
»-

FORM OF ORDER SHFET
Court of

Appeal No. 2029/2024

Order or.other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

18/10/20241- -Thc appeal of Mr: Inam Ullah rcsubmilicd today, 

by him. It is fixed Tor preliminary hearing before Single 

i^cneh al Peshawar on 01.1 1.2024. Parcha ITshi given to the' 

appellant.

By order of the Chairman



.H, •-

.The appeal of Mr. inamuilah received today i.e on 07.10.202-') is incomplete 

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

completion and resubmission v^/ithin 15 days.

^l;;/According to sub-rule-4 of rule-6 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal rules 1974 respondent no. 1, 4 are un-necessary/improper 

parties, in light of the rules ibid and on the written direction of the 

Worthy Chairman the above mentioned respondent number be 

deieted/struck out frorr! the list of respondent.
2- Copy of charge sheet in respect of appellant mentioned in the memo of 

apprL\ai is not attached with the appeal.
^ Address of appellant is incomplete be completed according to rule 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974,
4 Three more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. 

complete in all respect for Tribunal and one for each respondent be 

submitted with the appeal.

S!?^!.-./lnst./2024/KPST,
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SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
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High Court at D.I.Khan..
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( BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR.

2^Apical No. /2024

lna?n Ullah Khan APPELLANT
VERSUS.

J
Govt, of K.P.K and others RESPONDENTS

INDEX
j

S# Description of Documents An.nexure Page # I
i

1 Grounds of Appeal alongwith Memo of
addresses of the parties

y •/-6 I

2 Copy of Statement of Allegations
_________________________ ■

Reply submitted by present Appellant
______ 3ef(cr •_'________
Copy of impugned order dated 
10.05.2024

A 1-s
3 B 7“//
4 c- ••

5 Copy of Departmental Appeal D

6 Vakalatnama o
Daied: / /2024 Humble Appellant

€ illatfi^'n 

Through Counsel
am

f
I

Muhammad Mohsin All 
Advocate Supreme Court.
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BEFORE THE KHYEBR PATCHTTTNKHWA SEEVICR
TRIBTJNAT. PESHAWARI

{. !
I '

t
4.S.ANo. /2024 iI

t

Inam Ullah Khan Constable Belt No. 145 District 

PoHce Lakki Marwat.
Cell No.0333-9244412 + 0311-1538260 4

Appellant
VEBSUS

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
2. Regional PoHce Officer/ D.I.G Bannue Region, Bannu.

Respondents
X

APPEAL U/S-4 OF THE KHYBF.R 

PAKHTUNKHWA SRRVrr.ff.S TRfTtUNAT. APT
' 1974 TO AGAINST THE IMPUGNED OFFICE 

ORDER BEARING N0.321-25/PA UATff.n 

, 10.06.2024 ISSUED BY RESPONDENT N0.2 

\VIDE WHICH HE AWARDED MA.TOR 

PUNISHMENT TO APPET.T.ANT O'P 

"DEMOTION FROM THE RANK OF IHC TO

M
I

f

1

CONSTABLE”A

\ r*' i \
/
I-

. PRAYER; On acceptance of instant appeal this 

Honourable Tribunal may be pleased to declared 

the impugned office order bearing No.321-25 

/PA dated 10.05.2024 issued by respondent No.2 

as illegal, without lawful authority, without 

jurisdiction, void ab initio and ineffective 

the rights of the appellant and is Hable to be set ■ 
aside and to reinstate the

i'

upon

1

i »



©
appellant to the subect post of "IHC” alongwith all back 

benefits on the grounds appearing hereinafter;

OR .

GRANT any other relitjf considered just and appropriate under 

the given circumstanc(js of the case.

Respectfully sheweth:

That the appellant joinsd the police force on 26.07.2007 and 

is serving as IHC (No.145) in the District Police Lakki 

Marwat.

That the appellant pe "formed his duties diligently and with 

great zeal and zest. The'appellant has been awarded with 

commendations certificates.

That during the service at Police Station Serai Naurang, 

Lakki Marwat, an inquiry was initiated against the appellant 

andg^other police offi:ials and to that effect Mr. Zia-ud-Din
•

Ahmed (PSP), DPO ^annu was nominated Enquiry Officer. •

The appellant receivsd charge sheet and statement of ^

allegations vide Ends: No. 62-63 dated 08.04.2024, the

detail of allegations are mentioned in the statement of

allegations. The appellant submitted his reply regarding

charge sheet and Statement of allegations. The respondent

No.tLdid not provide sn opportunity of personal hearing and

without issuing the final show cause notice, he issued the
»

impugned order datec' 10.05.2024 vide which he awarded 

Major Punishment to appellant of Demotion from the rank of 

IHC to Constable. Copies of statement of allegations, reply 

and impugned order’dated 10.05.2024 are enclosed as 

Mark-A to C respecti\/3ly.

1.

*«' •
2.

3.

* '1

•% t-

That, the appellant', filed the departmental appeal on 

07.06.2024 to Wo.thy IGP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar. But, the appeal of the appellant is not decided. 

Copy of departmental appeal is enclosed as Mark-D.

4.

•t .



•% .1

GROUNDS: i

I . i

I. That prior to is suance of impugned order, final show 

cause notice was not issued to the appellant.

No opportunity, of audience was afforded to the 

appellant. ,

The inquiry was not conducted in a transparent 
manner. ^

No proper opportunity of defense and 

examining the record/evidence, so collected by the 

inquiry officer, v/as afforded to appellant.

The inquiry report was not communicated to the 

appellant for placing defense thereof before the 

authority.

The RPO / respondent No. ^was not competent 

authority to issue the impugned order; hence the 

appellant was not proceeded as per law. According to 

Police Rules. 1975 {amended in 201), the Authority 

for awarding punishment to the appellant is vested to 

DPO but the appellant has been awarded Major 

Punishment by RPO, Bannu Region, who is an 

appellate Autho::ity as declared by the Rules ibid.

That the allegations given in statement of allegations 

and charge she’et were not proved and the contents 

of statement of allegations and charge sheet 
contradictory to the facts.

No material, except self-assumed decision of the 

inquiry officer, 6ould be collected in the support of 

charge sheet and summary of allegations 

Fair Trial" is the constitutional right 'of every person,, 

held accused of certain charges; but in this case a 

fair trial has not been conducted. Thus, legair sanctity 

cannot be .attached to the office orders in question. 

That the impugned order is legally unwarranted and 

without any solid proof.

That the respondent No. ^not properly appreciated 

the material a'>ailable on record and facts and 

erroneously awarded the major punishment to

*> •«

II.

III.

IV. cross

V.

VI.

\

VII.

are
'I

VIII.

IX-.

« .

X.

XI.



©
I ^

appellant. Moreover, the respondent No. t failed to 

decide the appeal of the appellant within statutory 

period; ■ hence the appellant is filling the instant 
appeal.

The impugned order of respondent No. ^is based on j 

malafide, arbitrary, against the canon. of justice, 

equity and fair play. Thus the same is liable to be set 
aside.

That the grounds of departmental appeal may kindly 

be considered as integral part of the instant appeal 

and the counsel for the appellant may t<indly be 

allowed to argue the additional grounds at the time of 
arguments.

.*.t

XII.

XIII.

n •

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this appeal 
this Honourable Tribunal may be pleased to pass orders as 

prayed for in the heading of this appeal.

Dated: / /2024 Hu ^lei^pellant
A

tlaf^i^fennam
Through Co^sehj

Muhammad Mohsin Aii 
Advocate Supreme Court.

•'.I
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BEFORE THE KBTYEBK FAKHTUNKHWA STi^RvrnF. 
) TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

I
I>

/2024. S.ANo. • .
i

i
i .

4 t
I

. Inam UUah Khan Constable Belt No.-l^S District 

Police Lakki Marwat. ■ *s \*
' Appellant

\I >.• »\
VERSUS

1. Inspector-General, of, ,Police,. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. '

2. Regional Police Officer/ D.LG Bannue Region, Bannu.

Respondents

. I

i:- •_
i '

■ 1.:
I

tt*} ;!
AFFIDAVIT .

I, Inam UUah Kh^ Constable Belt No. 145 District 

Police Lakki Maiwat," do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare on-Oath that; the contents of the service appeal. 
- are true and correct toHhe best of my knowledge and 

belief'and nothing'has been concealed or withheld from 

this Hon’ble Tribunal;.' •‘.V

EXPONENT •
.. - CMC: 11201-9076964-6

Cell: 0311-1638260

Wc. V

*
<-1I

V

‘1 ^ r'

dentified by Coun^ t

\f> ia.
18 OCT 2024: ^•'?>.____ I

P*»«V•) ■ I.

;!. . <
I

/A. * r»l’
t:

I i t. •
\ \

1

I
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BEFOBE THE KHYEBE PAKHTITNKHWA SF.PVTnRi
TEIBUNAL PESHAWAB.

4

S.AN6. 720^4

Inam UUah Khan

VERSUS
t

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar & Others ‘

A

ADDRESSES OF PARTTPS j

PETITIONER.
S I

Inam Ullah Khan Constable Belt No. 145 District 

Pohce Lakki Marwat.
\

4%

s
V-

i «
ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS

1. Inspector General of Pohce, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
2. Regional Pohce Officer/ D.I.G Bannue Region, Bannu.

!

Dated: / /2024 V// Ia /L

LANT
1

APPEL
%

Inam Ullah Khan 

Through CounselV-.

I
I

J
I Muhammad Mohsin Ah 

Advocate Supreme Court.
I,!
.1

‘ /

J
I .

t

1
f
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■ S rA'I KMK.N t- nir a i t vn a •■
/^dr

. ........................ , '^®Bional Police OmccrJinnnu^Rcyion nontui ;.<;
^OJiljKLnl iiulltorily. am of llic opinion that Innmiinnh AS] No.l4lsVPS Semi 
!ias reiulcivcl himself liable to lie

mu ..
I. Qasim All Klian•■/

NaiiriiimK Laldd Marw^o
.............. - the following miscond^^^^

me.imny ol (lisciplinaiy Rules 1975 (with amciulnicnis 201'!).

/4
•SUMIVIARY OF AM ^■■f:A^ ln^’

■- Reportedly „„ 12.03,202.1 Nt,„r„„8 |.oliec ,'eittcd n truck ettrryittg edible good.e ttlong with NCR cloth.

> fhe NCP cloth was hniulcti o\cr to ' 

ciisuiiii iiiiihoriiics arc obliv ions to the ense/

'' All the seized clolli is kepi ir, a secret location ht Serai Naurang 
is done by police.

cusioin aiilhorilies-wiihonl any written evidence; however.f

whereas vvliccling and dealingarea,

Ihttnch K.|. IV.,l,t,rvt,r „„J cottcittded/toco.utnettdl’ 'rr^cd ’ ■

mttiiiry coniniiticc has reached to the conclusion that thevircumslances and available record the i 
following wcro fotivid utiilly.:’

.S.Nn. -—1_______ Niitiic and Designation
!n5fv?ct&y t£bad Wazir. SI IH P^crai Naiiranc

L'lloh Ho.ld5 PS ScratNanraiio —
, z!nhid. No. 1002. GmiMcf to Cbad Wazir

■ ^------------Alanmir. No.642. OiinnerTo l-bad Wazir.

V'vv \tK piwpcie f CcnaticT of the said accused w/r to

UVKjMnyC'fiVa.

............... .

2
3

to the above allegations. :'rc;je;- 
r../Ji..nd.Din Ahmed n»SI>V ni>r. nominated as

The aceii.scd shall join the proccedi■ngs on the dafl time and place n.Ncd by the inquiry odicer. '
*• .

) V. •' '-y '
Rcgidnal'Pdlico Omcer, 

llaiinn Region, 
Rannn

Dalcd;08/04/2024I opics to;- <

iiiiclligeiieeoniniL'^v?dh';/|j'j?Q/ ''''' "^'C-^sary action with the direction dial “an

»>■ ■i.u worihy Polie. Chkf .^vb"™ S
period ami submit llndings ' 'J"'plclc the eiKpiiry wiilii,, stipulated
The District Pnliee O'licer. l,.akki Marwal lor inforination.

No,

i

Rcgionnl Police oniccr, 
Unnnti Region, 

Rniinn

• ■



d)K
BETTER rnpv

STATEMENT OF ALLFGATIOMS

I, Qasini All Khan (PSP) Regional PoIlt;e Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu as competent 
authority, am of the opinion that Inam UHah ASi No.„ . . ----------- 145fPS Serai Naurano^. Lakki
Marwat has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against as he committed the 
following misconduct within the meaning of disciplinary Rules 1975 (with amendments

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS
1. Reportedly on 12-03-2024 Nauraig Police seized a truck carrying edible goods 

alongwith NCP cloth.
2. The NCP cloth was handed over to custom authorities without 

evidence, however, custom authorities are oblivious to-the case.
3. All the seized cloth is kept in a secret location at Serai Naurang area, whereas 

wheeling and dealing is done by police.
4. An Inquiry into the subject matter was conducted by the office of DIG Internal 

Accountability Branch K.P, Peshawar and concluded/ recommended that "In light 
of the above mentioned circumstances and available record the inquiry committee 
has reached to the conclusion that the following police officials were found guilty".

any written

S. No. Name and Designation
Inspector Ebad Wazir, SHO PS Serai Naurano
ASI Inam Ullah No. 145 PS Serai Naurano________
Constable Zahld, No. 1002, Gunner to Ebad Wazir 

■Constable Alamqlr. No. 642. Gunner to Ebad Wazir.

1
2
3
4

For the purpose of scruitining the conduct of the said accused w/r to the above 
allegations, proper departmental proceedings are initiated 
(gS). DPO Bannu is nominated as enquiry officer.

The Inquiry officer shall provided reasonable opportunity of hearing to the 
accused, record statements etc and findings within 25 days after the rccciot of 
this order.

The accused shall join the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed bv the 
inquiry officer,

tdjn Ahmad

I
!

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, 

Bannu.
Dated: 08-04-2024

>'
No. 62-63/PA
Copies to:- <

1. The District Police Officer, Bannu/'Enquiry Officer for necessary action with the 
direction that "an Ihteiligence outfit as well as DPO Lakki Marwat report/ 
statement ca-inot be wished away'\as desired by the worthy Police Chief, Khybef 
Pakhtunkhwa, Please complete the enquiry within stipulated period and submit 
findings.

2. The District P)lice Officer, Lakki Marwat for Information.

Vr. Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, 

Bannu.
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CHARGKSHrrT
-■*- .

f
>-ST VVHbRl-AS, I am salisHcd 

‘■'iulmciii.s20M)is
tfiat a fonna! i 

necessary and expedient.
'”q>'iry as coiunniplated in the Kl> Police RulesU-.: I'ns (with am

r

and WHEREAS. I am of the v[
. P^’f^illyiisconlinerl in Rules 4

)
that the allegation.-if established. view 

•1(b) of the aforesaid woiilcl call i;,r ,1
I'tilcs.

l

iNOW ■'HEREFORE. as!•
O-wfr,, ,1- , , required by Rule 6-l(a)

•'.wu.ilioiis a]ipi.-iKlcd herewith.

Ihc aforesiiid Kuk's. I.
Bannu charge > ou FCAlamsiUVo.h43 

UlSlfor misconduct

lOIl;

the basis of..

'A |IFRI-:.-\S. fclireci .'ou hirthci' ui'ider R-- 

eccipc of t!-.:; :' -
e

;

jII woulc •

ft
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■ k' 0-/^BETTER COPY

CHARGE SHEET

WHEREAS, I am satisfied that a formal inquiry as contemplated in the KP Police 

Rule 1975, (with amendment 2014) ismecessary and expedient.
J

AND WHEREAS, I am of the view that the allegation, if established would for. S- 

major penalty as confined in Rules 4-l(b) of the aforesaid rules.
• A

\

NOW THEREFORE, as required by Rul6 6-I(a) of the aforesaid Rules, I, Qasim Ali 

Khan (PSP) Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu Charge you FC 

ALamqir No. 642 (Gunner to EhaH Wazir. PS Sp»rai NauranoV 

Mgrwpt for misconduct on the basis of summary of allegations appended, • 

herewith.

^kki*
I

AND WHEREAS, I directed you further under the Rule 6-I(b) of the

K

« (
1

I

\ s.

I •

C

r’
I

J

t
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‘C-T/J?-'
Thir, order will dispose oC dcparlmciUal enquiry, eonduttccL against U\C liuun

/ • •%, ???Fr^5v-

-C
the following allegalions;-No. 145 VS Stii ai Nimrunii, l-ahki Manvat on

►
• ;

■ :s=rrr=“:--”-'— '
vcrhal'orders from Dl’O Lakki. However, Customs Amhontics

wlllunil any written evidence, on the 
denies receipt of the smuggled cloth from Nniirang Police.

secret location at Serni Naurang area: whereasfuillK-r learnt that. sci7.cd cloth was kcpI a 
done by IhcSHO.

'> It wa.s
wheeling and dealing

A •.

was

. A„ enquirv into the subiec. matter was i^ondnCcd by the office of DIG Internal Accountability
and concludcd/recommcnded that “In liglit of the above mc.itioiic

has reached to the. conclusion that thelhaiich K.P Pc.shawar
and available record the inquiry cominiUeccirciimslances 

following police omccr/officials found guilty.”were
Name and Desigmrtum

~hrsnc^o7S Wa-/.ir. SHO PS Serai Naurang-------
me Inam IJUiih No.l45 PS Sciai Naurang^___

“Constable pallid. No. 1002. Gunner to Kbad Wa/iL_
•4^____ flTonstable Alamgir,-No.f)42. Gunner to Cbad Wnzir,

Proper chiivgc sheet and statement of allegation were 
„ir.ccr/ollkl.ls on the »bovc allcgalions and Dl'O llannu wos appointed as Enquiry Office,' tn 

se,'u.ini'r,e tite conduct of the delinquent nffieer/offieials. The Enquiry Officer subnu.ted 

r,ndins report ride bis covering letter Nn.l869/HC dated 29.04.2024 and reconnnended to be

awarded wiiii soiiablc piinishincnl.

S.Nn.
1.

• ’ fl
2

t"
issued to the delinquent

his

perused. I'he delinquent otTicer was also heard in person or.i inJing report was
e.vplnnalion of the delinquent officer has not been found plausible aud not,ecu

10.0.^.:()2d. 'flv 

Ihal;-

Tariq Habib waS informed telephonically by the then

SI-IO Naurang I'.had Wazir regarding seizure of smuggled cloth and' 

ni’O to hand over the said item to Customs authorities but the same was not done.

As per sunemenl of custom authorities, they did not lake over tire smusgicd cloth from 

the Police staff of PS Serai Naurang.

The then DPO l.akki Marwal Mr.
directed.by thewas

i

N(i.l45 PS Serai Nsmrang neither maintained anyV The Police Official tllC Imim Ullnh
Police stations’ registers regarding seizure of the smuggled cloth nor adopted

the pi oerJurc of required legal / codal formalities.
record in

a//[/h n y Thev have not handed over the smuggled cloth to Custom authorities rather have dealt the

better known to him andS- owner of the smuggled cloth in a private manner for reasons 

earned a bad name for the department.

> .



"-3?r

k
Keeping in view ihe above, I Qas.im Ali Khan, PSP, Regional Police Officer, 

ilannii Region Bawnu am of firm opinion tliat the accused official IHC fnam Ullali Nn.]45 PS 

Serai Nauraiig has knowingly concealed fact* and hoodwinked his seniors. V

'I'hcrcforc, I, Qasim Ali Khan, Regional Police OlHccr, Bannu Region Bannu, in 

exercise of the powers vested in me under Kliyber Pakhlunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 (amended in 

2014) hereby award him major punishment of Demotion front the rank of IHC (o Constable 

with immediate cITcct. fie is reinstated into service.
ORDER ANNOUNCED
Dated:/.j /o.C/2024.

/

tegiODaPP^l'fei^ ^ 
Bannu Region, 

Bannu

■,'»S

leer.

/PA. dated Bannu the / o /O f?2024

> 'fhe Deputy Inspector General of Police, Headquarters, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar. 
The Assll: inspector General of PolicryEstabiishmcnt, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar..

> 'I'hc DPO-l^akki Marwat for informal’on and necessary action.
^ The District Accounts Officer, Lakki Marwat for information and necessary action.
> OBlcc Supdt:/E.C RPO Office, Bannu.

C’c:

I

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, 

Bannu

t

• t

%
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i I' To,
The Worthy Inspector General of Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ’

I’r
»

til' through proper CHANNFII \;;mft ■

I; Subject: [SSUED^BY ORDER OF DEMOTION 
121-25/PA. DATED 1Q/ns/-;n74

r.i
Ijj

.Respected Sir,

With due deference and great reverence it is submitted;-

That the appellant is high y educated (having Master degree qualification) 

and belongs to a humble and respectable family.

ill 1.
• j. •

II'

2. That since joining the pohce force, on dated 26/07/2007 till date, the" 
appellant has performed h s obligatory duty diligently and with great zeal 

and zest which is evidence from his service record.
s; r

i , 3, That during the course of service, the appellant has rh'. c'lii.'iii^ed r.'.r.v.'ti
various posts at various stations and discharged its dory dedicatedly, bivivet^ 

and with fully satisfaction of his commanding officers and that 

appellant was awarded vldth commendations 

authorities for best performance. The detail of which,

'.'i;

is why, the 

certificates by the then

are submitted as__ '
:!•' ■ Linder;

I s7No. T Competent 
I I authority

....Tigi^' ■

■t-'*:a %>

Detail 
of CC

ORDER No. ! Detail of 
Annexure.

1,
.5'

1 cc-i- 142/PPP, dated 18/4/2024
Dated To7b4/2008 .......

OB No.351 dated 29/0'5.'20i2 

OB Nrj'; Ab'j". d't: 07/08/201 2.

08 No.308, datedT4706/20T9 

”OB No, 16l,^aTed '{97^472018 

"OB Mo. 318. dtiT027bF/2b2i.'

OB No. i2f, datecri/'i 72018 

OB No. 185,'7jated d470572ai5 ■ 

OB No.W, datecTuTosTfoil'' 

OB No. 60, dat'^ToTTT/Tody'”'' 

Order dlited

A/A,c.; ..... ----
; IGP2

CC-I A/B
# 3. I D.-''0 I CC-lll

..... rccTi;
A/(.I - f

4. : DPO»■'.

A/P
5 SP, FRP cc-niI m/e
6 ' SP. FRP 
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4, That during his posting as c IHC PS Naurang district Lalcs 

appellant, unfortunately,

connectirn with baseless and concocted charges

Marwat liw
liad to 'appear before lAB CPO Peshawar m

-e taking into custody1
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5- That the appellant defended the so- called charges by leaving no legs lo 
• stand upon, thereupon. But regrettably, the lAB recommended the appellani ^ 

for proper departmental proceedings.

That resultantly, RPO Bannu. issued charge sheet to the appellant vide his 

office endst: No. 62-63/PA, dated08/04/2024 ( copy is at annexure-M), 

wherein, it was alleged inter alia:

!. That lion custom paid seized cloth was handed over to custom 

authorities without any written evidence

That it was kept in a secret location at Serial Naurang for wheeling 

and dealings.

That the appellant again defended the concocted charye;> 'n his i ei:!! / u'h' itc' 

charge sheet (copy is at annexure-N) but Inquiry Officer (DPO bet^i) 

without bringing ariy evidence on record in support of the so-called charges., 

recommen.ded the appellant for suitable punishment (Copy of findings aj; 

Annexure-Q).
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Tnat RPO Bannu without looking into the merit of inquiry, imposed ;the ; 

impugned punishment of der'.iotion and that too without giving a chance cf 

showing cause as well as.per;;onal hearing which is mandatory undei' iho ■.iw 

* Copy of order is at annexu;e-P) The awarded punislirnecc,' uvn !,*:vu. u 

upon injustice but even not maintainable under the la'.v- c. id' hn;r,i,iy 

requested to be set aside on the following grounds:
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GROUNDS:
,.

That the appellant has not been proceeded as per law. Acc.oiding to hoi:;..- 

Rules 1975 (amended in 2014}^ the authority for awarding punisiiment lo ;ir; 

appellant is vested in DPO bet the appellant has been procee-jed/awarded , 

punishment by RPO/ Bannu being an appellate authority as declared by the
i

aforesaid rules. Thus, the punishment awarded is inconsistent 'with the sir^rit 

Article 4. of the constitution which stipulate, inter-alia, Jiat no aciiun 

^ detrimental to the life, liberty, body, reputation or propeity of nijy peisoii 

shall be taken except in accorcance with law. Thus, the subject order is bade ■
Q ^ in law but even the whole proceedings is void ab initio because of involving'the-, 

■^?actor/principle of non- jurisdiction, therein.
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That the charges conveyed to-the appellant in form of charge, sheet, itself ■ 

contradictory because it has teen mentioned, therein, that the seized clplh 

was handed over to the custorii authority without any written record while i;> 

other place it says that it was kept for wheeling and dealings. ;
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m. That neither the custom authorities 

evidence have testified the alleged seizing of NCP cloth.
any other disinterested witness or "*nor

L.i;‘

f V
IV. That throughout inquiry proceedings, the confiscation of atteged 

proved through any cogent and tangible evidence. If anything 

petitioner would certainly process it in accordance with law.

V. That DPO, baidd has also confirmed in his findings that the petitioner 

the allegations leveled against him.

i cloth li is n.)l 

was recovered, thentliet.

•
has tienii’d ;iil
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5'f VI. That no single evidence is available on inquiry file which could support the charges 

and findirtgs of inquiry officers and it is the principle of law that finding is to be 

based on evidence and not to be based*-• on presumption; assumption; etc.

VII. That the appellant has not been provided an opportunity of sI^owuh! cause 

before awarding the subject punishment which
?"

is against the piinciple of 
nature justice as well as Police Rules 16-25(ii). Thus the appellant has been ’

>

% condemned as unheard.

As there is no single evidence on inquiry file that could establish the concocted;
r, *

and baseless charges and the findings is also based on prejudiced, biasness, ■' 

and extraneous facts, it is , therefore, humbly prayed that the impugned 

punishment of demotion from the rank of HC to constablel may graciously br>
set aside for the best interest of justice please.

Hoping that our kind boss will act with kindness.

Yours obedi<?i)lly.r1.

I
District Lakki Marwat.
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BEFORE THE COURT OF .6

Ll-£-.‘2r.^!.,...':^.r^.?vi.... ; 1Plalrtiff /Appellant /Petitloner/Complainant/ Accused

A /! ^.^..^/C^f^ui^^Respondent/ Complainant/ Accused \

t

.....KNOW ALL to whom these present shall com'; that I/We
, do hereby appoint Muhammad Mohsiii Ali Advocate Supreme C0urt(hereln aher- s

called the acivocate/s) to be my/our Advocate ‘n the above noted case authorize him;-

To act, appear and'plead in the abover-noted case in this Court or in any other Court in which 
the same may be tried or heard and also In the appellate Court Including High Court ?,object' 
to payment of fees'separately for each.'Couft by'me/us.
To sign, file, verlfy'and present pleadir'gs, appeals, crass-objectipns or petitions for executions 
review revision, withdrawal, compromiie or other petitions or affidavits or other documents as 
may be deemed necessary or proper for the prosecution of the said case In all its stages 
subject to payment of fees for each stfigG.
To file and take bac.c documents, to ac.mit and/or deny the documents of opposite party.
To withdraw or con-promise the said case or submit to arbitration any differences or disputes,

• that may arise touching or In any manier relating to the said case. ‘ '
To take execution proceedings. : ,
To deposit, draw and receive monthly cheques, cash and grant receipts thereof and to do all 
other acts and things which may be necessary to be done for the progress and in the course of 
the prosecution of the said case.
To appoint and Instruct any other Legal Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and 
authority hereby conferred upon the Advocate whenever he may think fit to do so and to sign 
the power of attorney on our behalf.
And l/We the undersigned do hereby agree to rectify and confirm all acts done by the 
Advocate or his suosti.tute In the matter as my/oiir own acts, as If'done by me/us to all Intents 
end proposes.

,And I/We undertake that I/We or my,'our duly authorized agent would appear in Court on ail - , 
hearings and will Inform the Advoctitfe for appearance when the case is called,
And I/We the undersigned do heicoy agree not to hold the advocate or his substitute 
responsible for the result of the said O'lSe'.

11. The adjournment costs whenever oi-dered by the Ccjurt shall be of the Advocate wiiich he shall 
receive and retain for himself.
And ,1/We the undersigned to hereby agree that in the event of the whole or part of the fee 
agreed by me/us to be paid to the advocate remaining unpaid he shall be entitled to withdraw 
from the prosecution of the said case .Jnti! the same is paid up. The fee settled Is.only for the 
above case and above Court. l//we hereby agree that once fee Is paid, I/We will not be 
entitled for the refund of the same In any case whatsoever and if the case prolongs for more 
than 3 years the original fee-Shall be paid again by me/us.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I/We do .hereunto se' my/pur hand to these pre,sents the contents of whlclr 
have been understood by me/us on tiiis
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;day of 20
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Muhammad Mohtiin Ah
Advocate Supreme Court
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