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14/10/20241- Thc appeal ol' Mr. Sohail .A.lunad rcsubmilied 

today by Syed Mudassir I’ir/ada .Advocalc, Ii is I'lxed For 

preliminary hearing before Single Bench al Peshawar on 

17.10.2024. i'archa I’eshi given to ihc counsel for the 

appellant.

By oi’der ol'ihe Chairman
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v\ ■fhe appeal of Mr. Sohail Ahmad received today i.e on ?7,09.202^ is 

irKompiete on the following score which is returned to tlie counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

Appeal has not been llagged/mai'kcd with 
Anne.Kures ofthc appeal arc Linaitcslcd.

anncxi.ii es marks.

.5- Anncxiircs oi'lhc appeal are not in seiiuenee,
4- Appeal iias not been signed by the coun.sel.
.5- Copies of linal show cause notice and eha:t;e sheet 
6' I'our eopie.s/seis ofthc appeal along with annexures i.e. eompieic 

in all respect may also be submitted with the appeal.

illegible.are

yinst./2024/KPST,No.

72024.Dt.

AeOITIONAl RHGlS'reAR 
SERVICL- rKliiUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUMKHWA 
PtSHAVVAR

Syed Mudasir Pirzada Adv. 
High Court at Kohat.
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RFFORF THF KHYBER PAKHTOQN KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR..

•2024'Service Appeal

•>'
Sohail Ahmed' LHC-1271 Police Line Kohat

(Appellant)'

VERSUS • .

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OP POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT1,

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. .2.
(Respondent)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

:■ 2024 ■Service Appeal4
i:

Sohail Ahmed LHC-1271 Police Line Kohat'•• f
(Appellant)

VERSUS

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT• 1.

i>7i-7
2. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT

(Respondent)♦

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
ACT 1974 AGAINST ^THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 24-0S-24 VIDE OB NO.S13 IN
WHICH THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN^WARDED - PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION IN PAY BY
THREE STAGES IN THE SAME^ TIME SCALE FOR. THE PERIOD OF THREE YEARS WITH
IMMEDIATE EFFECT FEELING ACCRIVED PREFER' DEPARTMEhm. APPEAL WHICH WAS TOOV

REIECTED..

\ •

Respectfully Sheweth,

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant .on the 

following facts and grounds:-

Facts:

Briefly facts as per impugned order'are. that as.-per preliminary enquiry 
conducted by SDPO Lachi.Kohafagainst the appellant for the allegation that he 
has issued Driving License No 1.08000083234 in.shortest time to a person ,who 

^‘^^%>out of country besides misplace the record of 1157 Driving Licenses and issue 

79 driving license without the, signature of MLA which is professional gross , 
.'misconduct on his part and bring bad name to-the entire police department in
the eyes of General public.(Copy of impugned order'is annexed as annexure A)

- i •

That the appellant duly submitted the reply,of.charge sheet and final show cause 
notice' but the same was not perused aihd;.directly-issued the impugned order 

(Copy of Charge Sheet and FCN along with reply is annexed as;annexure

That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order prefer 

departmental representation on dated, 19-06-2024 which was too. rejected on 
dated 29-08-2024 without personal hearing .. (Copy of departmental 
representation along with rejection.order is annexed as:annexure Q

• That according to perwana. dai^d 02-07-2021 which is self explanatory which
• reveals that the duty of appellant is Jiist to print thelicense card of candidate nor

to issue neither having any authority to: obtain or ainy document in respect of 
license processing but this,factum has been, ignored . .

•!

'i
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That the appellant since his deployment in concern branch no single complaint 
has ever been preferred against the appellant till to date-but upon the complaint 
in which-the name of the appellant has not been, mentioned nor.any role 

attributed to the appellant and'during enquiry the relevant person in respect of 
. issuing the license has not'been examine by the enquiry officer which show the 

deliberately indulge the appellant in to enquiry which is against to the rules and 
regulation.-.

\

i
r

I
That there is no single evidence available-pn record which speaks that appellant 
had committed any. misconduct or earned a bad name to entire police 
department.

That again an unjust has been done with the appellant by not giving ample 
opportunity ofrcross examination as well as not heard in person nor properly 

enquired the allegation. Just on the basis of false allegation the.appellant was 
. awarded major punishment and-held guilty the'appellant without following 

the prescribed-rules relating.to-enquiry proceedings as per Police Rules 1975 
(amended 2014).i

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

That nothing has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt that the appellant 
has committed any ‘misconduct or tarnished the'jmage of Police department.

That there are numerous, good entries in.the service record of the appellant 
which could be verified but this fact-has-not bee’n-taken in consideration while 

awarding the major punishment which is against to the canon of justice.

» * . ^
That the appellant was neither provided ;an opportunity to cross examine the 
witnesses nor to produce defense evidence and the enquiry proceedings 
accordingiy defective.

That the appeliant dragged unnecessarily-into litigation which is clearly 
mentioned in 2008 SCMR 725.

\

That while awarding the impughed-major punishment the relevant testimonial 
were not provided to the appellant and.in this regard time and again repeated 
request were made by the appellant but in vain Which is very much necessary 
as per 1991 PLCCS 706 & Pli 1991 584.

Grounds:

That during- enquiryVnphe, from 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 againstthe appellant despite of .repeated requests tender by

a.

J
. .M



the appellant to call the concern witnesses for probing the facts but the 

said was not considered by enquiry officer of the committee.

b. That the appellant was neither intimated nor informed by any source of 
medium regarding enquiry proceedings for any disciplinary action which 
shows bias on the part of quarter concern.

That the appellant is honest and dedicated one and leave no stone 
unturned to discharge his duties.

c.

d. That as per universal declaration of human rights 1948 prohibits the 
arbitral / discretion.

1
That the impugned order whimsically and arbitrary, which is apparent from 
the impugned order on the basis that there is serious contradiction in 
enquiry proceedings provided that the appellant was suppose to make 
witness against the wrong doer but in vain.

e.

f. 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 
facts.

That the departmental enquiry was not conducted according to the rules.g-

h. That the impugned order js outcome of surmises and conjecture.

Prav:

In the view of above circumstances it is humbly prayed that the impugned 

order of mentioned above may graciously be set aside for the end of justice 
and restored the pay with all back benefits . /i

Date;^^/ ^/2024

(Appellant)

Sohail Ahmed
(LHC-1271)Police Lines Kohat

Certificate:-

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

List of Books

1Constitution of Pakistan 1973 
2:- Police Rules
3> Case Law according to need.
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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

honourable Tribunal

Advocate(

♦
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTQON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

i Service Appeal::: 2024
I

I Sohail Ahmed LHC*1271 Police Line Kohat

(Appellant)\

VERSUS

DEPUPi' INSPECTOR.GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT1.

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT2.
{- (Respondent)

-ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES

N

APPELLANT
»•
i

Sohail Ahmed LHC-1271 Police Line Kohat
%
II
Ik

i

RESPONDENTS

1. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT .

2. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT

V
i

II

Appellant

Through'

t f—
' Syed Mudasir Pirzada 

Advocate He 
0345-9645854

Date 'V

'j.

t
t * I :
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OmCEOFTHE ‘ 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHAT

Teh 0927-920116 Fnx 92QI25

order

■'‘his order IS passed on the depadmenlal enquiry noainsi LHC 
1271 under ihe Khyhrjf Pakhlurikhwa, Police Rules, 1975v'ioluiil No 

i;i(iiuiiiliimMl2014).

Uriel fads of the case are lhai as per preliminary enquiry conrtucled 
tiy SDPO Lachi, Kohai agamsl LHC Sohail No. 1271 for the allegations that h-: 
liar, issued Driving License No. 1080QQ083234 in shortest time to a person, who 
la (jui ol countiy. besides misplace Uio record of 1157 Driving Licenses and iivsue
7J driving license without Uie signature of MLA which is professional gross 
miaconduci on :
eyos of General public.

his part and oring bad name to the entire police department in Uie

He was served with charge sheet and statement of allegations. SP 
nvGsiigalion Kohai was appointed as enquiry officer to proceed agsinst him 

dcpartnienially. The enquiry officer submit finding report and found hin guilty of 
the charges and recommended lor major punishment

He v/as issued Final Show Cause Notice, reply of Fjtial Show 
cause Notice received and found un-salisfactory. Hence, the defaulter olllcial 
was called m OR on 22.05.2024. heard In person, but he failed to advanefe 
p.ausibie explanation in his defense.

any

In view of above and available record. I agree v/ilh the Findings of 
enquiry officer, therefore, in exercise of Ihe powers conferred upon me. under the 
rules ibid I Muhammad Omer Khan. Dislricl Police Officer. Kohat is hereby 
impose a major punishment of ‘.Irqduction In pay bv throe st.nnos in tho 
limo scale for the oeriod of lluco years with lmmcdi.mn effect.

RtCT POLICE OFFICER. 
KOHAT

DISTrOB No. / 3
Dale ^ ~ /2D2A

dated Kohat the :
Copy of above to the;- .

No 2024.

f-leader/SRC/OHC/ Pay officer for necessary action
V, ■ • V. ,

1.

i

, CamScanner
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V.

Office Of the
District Police Officer 

Kohai 9

' £fidBPE SHPr-r
y

E^Bhankohat^

rcndcrvii •

conipcie-i 7~P"7=--^H&N_P_SP. DISTRICT POLICE orpICER.
'JOUj KhyiTt r‘.il;!iaii:k!rA-;i po;..v Hulcs.

>‘0-rs(;ir li.-ih;- .i.:"" f >'-■'! LHC^SohaU No. 1271
Joilo;vmgnc.,omisbi.,iiv\v.,i,/as y.j.j huvr omt::c.l rrx

•n i|ir infaniiiy uf Kiilc'3 .if chr IVijjcr K-.iU-s I97r.

as

prcWinOiary enquiry-conducted by 50P0 Laelxi, 
Kohat against 

allegatio
you LHC Sohail No. 1271 for CAc 

ns Oiai you have issued 'Driving License No. 
•IOSOOOOae254 Jn shortest time to d person, who (s 

. of county, besides misplace the record of 1157 Driving 

■ Licenses land tssuo- 79 driiHng 'license ivlthoui Ihe 

signature of IrilA -'luhieh is professional gross

I

our

^^^onduct on your part and briny-bad name to the 

■ satire police depanment in the eyes of General public.

• > ui bf v.vr.tiy «ifM> ivdsuns o.
• ausc-ndcci under Rule 3 tif'ihc,R;ilrs luid arid huve rcntlfrril yiiurs.:lf l:sib!« to

jnc abovr, vim ajiftcnr

or any i.f t}jc ja-r.aiti’.-s spccficjj i.*: {.‘ir RukM of :Jic Rules ibid.ull
I

wriiicn3 Vou arr.-•[Her'cforc. rc<{uiicd to subruil yovtr 
>iaicfnc.T.t trithin 07 days of the 'receipt Vif this Cliargc-Sheet to the enquiO' 

ofl'ccf.
Your tvnftcn defense if any should reaeh-Uie Eriquirv OfHcer 

the spcciHcd period, failing vvlwch ii shall be jjiesuincU that yuti huve nu 

defense to piii i.". and e.x-parte acho.n shall he taken ayain.'a you.

a. .. A staicntcniiofnllegaiiiiii IS cn'cioscd.

\

i'
district; pbucE office:

KOHAT1
I'.’•v'*4:

\ •' t.7*>
'V.=

;•

CamScariner
J

I
T

' It f



BETTER COPY

7 #
Office of the 

District Police Officer, 
kohat

\
; Dated 25-8-2023N0.4962-63/PA

CHARGE SHEET
1

MR. FARHAN KHAN. PSP. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,I,
KOHAT. as competent authority under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 

(amendments 2014) 1975, am of the opinion that vou LHC Sohail No. 12_71 

rendered yourself liable to be proceed^, against as you have omitted the 

following acts/omissions within the meaning of Rule-3 of the Police Rules 1975.i

As per preliminary enquiry .conducted by SDPO Lachi, 
Kohat against you LHC Sohail ' No. 1271 for the 

allegations that you have issued Driving License No. 
108000083234 I shortest time to a person, who is out

i i.
9

f

of country, besides-misplace the record of 1157 Driving 

Licenses and -issue 7.9' driving license without the
which is professional gross

f

signature of^ MLA 

misconduct oh your-part and tiring- bad name to the
entire police department in the eyes of General public.

By reasons of the .above, you appear. to be guilty of 
misconduct under Rule 3 of the Rules ibid and have rendered yourself liable to 

all or any of the penalties specified in the Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.

2.

1

You are, therefore, required to submit your written 

statement within 07 days .of-the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry, 

officer.

3.

Your written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officer 
within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no 

defense to put in and ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

A statement of allegation.is enclosed.4.

t

Sd/-
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

KOHAT•j

\ •
I

i ■

■ii.
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BETTER COPY

OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT-POLICE OFFICER 

KOHAT
Tel: 0922^920116 Fax 920125 

No. 1675/PA dated Kohat the 06/3/2024

i

i

, I
FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Mr. Farb«" Khan.'PSP, District Police Officer. Kohat.I1.
as competent authority, under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 
1975 (amended 2014} is hereby serve you LHC-Sohail No. 1271 as 
follows;-I

5'
t . * That consequenfupon the completion of inquiry conducted 

against you by the inquiry officer for which you were given 
opportunity of hearing vide office No. 4962-63 /PA dated 
25.08.2023.

ii. On going, through the finding and recommendations of the 
inquiry officer, the material.oh record and other connected 
papers including your defense before the inquiry officer.
I am satisfied that you have comnriitted the following 
acts/omissions, specified in section 3 of the said ordinance.

As per preliminary enquiry; conducted .by SDPO Lachi, 
Kohat-.against you'LHCiSphall.Nb. 1271 for the .allegations 
that you have-issued Driving-License No. .-108000083234 
in shortest time to a -person, who is out of country, 
besides misplace the record of.1157 Driving' Licenses 
and issue 79. driving license without the signature of 
MLA which is professional gross mlscoiiduct on your part 
and bring-bad • name to-the ;entire police department in 
the eyes of General public.

i.

I

%

-1

As a result thereof, I, as competent authority, have 
' tentatively decided to impose upon you major penalty provided under the 

Rules ibid.

2.

You are, therefore,' required' 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 ^is notice is received within 07 days of its

• delivery in the norma! 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.

The copy of the finding of inquiry officer is enclosed.

3.

4. •

5.

Sd/-
DlSTRiCT POLICE OFFICER, 

KOHAT

i 4:

y'i ■

A Iij
■ -L
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%
Office of the 

District Police Officer, 
Kohat

L:i>. 

i

r:- ->

BigPiPUNARV ACTlOff

........

1.

STATEMRHT of AtLECATlOffS
conducCcrf by SDPO1. As per preliminary enquiry 

LacM, Kohat against you LHC Sohalt No. 127J far
have issued DrivingI

the allegations (ftoc you 
License 108000053254 s/tortesl lime to a 
person, who Is out of country, besides misplace

and issue 79the record oj 1157 Driving Licenses 
driving license without the signature of MLA

•uiscoiidact on your 

to the entire polfcc
urhieh is pro/essiunut gross

\
part and bring bad name 
efepartment in the eyes of General public.

For tne piirpjsr of »ii«- ••..mint.
r ^ /< /

2
>iccu:>cd '•N’ilh rci'erenie lo tnc ;ibi>vc ___________
1.*. ap;:uintc'd us enqu:n uffitrr Iti»- I'Jfiter shall in acriirtl.iiu'" ‘
srovisioti of ihf Police pfovid*- .•r.isunablr upporturiiU n1 Ii«mi*'>« lo
tiir arriised official, tecurii liis fiiid.iii;s ainl make, tviiliin iwi'iuc lis’ii U.i>s u 
ihr receipt of tins order. fcfo;::.n:cnd.iti;»ns as to juimstinn-nt or olhd 
oppruprutc action against the ateiised uli:ei.tl j

The acctisrd l•fllu.ll sti.ilt join t!ic prueceilmi’, fn
date, time and place f«cd bv the etitniirv olticci

•JI

E orricER,DISTRICT P
. 'N

\ . KOHA<
3/pA. dated 

Copy of above to- ^

procceriini;s against the accused undeKthe: provisionstof/Poliu 
RuJc-iy75 :»1
The Accused ofCciol with the directions lo appear before ihc 
Enquin.- Officer, un the date, lime and place fixed by him, for ihc 
purpose of enqiiir}' proceedings. ^

/2023

I

CamScanner
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RtfQBgJlEEmY INSPJQQBJ^^NgBALQF-E-Q'

Through P oper Channel

_______________  )_OHPEB-e4ItP_J-''^W^^

EUMSHMENT QF REDUf^nN IN
SAME TIME SCALE mZrHTi^LOP^E-m&^S.-^^— 
IMMEDIATE EFFgCT. T

SUBJECT; \l

Respectfully Shevveili.

lant review appeal is preferred by the 

ids;>
With great veneration the in- 
appellant on the following grou \ \

ES£U:

Briefly facts as per Impugned order are that as per preliminary enquiry 
conduaed by SDPO Lachi Koh ti against the appellant for the allegation 
that he has Issued Driving Lice isc No IOBOCOOS3234 in shortest time to 
a person ,who is out of coimiry besides misplace the record of 1157 
Driving Licenses and Issue 7i driving license v/ithout the signature of 
MLA which Is professional press misconduct on his part and bring bad 
name to the entire police depatment in the eyes of General public.fCopy 
of impugned order Is annexed isannexureA)

i
■i

Thai the appellant duly submitted the reply of charge sheet and final 
show cause notice but the saif^e was not perused and direaly issued the 
Impugned order (Copy of Charge Sheet and FCN along with reply is 
annexed as annexure B)

ted 02-07-2021 which is self explanarory 
ippeilani ifjusi to print the license card of

iThai according to perwana dt 
which reveals that the duty of
candidate nor to issue neither having any authority to obtain or any

se processing but this factum has been s.document In respect of licet
rignored.

deployment in concern branch no single 
^rred against the appellant till to date but , 
the name of the appellant has not been ^ 
ted to the appellant and during enquiry the '

That the appellant since his 
complaint has ever been pref 
upon the complaint in which 
mentioned nor any role aiirlbt 
relevant person In respect of Ipsulng the license has not been examine by 
the enquiry officer which shof^ the dellbefaiely Indulge the appellant In

ihe rulerand regulation.to enquiry which is against to

That there is no single evidence available on record which speaks that 
appellant had commltieH ai.y^lscondua or earned a bad name to entire

police department.

i
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jjjt l> I-1/ / •r3referred by Constable Soliaii-^|||
Omcer. K-obat whereby he

(line scale for ^

‘Tdcrwili disp{jsc(i( ilii: dc(iaJinicnlol a|1pea! P
the order of DUuiciI'ol'W

'•‘f ••■d niajor ponishnieni of rctluciion ih pay by ihr«
^rHtnodof,Wyc.„viJ«OLNa;siXdmcd24.^^^^^^

»ricf;(neu.of ,hc cose arc^that OS per prcUminniy enquiry conducted by 

Laclii;. Kohai; ilic appellant had

This

In die same

Divisional issued driving licensePolice omccr.,
o.l0800U0832M,,n a shoricsi time to a.person, who.was out of country, 

misplace the rccord.of-1157 drivinyjuccnscs arid^md issutld 79 driving-Ucenscs withoul Uie 

siunaiurc of MLA..^.hich is professionareross miscdrtducl on his'part and bad brought a bad
•nine entire Police depnmitem in eyes of gen^^^

Proper depanmcntaJ^icnquIry •proceedings, wereTiniiiaied against- bun and 
Orr ■ ■^**^'^'*^*'* ^®bcc Invcstigaiiqii. Kohai was appointed os'Etuiuiry Officer. The Enquiry 

Her fuinitmcni ofcodul (hifnialiiics, subtniKcd liis tliidin^ wherein the appslhinl was 
L ' ty of itiL charges leveled againsi.him.Me was, llreroforc, recommended Tor major

Pumshmcni under die reievam rules. ■. '
^^‘^"’^;'"''‘®^‘be«^mmmdaiionsoriheliquiiyOniccrandihcabovccited

navi hP^y by thr.e stages in ,he same Umc s^c for the period of d^ vide OB No. 513, dated ■

Brides, he had

I

i
24.05.2024.

FeeJing aggricvcd from tile order of Disirici Police

■I- ornce of ,l,c u„dcr.;ig„ed 00 20.0S.202d. Donos por,onil ho„i„g. U.e oppoUom did 

, advance any plausible explanation in his defense.
. ‘•'°"=Boinginvicw.].SherAI,bor,PSP,S.St.RcElormiPo«coOra^^^^

Kohai. being the appellate au-Jtoriiy. am of the considered :opinion that thc cha^gcs leveled 

agoinsi him have been fully established; :Tl,c phnishmem ofreducUon in pay by three-siages in 

ihc same time scale for flic period of three years awarded by ihe Disirici Police Officer, Kohat'is 

jusiified and. iherclbrc, warranis no interference, hlcncc,'appeal of Constable Sohail Ahmed
No. 127 Us licrcby, rejected; being devolid of subsiancc and merit.

»*
Onlrr Aiiiininiceil > . .

Ofilcer, Kohat, ihc appellant

not

2fKmj024

' 'i ^iiegimiai-P(rfi« Officer, 
Kohat Rc^on

‘fi

\
________ /2Q24.

Copy fartvardedTo DisiricV^t^ce Officer,. Kohai for informaiiqri and ncccs^ 

ufA'.Co |ii5 nnice Ml-iiid: N6.'‘ll4n/l.ll, f^ccofd und T'uji Missel arc
• rejurncii iicrcwiih.

Nil. ,/EC. Dated Kohot Ihc
i

.
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not givingjhc appell'i"' by1. IliAi .uj.-jln an unjuit has been done will'
.inipie opponumiY of cigss exarrtinahon as well as not 

P'opcriv enquired iho allcyaiipn. Jusi on iho basis of a 
•lie appetiani was .nwatded nujoi |3unis'»'n«ni and licid 9 
appellant wubotn following the I proscribed rules relating to enq 
I'toceedmgs as per Police Rules 1 sVs (amended 2014).

hoard in
allegation

»UI

2. Tliai there Is nothing on record \ihlcli connects the appellant with the 
allegation.

3. That nothing has been proved bi yond any shadow of doubt that the
appellant has committed any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police 
department.

4. That there
appellant which could be verified 
consideration while awarding the 
the canon of justice.

arc numerous good ontrtes in the service record of the 
jbui this fact has not been taken in 

n^ajor punishment which is against to

5. Thaj the appellant was neither provi jed an opponunliy to 
ihe witnesses

cross examine
nor to produce c efense evidence and the enquiry 

proceedings accordingly defective.

6. That the appellant dragged unnecessarily into litigation which is clearly 
mentioned In 2008 SCMR 725.

7. That while awarding the Impugned major punishment the relevant 
Wsitmonial were not provided to the appellant and in, J this regard lime
and again repeated request were maSe by the appellant but in vain which 
Is very much necessary as per \ 991 P ,C CS 70S & PLC 1991 584.

Cfp-UJids;

That during enquiry none from he general public 

support of the charges leveled against the appellant. No allegation 
mentioned above are practiced by the appellant 
any cogent reason against tlU

requests tender by the appellwtio call the concern witnesses for 
probing the facts but the sali^ was not considered by enquiry 
officer of the committee. '

a.
was examined in

nor proved against 
appellant despite of repeated

b. That the appellant was neither Intimated 

source of medium regarding enquiry proceedings for any 
disciplinary action which shews b as on the pan of quarter concern.

That the appellant hohest-and dedicated one and leave no stone 

unturned to discharge his duties.

nor Informed by any

c.
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That ;u per umve/sal dBCiafaiion cf human .nO»«S 
tfte arbitial

194S prohibitsa.
' I

ditci^tion.

Thai the impugned order'whimsicilty and arbilfary,
apparent-from the impugneil order on 'the b'asis that there i5 
serious coniradictio'ri’ in enquiry procee^rttpt 
appellant was suppose to malte v/itness against the wrong doer bul 
in vain.

I
which IS■i

>
t'

Thai ine'impugnod order is 
is not sustainable in'the eyes 

• assumptionof facts;

f. pt based oh sound: reasons and same
;of law. The same is based on wrong

n

That the departmental 
rules.

3. enquiry was not conducted according .to the
V •

i
r That the impugned order is outcome of surmises and conjecture.n.

Erii:

In the.vlew'of above.circurnstapccs it Is .humbly prayed 
lhai the impugned order of. mentioned above may graciously be set 
aside.for the end of Justice.

%•

i

.(Appellant)..I

I '
1

;
Sohail Ahmed 

:(LHC-l27nPolice Lines Kohal
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