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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWAH SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 22—01 /2024

Hashim Khan HC No. 559 of District Haripur, S/0 Shamraiz Khan R/O Village
Chohar Sharif, Tehsil and District Haripur.

Appellant...
Versus
1- District Police Officer, Haripur

2- Regional Police Circle, Hazara Region, Abbottabad
Respondents...
E _APPE 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWAH
IBUNAL 74 AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 529
DATED 7/2024 1 D BY RESPONDENT NO.1, WHEREBY
E ELLANT W WARDED WITH_P MENT OF
“FORFEITURE OF ONE YEAR APPROVED SERVICE”, AND
RD g 9 DATED -10-2024

EREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL HAS BEEN REJECTED BY
RESPONDENT NO. 02.

PRAYER:

On acceptance of this appeal, the disciplinary proceedings and
consequent ordersdated 15-07-2024 and 04-10-2024 respectively
passed by Respondent No. 1 and 2,as impugned herein, may graciously
be set aside being arbitrary, perverse, unjust, legally and factually
erroneous and wrong under the facts and law.

Any other relief which this Honorable Tribunal deems
appropriate may also be granted in the interest of justice.

Respectfully Sheweth:

The appellant seeks to make following submissions:
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. That the appellant holds the post of Head Constable with Belt No. 559 of

District Police Haripur, under the control of respondent No. 1.

. That a Show Cause Notice No. 179/PS dated 17-05-2024 was served

upon the appellant with reference to a complaint of one Sardar
Bhadar(hereinafter as Complainant). The appellant submitted his reply
to said show Cause Notice asserting his innocence and stating about the
mala fide intentions and ulterior motives of the Complainant. (Copy of
Show cause Notice and reply is annexure A and B respectively)

. ‘That the respondent No. 1 without adverting to the earlier show cause

notice issued by him and reply thereof given by the appellant with
cogent reasons, proceeded to issue the Charge Sheet and the statement
of allegations under the Endst. No. N0.196-197/PS-I dated 29/05/2024
with appointment of the Inquiry Officer namely Mr. Muhammad Uzair
DSP Khanpur.(Copy of Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations
are annexure C ad O)

. The appellant submitted his written defense pertaining to the said

charge sheet/statement of allegation within timeon 03/06/2024 to the
Inquiry Officer as directed by the competent authority.{Copy of written

defense is annexure E)

. That on call by th,'e:'-lnquiry Officer, the appellant appeared before him

who recorded the statement of appellant. However, the Inquiry Officer,
if proceeded to record the statement of any witness in support of
allegations, the appellant was neither informed nor glven the
opportunity to cross-examine the witnesses.

. That the appellant was taken by surprise when he was served with the

impugned order dated 15-07-2024 showing imposition of minor
punishment of “Forfeiture of One Year Approved Service” on the basis of
Inquiry Report.(Copy of Impugned Order No. 529 Dated 15-07-2024

‘is annexure F)

. That being aggrieved by the impugned order dated 15-07-2024, the

appellant preferred a departmental appeal before the respondent no.02
which was rejected vide Order No. 5198/PA Dated 04-10-2024.(Copy of

departmental appeal and of order dated 04/10/2024are annexure
G and H respectively)
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8. That the appellant impugns the order No. 529 dated 25-07-2024 and
Order No. 5198/PA Dated 04/10/2024, inter alia, on following
grounds:-

GROUNDS;

fii.
regard to necessary procedural requirements provided by Khyber

iv.

That the appellant has rendered unblemished service of 17/18
years in the Police Department and has always performed his
duties with full zeal and zest and has record of meritorious service
and never provided a chance of complaint to his superiors.

i. That the impugned disciplinary proceedings and consequent

actions suffer from inherent flaws making the same as void ab
initio.

That the inquiry officer failed to -conduct the inquiry having

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 updated in 2014 and omitted to
associate the appellant with inquiry proceedings except recording
of appellant’s cursory statement pleading innocence. Believably,
the Inquiry Officer did not record the statement of any witness to
substantiate the allegations against the appellant, or if recorded in
absence of appellant, the same having no legal value in absence of
cross examination of the witnesses were not workable against the
appellant under the facts and law.

That the respondent No. 1, before awarding punishment by the
impugned order, did not inform the appellant about outcome of
the inquiry proceedings and report and directly proceeded to pass
the impugned order without affording the appellant with the
opportunity of showing cause against the inquiry report. Hence,
the impugned order badly suffers from violation of the law and
principles of natural justice.

That the impugned order passed against the appellant without
considering the facts and circumstancesis arbitrary, perverse,
erroneous, perfunctory, illegal and against the facts and law.

* Hence the same is not tenable.

.That the Complainant Sardar Bahadar had filed a frivolous

complaint against the appellant with false allegations imbued with
malice, mala fide and ulterior motive, and having no proof at all.
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Neither the appellant nor any other person misbehaved with the
complainant party rather tolerated their nefarious and dirty
behavior. Subsequently, in order to satisfy his unfounded vendetta
the complainant filed complaint against the appellant which was
liable to be rejected/filed at the very outset.

vii. That the appellant throughout his communication to the
respondents had asserted his innocence and had categorically
" enunciated the mala fide of the complainant but the respondents
failed to comprehend the circumstances. The complainant was
result of the personal vendetta of the complainant finding the
appellant as soft target and allegations on their face had no nexus
with the official conduct of the appellant were not workable to
constitute a ground for disciplinary action within meaning of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975.

vili. That the respondent No. 01 after the conclusion of stated
inquiry proceedings, without even issuing a final Show cause
Notice to appellant proceeded to impose punishmeut upon the
appellant, illegally and unlawfully. The appellant was also not
provided with the inquiry report, if any, at all.

ix. That the misapplication of law has resulted in the clear violation
of the rights of the appellant. The impugned order being result of
illegal exercise of authority and being perverse is liable to be set
aside.

x. That the appellant provided every explanatiun regarding the
allegations, which were evident from the record even then, the
respondent No.01 illegally proceeded in imposing penalty upon
the appellant.

xi. That when the appellant impugned the order of respondent No.
01 before the respondent No. 02, the latter without appraising the
record and taking notice of floating illegalities in impugned order,
rejected the departmental appeal of the appellant vide order No.
5198 dated 04/10/2024, which is liable to be undone.
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xii. That 1mpugned orders in the light of forgomg grounds
. necessitates to be set aside and by its reversal, the appellant 1s
entitled for relief as prayed for. . "

xiii. That' further grounds will be raised dunng the course 2 of
arguments with the permission of this Honorable Court.

xiv. That the appeal is well with,in time and falls in the
jurisdiction of this Honorable Court. ' “

It is therefore, humbly prayed that the appeal may be accepted as prayed for.

)i

ar Khan Tareen ’

Advoca e High Court

Dated: 2-%—'o 1Y

» ' ) 3

: VERIFICATION:
It is verified that the contents-of above appeal are true and correct
to the best of my- knowledge and belief, ' |

" Deponeit
- Dated: pE-eEL ] N

Appellant -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWAH
SER!!CE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

~HashimKhan - . VERSUS _District Police Officer and others.

AFFIDAVIT i
. 1 Hashim Khan S/O Shamraiz Khan r/o Villagej, Chohar Sharif Tehsil .and
District Haripur .do hereby affirmed on oath that the contents- of the

-4

accompanying Appeal are true and correct to the best of my kriowledge and

belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon'ble Tribunal.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWAH SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. /2024 q
Hashim Khan VERSUS -, District Police Ofﬁcef'émd others.
4 o

Itis certified that lnstant Service Appeal is first petmon bemg filed -
before this Honorable Tribunal and no other appeali is pendlng before
this Honorable Court.

- | Deponent
Dated: 2> ~\o-1Y |
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWAH SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No,____'/2024
Hashim Khan VERSUS District Police Officer and others.._ :

DDRESSES OF ES

Hashim Khan HC No. 559 of Dlstnct Harlpur s/o Shamraiz Khan r/o Vlllage

- Chohar Sharlf Tehsil and ‘District Haripur. :

1- District Police Officer, Haripur
2- Regional Police Circle, Hazara Region, Abbottabad

Respondents...

Appellant

Through

Dated: )ﬁ “\p a..l‘-l

Appellant... | g
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‘HRRIPUR .
@0995-920100/01,5-0995614714 2:-dpoharipu

dated Haripur the /7 - /05/2024

/ 79 _/pS

yoursg

‘Efficié

repo

" | That you HC Hashim Khan No.

ri
. occdsafn of confirmation of BBA of accused in case FIR No.102/24 w/s 302. You misbehaved with

§H@W CAUSIE NOTICE

559 while posted at P53 Khanpur have rendersd
Rules 5 (3) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police
ed 2014) for the following rmsconduct - CTC

budl

L1f liable to be proceeded under
INCY & D15c1p1me Rules 1975 (Amend

“An inquiry on complamt of Sardar Bahadur was conducted through DSP/City, he
bd that you proceeded to judicial complex without prior permission of seniors, at the

clt Yike activities is viclation of discipline & rules.

" . the complainant party. Your involvement in su
This dmounts to gross misconduct on your part in terms of KPK Police Efficiency & Discipline
Rules[1975" (mnended 2014)", Co
1. That by reason of above, sufficient material is placed before the undermgned
therefore, it is decided to proceed against your in general Police proceedmgs
without aid of enquiry officer. _ -
2. | That the misconduct on your par-t is prejudicia! to good order 0! discipline in the
E . Police force . '
3. That you.r retention in the Police force will amou.nt to encourage inefficient and
{ unbecoming of_:good Police Officers; ' B
4. That by taking cognizance of the matter under enquiry, the undersigned as |
'| competent authority under the said rules, proposes stern action against you by
. awarding one or. more of the kind pumshments as provided in the rules.
5. Your, therefore called upon to show cause as to why you should not be dealt strictly
in accordance with the Khyber Pakhmnkhwa, Police Efficiency & Discipline Rules
1975 (Amended 2014) for the misconduct referred above. -
€. | You should submit a 1epr to this show cause notice within 07 days of the receipt
of this notice, fa.ﬂng which an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.
7. You are further directed to inform the undersigned whether you wish to be heard -
in person or not. . '
. D1stnct PohcéjOfﬁcer,
: ) ' Haripur
- Recewedby L . ‘{’ S
Dateda ./05/2024 L e
- ,,"
5 - “-' - g
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statementofallegatmns L : L i

(1)

(2)

(3)

4
(5)

said Rules.. ' . . _ "

ﬂ:l@ﬂﬁ: (I"HE ﬁ@ﬁﬂg' C/‘Avc ‘

I, S_ulmnan_z,;ﬂa;._ﬂ’_s_ﬂ District Police Ofﬁcer. Hanpur kasi he, o
competent authority, hereby charge you HC Hashim Khan No. 559 as enclosed

!
You appear to; be guilty of mlsconduct under Khyber Pakhtunkhwai'f

Police Efﬁmency and Discipline Rules 1975 (amended 2014] and have R |

rendered- -yourqelf liable to all or any of the penaltles specxﬁed in thel

You are, therefore, required to submit your wntten defense within 07|
days of the recelpt of this charge ‘sheet and statement of allegation to _
the Enquiry Officer ds the case may be. )

Your wrltten defense if any, should reach the- Enqulry Ofﬁcer wuhml

the specified penod failing which it will be presumed that you have no | _ o
defense to put in and, in'that case, ex-parte action will follow agamst! 2

you. : _ )
Intimate whether you:desire to be;heard in person or otherwise.’

A statement of allegations is enclosed.

~

T,

by DlstnctP ice cer

t
;
1

. i
r,(P,"SP) -
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I, smgmmx_kﬁax,.(ESEL District Police Officer, Haripur as t.he competent -

authority is of the opinion that you Hashim Khan No.559 while posted at [QK}_mr_lml
have rendered yourself liable to be ‘proceeded agamst you as you have ,commltted the
following acts/omissions within the meanings of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pohce El’ﬁuency and

Discipline Rules 1975 (arrl_ended 2014). . Cpi (/

“An mquu'y on complaint of Sardar Bahadur. was conducted

through DSF/City, he reported that you proceeded to judicial complex wrlhout

prior permission of seniors,, at the occasion of confirmation of BBA of accused .
in case FIR No. 102/24 u/s 302. You misbehaved with the complamant party Your .

involvement in such like activities is violation of discipline & rules. This
amounts to gross nuscouduct on yow: part in terms of KPK Police’ Efﬁc:lency &
Discipline Rules 1975” (amierided 2014)”.

in this connecﬁon deknquenr official was served w;th SCN vide issue Na 7 7.9 -
dated 17.05.2024 and called in OR, but justification advance by rfre acrused official was

 not found satisfactory, hence charge sheeted.

‘No: lc}(_, -ci?/PS I dated Haripur the 2:1 /DS/ZOZ4

(2) For the. purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of r.he said accused officer wu:h
) reference to the above allegations, the following Enquiry officer is appointed
to probe the char['es
A ! v
(3) The Enquiry Officer shaif in accoidance with thé provisions of these Ruies -

provide a reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record ﬂndings,

afid make within 15 days of the receipt of this order, a recomrnendation as to

punishment or the appropnate action aguainst the accused,

4} The accused and a well-conversant representative-of the department shall
attend the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

Copy of above is 5ubmitted Sit - -

1) Enquiry Officer for mmamw proceedings against the said accused under
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pollce Efficiency and Discipline Rules 1975 (amended
2014).

2} HCHashim Khan No.559 with the directicn to submit his defense within 7. days '
of the receipt of this statement of allegations and,also to appear before the
Enquiry Officer on the date, time and place fixed for the purpose of
departmental proceedlngs 7

~!
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District : jc éﬂ'icer,
_:'HfZi;ur
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DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
- HARIPUR
— © 0995-520100/01, B:-0995614714, ©:-dpoharipuri@gmaiicom .

ORDER

HC Hashim Khan No.559, while posted at PS_Khanpur, an inquiry on

complaint of Sardar Bahadur was conducted thwough DSP/City, he reported that the
delinquent official praceeded to judicial complex without prior permission of his seniors,

at the occasion of confirmation of BBA of accused in case FIR No. 102/24 ifs 302,

Allegedly, he misbehaved with the curnp!amant party. HIS involvement in sach like

activitics is violation of dnsc‘.lplme & rules. This amounts to gross misconduct on his part

in terms of the KPK Police Efficiency & Discipline Rules 1975" lamended 2014).

To probe the allegations of misconduct Muhammad,  Uzair

(SDPQ/Khanpur, Haripur); was appointed as, Enquiry Officer vide this office memo:
No0.196-97/PS-I dated 29.05.2024. The inquiry officer conducted proper departmental
inquiry and submitted his findings, vide his office Memo No.395/R dated 03._0_7.-2!.12'4'. The

' charges of misconduct v.ere proved' against the accused »fficial. There!ors;., the inquiry

officer recommended him for “Minor Punishment”.

Having perused the rcleva'fl- record; r;—:p]y of the defaultér official and the
findings submitted by the E. O, charges of mlsconduct against delinquent officizl stands
proved. Therefore, 1, Suleman Zaffar, (PSP}, Dlstnct Police Officer, Hanpn being
competent authority under the Khyber Pakhtunkbron, Police Efficiency & Dl:.c:_uhm

Riles 1975 (auu'udcd 2014), om fully satisfied that HC Haghim Klnn No.559, has

committed misconduct. Therefore, be is awaracd Minor Punishment ot "I‘orl’uturc ol

One Year Approved Service” with :mmed lagn..c_fn.u.

OB No._S2¥
Dated /5 -¢7 -28628

..r'

Suleman Z1Er~51r, 108

District PqBEL Qilicer, _' :

Ly l.\nput
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REFORE THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER HAZARA REGION

" _ ABBOTTABAD

(Departmental Appeal by Hashim Khan, HC No.559, Disirict Police Harlpur)

. DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OB NO. 529 DATED 15-07-

- 2024 PASSED BY THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR WHEREBY -

* APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED ﬁUNISHMENT OF “FORFEITURE OF
ONE YEAR APPROVED SERVICE".

ONE YEAR AFT KA Y B oo e

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

ORDER DATED 15-07-2024 OF DPO HARIPUR MAY KINDLY BE SET
ASIDE AND_APPELLANT'S BE RESTORED HIS ONE YEAR FORFEITED
APPROVED SERVICE WITH ALL_CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK
BENEFITS. '

.Respected Sir,

" -With most reverence the following few lines are submitted for your

"kind considerdﬂon and favorable order:-

1. That ‘appellont while posted at Police Station .

Khanpur (District Haripur] was served upon with @
Charge Sheet dated 09.05-2024 by the District Police

Officer Haripur with the allegation: * -An inquiry on

complaint of Sardar Bahadur was conducted through DSP/City . he
reported that you proceeded to judicial complex without prior
permission of your seniors , al the occasion of confirmation of BB.A
of accused in case FIR No.102/24 ufs 302. You misbehaved with the
complainant party. Your involvement in such like activilies is
violation of discipline & rules. This amounis fo gross misconduct on

your part in lerms of KPK Police Efficiency & Discipline Rules 1975™.

(Copy of charge sheet is attached as “A”).

2. . That above mentioned charge sheet was duty
replied in detail by the appellant explaining all facts
and denying the allegations as mentioned thereih
being incorrect, faise and baseless. (Copy of reply to

the charge sheet is attached as “B”).

1TC
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That lq fact the occused of case FIR No.102/24 u/s

302, Ahmed Sultan Khan (Retired Judge) and his .

brofner (Nasrutiah Khon & appellgnt’s cousnns Allah:

Yar Khan & lnoyo’rulloh Khon] were on BBA whose E

bail oppllcohon for conﬁrmotlon of BBA was fi xed for- .

25-04-2024. On 25—04 2024 oppellont after performmg

his assigned off‘ CIGI duhes was to go ond see “his
matermnal uncles ond cousms in 1ud1crol complex '
because being’ pohce official after concellohon of
BBA application it would have been difficuit for hirn
to proceed to Jail and see them over There Then
appellant decided to proceed and see them off
from judicial comp!ex Appellont opprooched his:
Ofﬂcer in-charge ond sought his permission; he wos.
kind enough and. permuﬁed appellant o go- fo
judicial complex - Haripur and see his relatives. I is
1otolly incorrect_ond'-b_oseless that appellant ever
proceeded {0 judiciol complex wi’rhout. prior

permission of his officers and misbehaved with

anyhody of complainant party.

That after cancellation of BBA application while Ol
of PS Kotnoubulloh was. arresting accused persons,

then members of complainant porty like Azhar Khan
s/o Yaroo Khan and others started shouting obusmg
opponent party. They also started making Videos.
They were requested not to abuse and make videos
but they did not stop and carried their mischievous
activities more rigorously. Not only appellant but all
his relatives avoided any misbehave and tolerated

ol their didy behavior patiently. Hence the

]
1
}
!
!
!
!

—— e . amee
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alle ‘gtions mentioned in Charge Sheet &

PumS\{meni Order are incorrect and have no nexus

with ’n‘uth Appellant is totally innocent in this mcﬁer

That gftef receiving reply to the charge sheet ﬂ'ie
Distnct police Officer Haripur straightaway awarded
the oppellant with the punishment of “forfeiture of
one year approved service"” without any reason c.nd
rhyme vide order dated 15-07-2024. (Copy of order is

attached herewith as “C"}.

The no proper departimental inquiry was conducted.
Appellant was not provided the copy of inquiry
report, if any. No Show Cause Notice was issued to
him. Even opportunity of personal hearing was not
afforded to appeflant and he was condemned

unheard in violation of principle of nafurdl justice.

That Appl::ellcnt throughout his enfire service of 17/18
years always performed his assigned duties with zeal,
zest, devotion, dedication and honesty to the eptire
satisfaction of his officers and never provided a
chance of reprimand. Appellant hos meritorious

service record at his credit.

That in fact the allegation as incorporated in the
"charge sheet as well as in punishment order” are
totally incormrect. Allegations being incorrect and mis-

leading ones were vehemently denied.

That so far as the complaint from complainant party

is concemed the same s based on malafide,

CTC
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" begause appellant has rendered 17/18 years servrce

~in rhe police deportmen’r and throughout hrs entrre
service: there is no complaint ogolns’r the oppelloni
Appeilon’r s .record can be perused. Appellont was-.
awarded Commendation Cerhﬁcotes & Cash

~ Awards by pohce hrgh up for ’rremendous servrces

~ Appeliant was never shown such « complorm‘

against him, if any.

10. That appeflant s totally rnnocen’r and - has

' discharged his'_'ofﬁciol duties . with devotion; |
dedlcotron and honesty yet s’nll he has ‘been
oworded punlshment of forfeiture of one year
" agpproved service. without any cause or. lusirf coTron

There-is nothing wrong on the part of Oppellom‘

1. That if the appellant-is provided with a chance of
personal hearing, he will really prove himself "as
innocent by explaining all the facts and

circumstances of the matter.

In view of the- -aforementioned facts it is eamestly req’ueéted'

that.order dated 15-07-2024 of the DPO Haripur may kindly be

set aside and appell
approved service with
Appetiant shall pray.
Thanking you sirin ontlcrpohon

all consequential service back beénefits.

Yours Obedient Servant

,///\—_(gﬁﬂ
(Hashim Khan)
H.C. No. 559
" District Police Haripur

Dated: —07—2024

ant be restored his forfeifed one year

for your good health and long life.
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OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
: HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD
- &, 0992-9310021-22
0992-9310023
t . =3 r.rpohazér gmail.com
PA DATED: /1072024

Povwmaone LA )

ORDER _ _
This order will dispose of departmental appeal under Rule 1‘1 -A of Khyber Pakhtunkawa
Police Rules, 1975 submitted by HC Hashim Khan No. 559 of district Haripur against
the arder of igum'shment i.e. forfelture of one year approved serviée awa_i-ded by DPO, Haripur
vide OB No.529 dated 15-07-2024. , '
: “Brief facts lezding to the punishment are that the éppellant while posted at PS

Khmjpur, an inquiry on the complaint of Sardar Bahadur was conducted through
DSP/City, h¢ reported that the delinquent orficial proceeded to judicial complex without
;:irio:: permission of his seniors, at the occasion of confirmation of BBA of accused inlcase
FIR No.102/24 1/s 302. Allegedly, he misbchaved with the complainant party. His
involvement iln such like activities is violation of discipline & rule.”

The appellant was issucd charge sheet along with statement of allegation and SDPO
Khanpur was appointed as Inquiry Officer. The EO held the appellant responsibie of misconduct,
He was called in OR and heard in person however he failed to advance arly convincing
justification in his defense. Consequently, DPO Haripur awarded him punishment of forfciture-of
one year approved service. Hence, the appellant submitted this present appeal. )

After rcceiviﬁg his appeal, comments of DPO Haripur were sought. and
examined/pcrused. The undersigned called the appellant in Orderly Room and ilcard him in
pcrsoﬁ and provided him reasonable opportunity to defend the charges leveled against him.
However, he failed to advance any convincing justification in his defense. Therefore, in exercise
of the ﬁowers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule 11-4 (a) of Khyber Pakhtunkawa
Police Rules, 1975 the instant appeal is hereby rejected/filed with immediate effeet,
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34,5;;,' b 4
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S ./,/,_,éf’j N TAMIRAYOB KHAN @®sp)

Lo~

s ' Regional Police Officer
Tee ety d Flazara Region, Abbottabad

No, S/ /PA, dated Abbottabad the & -~ <o - 12024,

District Police Officer, Haripur for information and necessary action with reference to his
office Memo No. 5677 dated 23-09-2024. Service Roll and Fauji Missal containing
inquiry file of the appeliant is returned herewith for office record.
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