

"'■'h any evidence which 

misconduct
may

and negligence in.part of app.ellant.. The. b
occurrence.-was totally ■

committed an offence of,

damage to its pyopecties ■ 

'•’C basis of. accidental

accidental and
members: of the 

■ =«ault on Police fo^cp 

therefore

mob
caused

award of "’ajor puniilhm^rtt
occurrence is not justified.

■’^at long unblemish■ g)

.w'ri::?”""*—”.-...therefore at this 

principles, of
of major penalty is 

equity, . Again the
against the ’ - 

charges are
natural..justicer*and'

hallowed and have b
een.leve ed witho 

whishes and.desi
ot any direct evidence, 

fsirestobe heard in perso

h) That appellant

appellant is avoiding to mention n'because
^ ce„ainfactsi„appop,33,.^„,,„.

P-ereg,steted against the membecs Of the -
affect the prosecution .1

. mob.

It is therefore
aside with back benefit^. 

Enclosure: Copy of ord
'*'•»**

er. .

Yours Obediently •» •

V.
Am^r Sultan 

SPb-|nspector District Karaic

I

\
V-

-•it

•1 •

i



jamreostoBD^J

t-

p*»*0 ‘M/____“»?*»» W<05| STW/\An

^rwa
“»J»7 TO;, lojji wms

^->-. r»a,o

‘‘^ *****. P*r**"TTmWa
«aK)«iojpj^^^^_

;

x:i>«s

T .’93a<ipt ••"PfPiwiwiibB^ftqnaq
«ptnpRiiiPoai^^^_. 
nwjpd* «p <3^^

1**^«P*» ^ J® 93^ 
^ *“»*oi gqj ponapiil

B W»B paMUSi fajpoj
•ONSOapu ------------------ _' . >®«mpj|q>tn

mtrng^

- ^ «««»aa«p

i

«UIO Xijnbna

■■■

(•TO-^V-diulp^ ................. -/**npawo«l iijnte\ri

‘XnnailguBj .50^ ^ *P|*» naawct -----»~»-^ «l«w

RWag*J»Aa>>oH-x>npXuiiBQ.in^p,^^^, - »kM
“OfWS »!,<M OHS »,n-S «u.v.ai«.*« ^

/

f“»»v

' worar^iwiiPYM^ao .

1 »®<^
»«« *9 <(4aai|« ]|«j^

•/B S</T9N 
tB«a|»i«Ni

OTTO®

"P^ ^ .‘^njo »!w^»WHa X, j««to, ^ •
■ ^iIBBvqns a^ oo^ „;■,
■*«WO asfW pujiXI iD *p»

•'r'  ̂<i xiaadni 
"fpnpoj jo vmapfc^ fo^ tapm,,

ap tajrta ^t»a m
qnS-tq |«ii>j«Ip,«^

mt ■■•: •\ •;® •,i'ii . *
.)



* ’

To,
\

m ^ The Inspector.General of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawa/

PROPER CHawMpiThrough;

Subject:
RULES. 197*:

■Respeaed Sir,
i

was rejected.
FACTS

1. rhat petitioner was posted i's Star
La.an,der:on 04 02 2014 e ■̂ 
»o^eis.wasscheduled-a't -11''"'°’ '

—He .risdictiop ot so ~

Station Yaqoob khan Shaheed ;(YKS)
Takht-e-Nasrati, Police

2..

strength of 
!« meeting^ Petitioner

other SutKOivIsions for the
security duty of.the'

along„with. Police strengfh ofipolice of

(SuWivision HQ Ka^k, was a,so detailed for the 

the scheduled meeting. - ’

Police Station 'Latahiber

security duty of

■ 3. That petitioner along -with' .Police 

duties. Sub-Divisional Police Offi’ 

Station Yaqoob xhan Shah

strength joined the assigned

'cerTakht-e-Nasrati.andSHO Police ' "

«d were.already present on the spot;
i:



D

i

Sub-Divisional'Police Officer Banda Daud Shah (BDS) was 

joined the said duti».

That ail the .officials vehicles of Police were parked in the ground of . 

the meeting. No sooner-did the workers of PTl numbered in 

thouands reached the spot in shape of huge procession resort to 

violence against Police by way of making firing and pelting stones. 

That Police strength started' lawful-retaliation of controlling and 

. dispersing the mob by way of throwing.tear gas shells towards the 

mob. Police made every effort to avoid human, losses but the 

members of the huge mob were adamant bn .causing loss, to the

lives and properties of Police.
~ »

That petitioner made all efforts for dispersing the mob and 

remained, in touch with Sub^Divisional Police Officer but th'e ugly 

incident of losses to Police vehicles took place. Actually two 

members of the mob sustained fire arm jnjuries which further 

infuriated the members of ithe mob and .forced the Police for

passive bcdon to avoid I.osms to the lives of members of the mob•« •
and also protect their own livesi ' * ,

That petitioner vyas proceeded against departmentally on the 
, . ' • • * 

charges of failing to perform security duty of the PTl public meeting

diligently, and professionally which led to losses to the Police

properties - and vehicles. Petitioner submitted detailed and'

plausible reply in response to the charge sheet but the Inquiry

Officer without'considering the defense of .petitioner carried out

one sided inquiry .proceedings and eventuajly learned District
. i ■ - ' •

Police Officer awarded the impugned punishment to petitioner and . 

appellate authority rejected has departmental appeal, hence this 

petition on the following grounds.

I

4.

«

5. j>

V

6.

I

7.

r
■s

8.

t

t

1 .

t ^'

o



' GROUNDS:

a.) Tha, petmone. 3„3i„ ,,3 a,^^L^p,eaaauaSfe on 

^•05.2024, therefore the ir 

wHf greatfy affect the 

penalty of reduction i

•*!
impugned penalty of reduction in rank 

pension benefits of 'the petitioner: The
.- - in rank at the las't stage of mature 

pension amqunts to awa^d of punishment
retiring 

to all the members of
the family of petitioner.

b) That major penalty of reduction i 

petitioner but the findings 

supplied to petitioner 

Petitioner is 

Officer ' i

, in rank has been imposed on

report of Inquiry Officer 

along with- final show
was not

cause notice.
unaware about the evidence collected by'lnqulT, 

tn support of the! charges leveled against petitioner. No '. 

was examined by Inquiry Officer in 
The entire proceedings were carried out 

Therefore the impugned penalty' based 

proceeding is void and worth set aside.

witness
presence of petitioner, 

at the back of petitioner, 

on defective inquiry-

c) TTtat petitioner was de«i,edpor security duty of the public meedng

=T .hd jurisd^ion of Sub oivision Takht-e-Nasrafi. Prepara,ion of •

the conting'ency plan and deployment
of strength of Police was the-

,0b of local Sub-Divisional Police Officer.-Therefore petitioner has 

jongiy been held responsible for securify arrangement.. Ac.uahy

> e oca, Police had not assessed .he dumber a^dvioienfconduc, 

..ofthe workers which led ,o.,he ugly incident ■ ' '

That venue of parWng ofd) 't' . ,
a and placing logistics was

selected by local Police therefore pefi,inner has wrongly been held'

jponstble for ffie inaction oTothers Actually none had predicted

•be:y,o,e„.-ccndu« of ,he members of .he procession led b, PT,

workers. .-

V



•I <s>. . L.'

e) That_ the situation which!arose on the spot forced the Police to - 

avoid losses of the lives of the members of the mob
and losses of

• their own lives. Actually cause of injurv to two members of the 

mob further enhanced chances of huge bloodshed betw 

•and the public but Police defused the bloodshed by not making 

direct firingpo the mob.

een Police

f) That petitioner was never confronted with any evidence which may 

. prove any kind of commission of 

duty on the part of petitioner, 

acctdental’and members of the mob

misconduct and negligence in

The- occurrence was totally

committed ah offence of
assault on Police force and chused damage to its 

therefore award, of major punishment on the-basis of accidental
properties

occurrenceisnotjustified. '
B) TTiat tong unblemished service of 41 years is .at the credit of 

petitioner therefore at thislstage^the award of
major penalty is

PEainst the principles pf natural lustice and.equi;ty: Again the , 

Charges are hallowed and have been leveled
vyithout any direct

evidence.-

h) That petitionee whisbes and iesires.to be heard in person because

petitioner is avoiding to mention certain facts in petition as it wiil

affect the prosecution case registered against the members of the 

mob.

It is therefore requested that^the i
: impugned penalty order may be

• set aside with back benefits. 

Enclosure: 1. Copy of order of District Police! officer, Karak 

2. Copy of order of Regional Policb Officer, Kohat Region Kohat

Yours Obediently

Amlpr Sultan

Sub-Inspector District Karak

» •
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