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BEFORE THE HON’BLE CHAIRMAN, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. Zﬂgz 12024

1.

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

(APPELLANT)
VERSUS
The Superintendent of Police, Warsak, CCP, Peshawar.
The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
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 TOQ 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 adthority
and the same may kindly be sct 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,

FACTS

Short facts giving rise to the present appeal are as under:-

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.

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 De})uty Speaker.

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 11100V

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 Shaga_i, 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 appeilant.

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.

(Copy of Charge Sheet
alongwith statement  of
allegations, reply and memo
are appended as Annex-A to
Annex-C) “
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-II as per the order dated 10-07-2023.

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

8. 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.
(Copy of departmental appeal
and rejection order are
appended are Annex-H and
Annex-I)
9. 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.

(Copy of revision petition and
order are appended as Annex- J
& Annex-K)

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

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




GROUNDS

A.
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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 la-\‘;v, rules and
policy. Therefore, the impugned order is not sustainable in the eye of

law.

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 tiae 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.

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 ai;)pellant_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 c'ase
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.

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.

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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G. 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 principies of justice and imposes an unjust penalty
on the appellant for actions taken in good faith under official

instructions.

H.  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.

L 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 arguments.
PRAYER

In view of the foregoing facts and grounds, itis, 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.
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Any other relief deemed proper and just in the circumstances of the

case, may also be granted.

Through

Dated: 11/11/2024 Rizwanullah
Advocate High Court, Peshawar

Email ID: advocaterizwanullah@gmail.com
Mobile No. 0300-596-5843
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE CHATRMAN, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 12024

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

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

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

(RESPONDENTS)

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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P ' OFFICE OF THE,
: | SUPERINTENDENT. OF POLICE; ..
| WARSAK; CCP, PESHAWAR "
,\ R - - Rmail: spwarsnkdivislon@gmml.cum K
w0 S -!(a’ A - DATE 9310{;2021_
SCHARGE SHEET

-".
5.

4\, Anhad Khan, Superintendent of ‘Police; Warsak- Division, Peshaar; as. compelen!
¥ - authority, hereby charge you FC Kamran No. 2970-as.follow:- ‘ '

{) . That.while you posled as drone camera operntor lo J’P Shagal. you l'ly dronc.

camern on his own wellwithout bringing into the. notice! ‘of your scoiors for ulterior

. motives, whlch was crashed on collision"with-1100- voltngc clcctricity line. Durmg

‘preliminary inquiry conducted by Sl Ta;mlr Shah. you wcrc l'ound gullty for -
v _ncgllgcncc committcd by you This amounts to. gross misconduet and: ncglngcm.c on

7 your part.
ii). . This amounts o gross- mlsconducl. ncgltgcncc and: malaﬁdc on you.r part for whlch you
. ; nrc liablc for pumsluncnl as defined in Police Dlsclphnary Rulcs, ‘.975

1. By. the reasons 0!‘ the ‘above, you appeared. to be: gumy of nusconducl under Pohce-
' ' Disciplinary Ilulcs, 1975 and havo tcndcred yourself lxable to all‘or any'of the penaltics-

spcctﬁcd in the smd Rulcs :
!
B You are '.hcrc[‘o:e, required 10, submit your written-defensc ‘within seven days of lhct’r

_ rccetpt of thig charge. shcct to the. lnqtury OfﬁcerICommiuce

........

3 R | Inumalc whclhcr you desxre to. bc heard in person? .

4 AStaicmcnl-ol‘nllcgau_on is enclosed.

<Su erin cndcnt of Pollcc,
e Warsak Division CCT, Peshawar.

w g N
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' OFFICL Oli' T i
SUPRRINTENDENT OF POLICE,
WARSAK, CCP, PESIHIAWAR

Email: spwnrsulidi\rlsion@gmnil.com

B L -
NO, S 9\-!{'# A _DATE: / noy

KAMRAN NO, 2070 DRONF, CAMERA -

./ OPERATOR PP SHAGAL,

1. Arshad-Khan Superiniendent of Police, “Warsak- DWISIO!‘I. Pcshawar. as. compclcnl uulhority,-
7 amef the-opinion that FC Kamrn No:2070 has rcndcrcd himself. ligbleto be Erocccdcd against

-+ as he has committed the [oliowing acts/omissions wrlhm !he mcanmg ol Police” Dtsciplmary

-Rules, 1973.
. STATE! QF: I..l? TIONS.
- ) Thal while’ he. posted . as drone .camern operator to PP Shagnl, hc flown drone

eamcra an: hts own-well without bringing Into thc notltc ot his’ scniora for. ultcrior
molivcs, whlch was crashed on collhlou with 1100 voltagc elcctrlcity lluc. During
prclimtnnry Inquiry condueted . . by SI 'I‘ajmlr Shah he was ruund gullty for .

ncghgence commiitted by:him..This. ‘amounts to gross: misconduct ‘and- neghgcncc on .

.~ his- parl. ' .
i) Thal all the. abovc acts. s.moum lo. gmss rrusconduct, negligence, ,meﬂ':clency -and
malal'idc on !us pan for - which he .is ha.blc for pumshme.nt as- dcl‘med in. Pohcc

Duclplmary Rulcs. 1675,

(i) .

- i".’ F The lnqulry shall be-do nductéd’lr‘eordancc with thc prowslon oF the Rulcs 10 provtdc

‘ rcnsonablc opportunily of hearing to:the accused ofﬂcer, :ccord its finding within 15 days

of the receipt' of this. order & _make rccommcndntlons a3 to p'.:mshmem or other
"appropriate mj:_;:on.aggmst the aqquscd.

v)~ The accused'shall join  the procecding on the date and time-and place fixed. by the Inquiry
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OFFICE OF THE .
. DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT‘QF /POLICE,
_ REGI SUB-DIVISION PESHAWAR. ‘

A / 6 JE Dated 20 PR ro:S /2023

) MEMO]

To " The Superintendent of Po!ica.

Warsak Peshawar.
Subjsct ~'>_‘:,- DISCIPLIN:

" SHAHGQI‘OFE,‘S REGL®  ° 7

Fiease refer to .your -office.Endorsement.. No.52’-Er’PA'. SP ‘Warsek-
Pashawar dated 22. 05,2029 on the subject noted abova. .
The instant enquiry. was lnlliatad agalnst C:onstabla Kamran No.2870 on’

i 'tha directions of SP Warsak Peshawar. vide his letter No 52-EIPA dated 22.05 2023.0n

the charge that while he was posted.as drone.camera. operator to.PP. Shahgal he flew

drune camera.on his own well wlthout bringlng Into tho nollce :of hls sen!or's for. ultesior ,

moﬂvea. which was crashed an. calllsion: with 1100 vollaga line. S| Tajmeer held him

: responsible for negligence and- profass!onal rnisconduct after»conductlng “prefiminary -

enquiry. The .under-signed was appolnted as Enqu!ry Ofﬂeer to scrutinize the conduct

~ of the accused official,

To proceed into the matter; the. entire i'elated:'p'arson was calied and their

statements are recorded Detail Is as below:

FC Karnran slated ln hig. atatarnent that he was poated as dmne camera operator aliT
section. On 17 March: 2023, b was trarwfarred from- IT. section and. psted- al the
. dlSPOSBI of SP Warsak dMslon. on the direction, of: hlgh ups On:22 March* 2023, he
feported at Govemmenl Pdmary School Satar, Qlla P §.Regi on_the direction of SP-
~ Warsak and tasked to perform. -his duty as: drone. camera operator. He was directed by
SHO. Regr to fiy the drone. camera as and when lnhmated by . ex-deputy -speaker.
Following guide line of SHO on 14.05, 2023 ha-flew drone camera-on diraction of ex-

- deputy speaker. Durlng the course of rnonltoring lhe drone.camera ¢crashed-due o

technical fault and cdliided with 11000 voltage-iine. and.begame’ damaged: Prcpar enlry
o thls regard was entered in dally diary vide D.D No.05 dated :14:06.2023 at 18:30
hours atP.pP Shahgl PS Regi There.was no malafide and- negligence on his par, rather
- he performed:his duty wrlh sincerity and honaaty As ﬂag (A)
STA’I' MENT.OF INSPECTO _ JA\!EB_A _ R KHAN SHO PS REGI.
Thét there is fand dnsputa batween ax-Daputy Speaker Mahmunu Jan and Essn iKhe!
tribe. FC Kamran No.2670 was. depiuyed as: drona camera uperator st ananl School

Salar Qila P-P. Shahgi P.S. Regl ;Drong.camera was uliized-after toking; perm’t..aion on

the day of accurrence the drane cameras was flown by the under-enquiry -
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. '-rdﬁcla! without bringing tnto the notice of SHO Regi which.was. crashed due to. tachnical
Aault unchargedfiow. battery. Resultantly the drone, carnara comdad w\\h11000 voltage

. fine and becama damaged. As Flag (B) "~

P SHAHGL P.S"‘-REGI.

EME! .OF ST} J-Mi AH- KHAN Sl IN-GHh G'

s\ Tajmeer Shah ataled that FC Kamran No. 2970 ﬂaw the drone camera. on his own‘ :
well and to keep. happy Mehmood Jan and his famers. Sl Ta]rnear Shah held him -
responsinie of misconduct and neg‘lrgenoa after conductlng preﬁminary er\qulry As Flag

© .. . -
“STA H : Psr-iA G| PS REGL, ,

“That he s posled aa Muuharmr a

. No.5132 ared deployod as Drone camers operator at’ Salar era School. uaual\y they
flown drone ‘camera on-the permlsalon of SHO or. In-charge of the P P however on the
day of occumence the Mubarrar was on casuaUShabashl vide -D. D No.04 daled
13.052023 and in his plase HC Shahzad was, performad the duty of Muharraer ‘

E o HC SHEH D HAN' P SHAHG p.S REGL

1 PP Shahgal, FC Kamran No. 2670.and:FC. Shoaib -

Thathe perl‘orms ‘his generol duty atP.P Shahgi,. he: was’ given the chargeof; Muharrar

when the Raees was on Iea\re On. 14,05 2023 he was present in P.P that’ Operator
Kamran No. 2970 oarna to P P and. produced a written; application.. The Mmatier was
3 brought Into- ‘the notlca of: In-charge: RP:, wheraln ‘he. di.sclosed that the sald .official
failed. to bring into the- notlce of SHO: aa waell: s In-change and ﬂe.w the’ drone‘ camera.
Furthermore. entry was rnada vide'DD: No 05 dated: 14! 05.2023 to- this. effect- Enquw

owas marked to- Sl Ta]mlr Shah Khan In-chargo PP Shahgal As Flag (D)

MENT.OF. IN-CHARGE it sec ON.
Furthermore ln-charge 1T Sectlon’ was approached -yide this. office. Endst No.31/5T

" .daeted 06.08.2023 for tachntcal-opinion.: - Reply-of AlT. rocolved which' reveals that " it is

-of r.ollisign -of dmne camera vnth 1100 \rollaga “elegirig: osblas may M@

- also wonh monuonlng that the Mavie 3T Is an automaﬂo drone: camm'a having sansors
in all directions so it'is not posslbla :{hat how ‘the- .camers coll]de ‘with- 1100 voltage

electric cables.“The incldent take. place. on.day, Urno which. also rue.question that why .

the drone operator not controlled. the - .camera . in 10 meter heights.

_ .Funhomom'. there is no technical. fault in the came:a and in case of low. battery \he

Mavic 3T camera auto retums 1o thelr home tocation. As Flag (E)

FACTS.

(1) The-undar- enqutry official was 'atalloned at-his duty statlon shagal:as.@ drone
camera operatar for suwemanoe efthe. conmc\ afea.

, (2) On the day of .occumence, FG: Kaman. flew drone. camara on the. ‘direction-of &%

" depuly gpeaker without seeking perrnlssion lrom SHO Regl and PP ln-chargﬂ

3 " The drone oamero lLﬂd Banagm m al d‘mc\lona. Thsreiorﬂ the possm-.ﬁry

aceaunt.
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' &; ‘The drene cperator had not controlled the-camera. even at the heIght :0f . 10 meler

.*dunng day time which caused the incident, .
" (9) There. was no technical fault In the drone camera. Furtherrnore. if there was low

battery issue In the drone camera, the operator: should: ot ﬂy the: drone or.retum.to its’

home destination after ﬂrght ' RN
v ~“CONCLUSION. b

After going: through- the statement. and.:technical; opintoneof director’ '[E it has besn-

es\abhehed that there was no technical fault In;the drone Camera Furlhermore, FC

Kamran flew drone;camera on the verbal; direction of Mahmood Jan: wrthout bringing

into lhe no’doe of his eeniore

The enqulry -renect. m\sconduct.,. delinquency, . lrreeponslble » and’

unprofesslonal approach on' the part of FC Kernran Thereforeahe ls guilty of crashing
" highty. expeneive drone carnera please "

i




OEFICE OF FE
O OSUPERINTENDENT QF ROLICI..
WARSAK, CCPESUTAWAR
Vanail: sp“ursakdlvmnurm;,mml com -

Mice phone Nu. U‘Jl-‘)2240’4 R
NO, 69/ A DATE 9]/06 23 .

5. FINAL SUHOW CAUSE NOTICY,

L. Arshud Khan, Superintendent uf Police, Wansak, CCP Peshawar, as compeient. sutharity ,ugr'dcr

the Paolice Disciplinary Rules, 1975 do hereby NEPVE you FC Kamran o, 2971, I'ulIm\\:-

* o, That canseyuent upon L.nmnh.l'mn ul.enquiry. against, you by l:nquiry
, -OfVicer SDIPO Regi Peshawar Tor which you are’ given, ummrluml; ol
hearing und producing evidence.

b) On going through the, finding of :linquiry. Oflicers subrmined vide memo:
No. 16/1iPA dated  20.06.2023. “I'he- mhlgrjhl an record and -wther
vonnected papers including your dofensc before the said lnguiry Oflicers.
1. b am satisficd that you have cpmmillcd.ll;c following scis/omissions spevilied in the said’

rulcs

That the lnqulry.rcnccls miscundﬁct, dclinquenicy,. irrespuasible nnd .unprofcssionyl

approisch un your purt. ¥ou found guilty for crashing hl;,hly cxpeasive drune camer,

2. As a result lIan.uI ‘b, u.-c compuu:nl l.lllllll.)l'“), hnvu 1cntnlwcl\ decidod. 1o, lmpum upon
you. nmjummnnr pumahmml under the-saig: rules..
#
-3 Yimu are Ilu.rc!un.. rcqmn.:d ln ahuw cuuse.as o why 1he, uluru.-mld.uqnully should not he

. nnpuu..u.l unoen you, and ulso: uulmnu. us m whx.thcr yau dulrc 10 h\. hc;md in person.

R '“'"'F“ reply 1o thix notice is rqccwcd "within 15- days ol its deliyery, it shill be presume

that you have n dotense 1o pui-in and in that cose ox-parte action’shadl be tuken against
YIS

5 Copy vt the lndings af Enguiry ONicer is cocl

Nedd -

Sunerlnlnndcn_ ur'l'nllcc, “'“mlls llhiumn
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AMG,@

OFFICE OF THE
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
WANSAK, CCP, PESHAWAR
Email; spwarsakdiviston@gmall.com

NO. / ¢//§ A DA /0/&’ 12023

ORLER

—————

This order will dispose ofl' the I)Epnﬂmcului tnyuiry aguinst FC lwmmn N 2970
vide this.office No. SU/PA doted 22.05.2023. The inquiry in Imnd-cmanutcd'f__mm that while he
posied as dreane camera opertor W P ‘ihugui. he used drone camern -whl\niﬁ hringing inta the
100 voltege clectricity linc. During

for nepligence committed

nutice of his scoiors,-which was crushed on colhahm with §
preliminury inuiry cangucted by S1Tajmir Shah he was-found guilty
by lmn For the said negligence proper departmental inguiry was: Lnnductcd through SO Regi.

~ 1le submiued his Imdmp vide memo No. 16/15PA dated 20.06 ,2023.
Final show cuuse notiee was issued 1o him vide this oflice mema. No. 6T/1/PA
ditted 21.06,2023, wherein he submitted his wrilten stutement. '

I{t:-cpiltg. in-view the recommentdations ol inguiry officer, e is hereby awarled
punishiment of Torleiore of one year upproved scrvice,

AD ET s hereby dirceted to fix the price/ worth of drone camerniy and he recovered ’

from FC Kamran accordingly.

Oreer nnnounee,

) Arshad Xha _-
- oSuperintendent of Police,
Warsnk, CCP, Peshawar.

‘OB, No. )940 dated /] 1672023,

Capy of above is forwarded for information and necessury netion to:
I. ‘The Capital City Palice Oflicer, Peshawar

‘The Seaior Superintendent ol Palice Operations CCP Peshawar,

Al) " CCP Peshawar,

- Pay officer CCP Peshawar.

FMC glong with Inqulr) file (or record.

SI)I’() Regi. :
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< . ORNER,

- “This order - will- dispuse” of’ the. Lll.parunnnlul nppcnl pm[‘crrcd by Consluh!e‘

- Kamran -Khan, No. 2970, who' was uwurded the . punlshm;m ol‘ “rorfclturc ql’-:ﬂl?ycnrs
" -approved service und the price of. (lw druun Curucm be rcemrcrcd" undcr K!' PR;-I‘)?S,
- . (omended 2014) by SP/Warsak, l’cshnwnr wdc OB No I?IO daled 11. 07 2023, °

.2- , * Brief ['ucls li.ndmg to thc msmnt uppcul ,un: that lhc dc['uultr‘r l:onslnblc was

. procecded against, dcpn.rlmcnlul Iy on thu chargcs lhm he wh|lc posted as a opcrator of the drone-

.:cmu:ra at, PR ‘Shagai, Peshawnr uscd the drone camera; wllhoul hnnglng mlo the noltce of his.
. scmors which was crashed due 10'the cnlhsion wuh 1 1000 voltage clccmcny line>. |

.

N © .He was ‘issued Cha:gc Sheel. and.. Summau-)' of Allcgauons by SP/Warsak,
- Peshgwar.. SDPOIchI. Peshawar. was appmmed as. Enqunry Ol"ﬁcer to. scruumzc the conduct of
the, ‘accused official;- Thc Enquiry " Officer aﬁer-,conduclmg propcr dcparlmcnml ‘enquiry -
I‘;submincd his findings'in which-he. was fuund gullly The. competcnl aul.honty in: hghl of the
“‘ﬁndmgs of the Enquiry’ Ofﬁcer issued him Final Show Causc Nonoe. Howcver ‘his reply of the
g _I‘mal Show. Cnusc Nutu:c was- not. sansfaclory and hcncc. awa:dcd h:m the. pumshmcnt of
forfenrurc of 01 yczu- appm\rcd seryice alongmlh rccovcry ol‘thc drone Camcra 5. pnce

1= RS IPA, - duted Beshawae the . DS: 10972023
Coplcs for lnfurmm:un and fecEsiury :lction to the:-
1. SP/Wanak Peshuwar,
".,_‘ AT CCP:Peshawiy.
T CRL, OA‘}r&. PO

. FMC alang witli cumjets l'uuu \uml N —
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: UFFICF QFE .
'INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,
M . KIIYBI'..R PAKIITUNRKHWA '
’ - PESIIAWAR.

e e WS e, e R ) f.

This order is hcrehy paSSCd to. disposg .of Rc\rlsmn Pclmnn -under. Rule ll-A ol' Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rulc-1975 (amended-2014) submitted by ¥C Kumrnu ‘Khan Ne. 2970 The applicant

was awarded minor punishment of forfeiture of onc year approved service & the price of the drone camera _

be recavered from him by SP wursak Peshawar vide O3 No.. 1710, dated 11.07.2023, on the allegation that

he whilc pasied as an opcrator of-the drone camera ot PP Shagai, Peshawar uscd the*drone camera without

bringing into the notice of hls scaiors wluch was crashed duc to the collision with 11000 vellage clectricity

line.

The Appcllalc Authunty ic. CCP Peshawar rejected his appeal vide order No: 3! 19-25/PA, d.ll(.'l.l -

-05/09/2023.

Moclmg of Appcllaic Board ‘was held on 10.10.2024 wherein petitioner was heard m pcrsnn The
petitiener conlcndcd that during mositoring of the arca the dronc camera collided with thz 11000 W lines
- ducto lcchn_:m.l fault; henee the drone sulfered damages. *

* The petitioncr- was hcard'in person. ‘The Board by taking lenicnt view decided that his revision
‘petition is herchy parlially'ucceptcd ‘The mii'u;r punishment of. forfcilurc ol anc year opproved scrvice is
-hereby set aside. llowever, Lhe.price of dronc camera will bc rccovcrcd monthly, bascd on the.market valuce
of the dronc camera at the lime, of determination.

. . S -
AWAL KUAN, psp

Additionat Inspeetor CGeneral of Police,
11Qrs: Khyber Pakhiunkhwa, Peshawar,

No. 503800—230‘/ 24, datcd Pcshawnr. the 2§ ~ /:- - 2024,

Copy of the abovc is forwardcd to the: ‘

1. Capital City Palico Officer, Peshawar. One Service Roll, One Iauji Missa! and Onc Jinquiry

Yile of the above named FC received vide your office Memo: No, 19398/CKC, dated

15.11.2023 is returncd herewith for your office record.

Si‘ Warsak Peshawar,

~AlGA.cgal, Khy_hcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

PA 1o Add}: IGPAIQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pcshawar,
*PA 10 DIGAIQrE: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

(SONIA SHAMROZ KIIAN) PSP

/ll +4 g '/‘lio{ AlGfistablishment,
, . For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwu, Peshawar.
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