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BEFORE THF. ffON*BLE CHAIRMAN. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.

1. Kamran Khan, Constable No. 2970, office of the Deputy Superintendent of Police 
Circle, Warsak, Peshawar.

/2024

(APPELLANT)
VERSUS

1. The Superintendent of Police, Warsak, CCP, Peshawar.
2. The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
3. The Inpsector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT.
1974 AGAINST THE FINAL ORDER DATED
25-10-2024 PASSED BY THE INSPECTOR
GENERAL OF POLICE. KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA (RESPONDENT NO. 3)
WHEREBY THE REVISION PETITION UNDER
RULE 11-A(4) OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
POLICE RULES. 1975 WAS PARTIALLY
ACCEPTED AND THE MINOR PENALTY OF
FORFEITURE OF ONE YEAR APPROVED
SERVICE AWARDED TO THE APPELLANT BY
THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE. WARSAK
DIVISION. CCP. PESHAWAR (RESPONDENT
NO. 01) DATED 10-07-2023 WAS SET ASIDE
ONLY AND THE REMAINING ORDER
REGARDING RECOVERY OF DAMAGE/COST
OF DRONE CAMERA WAS MAINTAINED IN
UTTER VIOLATION OF LAW.
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Prayer in Appeal

On the acceptance of instant appeal, the impugned 
order dated 25-10-2024 to the extent of recovery of 
cost of damaged drone camera may graciously be 
declared as illegal, unlawful, without lawful authority 
and the same may kindly be set aside by exonerating 

the appellant of the above cost/price.

Any other relief deemed appropriate in the 
circumstances of the case, not specifically asked for, 
may also be granted to the appellant.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

Short facts g/vmg rise to the present appeal are as under:-

FACTS

That the appellant joined the services of Police Department in 

capacity as Constable in the year 2017. Over the course of his tenure, 
he was transferred across various stations and sections. Most recently, 
he was assigned to the office of the Superintendent of Police, Warsak 

Division, CCP, Peshawar (Respondent No. 1), who further directed 

him to perform duties as the operator of a drone camera at Primary 

School Salar Qila, Police Post Shagai, Police Station Regi, Peshawar. 
His assignment was specifically to monitor and conduct surveillance 

of the conflict-prone area, as well as to secure the wheat fields of 

former Deputy Speaker Mr. Mahmood Jan from potential threats 

posed by miscreants or adversaries.

1.

2. That there was land dispute between Mr. Mahmood Jan, ex-Deputy
Speaker and Essa Khel tribe and therefore. Inspector Javed Akhtar
(SHO, PS Regi) instructed the appellant to operate/fly drone camera

%
as and when intimated by the former Deputy Speaker.

3. That pursuant to the above directions of SHO and 

intimation/permission by the former Deputy Speaker, the appellant 
operated the drone camera to surveil the disputed area. Unfortunately, 
during its operation, the drone collided with a high-voltage lllOOV 

power line, resulting in damage due to a technical malfunction. This
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incident was formally documented in the Daily Diary under Entry 

No. 05, dated 14-05-2023, at Police Post Shagai, Police Station Regi, 

Peshawar

That in view of the above untoward incident, Mr. Tajmir Khan Sub- 

Inspector was nominated to conduct preliminary inquiry in the matter. 
He finalized the inquiry and found the appellant guilty for negligence 

in utter violation of law. But the report of such inquiry was not 

provided to the appellant.

That in view of above inquiry report, the appellant was served with a 

charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations on 22-05-2023. He 

submitted reply and denied the allegations and termed it as frivolous 

and baseless. He added that the drone camera was operated under 

direct instructions from the former Deputy Speaker, but due to an 

unforeseen technical malfunction, it collided with a 11000-volt power 

line, resulting in its damage. This fact was explicitly acknowledged 

by the former Deputy Speaker in a “MEMO” dated 09-10-2024, 

addressed to the Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

(Respondent No. 03). He emphasized that the appellant executed his 

duties with utmost integrity, fairness, and in strict adherence to the 

law. In light of these circumstances, he respectfully requested 

exoneration from the allegations outlined in the charge sheet, 

asserting his innocence.

4.

5.

of Charge Sheet 
statement ' of

(Copy 
alongwith 
allegations, reply and memo 
are appended as Annex-A to
Annex-C)

6. That the above reply was not found satisfactory, and as such Deputy 

Superintendent of Police, Regi was appointed as Inquiry Officer to 

conduct regular inquiry in accordance with law. He concluded the 

inquiry and also found the appellant guilty of the allegations illegally.

(Copy of Inquiry report 
appended as Annex-D).
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7. That thereafter, the appellant was served with a final show cause 

notice on 21-06-2023. He duly submitted reply and denied the 

allegations but it met the same fate. Ultimately, he was awarded minor 

punishment of forfeiture of one year approved service along with a 

directive for the recovery of the cost of the damaged drone camera, to 

be determined by AD-Il as per the order dated 10-07-2023.

(Copy of show cause notice, 
reply and order are appended as 
Annex-£ to Annex-G)

That the appellant felt aggrieved by the said order, filed a 

departmental appeal with the CCPO, Peshawar (respondent No.02) on 

04-08-2023 and prayed that the impugned order may kindly be set 
aside and he may kindly be exonerated from the allegations leveled 

against him in the charge sheet. But the same was rejected on 

05-09-2023.

8.

(Copy of departmental appeal 
and rejection order are 

appended are Annex-H and 

Annex-I)

That thereafter, the appellant filed a revision petition under Rule 

11-A(4) Police Rules, 1975 before the Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (respondent No.03) on 10-09-2023. But the 

same was partially accepted and the minor punishment of forfeiture 

of one year approved service was set aside while the remaining order 

of recovery of cost of drone camera was maintained vide order dated 

25-10-2024; notwithstanding serious and legal imperfections and 

short comings in both the said inquires.

9.

(Copy of revision petition and 

order are appended as Annex- J 

& Annex-K)

That the appellant now files this appeal before this Hon’ble Tribunal 

inter-alia on the following grounds within the statutory period of law.

10.
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GROUNDS

A. That the respondents have not treated the appellant in accordance with 

the mandate of Article 4 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of 

Pakistan, 1973 which has unequivocally laid down that it is the 

inalienable right of every citizen to be treated under the law, rules and 

policy. Therefore, the impugned order is not sustainable in the eye of 

law.

B. That Preliminary Inquiry was not conducted in a manner prescribed 

by law as neither any witness was examined in the presence of 

appellant nor he was provided any opportunity of cross-examination 

in order to impeach the credibility of the witnesses, if any, appeared 

against him. Similarly, he was also not provided any chance to 

produce his defence in support of his version. The above defect in 

inquiry proceeding is sufficient to declare entire process as unlawful 
and distrustful. Right of fair trial is a fundamental right by dint of 

which a person is entitled to a fair trial and due process of law. The 

appellant has been deprived of his indispensable fundamental right of 

fair trial as enshrined in Article 10-A of the Constitution of Islamic 

Republic of Pakistan, 1973. Hence, the findings recorded by Inquiry 

Officer against the appellant are perverse and are not supported by 

any legal evidence at all and as such, the same are not tenable under 

the law.

C. That likewise, the regular inquiry was conducted in blatant 

disregard of established legal standards, with the Inquiry Officer 

replicating the same procedural irregularities, errors, and 

omissions that marred the preliminary inquiry. This approach 

effectively deprived the appellant of his fundamental right to a 

fair trial and due process. Both inquiry reports rest on speculative 

and unsupported assumptions, lacking any credible legal 

foundation. Consequently, the findings against the ajjpellant are 

patently flawed and legally indefensible. The entire inquiry 

process, from inception to conclusion, is devoid of the principles
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of justice, rendering the impugned order legally void and subject 

to reversal.

That the respondent No.l was under statutory obligation to have 

considered the case of appellant in its true perspective and also in 

accordance with law besides to see whether both the inquires were 

conducted in consonance with law and that the allegations thereof 

were proved against him without any shadow of doubt or otherwise. 
Nevertheless, he has overlooked this important aspect of the case 

without any cogent and valid reasons and awarded him minor penalty 

of forfeiture of one year approved service and also with recovery of 

cost of damaged drone camera. Hence, the impugned order is against 

the law.

D.

E. That the Appellate Authority (respondent No. 02) was legally bound 

to have applied his independent mind to the merit of the case by taking 

notice about the illegality and lapses committed by the Inquiry 

Officers as well as by the Competent Authority as enumerated in 

earlier paras. Nevertheless, he failed to do so and ignored this prime 

and significant aspect of the case. Therefore, the impugned order is 

bad in law.

F. That respondent No. 03 was also under a statutory obligation to 

thoroughly evaluate the appellant's case in accordance with legal 

standards; however, he failed to discharge this obligation. 

Respondent No. 03 neglected to address the procedural 

improprieties and substantial illegalities committed by the 

inquiry officers and competent authority, as detailed in preceding 

paragraphs. Instead, he partially allowed the appeal by only 

setting aside the minor penalty of one-year service forfeiture, 

while unlawfully maintaining the order for recovery of the drone 

camera’s cost. Such selective and legally flawed consideration 

renders the impugned order unjustified and unsustainable under 

the law. ‘
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That the appellant did not operate the drone camera of his own 

accord, as alleged, but rather did so solely upon the direction and 

explicit authorization of the former Deputy Speaker, as 

confirmed in the “MEMO” addressed to the Inspector General of 

Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (respondent No. 03), referenced 

and annexed in Paragraph 5. Regrettably, the drone camera 

malfunctioned and collided with a 11100-volt power line, 

resulting in its damage due to a technical fault beyond the 

appellant’s control. Accordingly, the impugned order disregards 

fundamental principles of justice and imposes an unjust penalty 

on the appellant for actions taken in good faith under official 

instructions.

G.

That the impugned order is against law, facts of the case and norms of 

natural justice. Therefore, the same is not warranted by the law.
H.

I. That the respondent No. 3 has passed the impugned order in 

mechanical manner and the same is perfunctory as well as non­
speaking and also against the basic principle of administration of 

justice. Thus, the impugned order is bad in law.

J. That the impugned order is based on conjectures, surmises and 

suppositions. Hence, the same is against the legal norms of justice.

K. That the appellant would like to seek the permission of this Hon’ble 

Tribunal to advance some more grounds at the time of wguments.

PRAYER

In view of the foregoing facts and grounds, it is, therefore, 

humbly prayed that the impugned order dated 25-10-2024 to the extent of recovery 

of cost of damaged drone camera, may graciously be declared as illegal, unjust, 
without lawful authority and the same may kindly be set aside by fully exonerating 

the appellant of the liability of above cost/price.



Page 8 of 8

Any Other relief deemed proper and just in the circumstances of the

case, may also be granted. ijr
App^I^t

Through

1 6t
Dated: 11/11/2024 Rizwanullab

Advocate High Court, Peshawar 
Email ID: advocaterizwanullah@gmail.com 

Mobile No. 0300-596-5843

mailto:advocaterizwanullah@gmail.com


BEFORE THE HON’BLE CHAIRMAN. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.

1. Kamran Khan, Constable No. 2970, office of the Deputy Superintendent of Police 
Circle, Warsak, Peshawar.

/2024
»

(APPELLANTS

VERSUS

1. The Superintendent of Police, Warsak, CCP, Peshawar etc.

(RESPONDENTSS

AFFIDAVIT

I, Kamran Khan, Constable No. 2970, office of the Deputy Superintendent 

of Police Circle, Warsak, Peshawar do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the accompanied Service Appeal are true and correct to the best of 

my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble 

Tribunal.
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OFFICE OF THE 
SUFEIUNTENDENT, OF FOLjCEi. 

WAttSAK, CCP, PESUAWAll
- EmnU: 8pwar5aUdlvUlon@Braail.com. ;

HATR-.i.

V
t;
’ \

'fc /PANO.
t

■ ^CHAUGE SHEET.

Arehad Klmn, SupcnMandenl of Police, Warsak-Division, Pcshivvpr, as. cnmpclcnl
auvhoriiy. hereby charge you PC Kamran No. 2970 as follow;-

1.

That .while you posted as drone camera .operator lotPP Shagai, you fly drone 

camera on his own well without bringing Into the noticciof your seniors for ulterior
collision with 1100 voltage electricity; line. During

were, found guilty for

i)

motives, which was crashed on
preliminary inquiry conducted by Sl. Tajmlr Shah you

‘ negligence committed by you. This amounts to gross miscopduct and negligence on

■ your part.
This amounts to ^ss misconduct, ncgligcncc.and-malaIidc,on your.part..for which you
are liable for punishment as defined in PoUcc pisciplinaty,Rules, 1975.

ii)

of lhc abpvc, you appeared, to bo guilty of misconduct .under Police 

dcred yourself liable to all dr any of the penalties
1. By the reasons ol

Disciplinary Rules, 1975 and have ten 

specified in the said Rules.
s'

r.st
subinU your-wrlttcn.dcfensc wilhia. scvcn days of thc|

2. ' You OK therefore, requin^ to
receipt ofihis ch^ge-^ectio thelnquiry Officcr/Commluce. .4

3. Intimate whether you desire lo be heart in pc^n?.. 

. A Suucmcnl ofallcgalidn Iscncloscd.■ .4.

S''

(5>' .J jSuporirtcndciitof.PoUcc, 
WaWakXilvlslon'GCP.PcshawQr.troo.

CftA* pe c

\

■?

s-

J"V'. t r-j

mailto:8pwar5aUdlvUlon@Braail.com
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Klr.-'i . OlM'lCli Oli;.TlUi
SUlMiUlN TKNDllNT OK I’OLlCli, ‘ 

\VAUSAK,Cei‘, KESllAWAIl
Email: sp>ynrebMlyision@B!nnil.con» :

nATi--

'W ■
V‘i:r •••

/PANO.I ■ nisriPI INAItv Ai-n-ION against PC KAMllAN NO. 2970 PUONE CAMRMk
of Volicc/WarsoH-pivision. Peshawar, as compclcrn aulhoriiy.

■ am bfOic opinion ihal PC Kamran No:.2970 has rondckxl himself.llable to be pccc^cd^aeainsi
rbllowing acls/omissions.wilhin ihc;mcMinig of PoUcc'.Disciplinary

>

¥i
• i

4
as he has con>miltcd the 

.Rules.l97f 
STATRMKNT OP ALLEGATIONS.

1

i) That while he. posted os drone canicrn operator to. PP Shagal, he flown drone 
hU own well without bringing into the.notice of his seniors for. ulteriorr- camera on

motives, which was crashed on collision with HOO Voltage cjcctriciv Mne- .During 
. . prclimtDnry inquiry conducted/by SI Taimlr Shah he was .found/guUty Tor

. nigligcncc commuted by hlni..ThU:omounts to gros3;mbconduct and negligence on

' his part.
That all the above acts, amount lo,.gro38 misconduct, tiegligence. yinefnciCDcy and 

malafide on his pah for .which he-is liable .forrpunishmenf as denned In Police 

Disciplinary Rules,rl975.

(jil) For the punMM of sHUlipaijng the ^on'duct of.s.aid aMused with reference to the above
ia deputed as the Uiqipty OfTicer.

nducicd ii^cordancc-with the provision of.thc Rules lo providc

' . reasonable opportunliy of hearing .lo lhc accusal^officcr, record Its nhdlng wlOun 15 days

of the receipt'of this.order & make recommcndolions as to punishment or other 

opproprialc action against the accused.

ii)

1

allegaiidns,
Iv) • ■ The Inquiry shall be

<-
V) ■' Ihe accused shall join the proceeding on the dale and time and place Ibeed.by ihc.Inquiry 

Officer.
•-S
■a
IS

1 .Br*

1

I

\
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OFFICE OFTHE .
deputy SUPERlNTENDENT^PpiPOUCE,

REGl SUBrplVISION.PESHAWAR.

No. /E Dated ' I ■^6-'J2023

I

/ ■ “'i* •

The Superintendent cl Police.
Worsek Peshawar.

.' r,.^r.P. mARV ACT|n>f ACiftlNST CONSTABLE KAMPANKP.aJLO-££
• SHAHQAI^ OP PfS REGl.

To;
:• ;

Subject
\

1

, BEMQi - office.<Endorsemer»t:.No.52-EmA- SP WarsokPlease refer to . your
Peshawar dated 22.05.2023 on the aubject rioted above.

The Instant enquiry, v/pa Initiated against Constable ■Kamran No.2070 on 
the directions of SP Warsak Pcshavrarvlde his le^r No.62-,^A dated 2105.2023 on 
ihe charge that while he was posted as drone-camera operator to.PP.Shahgal. he flew 
drone camera.on his own well without bringing Intq .the r)oli<» of his seniors for- ulterior, 
motives, which was crashed on.colllslon.wilh'lioo voltage: Hne. SI TaJmeer held him 
responsible for negHgence and professional misconduct after-.cohducllng preliminary 
enquiry. The under-signed was appointed as Enquiry Officer to scrutinize the conduct

. i
?Y Ii-

a;

. t■.1
A

r.

•a

<;•
of the accused ofRctal.. - .

To proceed ' Into the matten the entlro related>ersor was called and their

statements are. recorded. Detail Is as below:
STATEMENT OF FC KAMRAN NO:2970 P-P SHAGHAl PjS REGJ 
FC Kaniran stated in hla .strite'ment teat he was poste’d aa drone camera operator at IT 
section., On 17 March. 2023, ho vras transferred, from IT, secUon and pqsted at the 

disposal of SP Warsak division, on thB.dlrecllon.,of,hlgh}iips..On.22 March-2023, he 
■ ■. reported at Government Primaly Schoor$alar,.QUa;P:S-Re9i on.the direction.of SP

- Warsak rind tesked to perform-hls'duly aS''drone.camera-operator..HB was directed by 

SHO Regi to fly .the drone camera as and-when lnlimated by . ex-deputy speaker. 
- Following guide line of SHO on 14.05.2023, ha flow drone carneia-qn direction of ex-

of monitoring Ihe.drone.camera crashed-due to

r

*

i
V

deputy speaker. During the course 
technical fault and cdllided with 11000 voItaga llne andbecamB damaged; Proper entry 

r Iri this regard was entered In dally diary vide D.D No.05 dated.:14.QS.2023 at 1B;30 
r hours at P.P Shahgl P.S Regl. there was no malaflde ^d negligence on his part, rather

- he perforrned his duly with sincerity and honesty.-As flag (A)
STATEMENT OF INSPECTOR JAVED AKHTAR KHAN SHO_PS_R_EGl.
That there is land dispute between ex.Depirty Speaker Mehm.po-J Jan and Bsa Khel 
tribe. FC Kamran No.2e70 was deployed a3:dronB (teniera.operator at Prirnary'Schoo!

Salar Qila P^P Shahgl P.S Regl; ;Drone cainera was ulillied alter teWno 

the day of occurrence the drona cameras was flown by the under anquifV •

i
£

5

V

1 <«ri* •*'

4

\

I . i

1
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,BhBd due tp technical
colMe(J wilh11000 voltage

1: iauU unchargeanov* battetv. J
„ne and bocamo lamagsd. f 1^9 P)........... ,^^HARGfcE£:5t!At!StaS^'-

■ ■ SI Taimo.r Shah stalai wa FC tomra ■ ^ fa)meB,,Shah held him .

- " "'irrar:i-aH=ico„dd..hsp~

N

responsible of m

SamB........ . i I 

rrrss—™f:=»-cssr-=
::*dsa<»3and inhla plase ,HO Shahzad^ paho^P-- ^

pertcrnia hla SP"=«'" ^3'he wae prase"'«’">
an leave. On 14,05.2023 3^0 hraher v^s

,sed that the said .official
and flew the drone camera.

cL Enquiry

1
I

I

i

•• !

Thalhe
when p p produced

tnaflce^..n^argeif.P..whpreUl:.d^^^

failed to bring Into
Furthermore entry was rnade vlde ^ . p g^at^go,. as Flag (D)

rfced to SI Taj'mlr Shah Khan.lmcharg
.F-TeMFraTOF IN41HARGE rf SISIjgN. -
Fanherrnere in^harge IT Seh0e".waa.app™a^ed^v^^^^^^^_^^

ted 05.062023 for technical ppln on^. ^j^^-j^ s^ne.camera having sensors
also worth mentioning lhat the “"V'" ”^-.n^ .^tenra coHde with .1100 vollage
,„ all dlracoens so nm „„ ,3, ,,3 which also rtce.rtaesllon that why

controlled the- camera
technical fault in the. camera an.

.As Flag (E)

a ;Kamran 
brought Into

•.-was ma
Ihls.offlce.Endst: No.31/ST

■It Is

da

meter heights.
din case of low batteiy the

electric cables. The
drone operator 

^ Furthermore', there Is no 
P r MaVic 3T camera aulo .ralums to their home location

In to
not..-the

h
duty station shagalras.a droneFACTS.

"’ “ ■—“••rr.ri.—- >
stationed aV-hlswas'

cameta cp®

, ^ho possibility

ot’baThe dtorto pamotP^ liKen into ,

aocQunt-
I... rt.--'

, - Vl* •.
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S!'
{
3
i: ■ drone operalor had noVconUoUed tha camera even.at;therheight lOf .1 Dimeter
i- - ■ • ■ ■ : ■ ' ■

-tduring day time.whlch caused the incident.
■ ^5) Ihere was no technical fault In the drone camera. Furthermore,- If there, was low 

t . battery Issue In the drone camera, the operator 8hpuld:not fly;the drone or Vetum to its' 
home destination after flight.

■r-

V'- ■■

\1-

f.-
f CONCLUSION. , ■

After going through the statement and.'technlcaUoplnlonAQf director‘TE-it has*been- 
established that there.was no lechnlcarfaultln,the:-drone.damera.‘:Funhermore, FC 
:Kamran flew drone;caTnera on ^e ,verbal;directioa of Mahmpod Jan wlhout bringing ' 
into the notice of his seniors.

The enquiry • -reflecL..:jml8conduct. x: delinquen^, , lireaponsible and- 
unprofessional approach or) the part of FC Katnran. Therefore^hu lsvgullty ,of crashing 

highly expensive drone camera, please.

/t I e^n).. ?;( CFl!Sub.QMSionm FbllraiOfficer. 
? RegllCirc alPeshavrar:

•• r .
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su\M'RiNn;Ni)i-N'r or roi.ici-..
i':

WMlSAk. oo.l*. l»l-;snAWAR 

/ On’icc pUiuK* No.
Ov/c

it
NO, /2(»2Ar-

'i- ■ S\tO\V CAUSR NO l lPK

1. Arshud Rhan. Supcrimcudcm uri'oUcc. Wurenk. (:Ct’ l‘cshnwar,.us uimi]Klui)l auihtirii) under 
\hc RoRcc Dihciplmar)' Rules, l‘)75 do hereby serve yon I'C Kuinrun u. 2‘)7I|, litlliov':-

y) Thai etmscqdeni uixin ihe enmpleiinii iir.enquiry aijainsi, you by l-.nguir) 
•OlVieer Sl)l*0 Regi l•usha\^-Jr lor whieh yiui are given.opinirtuniiy of 
hearing and producing evidence.

b) On going through the, lltiding ufJCnquiry. Ofl'iecrs submilled Vide memo; 
No. 16/Ii/1*A dated 20.06.2023. ■I’he material on record and-oilier 
eunneclcd papers including your derensc bcforc the .said limiuiry OlVteers.

I ain lalisried dial you have committed.(he following ucl^omlssions spcuillcd in Ihe surd 
rules

v:\\

;■

i

> .

I.

'I'lial Ihe Inquiry rcflccls mbcundiicl, delinquency, Irrcspunsihlc nnd unprorcssiiinul 
approach on yiiur part. You found guilty for crashing highly cjtpcnsivc drone eamem.

!
As a rcsull liiereof,;l. as cuinpotcnl uiilliority, have icntalivcly'decided to.imjaise, upon 
you majoroninor punishment under the said rules..

;

■jp-

Yim an* llie^iqre. .rei|uirvd to show cause.as to why ihc.uliiras'oid/ncn'ihy should not K- 
. inipu.sed upon yuu.and also imiroaie us to whether yau'desiruto bedicurdnn person.

;• 3.
1

;
•If no reply lu this notice is ix^ivcd within IS-days-of-its doHyory, il shall K* presumed 

' tiui you liave no defense lo pui*ih and in that case oieporte aelioh ahall he taken ug:iiiisi 
'ow.

A.
i

cI opy of the lindiiiim of Knqoiry luViccr isendnse

Supcrlniendcm‘nr|iiiilcc,'\Vunigl( iJIvisi 
CCi*i-l*csliuMiiir an

th© day of ecainwua mp dftjn^^jrnore# wafi tloym by ms :Unuei w<****-'
A

at-Sr
•»
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OFFICE or THE
SUPEUmiENDCNT OF POUCE. 

WAPSAK, CCP.PESHAWAn 
Email: spwarsokdiv]slon@B'^3’l-^**^

DACIi: /Ojm /2()23/PANO.

■Hus i>«lLT Will dispose oir ihc nepnrtmemul Imiuiry «euinsl l-C Komnin Nit. 2‘)70 

vide this oOict: No. 52/iyi’A doled 22.05.2U23. 'Hie imiuirj- in liimd cmimolcd from dial while Ue 
posied os drone camera opcniior ui PI* Sluiilui. he used drone ciimcm hriiij’inii into the
muice ofhis seniors, which was crashed on cpllisUm wllh 1100 voUugc clcciricily line; IXiriny

■found uuiliy for itcitliticncc commilleilprcliminury iuqitiry comiticlcd hy SI Tujinir Shah he 
hy him. l-or the said uciiliycnee proper departmental intpiio' '«ts conducted ihrooiih SDPO Ucjit.

WU.S

lie KLihmilied his lindioiis vide memo No. Kt/P7PA dated 21).0fi.202.3.

issued to him vide lliis ofllcc memo. No. 67/I7PAh'iniil show cttusc notice nus 

dated 21.00.2023, wherein he submitted lus written stulemcnl.

Keepinti in view the reeommendniinns of iiu|uiry ofTieer, he is hereby awarded 

punishment of forreiture of one year tipprovetl scr\'ice.

Al) IT is hereby directed to fix the price/AvoT\h ofdnmc emneru and be recovered 

from PC- Kninran accordingly.-

Order imnotinccd. ,

] ^Arshad Khati)— 
'^tpcvinlcndcnt of Police, 

WursuU, CCP, l*esli;iwar.
OH. Nti. dated // /c5?72023.

C(i[)y ofnhovcis Convstrtlctl for infoninirmn and ncewsaty action In;
1. Hie (’apiliil (.‘ity Police Olliccr, I’csliiiwur
2. The .Senior Siiperiniendctu of Police ()pcmlion.s CCI* Peshawar.
3. Al) IT CCP Peshawar.
4. Pay olflccr CCI’ I’c.sitawar.
5. h'MC ulong with Inquiry file (or record, 
fi. SDPO Kegi.

Scanned with CamScanner

' r
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OPPICKOK-Tlirv
;,GAi’irA[i city i'6i.iGf(: pppiciat;. ||g•Vi'

ounr.K.

- "lliis order will- dispuiie' ul' the .departinentol ; appeal''prcrcrr^^.bx. Coiistaljle
* li -*'* 'j,. . ■ . • 'KanimD Khan No. 2970,whu'wos u\vurded-.[hc:puni9hmvni:or;.‘'rorfciture?or-7Qhyc[iri .

. '* / V
' appro^'cd icrvlcc upd Ihc price or.tlio Urono Cunicni bctrceovcrcd’' under KI’/PR-I975 
. (omended 2014) by SlVWorsak, Peshawar,vide OB No,'1710, doled 11.07.2023.

.'Brief facts leoding lo.thc'insluntdppcaljurc.ahal lhc..derault^r consiobic 
proceeded against, deparimcniolly on the charges;(hat he v<Kilc'post^ os o operator of the drone 

■ camera at.PP Sha^, Peshawar us^ the drone camera: wilhoui bringing ihto';lhe notice of his. 
seniots which.tvas crashed due to the collision.with 11000 voltage.elcciricity Itpe.'-

. 3-

2- was

He was iuued Charge-Sheet. and.Sumiriary :of_'AUcg8lions by SP/Waisak, 
- .Peshaww. SDPO/Rcgi, Peshawar was appointed aslEnquiiy Ofticer to.scrutiniw the conduct of 

the, accused oBicial;- The- Enquiry Officer after^conducting proper departmental, enquiry 
. submitted his Andings in which he.was found guiUy. The .competcnl authority.iD light of the 

.findings of the Enquiiy'OfHcerissued him Pir^ Show Cause. Notice. However, his reply of the
Final Show. Cause ^Notice was not satisfactory and<.hqncc,'-award.cd;him-lhel punishment of

/• • *,4. *•. 'i*

forfeinire of 01 year approved service alongwilh recovery of the drone Camera s price.

Hc-wu be^ in person in-.O^cHl/^bm. During personnlrb 

an opportunity to p'roifc his Inhqceace.MoweveiVhe failed lo'subihit any plausible ex 
his. defeiue.-Thererorc,.-hiS'..eppeiiJ'ror.seltingynsldo ..ihe:-punishin?nl awarded ly him by

he'was.given 
ition in

4-

'.V.SP/Wars^,Pbshawarvidc OB No. 1710.,dalcd ll,07^Ett^hct^by rcJcclctI/nie

t-J "Order Is nnnouncpil**
y [es C

-..t- ■

CAPITAL crrY-POLi^i:> 
vpESilAWA-R

VPA. '.dated Peshawar the-. /•PS/;<:o?/2023 

Copies for infurmutiun and Recnt'ury actipn >o the:*

1. SPAVftniab Pcduiwar.
2. AD/n-ccp;pcsiviWur.-■
3. ClU-'.pASr&PO

-(•MC along wiili ttumplcip Fduii Mj*wl.. 
,. .J. Official conecTRcd

N *

. .*^1 -

'
N

•
* V

.t C x- >w,

«
.-J

}



%

lV\V\a(- . a

^i-^vi.^Uij(^(y2023&yl22/x .3 

4-t£<4tfi^USH0 d!^tfiXr‘lS\:>^i:l^>t^.5

: ■ l.i/t-/l4.5.2023^'
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K (^)
OFPiCKOK.'rnic

INSI'KGI OU GKNKKA.L OK I'OIJCK 
• KIIYIJKK PAKIITUNKIIWA 

1‘ESIIAWAU.

ITiis order is hereby passed to. dispose, of Revision Petitinn'under Rule l l-A of KUybcr 
Pakhlunkhwa Police Rulc»l975 (amended 2014) submitted by KC Kuniran Khan No. 2970. 'ITie applicant
was awarded minor punislutiCQt of forfeiture of one year approved service & the price of the drone camcm 
be recovered from him by SP wursak Peshawar vide OH No. 1710, doled 1,1.07.2023. on the allegation that 
he while posted as an operator of'ihc drone camera at PP Shagal, Peshawar used lh^^dro^c camera without 
brin^g into the nuliuu of his seniors which was crashed due to the colli-sion with J1000 voltage electricity 
line.

Ihc Appellate Authority i.c. CCP Peshawar rejected his appeal vide order No; 3119-25/1’A, dated
05/09/2023. ‘

Meeting of Appellate Hoard was held on 10.10.2024 wherein petitioner was hcord in person. The 
petitioner contended that during monitoring of the area the drone camera collided with the 11000 W' lines 

due to technical fault; hence the drone sufTcred damages.
■Ibc petitioner-was heard in person. '1716 Board by taking lenient view decided that his revision 

petition is hereby partially accepted. 'Ihe minor punishment of. forfeiture of one year approved service is 

hereby szt or/t/t;. However, ibc.pricc of drone camera will be recovered monthly, based on ihc.murket value 

ofthe drone camera at thcTimc of determination.
Sd/.

AWAI. KHAN, PSP 
Additional IrLspccior General ofPolicc, 
lIQrs: Khyher Pakhlunkhwa. Peshawar'.

No. /24, dated Peshawar, the 7.^ — nm.
Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. Capital City Pdlicb OlTiccr, Peshawar. One Service Roll, One I'auji Wksal and One linquiiy 

l-’ilc of the above named PC received vide your olTicc Memo: No. 19398/CkC, dated 
15.11.2023 is returned herewith for your ofllcc record.

2. SP Warsak Peshawar.
-3. AIG/lxgaL Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar.
4. PA to AddJ: IGP/l IQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, r
5. ' Pa to OlG/lIQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

(SONJiV SIIAMUOZ KHAN) PSP 
AlG/listablishmcnt,

Por Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

CamScanner

-•I
y. J. L.. •
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