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"~ FORM OF ORDER SHEET |

Court of ‘
AppealNo. 2019/2024
'SNo. | Date of olrdé_i:'_ " | Orderor otﬁaproceedi‘ngs with signatuhg of j_udge ]
hmceedings
e e \ -
= 17/10/2024: ‘the appeal of Mr. Shahzada Khan 1'ccci:vg:'d today |
: by registered post through Mr. Hamayun Khan Advocate. 1t-is '.
- fixed for preliminary hearing before touring Single Bench at
) A.Abad on 30.10.2024. Counsel for the appellant has been
informed telephonically. |
By order of the Chairman
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR:

Shahzada Khan Head Cons’rdb__le NO.A sfrict Pohcc)ﬂir ..... (Appellunt)

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer; Haripur
2. Regional Police Offtcer Hazara Reglon Abbofttabad.

............. .. (Respondents)
SERVICE APPEAL
INDEX :

I's/No. | Description of documents. Annexure | Page No.
1. |Memoofappeal. 01-0¢
2. Charge Sheet &its Reply “A&B' | 10-13
3. Challan Dak dated 28-06-2024 “C I

1 4. Order of DPQ dated 23-07-2024 “D" /¥
5. Departmental  Appeal & its{ "E&F" | j4—22
rejection order dcn‘ed 30-09- 2024
6. Wakalathama

Dated: /4 -10-2024
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THROUGH .
N
(HAMAYUN KHAN)

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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EFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVCE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Ao 20/5 2@12
shahzada Knhan Head Constable No. 494, District Police Haripur. (Appellant)

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, Haripur
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

............. (Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT
1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 23-07-2024 OF THE DISTRICT POLICE
OFFICER_HARIPUR WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN REDUCED IN
RANK FROM ASSTI. SUB. INSPECTOR TO HEAD CONSTABLE AND
ORDER DATED 30-09-2024 OF REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER HAZARA

REGION _ABBOTTIABAD  WHEREBY APPELLANTS DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL HAS BEEN REJECTED/FILED.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL BOTH THE
ORDERS DATED 23-07-2024 AND 30-09-2024 OF THE RESPONDENTS
MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE REINSTATED IN
HIS RANK OF ASSISTANT: SUB. INSPECTOR FROM THE DATE OF HIS
REDUCTION _IN RANK .WITH GRANT OF AlL CONSEQUENTIAL
SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. Thot c:ppél\c:n’r while posted as 1/C Police Post Pind
Muneem '(Police Station Khanpur, District Haripur)
was served upon with a Charge Sheet by the District

Police Officer Haripur with the allegation that; “it has
been reporfe_d by the SDPO Khanpur vide his office letfer No.385/R
dated 02-07-2024 that you defained a suspect namely Rajo
Ihtisham s/o-Raja Khawaj Muhan{:ﬁ‘nad r/o Sanjiyala in Police Post
Pind Muneem for interrogation...Due to your negligence, the
aforementioned suspect escaped from the police custody,
escaped accused was involved in Case FIR No.486 dated 10-06-
2024 v/s 380/34 PPC PS Khanpur. 'This incident took place due to
your extreme negligence and irré_sponsible otfitude. Moreover, the

courl’s Baififf recovered a-g:sp'lisl_pect namely Ifan s/o Sher
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Muvhammad r/o Hattar, illegally defamed by you, which had
imprinted bad lmpacfs on the reputation of police deparfment.
Your involvement in such like lﬂegal acts & lethargic affifude in the
discharge of official duties, amounfs fo gross misconduct on your
part in terms of KPK Police Efficiency & Discipﬁne Rules 1975

(amended-2014) hence charge-sheeted . (Copy of charge

sheet is attached as Annex-“K).

Th.ot the above mentioned Charge Sheet was
replied in d_é’tail by the appellant explaining all facts
and circums’ronces of ’rhé matter denying the
alleguhons menhoned therein being incorrect, faise
and boseless (Copy of reply ’ro the Charge Sheet is

attached a; Annex-‘B).

Tho’r 50 fcr as the first allegchon with regard to
escape of occused Ihtisham charged in No. FIR 486
dated 10-06-2024 U/s-380/34 PPC PS Khanpur is
concerned in this respect it is submitted that on 29-
06-2024 the appellant was on patroliing duty.
Muharir PP confined the accused Ihtisham i
eahstable's room at first floor and tied him with @
cot. Constable Awais No. 1196 was deployed on
duty fo guard the accused. At about 21:15 hours
while appeliant performing his patrolling duty near
Mang Urj."iyersi’ry he was informed on his Cell No.
0316-2210011 by Suleman Moharrir of PP through
mobile N§.031 1-9309508 that accused Raja thtisham
had escaped from the custody of Constable  Awais
‘No.1196. 'Accused escope‘lwos immediately brought
to the nohce of SHO PS thonpur by the appellant.

Despite appeﬂont $ repecﬁed requests the accused
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thtisham's drrest in PP record was forbidden by SHO

Khanpur ot the hands of Moharrr PP. On ihe

application of Farzan s/o Hadi Zaman an inquiry u/s-
157(1) vide Dolly Dairy No.21 dated 15 .06-2024 was-
sent to PS Khanpur 1hrough Chollon Dak dated 28—
06-2024 whrch was received by Moharrir PS: Khanpur
whose srgno’rures as a token of. proof dre ovouloble

on Challan’ Dak. Appellant is |nnocent in this’ matter

"~ and there:is nothing wrong on_‘hrs part. (Copy of

Challan Dak dated 28-06-2024 is afiached os
Annex-C). . ‘ '

That so for as 20 charge against appellant that the

court’s Bo'ﬂiff recovered a Euspect namely Irfan s/0

| ~Sher Muhdmmod r/o Hattar,” |llegol|y de’rolned by

him.is concerned in this respect |’f is" stated that ifan *
was an accused of one Arshdd 5 complorndnt of

Ronr-Woh On the rnformo’non of complolnom

- oppellont reached Khonpur Dom ond orrested;

accused Muhdmmod Irfon ond took him to PS

* Khanpur : :for the - rnformohon of SHO ‘and also

recorded: hrs arrest in the daily dairy No.37- dated 28-
06-2024 of PS Khanpur. Whereupon fhe SHO ordered

further lnveshgdhon of the dccused According 1o

the instruction of SHO when dppeliom‘ was bringing:

him to PP Pind Muneem .he received information -

through wrreless from Com‘rol Room that German

Delegdhon was about to redch dnd dppelldn’r was

o perform duty with the <ord delegation. Appellant -

reoched“‘PP Pind Muneem dropped the suspect'

there dnd handed him over to Moharri PP and then

proceeded to escort the German: Delegdtlon When
A 201
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appellant was on duty with Delegation he was
informed by Moharrir PP that a Court Bailiff had

reochéd PP Pind Muneem- and was interrogating
about his arrest. Appellant told the Moharrir' ’fé keep -
the Bailiff bUﬁsy fill he reaches there. Appellant after
oerforming duty with the delegation reached PP
and told the bailiff about gﬁrr.es_’r of suspect and he
was given Daily Dairy No.37 dated 28—06—2024
wherein occused arrest was recorded and mformed
him that accused fan was arrested on #he written
complaint of one .Arshad Mehmood. Bailiff eing
pfully so’fisfiéd went away. hie repor’red the matter to
the concerned Court with Diary No.37 dated 28-0¢-
2024 whereupon the Court was also satisfied with the
arrest of occused On 28- 06 2024, vide Chatllan Dak
apphco’non- of Arshad Mehmood {Complainant) was

sent to PS Khanpur for registration of case through

 Muhammad Ali Constable  No.924 which  was

received by Moharrir of PS and as a token of proof
his signatures are affixed” on. Dak. Chalian. 1t is

incorrec’r"'_;rho’r suspect was arrested without any

reason. Appellant is also innocent In this matter.

Nothing is wrong on his part.

That in both the above menfioned cases appeliant
has discharged his duty with dexterity, care, caution
and honesTy There s nothmg ‘wrong on ‘his pari.

Appellon’r never remomed Iethorgnc negligent and

irrespons‘fg)le towards h|s sofficial duties. Hence the

o
ollego’nons are Totc:lly incorrect and baseless.
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"That throughout his more than 24 "-yecrs service

appellant always performed his assigned duties with
_eql, zest, devotion, dedication and honesty {o the
entire sahsfochon of his officers.and never provided
a chance ef reprimand. Appellcn’r has meritorious

service record at his credit.

That  proper departmental inquiry “was  not
conducted. Show Cause Notice was also not issued.
Copy of inguiry report, if any, was never provided to
appellant. No witness was exomrned against the
.appellant in his presence Even The enqurry suffers |
" with irregularity and illegality. Only.on receiving reply |
to the Chargé Sheet the. DPO Haripur vide order

" dated  23-07-2024 s’rroightewc._y-\' awarded ‘the

appellant with pu'nishmen’r of »“Reduction‘in Rank -
from AS! to HC" c.nd that too without any reason and
rhyme and without provudrng opportunny of personal
hearing against the principle of - ‘natural justice. |
(Copy of pumshment order dated" 23-07- 2024 as
Annex-*'DY).

That oppellon‘t is totdﬂy inhocen’r and hos

dischcrrged his official duhes with devorron and

E honesty- yet he has been awarded ppnrshmen’r of .

“Reduction in Rank” without -any .cause or’

| justification. There is nor‘hir}Q wrcing on his part.

_ That appellant crggneved of ’rhe order of District

Police Officer, Haripur preferred a deportmentol
appeal =before the Regrenol officer, Hozoro Regron o

Abbottabad which has' been rejected/filed: vide
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 order dated 30-09-2024. (Copies of the Deparimental

appeal and its rejection order are ottdched herewrih

as Annexure ‘E&F’) Hence mston’r servrce dppeol on

the followt_ng_dnd other gr_ounds.—
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That both the orders. do’red 23-07- 2024 ond 30 09 2024 of rhe L

.responden’rs ore-rllegol unlowful dgdrns’r the facts, .
 departmental . rules, regulo’rrons ond prlncrpie of natural

justice hence liable ’ro be set aside.

That proper tnqurry was not. conducred ‘No Wi’rness' was -
produced before the inquiry officer to depose ogoins‘r-
appeliant in his presence Copy of mqurry repor‘r if any, was -

not provided. Show Cause: No’rrce wos also- no’r grven Even

oppor’runr’ry of personol hearing wos not dfforded Nothing

| odverse could be brought on record ogorns’r oppel\dn’r.
Appellant was -condemned Unheord in vrolo‘rron of rules,

regulations and pribciple of natural justice. -

That responden’rs hove no’r ’rred’red rhe oppellon’r in

accordance with low depor’rmen’rol Tules, regulohons ond -

policy on the SUbjeCT and have acted in vrolorron of Article-4

of the Cons’rrruhon iof Islamic Repubhc of Pokts‘ron 1973 and L

-unlowfully |ssued ‘the. |mpugned orders whrch are un]usr

unfair hence not sus’romoble in the: eyes of low

Tho’r dppelid’re ou’rhomy has olso forled 1o abide by the law
ond even he drd not take into consrdero’rlon the grounds :
adduced in ’rhe memo of - oppeol and’ has. rejecred the
depor’rmenrol oppeol wﬁhou’r orn%a speokrng order. Thus act

of respondent is c“on’rrdry to the Iow as laid down in the KPK

g



Police (E&D) Rules 1975 read with sechon 24-A of Genercﬂ
Clauses Act 1897 cmd Article-10 of the Consh’ruhon of Islamic
Republic of Pakisian 1973

E)  Thaithe allegations Ieveled chms‘f oppellon’r are incorrect,
" false, fabricated cmd are the resuH of malafide. Appeucn‘r
never involved h|mse|f in.any such ac’ﬂw’ry as OHeged ogcunsT

him. He d|schc1rged his. duties wﬂh dex’rerl’ry devo’non and

honesty. T_here is nothtng wrong on his pait.

F) Tho’r ms’ront servuce oppeol is well W|’rh|n Ti'r_he_'lond this
honorable Servmce Tnbunal has got every Ju_risdic_-:ﬁo_n- to

_entertain and adjudicate upon the lis.

~ PRAYER: - |
1t is, therefore, humbly prc:yed that on. occeptonce of 1ns’rc1m‘ '
~service appeal both the orders dated 23-07- 2024 Ond 30 09-2024 |

of the respondents may grc:cnously be set osnde and oppellom‘ be |

.re instated in his rank of Assus’ron‘f Sub \nspector from the doIe of

his reduction in rank WIIh gron’r of all consequenhol serwce back

benefits. Any other rehef which in-the C|rcums’rc1nces of the case

Thls honorable Tribunal deems fit may also be grcm’red?

Appel_lan’r :
Through _
i (Homayun thm]
' Advocote High Court
Abbottabad
Dated: /4 -10-2024 R :

VERIFICATION

it is verified that comenfs of instant service cppeol are:frue and comect to the best of my

knowledge-and belief and no’rhmg has been concealed from II’HS Honczx iyﬂ
- Dated: 14 -10-2024 . Appellant

|-
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' BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
‘PESHAWAR "

shahzada KhaN Head Constable No.494, District Police Haripur.....(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, Haripur
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottobod

(Respondénté)

‘SERVICE APPEAL ":

AFFIDAVIT

|, Shahzada Khan, oppellont do hereby solemnly dec!ore -and
affrm on oath that conten’rs of instant serwce appeal are irue
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing

has been suppressed fro‘}n this Honorable Tribunal.

Dated:/{#10-2024 Deponenf/Appeliant

Identified By:

/
/t-f%ﬁ : |
(HAMAYUN KHAN) : K
- Advocate High Court % G;D/
Jny  ABBOTTABA ; oo
* ABBOTTABAD ] L\\L/

Dated: -10-2024 ! © Appellant

>
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BEFORE HONORABI.E KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Shohzc:dc Khan Head Cons’roble No.494, Dls’rrlc’r Pollce Horlpur ..... (Appelldnt)

VERSUS

1. District Police Ofﬂcer, Haripur
2. Reglonal Police Officer, Hozoro Reglon Abbo’r’rabcd

(Respondents) :

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

- SERVICEAPPEAL .

CERTIFICATE

s, cerhfled that no such oppecl pnor to this: one on ’rhe subject_, '.

has ever been f|led in ThlS Honorabte Serwce Tnbunc:l or cmy o’rher

" Dated: j4-10-2024 .- - - Appellant
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uieman Zaﬁar, (PSP{ District Pohce Ofﬁcer, Ha ipur 531 the

competent aur.horaty hereby charge, you ASI Shahzagn thag No. 201! as en{ losed

(1}

(2}

3)

(4)

(58}

_ statement ofallegations g s , 'l

\‘.

\

. ; . : '

You appe'lr to bc gu:lty of m:sconduct undef Khyber Iﬂakhtuhkhwa
Police Efficiency &nd Discipline Rules 1975 [amended 20:14) and have
rendered yourself liable to all or any.. of the penalnes schrﬁed :n the

said Rules. =~ - - . i
» . . . 1

You are, therefore, required to submat&our written deferiiée withi!n 07
days of the receipt of this charge sheet and statement oﬁ.allegauon to
" the Enquiry Officer as the case may be ' :

Your written defénse, if any, should reach the Enqulry ()fﬁcer mthm
the specified period, falhng which it will be presumed mlyou h..ve no
defense to put in.and, m that case, ex- parte action will follow aﬂamst

you. ¢

Y
L]

. . |

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise.
-t 0 : : . i

' %

A statement . .llegations is enclosed.
. i

N I
' .
i %
.
A i

|

+

Sua'eman Zaffqr {P. P}
. ' District Pol‘i'rfe Ofﬁcer
LB aripur
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b RIS [, Suleman Zaffar, (P5P District Police Officer, l-far_tpur as t:heﬁcomi':éient

+

y.; authority is of the opinion that you ASf Shahzada ithan No.201 while posted as i/c P Pind

j‘:Muneem (P$ Khanpur) have rendered yotrself liable to be proceeded against jyou aslyou
- | have committed the following acts/omissions within the mieanings of Khyber, Paghtunkhwa

Police Efficigncy and Discipline Rules 1975 (amended 2014).. .. |

. '
+

Lo #i¢ has been reported-by $OPO/Khanpur vide his office letter; No.285/R
" dated 02.07.2024 that you detained a suspect namely Raja Ehtisham s/o Raja Khawaj
- Muhammad r/o Sanjiyala in Police post Pind Muneem foF interrogation. Due tc your .
" negligence, the aforementioned suspect escaped from the police cusqodi}, escaped
. . i gecused was involved in Case FIR No. 486 dated 10.06.2024 u/s 380/34-PPC P$ Khanpur.
took place due to your extreme negligence and irresponsible attitude.
e court's Bailiff recovered @ sus]uer_:t namely irfan s/o Sher Mi:h ‘mmg::d, r/o
- | Hattar, illegally detalned by you, which had imprinted bad impacts on the re utation of
- " . police department. Your invo gal

fvernent in such illegal. acts & lethargic attitude in'the

o . . * ' ' 1
: . discharge of official dutles, amounts to gross misconduct on your partin .te}ms pf the
les 1975 {(amended -2014), hence
. . + i . .

. | ; This incident
. : Moreover, th

b Khyber Rak_htunkhwa police tfficiency & Discipline ru
! charge-sheeted”. - oot
F{2). For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused officer with
' reference to the above allegations, the following Enquiry officcr isiappointed -
to-probe the charges. ' . : A I
. . L

- ’ < ir. Baehir himed (SDPO/Ghazi, Haripur) - fh L

(3) The Enquiry Officer
provide a reasonable oppo
and make within 10 days of the receipt of this order, a recommenc}a

punishment or the appropriate action against the accused. .
. oL ' . "

. . Fyoeia
rtunity of hearing to the accused, reCO‘l;'_d findings.
ticn as to

: (4) * The accused and a well-conversan '

attend the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

3

. 4
. . . H S
1 ' ! IR

: O
. ., X . I . . ‘ ; 4 .
: ; . R . Suleman ._Z_:fffj:;!fr, (}fSr’.} .
.: | B ‘ District PoydejOfficer, -
o | : ._ . ¢ Harpur
-t Nor T /PSH dated Haripur the ° 707/2024, . N
! Copy of above is submitied to: - . : I

Lo 1} Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings ‘against:the said accused under

Khyber Paihtunkhwa Police Efficiency and Discipline Rules 1975-{amended

R ... 2014).
L gy : - R B
D o 2) ASl shahzada Khan No.201 with the direction to submit his defense within 7
e days.of the reccipt of this statement of allegations and also to apgear before

departmental procecdings.

_ ' _ : gl e
P | : i‘\ E District I?qi_'i_fé??ofﬁcer.

the Enquiry Officer on the date, time and place fixed for the Turposé of

oS |

W Hatiour
Jt

e

¢
i

4,

. ', ! PR . . } .
shall in accordance with the provisions of these Rules

. i .
¢ representative of the department shall .
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DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
" HARIPUR. "

@ 0995-920100/01, ¢3:-0995614714, :-dpoharipur1@gmall.com -

QRDER, -

ASI Shahzada Khan Nq.ZOI, while posted as J/C PP Pind Muneem PS
Khanpur, it was-repgrté'd by SDPO/Khanpur vide his office letter N9.385/R. dated
£2.07.2024, that he detained.a suspect namely Raja Ehtisham s/o0 Raja Khawaj
Muhammad r/o Sanjiyala. in Police Post Pind Muneem for interrogation, the
aforementibned suspect escaped from the Police custody, he was involved in Case FIR
No. 486 dated 10.06.2024 u/s 380/34-PPC PS ¥ hanpur. This incident took place due to
extreme negligerice and irresponsible attitude of deliﬁq,'uent official; Mqreover, the court's
' ly Irfan s/o Sher Muhammad: r/o Hattar, illegally

Bailiff recovered a suspect name d:r, ‘
~defained by delinquent official, which had imprinted bad impacts on the reputation of
such illegal acts & lethargic attitude

Police department, involvement of accused official in
in the discharge of official duties, amounts to gross misconduct on his part in terms of
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Efficiency & Discipline rules 1975 (amended 2014).

B To probe the allegations of misconduct Mr. Bashir Ahmed (DSP/Ghazi,
Haripur); was appointed as Enquiry Officer vide this office memo: N0.324-25/P5-1 dated
03.07.2024. The inquiry of_ficei- conducted prop‘erl'dg{‘p'artm__é::ptal iﬁ-ju,iry and subniitted his
findings, vide his ffice Memo No.413 dated 22.07.2024. The charges of misconduct were
proved against the accused officiél.l: Therefore, the inquiry officer ‘made his

recommendation against'the delinquent official.

H‘z'_i'virug perused the-relevant record, findings of E.O and reply of the
defaulter official, the charges of gross misconduct against delinquent official stands
proved. Therefore, I, Suleman Zaféar, (P81 Disirlet Poliee Officar, Haripur belng
cdp1petent at_ithori'ty under the Khyber Palchtunkhwa, Police Efficiency & Discipline
.Ihjlle 1975 (amended 2014), am fully sa:tisfied that ASI Shah'za;la'_"i(han No.201, has
coptmittet;l gross misconduct. Therefore, he is awardid Major Punishment of “Reduction
in Rank from (ASI to HC)” with immediate effect. : R

i . : .

i
1

" OBNo..S4 .
Dated Z5-cf-262.4 ' BT
X3-cF S
! ) ..~ -Suleman Zaffar, (PSP}
District Pp’_-"’ e Officer,

. Haripir

Copy toi- - -
: 1. Pay Officer, DPO Office, Haripur g

2. SRC/OHC, DPO OfficezHlaripur hae )
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. BEFORE THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER HAZARA REGION '
;  ABBOTTABAD
. {Departmental Appeal by HC Shuhmdg Khan No .201, at District Harlpur) -~ ‘

’ '
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}1 DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OB NO. 541 DATED 23-07-

k‘ 2024 PASSED BY THE DISTRICT POLICE QFFICER HARIPUR WHEREBY
APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED PUNISHMENT OF “REDUCTON IN

; %? RANK FROM ASSTIT. SUB- INSPECTOR TO HEAD CONSTABLE"
PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF OF INSTANY DEPARTMENTA[ APPEAL

ORDER _DATED 23-07-2024 OF DPO: HARIPUR MAY KINDLY BE SET-
'ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE RE- INSTATED IN HIS RANK OF ASSTT. SUB-
INSPECTOR FROM THE DATE OF HIS-: REDUCTION |. E. 23- -07-2024 WITH
ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS. :

Respected Sir,

with most reverence the foliowing few.lines are submitted for your

vind consideration and favorable order:-

1. That appellant wh:le posted as I/C Police Post Pind

Muneern (Police. Stcmon khonpur District Hc:npur)
was served upon with @ Charge _Sheet dated 03 -07- .
2024 by the, ‘District Police Officer Haripur with the

allegation that; “it has been reporfea by the SDPO Khanpur
vide his office letler No.385/R dated 02-07-2024 that you deldined o

suspect namely Raja {hiisham s/o Raja Khawaj Muhammad r/fo

Sanjlyala in Police Post Pind Muneem for interrogaifon. Due to your

Jrpp—————__

negligence, the aforementioned suspect escaped from the police
custody, escaped accused was Involved in Case FIR No.486.dated
10-06-2024 ufs 380/34 PPC PS Khanpur. This incident took pluce due
to your exireme negﬁgence:- ond iresponsible altilude. Moreover,
the court’s Baillff recovered o suspect nlumely frfan sfo- Sher
Muhammad rfo Mattar, illegally detained by you. which had
imprinted bad impacts on the reputalion of police department.
Your involvement in such Iik‘e ‘itegatl acrs-.ﬁ lélhargic alﬂl‘u&e in the v
discharge of official dutles, amountis to gross misconduct on your /U}L‘;

pord In terms of. KF!( Police Eﬁrcuencyh&m{)ucfplme Rules 1975
M’;u l/
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(amended-2014) hence charge _sheefed ". (Copy of charge

sheet is attached qs "A«") '

Ihat fhe abové menficned Chorge -Sheet was
replied in demikby the appellant éxp\cining all facts
and Circu'm‘stcmices of the matter denying the
allegations mentioned therein being incorrect, false
and bcseléss._ (Copy 6f reply to the Charge Sheet is
aftached as “B").

That so far as the first cllegation with regdrd to
escape of accused thtisham charged.in FIR 486
dated 10-06-2024 u/s-380/34 PPC PS Khanpur is

concerned in this respect it is submitted that on 29-

_06 2024 the appellant was on. pcﬁrolhng duty.

Muhayrir PP confmed the accused htisham |n the

room of cons’fobles on first floor and fied him with a

- cot. Constables Awais No. 1196 was deployed on

duty to guard the accused. At about 21:15 hours
while c:ppellon’r performing patrofing du’ry-hec’:r
Mang. Unlversny he was informed on his Cell No.
0316-2210011 by Suleman Mohaurir of PP through
mobile No.0311-9309508 That_oc;cused Raja lhfisham

had escaped from the custody of Constable Awais

" 1196. At once'-his escape was i::;roughf o the nofice

of SHO PS Khanpur by the . cppellant. Despite
appellant’s repeated requesis the accused
Ihtisham's arrest in PP record was forbidden by SHO
Khanpur at the hands of Moharir PP. on the
application -of. Farzan /0 Hddif@'fiomon inquiry uJ/fs-

157{1) vide Dcnly Dairy No.21 datad 15-06-2024 was

,Mwu
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© sent to PS thnpur fhrough Chdlldn Ddl’ dated 28-
'06-2024 recewed by Mc?ndrnr PS thnpur whose

signatures ‘areé ClVClIlCIble on Challan Dok as @ token
of proof. Appellont is- innocent 1n thls matter and
there is nothing wrong on his pori (Copy of Challan
Dak dated 28-06;-2024 is attac hed).

That so for as the 2~ charge agcin'st‘oppelicnt that
the court's Bailiff recovered & suspect namely Irfan
s/o Sher Muhammad rfo Hattar, fllegcny detained by
him is concermed, in this respect ifis sfdfed that on
28-06-2024 when oppellant was on patroling duty
then he was informed by the compldlnont Arshad
Mahmood S/O choob that suspect rfan was

present near Khanpur Dam o!ongwath Suzukn No. RlS-

- 2868. Irfan was accused .of Arshad's compiarm‘ of

Rani-Wash. On scnd information, | redched thmpur
Dam and amested suspect Muhammad Ifan and
took him to P Khanpur for the rnformofron of SHO
and also recorded his amrest in the daily dairy No.37
dated 28-06-2024 PS Khanpur who ordered to further
investigation. According to the instruction of SHO
when cppeh‘dnf was bringing him t
Muneem he received unformohon through wireless
from -Control Room that German Delegalion was
reaching and appellant was o perforr'n duty with
the said delegation. Appellont reached PP Pind
Muneem and dropped ihe suspect -there and
handed him over fo Mohcrrn PP and then proceeded

to escort the Dclegdhon When dppeﬂonf was on
duty with Delegotion he was mforin;ﬁby moharrir PP
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that Courf Bamff hod reoched F'P and Muneem and |
P - was mferroga:‘mg c:bouf%arresfed suspect. Appeliant
i fold the. Moharir fo keep the Bailiff busy till he
reaches there. Appeﬁgnf after performing duty with
the delegation’reached PP and told about Thé arrest
of suspect and he was given Daily Dairy No.37 dated

Mie i A b€ o

28-06-2024 and irformed him that su%pe.c':f irfan was

A L N

orested on the written complaint of one Arshad
| Mehmood. Baillif wos fully safisfied and went crway
l He reported the moﬁer to the Court with fhe Diary
\.x | " No.37 dated 28- 06 2024 whereupon the Court was
‘ also safisfied with the arrest of suspecf. On 28-06-

S AR g b et S,
RO RN - .

- 2024, Arshod Mehmood s complaint application was
sent to PS Khonpur for registration of case vide
Challan Dak through Muhammad Ali Constable

No.924 which was received by Moharrir PS and as a
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token of proof his signatures are available on .Dak
Challan. It'is fnco'rrecf that suspect was arrested

without any reoson Appellant is also innocent in this
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matter. Norhmg is wrong on his pcm‘

1 I 5. ~ That in both the above menfioned cases appellant
‘ has d!schcrrged his duty with dexferity,, care, cc:unon

and honesfy There is nothing wrong on his part.

Appellant never remained !efhorglc: towards his

{ _ official dufies. Hence the allegations are totally

- i _ incorrect and baseless.

6. That Appellant throughout his more ;than 24 years

o
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service always perfbfmed his c:sé;fgnéd duties with

‘zeql, zest, devoﬂon ‘dedication and hj;ﬂ to the
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enhre sc:ilsfc:chon of h|s offrcers cmd never prowded '

o chcnce of repnmcn&‘ Appelicn’r has menionous ’

service. record at his credﬂ

That no pr‘opér departmental:  inquiry-  was
conducted. Show‘ Cause Noilice was also not issued.
Copy of inguiry report, it any, was never provid_ed to
appeliant, No _wi*fnes,s was exomined ‘ogainst ‘the
appellant. Even j_he enqu‘iry suffers from iregularity
and illegality. Only on recéiving replff o the Charge
Sheet the DPO Haripur vide order dated 23.07-2024
siroightc@cy owc:rded the appellcn’r with
punishment of "Reduchon in Rank from Al to HC"
and that 100 wnhout any reqson ond rhyme c:ndl
without prowdlng‘opportunny of personal hearing
c:gciinst the prinéiple of natural jﬁqficé. (Copy of

- punishment order dated 23-07-2024 as “C").

Thot appellant s iotally innocent and hc:‘s ‘
discharged his official duties . with devotion,
dodication and. honesty yet stil he has. been
awarded punishment of “Reduction in Rank” without
any cause or justification. There is nothing wrong on

the part of appeliant.

That if the appellant is provided with a chance of
personal hec:ring.’ he will really prove himself as

innoceni by explaining all the facts ond

circumstances of the matter. MX
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; In view of the cforemenhoned fcrcis it is: eornesﬂy requested - - -
: that order dcied 23-07- 2024 of fﬁe DPO Honpur may klndly be
oo . set aside and cppellom‘ be . re-lnsic:ied in his rank of Assrsicnf
'r i 2
b4 4 Sub. inspecior from  the date .of reduction with al -
P _
) cons_equenﬁcrl service back benefits. Appellant shall pray for
! ’ your good health and long life. Thanking you sir in onticipé:iion. _'
. : . Yours Obedlanf Servcmt
ooy
' D\n
i B ‘ . (Shohzodo Khon)
1R S Head Constable No.201
1 - :  Daled: 06-08-2024 -District Police Haripur
.y
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OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
HHAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD

7/‘-} o 0992-9310021-22
L & 0992-9310023

- . ] r.rpohazara@gmail.com
e

ORDER
This order will dispose of departmental appeal under Rule 11-A of Khyber Pakhtunkawa

Police Rules, 1975 submitted by HC Shahzada Khan No. 201 of district Haripur against
the order of punishment i.e. reduction in rank from ASI to HC awarded by DPO, Haripur vide
‘ © . OB No.541 dated 23-07-2024.
' “Brief facts leading to the punishment arc that the appellant while posted as 1/C PP
Pind Muneem PS Khanpur, it was reported by SDPO/Khanpur vide his office letter No.
383/R dated 02-07-2024, that he detained a suspect namely Raja Ehtisham s/o Raju Khawaj
Muhammad r/o Sanjiyala in Police Post Pind Muncem for interrogation, the
aforementioned suspect escaped from the Police custody. Hc was inyolved in Case FIR No.
486 duted 10-06-2024 u/s 380/34- PPC Ps Khanpur. This incident took place due to extreme
ncgligence and irresponsible attitude of delinquent official. Morcover, court’s Bailiff
recovered a suspect namely Irfan s/o Sher Muhammad /o Hattar, illegally detained by
dclinquent official.”
The appellant was issued charge sheet along with summary of allegations and DSP,
Ghazi, Haripur was deputed 0 conduct departmental enquiry. The EO held the appellant
responsible of misconduct. He was called in OR and heard in person. Consequently, DPO

Haripur awarded him punishment of reduction in rank from ASI to HC. Hence, the appellant

et T AR -

submitied this present appeal.
After receiving his appeal, comments of DPO Haripur were sought and
j examined/perused. The undersigned cailed the appellant in Orderly Room and heard him in
1'4 person and provided him reasonable opportunity to defend the charges leveled against him.
i: However, he failed to advance any convincing justification in his defense. Therefore, in exercise
X of the powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule 11-4 (a) of Khyber Pakhtunkawa
q - Petice-Rules, 1975 the instant appeal is hereby rejected/filed with immediate effect.
L O ‘ 2@%’;
R ¥ !’ .. = " aghe
SRS 7 27 '
k g_;" L . 'l‘All.l - KIIAN (PSP)
Loy oFe {*f;;‘_ﬁ’; s Region Abbottabad
: No. J© 77 /PA, dated Abbottabad the F& ~ 7 /2024,
Ce.

District Police Officer, Haripur for information and necessary-action with reference to his
office Memo No. 5252 dated 04-09-2024. Service Book, Service Roll and Fauji Missal
" containing inquiry file of the appellant is returned herewith for office record.
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