S.No.

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of . _
Appeal No. . 1940/2024

Date-of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge .
proceedings '
o, R - _—
14/10/2024 e . , . T
14/10/20 I'he appeal -of Mr. Sohaill Ahmad resubmitted |

today by Syed Mudassir Pirzada Advocate,” It is fixed for

preliminary hcaﬂng before Single Bench at Peshawar -on

17.10.2024. Parcha Pesht given to the counsel for the | |

appellant. _.

By order of the Chairman




The appeal of Mr. Sohail Ahmad received today i.c an 27.09.2024 is
imcomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsei for the
aopeliant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

@ Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annaxires marks.

Z- Annexures ol the appeal are unatiested.
Annexueres ol the appeal are not in sequenee.
4- Appcal has not been signed by the counscl.
Copics ol linal show cause notice and charge sheet sive ittegibic,
Four copies/scts of the appeal along with anncxures i.c. compleic
in all respect may also be submitted with the appeal.

KUl /Inst./2024/KPST,

A7 ’l 4 /2024

ADDITIONAL REGISTRAR
SERVICE TRIBUMAL
KHYBER PAKHTUMNKHWA
PESHAWAR

Syed Mudasir Pirzada Adv.
Hign Court at Kohat.
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" Service-Appedl _
Sohall Ahmed* LHC-1271 Police Line Kohat " -
"~ (Appellant)’
‘ VERSUS NN :
. _ 1. DEPUTY INSPECTOR: GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REG!ON KOHAT Ty
- 2. -DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER K'OHAT‘._ S ST L
; ’ A : {Respondent)
" . ! ) . . X . B Ll R o co. . \-
. L. B . : INDEX" - ;
Sr De;scripti.un._of Documents . ‘|- Annexure’ |- Page
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1 MemoofA’ppeaI o . o -"3
; 2 Affidavit e . ) Y L
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' 41 | Copy of impugned Orderdated 24-05-24. ) A L
) O [F L8 |z
: . _ Copy of Charge Sheetand FCN along Wlth reply[d‘hc% g ?43 o
i . 6 Copy of Depanmental Reprasentahon along w:th mfect!on : G N
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" BEFORE THE. KHYBER PAKl-iTo'o'N KHWA S.ERVICE'TF'QIBUNA_L PESHAWAR,

: Serwce Appeal / ﬁ MO .2024

Sohail Ahmed LHG-1271 Palice Line Kohat |

(Appellant)

’ VERSUS . . - o ‘ ‘K'!vl;o,.. p",!fhtnkhwa
. , n....m,

1 DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POL[CE KOHAT REGION KOMAT 12604, m.,_

. A ' o Dace
2. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT o . e “%[Z»Zé

(Respondent)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER: PAKHTOON. KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL .
ACT 1974 AGAINST ~THE: IMPUGNED ORDER DATED .24-05-24 VIDE OB NO.513 IN

WHIC [LANT HAS BEEN'AWARDED | PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION |
, ' SAME’ TIMESCALE_FOR. . PERIOD OF THREE YEARS
IMMEDIATE EFFECT FEELING AGGRIVED PREFER’ DEPARTMENTL APPEAL WHICH WAS TOO

REIECTED..

Respectfully Sheweth

" With . great veneratlon the mstant appeal is preferred by the appellant on the
following facts and grounds:- :

Facts; .

Briefly - facts-. as -per |mpugned order are that as . per- prellmmary .enquiry -
conducted by SDPO Lachi- Kohat’ agalnst the appellant for the allegation’that he - -

! ,.,;_"“, has issued Driving License- No 108000083234 in. shortest time to a. person , who

i g"i‘s)out of country be51des mlsplace the' record of 1157 Driving Licenses and issue- '

Re 5 LY Zingy 79 driving~ license - without “the.. signature ‘of MLA - wh:ch is professional gross = "

s el

m|sconduct on his -part-and brmg bad name to-the entire police department in
the eyes of General public. (Copy of lmpugned order is annexed as annexure A)

That the appellant duly submltted the reply. of charge sheet and final show cause
" notice but the-'same ‘was. ‘not perused and dlrectly issued ‘the impugned: order
{Copy of Charge Sheet and FCN along wnth reply is annéxed- as annexure B}

That the appellant. feelmg aggrleved from the smpugned order - prefer
departmental representation on dated 19- -06- 2024 whrch was too rejected on

" dated 29-08-2024 without - persanal - hearlng (Copy of. . departmental
representation along wlth rejectlon order is annexed as: annexure 0

That accordmg to perwana. dated 02 07—202] whlch is self explanatory which

.- reveals that the duty:of. appellant is just to- prlnt the’ llcense card of candldate nor - )
to issue neither’ having -any " authority :to: ‘obtain or-any. document in respect “of .
license processing but this factum has been |gnored

"-hr"'g ' . o 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 'tp{date.-,but upon the complaint

in

which: the name of the appellant has not been-__--me'ntioned 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 enquery officer which show the
deliberately indulge the appellant in to enquiry which is agalnst to the rules and
regulatlon :

That there is no single evidence'-available"dn record which speaks that appellant
-had committed any. mlsconduct or earned .a bad name to entire police
department .

\.
That again an-unjust has been done with the appeliant 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 false allegation the appellant was

. awarded major punlshment ‘and~held quilty the’ appellant without following

(amended 201 4)

the prescrlbed rules relatlng to-enquiry proceedmgs as-per Police Rules 1975

©

That there is ‘nothing on record whlch connects: the appellant ‘with the
allegation.

That nothing"h’as been provefd beyond-any shadqw_pf 'do'ubt that the appellant -'
" has committed any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police department.

) .- . . ‘ o
That there are numerous. gp'pd entries i_n.the service .record-of the appellant ..
which could be verified but this fact-has not been-taken in consideration while:
awarding the major punishment which is against to the canon of justice. '

‘That:the appellant Was'neithet prdvided;an_.c)pp'ortu{nity to cross examine the

witnesses nor to producé defense evidence:-and -the-enquiry proceedings
accordingly defective. ' '

That the appellant dragged unnecessanly mto lltlgatlon which is ‘clearly
mentioned in 2008 SCMR 725.

" That while awarding _'t'he i'm_pdgned-_majot punishment the relevant testimonial

were not provided to the appellant and.in this reg'ard time and again repeated
request were made byfth'e'app'ellant but in vain which is very much necessary
as per 1991-PLC-CS 706 & PL.C 1991 584. -

- Grounds:

That dunng enqum/ none; from the general -public . was examined _in
- support of. the charges ‘leveled- against the -appellant. No allegatlon
mentioned above are practlced by the’ appellant nor proved agamst any
cogent-reason against the-appellant despite of,repeated requests tender by




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.

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

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

e. 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 appeliant was suppose to make
witnhess against the wrong doer but in vain. ‘

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.

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

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

Pray:
In the view of above circumstances it Is humbly prayed that the impugned
order of mentioned above may graclously be set aside for the end of justice
and restored the pay with all back benefits . mu/q-

Date:2.// %/2024 : /4 /:,

(Appetlant)
Sohail Ahmed
(LHC-1271)Police Lines Kohat
/—«Lg /13 ad
. Syed PrudrSet ¥
Certificate:- wcall HC
Certified that no such like appeal has earlier been filed in this Hon able Service tribunal as
per instruction of my client .
List of Books

1:- Constitution of Pakistan 1873

2:- Police Rules ’

3:- Case Law according to need. — (7

' vy P73
8 Jed rpuies™ I

#1 4.4 .-k ”d’
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal 2024

AFFIDAVIT

t ,Syed Mudasir Pirzada Advocate ,as
per instructio:} 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 knowiedga and belief and

nothing has been concealed from this

honourable Tribunal
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

~ Service A;:ipéal v - 2024 -

Sohail Ahmed’ LHC-1271 Police Line-Kohat
_ - . {Appellant)
" VERSUS
1. -DEPUTY INSPECTOR.GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT
2. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT = _
. . "(Respondent)
- :ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES - .
. .. . . . : . . \‘ -

Sohail Ahriied LHC-1271 Police Line Kohat .

- RESPONDENTS-

1

1. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT .~

2. DISTélCT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT

Appellant C, .

|  Through™ . O 3
. - ‘ . : ‘-’-—'—"—"‘/‘/ ‘.
Date 2.} / q AR . . " Syed Mudasir Pirzada
o o o - ' Advocate HC:

" 0345-9645854 -
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. OFFICE OF THE '
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
'"KOHAT

Tel: 0922-920116 Fux 920125

This order 15 passed on the deparimental enquiry agains! LHC
sohl No o 1271 under the Khyhnr  Pakhlunkinwa, Palice Rules, 1875
(armentineny 2014).

Unel facts of the case are thal as per preliminary enquiry conducled
by SDPO Lachi, Kohat agamst LHC Schail No. 1271 for the allegations that he
has 1ssued Drving License No, 108000083234 in shortest time to a person, who
'3 Gul o countty, besides misplace the record af 1157 Driving Licenses and izsue
79 dnuing license without the signature of MLA which is professional gross
risconduct on tus pant and vring bad name to the enlire police department in the
eyes of General public,

He was served with charge sheel and statement of allegavons. SP
Investigalion Kohat was appointed as enquiry ofiicer lo proceed agzinst him
departmentally. The enquiry officer submit finding report and found hin' guilty of
the charges and recommended for major punishment

He wias issued Final Show Cause Notice, reply of Final Show
couse Notice received and found un-salisfactory. Hence, the defaulter olficial
was called in OR on 22.05.2024. heard in person, but he faited {o advanck any
p.ausible explanalion in his cefense.

In view of abave and available record, 1 agree with the findings of
enquiry officer, therelore, in exescise of the powers conferred upon me, under the
rules 1bid | Muhammad Omer Khan, Districl Police Officer, Kohat is hereby

impose a major punishment of “roduction In pay by three stages in tho same

time scale for the period of threo years with immecediate effect.

W/

Dl&;:T T POLICE OFFICER,
— " KOHAT
osno_D/3
Daic ,-i?f_r— S — 12024 ’ O
No S8US = 447 IPA dated Kohat the 574" < 2024,
Copy of above lo the:- ' :

1. eader/SRC/OHC/ Pay officer for necessary action, v e
e ik TS S L R N
L N L S o
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| o Ofﬁce of the
T ;strlct Police Offic
er,
_ Kohat -

-"hm'd .‘:‘..—2_&! 20
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KOHAT, 4y o JR. "Mman H
A3 Comprten IAN_PSP,- BISTRICT  POLICE OFfiIC
—— . tlent O_F ER,

Mihye
L "‘. vnde; Khyber Pa BRiezhws Pelve  Rules -
* rn..ﬁdf_ “i o

t-l‘. ","
u'lm-.,ng ac

."n ‘Jf ey N
°-rs:-l 'l‘lh- ey e )+ m-m tl HH \I‘.ll.l [.HC S.Phhﬂil--ﬂu._lg_l .
"""""'-‘" Qginnst. 4 wau have nmisted the

lm’ﬂls:-luna v
_ “”‘ H ”“‘ e :u.mg, uf Hulr Tl t‘lr Piisce Rules 1975

] - " - AS per. P!cllm[nqry gnquuy conducted bJ SDPO lLachi,
x"h‘“ “Qﬂfnst you LMC. Sohail No. 1271 for the
allegations Hlat you have’ t'...mcd Drwln_; License No.
_1030000832.‘3¢ tn shortest tirme to a person, who is out

‘-Iof cauntry, bcsidcs misplace the record of 1157 Df‘"‘ﬂg

-‘.,Llcenscs and Lssue 79 ‘driving - ticense without the

" signature - uf rfLA Ywhich " is profcssionnl gross

".fﬂi«SCOnduct oin Your part: aﬂd bdng ‘bad name to the -

‘entire Pali’ce dcpartment in the cyc.v ochncrnl public.

C o Ty e % of tre above. velr aonesr o be gty of
. N ttasuns, u; ARC above, vou appent Tlo be vy

 rmseanduct under Rule 3 uft e R Hes. tad L. hu e rendere i ,uur-u.lf frabrie 0

wibor any of the peral trs -p-c ﬁcé izt thie Rulesd of the Rules bid.

"3 o _ You are! ‘ih’cr'rcforc ru,uucd : :mb mt yuur '-""lt-u-'n
statement withine 07 duys of the rccc;pt of “thas t.hr.rg,c Sheet to the c.nqun‘\'
ofizeesr. ' ‘ )

‘ | Officer

Your wnrtey dcf:n.sr: if .m) shuuld n..u.h lh'l.. E'tqulr}: 1

t"!':." the spc_ﬂ'cd seriod, .uhn, .w.hu.h i :.hm! L p'm.:.u:m.d that you have no

"t fense $n pul 1 und-ex-ourte m.;:u_n shall e Giken .s;,.unm yuu.
t

[

- A statementiof allegauun i cniciused,

5§ CamScanner

S R
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" No0.4962-63/PA . A ) -~ !.Dated 25-8-2023

_ BETTER COPY
®

Office of the
District Police Officer,
Kohat

N\

CHARGE SﬂEET

I, - FARHAN - KHAN PSP, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

 KOHAT, ‘as. competent - authority -under."Khyber ' Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules

(amendments 2014) 1975, am of the opmlon that you: LHC Sohail No. 1271
rendered yourself liable to be- proceeded against as: you have omitted the

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

i As per prelimiﬁari; .eﬁq'uiryl-'coriductéd ‘by SDPO Lachi,
Kohat against you LHC Sohai!:’ No. 1271 for the

. allegations that you have “issued Driving License .No.
10800008323;__! I shd‘r"fest'ti__me to a pers_on, who is out
of country, besides. miépldce th'e'.reéofd of 1157 Driving
'Ltcenses- arid‘:f'issue"?9“¢driving- license - without the
‘signature of, MLA ~which is professional gross
misconduct on your: part and bring bad name to the
entire -police department in the eyes of General public

2. By reasons. of the -‘above, you .'ap'p'eér .to be guilty of
" misconduct under Rule 3 of the Rules -ibid and have rendered yourself liable to-
"all o any of the penalties specified in the-Rule 4 of the Rules ibid.

3. You are, therefore, reqt}ired to submit - your written
. statement within- 07 daysof the ‘receipt of this Chaf_ge.Sheet to the enquiry.
officer. ‘ o |

Ydur"v'vritten' defenae" 'if"'an'y should reach“the Enquiry 'Ofﬂcer |
within the specified period, farhng which it shall be presumed that you have no

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

e, . A statement of -allegation.is'enclc)sed.

. . Sd/-
. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
KOHAT
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- BETTER COPY
o OFFICE OF THE

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

~ KOHAT .
R Tel 0922-920116 Fax 920125 _
No. 1675_/PA ‘dated Kohat the 06/3/2024

< o -

. FINAL SHOW. CAUSE NOTICE
1. I, = Mr. Farhan Khan; PSP; District Police Officer, Kohat,

- .as competent - authority, under, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules,

1975 (amended 2014} is hereby serve you LHC-Sohail No. 1271 as
follows:- .

“i. . That consequent upon the. complemon of inquiry conducted
against you by the inquiry officer for ‘which you were given
‘opportunity of hearing vide offce No. 4962-63 /PA dated . -
25.08.2023.

1. On ‘going, through the ﬁndmg and recommendations of the
inquiry officer, the matérial.on record and other connected
‘papers. including your defense before the inquiry officer.

I am satisfied that you have committed the following
acts/ omissions, specified in section 3 of the said ordmance

‘As-'pef prelimmary enquu’y conducted by SDPO Lachi,
_Kohat against you LHC:Sohail No. 1271 for the allegations
that you:have-issued: Drlvmg License No. 108000083234
"in shortest time -to a .person, who" is out of country,
_besides- misplace ‘the record of 1157 Driving ‘Licenses
and iissue. 79 driving lxcense without the signature of
MLA which is professmnal gross misconduct on your part
‘and bnng ‘bad-name to -the.entire ‘police -department in
the: eyes- -of General pnblic :

"o . As 'a result thereof I, 'as compeétent -authority, have
) -tentatlvely decided to impose upon you major penalty provided under the

Rules ibid. ‘
3. "~ 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.
4, If no reply to this notice is recewed 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.

S. - The copy of the finding of i mqulry ofﬁcer is enclosed

.. Sd/-
'DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
' KOHAT
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- Office of the
¢ | pistrict Police Officer,
- . Kohat

.4
F ORI

i !‘df!'lrl\.

DISCIPLINARY AcTION

L
ROHAT as competen: \mﬁﬂ__RHA__H_KM&&' DISTRICT_POLICE OEFICER,
1271 have .':.'n(h-rl:j. .':ufhnr'm Am 4l the wpiun that yeu LHC _Sohall l!f:.
under Khyber Pyx €@ Yoursell alle 1 he procceded apianst departmentaliv
A aRMunkhu., Polier Wi 1975 {;\l‘ﬂrﬂd"i"”t Jbiy g el brigue

OIS
ittes the {follwine actsf s,

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
L. As per preliminary eu’quiry conducted by SDPO

Lachi, Kohat against yc:u LHC Sohall No. 1271 for
ued Driving

the allegations that L“'" have Iss
License No. 1080000831’34 (n shortes! timc to a
person, who is out of country. besides misplace
the record of 1157 DdL:ing Licenses and issuc 79
driving leonse without the signature of bILA
which (s professiunul yross misconduct on your
part and bring bad mE:mc ta the entirc police

department in the cyes of General public.
1

2 For tne parpase of scrutimgry the condugt_of sovl
weeused with referenie 1o the ahme allegations_ S I3 £ roev: 48 1
s nppuinted By caquin uificer The eneuiny otficer shall 133 accordance
srovision of the Police Rule- 1974, provide teasatble opportimty ol heating to
the arcused official, tecord lus Hudoigs wnd pake, witlin fwenty Gve days ol
the receipt of this erder, fecommendatons ws (o paishment or vt
apprupnate uctiun ugainst the uceised ofesal

The accused offictal sholt juin the proceeding on the

date, time and place fixed by the enguiny vlfices [

i “\/

with

i
DI'S:I\'R.ICT POLICE OFFICER,
Y. KOHA
& Z < i
/B B8 ipn, dued_R S &-_12023 >
Copy of abuve to- _
! SL [ Iss s The EnguiryfiOfficee dforninivating £
proccedings agamst the accused under,the: provisionsyof ; Police "!i
Rule-1975 TR R g e 3

The Accused officinl :- with the directivns lo a e:fx"" hefi
Enquiry Officer, on the date, time ﬁl'ldfpla(:c ﬁxccrl“:)y hin: Orl:r l:;:;
purpase of enguiry proceedings. ' ' R
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Through Proper Channel

_05-2
aﬂ’ﬁag_acmms_mugﬁso__gmﬁhngﬁ‘955{;
VIDE 0 NO.513 IN WHICH THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AMAR-E
Eum&umm_gf.ﬂmus;ugmwur_Tu&ﬁﬂ&GﬁJ N_T!
SAME_MMQE_IHLEEBLOD;_OLIHEEL_YE&&S—EMJ:‘

IMMEDIATE EFFECT.

Respectfully Shewelh,

SUBJECT:

With great veneration the ingtant review appeal is preferred by the
appellant on the following groupds:- Al

Eaces:

Briefly facts as per Impugned order are that as per preliminary enquiry .
conducted by SDPO Lachi Koht against the appellant for the allegation
that he has Issued Dnving Llcetse No 108060083234 in shertest time Lo

a person who s out of cnun:uy besides misplace the record of 1157 ?}
Driving Licenses and issue 7!‘ drlving license without the signature of '
MLA which is professional gross misconduct on his part and bring bad y

name to the entire police department in the eyes of General public.{Copy
of impugned order Is annexed ps annexure A) )

That the appeliant duly submitted the reply of charge sheet and final

show cause notice but the SGI‘F’IE was not perused and directly issued the o]
Impugned order (Copy of Charge Sheet and FCN along with reply is

~ annexcd as annexure B) "Ef

2

.That according to perwana dated 02-07-2021 which is self explanarary R

i

which reveals that the duty of
candidate nor 1o issue neith
document in respect of liced

appellant is Just to print the license card of
2r having any authority to obtain ar any
se processing but this factum has been

H

ignored . o
T

" That the appellant since hisideptoyment in concern branch no single
complaint has ever been pref:rred against the appellant tili to date but
upon the complaint in whichj the name of the appellant has not been l'_' _
mentioned nor any role awribyted to the appellant and during enquiry the %
relevant person In respect of Ifsulng lhel‘!gens_e has not been examine by‘
the enquiry officer which shofv the dellhe‘rétely Indulge the appellant In
to enquiry which is agaiﬁst 1o the rules and regulation .

That there is no single evidence avallable on record which speaks that

apgellant had commitierd any iscanduct or earned a bad name to entire

police department .
ixsy 2
~-am$?‘ JJ'-';' bV
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This arger will cl|spnsc of 1hie dqmﬂﬂl

amed Na 271 gof district Ky sgamst the ordcr of D‘*“" el Puhu
was heee 5[3565 ‘in the sa

) nppt.dl prefcm‘d by Constable Sohaj[: :
o Officer, Kahat wheeeby he "\
me time scale for ¥
“u award.d major’ Punishimen of "-t!ucxmn in pay by .
'€ period S !
. of threé Years Vlde op ND SI:] dﬂ‘Cd 24.05. 2024 ucwd by Sub

nd
l]ﬂtf fm.l.-. ol' |Il¢ CQSL are. lhﬂl ﬂ.s F,.r pmhmlnﬂf)' enquu'y ¢o
had -issued  driving license

‘he had
out ‘the”

. [sts:onnl Police . Omccr l._'xchl -Rohat, mc appcu‘ml
-No. thOOUOB]lu A -3 shortest umc 10 a:person, who was out: ‘of country. Bgsides,

_ - misplace the n.cnrd 0[‘ 1157 ngm;, llccnscs anid- hod 1ssucd 79 driving licenses. with
: sugn:uurc of- MLA,. wh:ch is- pmf‘cssmnnl gross mmnducl on his part and had brought a ‘bad-

+

o n:um. for.the cnlm. Police dcpnnmcnl in eyes of gcm.rnl F“bl“’

' Proper departmentat: it:nf.n.nr)r pmcccdmgs were: u'uualed sgainst- hin and

- Superintendent of Police* lnvcst:galmn Kohat was appointed as EanlfY Officer. The Enquiry
Officer, afier fullillmen of codal’ ftl‘nmhllcs. submitted his [i I'ndmgs whcrcm the appzllant was
loung euilty of the, charges Jeveled -Jg-'unst{hsm He was, therofore, rcconunclldcd for major

- Punishiment under e n.!cvruu tules, . ! . . .

f\cc’Plﬂs In view the rccommcndaunns of the l:nquhy Officer and the above cited -

. cir r=1-lrnbmnm:s of the cusc the dclmqunm offi icer was nwurdcd mnjor punishment of reduction in X

‘ pay l’)' three Slngcs in-the same time scnlc for the pcnod ufthrec )cm v:de 0B No.'513, dated - '1
" 24.05.2024. : ! .

J"eclm;, nggncvcd !'rum the. order of Disirict Police Oﬂiccr. Kohat, the nppcllnm

“preferred the. instant appeal. He way summoncd and heard in. pcrson in Ordcr!y Room held in

‘ the office of the. l.mdcral},ned ‘on-20.08.2024. Durmg persona! hcaﬂng. the appellant ‘did not |

. advance any plausible cxplanuuon in his dclcnse. .

Ion:gmug invicw, I, Sher A!cbar, l'SI’ S.St, chlonnl Police: Officer,
ltuhal being lhu uppc!lnlc authority,” nm of. lhc con51dcrcd oplmon that the. charges leveled -
against-him have heen fully t.SlIlb!lS.hl.d The punishment of reduction-in pay by three. st.ages in
the same time scale for ll:c pcrmd of- lhrcc years awarded by lhc Dlslncl Pohee Oﬂ' icer, Kohatis. _

o jusul' ¢d and, therclore, warr:mls no lnicrf-"rulbc chcc, uppcal of‘ Constable Sohail Ahmed

CINe27Ls heeeby. rcjcctcd br.lnb dcvu:d of substance’ and merit.

. Om‘:'r Amnounced
L20.08.2024

RAT I .!. S

éf /f”’ ,51 s '*37 ' . o - Kohat Region
"’___JEC Dalcd Kohat the /=2 2024, ..
‘ Copy forwarded ' to District Police Officer, Kohat for mI‘ormauon and necessary

o, b his uftice Meus: No. 43407113, dn!cd‘OB 07. "024 Scrvice' Rccord und Fuji- Missa! are

. :Llumcd herewith. “J-"r»@
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1

ant by not ging

appell person

i as not heard in on
basis of false allegat

the
d held quilty
an quiry

, -

1. That agaln an unjust has been Hane with the
ample opportunity of cioss examipauon as wel
hor properly enquited the a!lcuautpn. Just on the
the appeflant was awarded majot punishinent g o e
appellant without following the {prescribed rules relating
roceedings as per Pollce Rules 1975 (amended 2014).

t with the
2. That there is nothing on record lhlclu cannects the appgllaﬂ
allegation,

3. That nothing has been proved b yond any shadow of doubt that the

appellant has committed any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police
department. '

| . :
4. That there are numerous good gntries in the service record of the
appellans which could be verified ut this fact has not been taken in

consideration while awarding the n'lcajor punishment which is against to
the canon of justice.

5. Thaj the appellant was neither provided an opportunity 1o cross examine

the switnesses nor to praduce defense evidence and - the enquiry
proceedings accordingly defoctive.

6. That the appellant dragged unneceslsarily into litlgation which is clearly
mentioned in 2008 SCMR 725,

7. That while awarding the ir_npugneg major punishment the relevant
testimonial were not provided to the appellant and in this regard time
and again repeated request ware maae by the appellant but in vain which
Is very much necessary as per 1991 PL.C €5 706 & PLC 1991 584,

Crounds; |

a. That during enquiry none from {he general public was examined in

suppoart of the charges leveled against the appellant. No allegatlon
mentioned above are practiced j?y the appeilant nor proved against
any cogent reason against tlt appellant despite of repeaied
requests tender by the appeliant 10 call the concern witnesses [dr
probing the facts but the salq was not considered by enquiry
officer of the commiutee.

That the appellant was neither Intimated nor informed by any
‘-
source of medium regarding| enquity proceedings for any

L%
disciplinary action which shows blas on the part of quarter concern.
W

€. That the appellant 1 hohesﬁ’and edicated ane and leave no stone
unturned 1o discharge hls duues.\
} t
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' Coty ibits
. . e 1948 pral‘ll
3. Thatas Der uUniversal dcclamluan of human tghis. -
the, E“*-"l"-‘ll 'dnscteuon T
i 1
e, Tha: the nmpunned ordet’ whlmsi:a][? -and arbitrary:- o is
) apparant : from the - H'ﬂuunnml'i ordér on the basis that ther
sérigus COﬂlradICIlDﬂ in enqu[n{ procezdmg’ pfOVidEd that. (hf!

- appellanticas Sunpose to make vitness against the wrang daer bul
in -.:un

whir.h 15

D e

-
. L]

That.tne’impugned order is nm based on sound; reasons-and same

i : ' .7 i3 not sustainable in’ the eyesl of faw. The sama is based on wrong
: : assumpnon of facts:

S,  Thattha depanmental enqum.r was not conducted ‘according to the
-
riles. Lo . . >
- , i .
l‘ L . That the impugned arder is oltcame of surmises and conjecture.

Pray: . - ' o
‘tn the vlew of above circumstanr.es it Is: humhly prayed

that the impugned order of. menxloned above ‘may’ gractousw be set -
aslde for the end of justice. | '

odd/f/oj/zoz.«. |

.(Appellant). . ‘ .o

Sohail Ahmed -
[LHC-IE?!]Pohce Lines Kohat
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