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Counsel for the appellant present and submits that vide 

order dated 11.03.2019, the appellant was awarded minor 
punishment of forfeiture of two years approved service 

against which he filed departmental appeal which was 

rejected on 03.03.2020 and he then filed revision petition 

which also met with the same fate and rejected on 

03.03.2022, against which he filed the present appeal on 

21.03.2022. Let it be admitted for full hearing subject to all 
just and legal objections by the other side. The appellant is 

directed to deposit security and process fee and security 

within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the 

respondents. To come up for Written reply/comments have 

not been submitted. Learned AAG seeks further time to 

furnish reply/comments. To come up for written 

j reply/comments on 23.06.2022 before S.B.

23.05.2022

\.-

^ •

Mr.S^iiKa^mad Adeel23''^ June, 2022 Counsel for the appellant present. 

Butt, Additional A.G for respondents present.

Respondents have not submitted written reply/comments. 

Learned AAG seeks time for submission of written reply/comments. 

Last chance is given. To come up for written reply/comments on 

16.08.2022 before S.B.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

K
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

461/2022Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

2 31

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Javed resubmitted today by Mr. 

Taimur Ali Khan Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Register and put 

up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

31/03/20221-

iiLt
REGISTRAR , .

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on
2-

y’r Hl Q/AIRMAN

\
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Javed Khan, ASI No. 661 MR, PP Eathem, PS Kalu Khan, 

District Swabi received today i.e. on 21.03.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is 
returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1. Copy of departmental appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed 
on it.

2. Copies of Annexures C, attached with the appeal are illegible which may be replaced 
by legible/better one.

/S.T,No.

Dt. 72022
--------

REGISTRAR . 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Taimur Ali Khan Adv. Pesh.

^ -
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H^HYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CHECK LIST

o-p ptiCASE TITLE: I'

S# CONTENTS YES NO
This Appeal has been presented by: ^__
Whether Counsel/Appellant/R'espondent/Deponents have signed the 
requisite documents?

1
2

3 Whether appeal is within time? >/
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?
Whether affidavit is appended?_________ ' _________
Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner?
Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?___________ '
Whether certificate regarding filing any. earlier appeal on the subject,
furnished?

4
5
6
7
8

9 (X

10 Whether annexures are legible?
Whether annexures are attested?11 ✓:

12 Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?
Whether copy of appeal Is delivered to AG/DAG?______________ __
Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and
signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents?__________________'
Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? _____
Whether appeal contains cuttinq/overwritinq?
Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? 
Whether case relate to this court?
Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?
Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?
Whether addresses of parties given are complete?
Whether index filed?
W'hether index is correct? ■ -
Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 
Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent
to respondents? On___— —_ —
Whether copies Of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On 
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite 
parW? On

13 : ■/

14
15
16 . /X
17
18
19
20
21
22 v/
23 V
24

25

26
! 27

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been 
fulfilled.

\ cjt»^Lc JrName;

Signature:

Dated:

J
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before the KUYBER PAKHTUNICHWA service TOmTTNAT
PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO /2022

Muhammad Javed V/S Police Department

INDEX
S. No. Documents Arinexure r>. No.

01 Memo of appeal 01-05
02 Affidavit 06
03 Application for Condonation of delay 

Copy of charge sheet along with
statement of allegations____________
Copy of inquiry report
Copy of denovo inquiry report______
Copies of show cause notice and reply 
to show cause notice

07-08
09-1004 A

05 :e; 11
06 12-13
06 D&E 14-15

Copy of order dated 11.03.2019 F 16
07 Copies of order dated 03.03.2020, 

revision and order dated 03.03.2022 
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G,H&I 17-23

08 24

APPELL

THROUGH:

(TAIMU 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

KHAN)

Room No. FR 8, 4^'^ Flour, 
Bilour plaza, Peshawar cantt: 

Cell# 0333-9390916



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2022

Muhammad Javed Khan, ASI No.661 MR, 
PP Eathem, PS Kalu Khan, District Swabi.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Palditunldiwa, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region Mardan.

3. The District Police Officer, Mardan.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 11.03.2019, WHERICBY THE 

MINOR PUNISHMENT OF FORFEITURE OF TWO (02) 

YEARS APPROVED SERVICE HAS BEEN IMPOSED THE 

APPELLANT, AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 03.03.2020, 
WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE 

APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED AND AGAINST THE 

ORDER DATED 03.03.2022, WHEREBY THE REVISION OF 

THE APPELLANT HAS ALSO BEEN REJECTED.

PRAYER:
THAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE ORDERS 

DATED 11.03.2019 03.03.2020 AND 03.03.2022 MAY KINDLY 

BE SET ASIDE AND THE FORFEITED (02) YEARS 

APPROVED SERVICE OF THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY 

BE RESTORED WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL 

BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY WFHCH THIS AUGUST



TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT MAY 

ALSO BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH: 

FACTS:

That the appellant is appointed in the respondent in the year 1992 and 

since his appointed he is performing his duty with great devotion and 

honesty, whatsoever assigned to him and also have good seiwice 

record throughout.

2. That the appellant while posted as in-charge PP Hathian, a charge 

sheet along with the statement of allegations were issued to the 

appellant in which the following allegation was leveled against the 

appellant,

1.

Whereas ASl Javed Khan while posted as in-charge PP 

Hathian, self generated the remarks of Mr. Ali Bin Tariq the then 

SDPO of Tahkht Bhai in his ACR for the year 2017 vide Regional 
Office Mardan Endst: No.358/PA dated 05.10.2018.

The appellant submitted his reply to charge in which he denied the 

allegation and gave.facts about the situation, however he did not keep 

the copy of reply to show cause notice which may be requisite from 

the department. (Copy of charge sheet along with statement of 

allegations is attached as Annexure-A)

3. That inquiry was conducted against the appellant in which the inquiry 

officer gave his finding that the character and the public dealing of the 

appellant is right, performing his duty with devotion and no allegation 

of con-uption has been filed against the appellant and due to the 

excellent performance of the appellant the ASP might be give good 

remarks if he did his ACR form the ASP. (Copy of inquiry report is 

attached as Annexure-B)

4. That denovo inquiry was conducted against the appellant in which 

inquiry officer mentioned in recommendation that the progress made 

by the defaulter officer (appellant) in the year 2017 was verified and 

found satisfactory, but despite that the inquiry officer found him 

guilty. (Copy of denovo inquiry report is attached as Annexure-C)

5. That show cause notice was issued to the appellant which was replied 

by him and denied the allegation and again mentioned in his reply that 
Mr. Ali Bin Traiq was the SDPO of the Tahkt Bhai Sub Division and
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his transfer to FC Headquarter Peshawar, the appellant went to FC 

Head Quarter Peshawar for getting his ACR report, whereby due 

availability of Ali Bin Tariq (reporting officer), he handed over the 

original copy of his ACR to on duty FC Official, deputed on the 

security at his Bungalow and relieved him to put up the ACR before 

the officer for getting his report. After three days he was informed to 

receive his ACR. The appellant to went to collect his ACp. and had 

not knowledge that either ASP Ali Bin Tariq has given remarks on his 

ACR or some FC official by himself on which the competent 
authority recommended to send the signature to FSL for establishment 
of truth, but despite that ACR was not send to FSL for authenticity. 
(Copies of show cause notice and reply to show cause notice are 

attached as Annexure-D&E)

6. That on the basis above mentioned allegation, respondent No.3 passed
an order dated 11.03.2019, whereby minor punishment pf forfeiture of 

two (02) years approved has imposed upon the appellant without 
sending the ACR of the appellant to know the authenticity of signing 

on the ACR of the appellant. (Copy of order dated 11.03.2019 is 

attached as Annexure-F)

7. That the appellant field departmental appeal which was rejected on
03.03.2020 for no good grounds, however ever he did keep the copy 

of .departmental appeal which may be requisite from the department, 
thei appellant then filed revision on 29.01.2022, which also rejected on 

03.‘03.2022 for no reason. (Copies of order dated 03.03.2020, 
reyision and order dated 03.03.2022 are attached as Annexiire- 

G,H&I)

on
non

8. That now the appellant has no other remedy except to file the instant in 

this Honourable Service Tribunal for redressal of his grievance on the 

following grounds amongst others.

GROUNDS:
A) That the impugned orders dated 11.03.2019, 03.03.2020 and

,• I

03.03.2022 are against the law, facts, norms of justice and material on 

record, therefore not tenable and are liable to be set aside.

B) That the inquiry was not conducted according to the prescribed 

procedure as no opportunity of defence was provided to the appellant 
as neither statements were recorded in the presence of the appellant 
nor gave him opportunity of cross examination, which is violation of
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law and rules and as such the impugned orders are liable to be set 
aside.

C) That two inquiries were conducted on the issue, but both the inquiry 
officers did not bother to conduct proper inquiry to dig out the 

authenticity of the remarks and signature on the ACR of the appellant 
by sending his ACR to FSL, which means that the appellant has not 
been treated in accordance with law and rules and has been punished 

without conducting proper inquiry, which is against the nonns of 

justice and fair play.

D) That the appellant clearly mention in his replies to charge sheet and 

show cause notice that reporting officer Ali Bin Tariq on transfen-ing 

to FC Head Quarter Peshawar, he went there for getting his ACR 

report, but he was not present at his bungalow and handed over his 

ACR to FC official deputed for security on and after there days he 

was informed to receive his ACR and has no loiowledge that either 

ASP Ali Bin Tariq has given remarks on his ACR or some FC official 
by himself on which the competent authority remarks on the reply to 

show cause notice that send the signature to FSL for establishment of 

truth, but despite that the ACR of the appellant was not sent to the 

FSL to loiow the authenticity that whether the appellant himself gave 

remarks on his ACR of 2017 or not and without authenticity of the 

remarks mentioned on the ACR of the appellant minor;punishment of 

forfeiture of two (02) years approved has imposed upon the appellant, 
which shows that the appellant has been punished for no fault on his 

part as such the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

E) That the inquiiy officer mentioned in his first inquiiy report that the 

character and the public dealing is of the appellant is right, performing 

his duty with devotion and no allegation of corruption has been filed 

against the appellant and due to the excellent perfonnance of the 

appellant the ASP might be gave good remarks if he reported his ACPs. 
form the ASP and if the highs ups admitted the performance of the 

appellant excellent in the year 2017 from the record of the appellant, 
then why the appellant needed to self generate the remarks of 

reporting authority (Ali Bin Tariq SDPO of Taldat Bhai) in of his ACR 

of2017.

F) That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and 

rules and has been condemned unheard.



G) That the appellant seeks permission of this Honourable Tribunal to 

advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT T , 
Muhammad Javed

THROUGH:

(TAIT®R ALI KHAN) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2022

Muhammad Javed V/S Police Department

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Javed, ASI No.661 MR, PP Eathem, PS Kalu Khan, District 
Swabi, (Appellant) do hereby affirm and declare that the contents of this 

service appeal are true and correct and nothing has been concealed from this 

Honourable Tribunal.

DEPONENT
Muhammad Javed 

(APPELLANl')

■0

■4I- . u
s«,(

.4
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BEFORE THE KJIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2022 ’

Muhammad Javed V/S Police Department

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN THE
INSTANT APPEAL

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the instant appeal is pending before this Honourable I'ribunal in 
which no date is fixed so for.

2. That minor punishment of forfeiture of two (02) years approved has 
imposed upon the appellant vide order dated 11.03.2019, but he did 
not file departmental appeal and revision within the stipulated period 
of time due to some domestic problems due to which the appellant 
was in mental agony, however, without conducting proper inquiry and 
without doing FSL about the authenticity of the remarks report on the 
ACR of the appellant, penalty has imposed upon the appellant and the 
appellant has been punished for no fault on his part and the interest of 
justice demands that the appeal of the appellant may kindly be heard 
on merit to meet the ends of justice.

3. That the august Supreme Court of Pakistan has held that decision on 
merit should be encouraged rather than knocking-out the litigants on 
technicalities including limitation. Therefore, appeal needs to be 
decided on merit (PLD-2003(SC)-724).

4. That the instant appeal may kindly be decide on merit as the appellant 
has good case to be decided on merit.
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It is therefore most humbly prayed that on the basis of above 

submission, the instant appeal may be decided on merit by condoning 
the delay to meet the ends of justice.

APPELLA 
Muhamm

THROUGH:

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE PESHAWAR

AFFIDAVIT
It is affirmed and declared that the contents of application are true and 

correct to the best of my loiowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this august Tribunal.

DEPONENT

av
•jr

■’s

%

t.
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Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No, 0937-9230111 

Email: dpo_mardan@yahoo.com
i*

CHARGE SHF.FT

’ SAJJAD KHAN (TSP~). Dislrict Police Officer Mardan, as compe*fcnV‘
authority, hereby charge AST Javid Khan, while posted as In-charge PP Hathian, as j)er attached

iStatement of .'Mlegations. ' 1

1. By reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules. 

I07.S and have rendered yoursalf liable to all or any of the pcnallies specified in Police Rules, 1975. I

'1 You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 0? dnvs of iho 

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Bnqqiry Officer, as the case may be.

Your written defense, if any, should reach the Pinquiry Officers within tlic 

s|iec:ified pcri<Tf.l. fiiiiyig which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put-in and in li’iai case,, 

cx-nanc action shall follow against you.

9

J. Intimate whether you desired to be heard in person.

(SAJJAD KHAN) PSP 
.District PoUc^c Officer, 

Mardan.

V

i c-

♦*t

e

mailto:dpo_mardan@yahoo.com
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Te! Ho. 0937-9230109 &. Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: clpo_mardan@yahoo.com

• f,

“^^^5 ■ ■■"

*I jJmpM (isj'
Dated / /.// /2()1.S/FA

iiDLSCIPLTNARY ACTION

i■ ■ Saiiad Khan fPSPI. Di.strict Police Officer Mardau, as competent authority

an! of uie os''.non that ASl Javed Khaii, himself liable to be proceeded against, as lie eoiuinilted the 

foliowing acts/omissions within the meaning of Police Rules 1975.

iii
STATKRiM-lNT OF ACLF.CATIONS

iWhereas, AST .laved Khun, while posted us ln-cl)arge PP Hathian, self generated
.•-tT., ic remark f '.fr. Ali Bin Tariq, the .then SDPO Takht-Bhai in his ^C'R for the year 2017 vide Regional 

Ai'.’tcc Nrardan jndorsenient No. 358/P.A-ACR dated 05.10.2018/
ii»*

/ X' \
A la/

. For the jnirpose of serminizin^the conduct of the said accused Official Wiih 
.ir-.-euce to the above allegations, Mr. I■ i.s nominated a.s II.O. ll

The'Eiuiuiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provision of Police Rules 1975, 

r/ro'rules '•chsonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Police Officer, rccord/subinit his findings and 

:'..ake ■•.'.•irliin (30; riiv-,',: of the receipt of thi.s order, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate 

-fi.Oh a'";h'.-:T ij;e :a;C(i3e'.lOfficial.

t.r:
If
f

.h

ASI Javccl Kiiitn is directed to appear before the Enquiry Officer on the date -i-
in.e and pia-:-: Pxed by die Enquiry Officer.

'j -. ■
f.

(SAJJAD KHAh%PSr 
District Polio: Officer,

mailto:clpo_mardan@yahoo.com
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r; OFFICEOPTHE 

SUPEF^JNTENDENT OF POLICE 
OPERATIONS & HEAGQLARTERS .

mardan;;-

Hf

, . ■

■J.
■-V

!
' •?•’' 1:

F.i
/' i' • '?

.• ■’•^ell...................0937.9^3QM7 v:.,.,.:
...v|ax:: ; ':':a937iQi30UF;.^|,

■:! E-Mail:'^popsisoi^/^^pn^airxx:^;

f
i-

•3
i:

•1 .

L2iJl_/PA,COps)
Datedj::t/:O//20i9'.

The District Police Officer 
Mardan. i

'1

i

iis#jsrAa
t ,'4 , T -;v

lii[’ ; I

S
Si

Li foations: ■.! .I:
Ihe subject enquiry proceeding against. AS.I Javid IGtan, 
the allegations that he while posted as In-charge PP Hatyaii. .self 

rencraicu [lie I'ciriarks of Mr, All
ihic ■.'o,.;- CO ! 7 v.

•was
•r

(
Bin lariq then SDPO Takh Bhal in his ACR for 

/ vide regional office Mardan endprsement No. 358 dated /PA-ACR asWi

t:dutvd !f..ii).:ois. 
PEOrKKDrNC-

J-l!
F ■ '

i 1

During course of enquiry, ASl J^yid, Khan wag called jpthe office.

®>="'i^ined„his flow.of,conversationi-tHis^,Statement

progress made in the year 2107 is placed‘o,i'thd ftle. The-already

^ correspondence, made in this regard-was thorouglily
i'Cr-'. : ...M .lavid Khan staled that

f-r .•If: Fi
e \l;ivI iMsns I

f-!
id In'Clii I.:

I ; i I ^

condticici) ei

tran.sfer of Ali Bin Tariq.-then SPDO Takhton
1 :> I ui; rt., Iicadcjii:u-ier he Itimself proceeded I

S

I

to ,FC Headquarter^ for,getting'hi.s 

. he banded over the ACR' 
on security duty at bungaiow and relieved him to 

ho ACR before the officer for, getting comments/report. After three days he 

''Va:-- niiornicu to receive his .ACR.

1
ACR I-. . v,.'hei,Cby due to unavailability of the officer, 
io ,;n (..i.'ty hC petWianel deputed

1 '-L i-

f
Ipui lip I

.//
I , I I i jtlThe dclhulte,. offiee,- pleaded the, rlgerding the sigietu™

A.SI' Ail Min Tariq he had

■t

1.■C5
knowledge that either officer/ASP, TBI has get signed 

'lie Jj.C official whom the ACR was Wlieved. haLsik ' '

■ Dt-irmg cro.ss questioning the .defaulter officer

no l-.r
j-ti'ic .'VC.'it (,r

iiiin: .jlf. sighed ifhei. same by Si;pfefii
'STA

was asked to pfoyi.de the 
mentioned F.C officials but he did:not,provide any

f:
Name Ar No. of the 

uu regarding tlie said PC omcial
!
t mf a inali

a.

-'J-------------

I
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Vide letter No. •326/PA/AGR- dated’ 25,.09.SO'l:?,, the- comments/ ■ 
recorded on the annual confidential re'iaort in t/q of A$ I J avid "No. 661/MIl 

enod tro'm 01.01.2017 ; o 31.12.2017^ wasfs.ertd'/routed to the reporting 

ASP Ali Bin Tariq) for;.''erificatioh, vvhetlier or

se. In response, vide letter Memo:,.No. 5f6,6 /AG'CTT/F,C/OGHI/2018 the 

■ig officer, reported that ‘he (ASl .Tavid) never got his ACR signed from him 

-i tb.c signature /remarks are seif generated’. Furthermore, the impression of 

mrc,/remarks itself reveals the facts .that the same is Self ge.tierated. Besides, 

iuing Irim ample opportunity for his ■.defense he has nothing to'dffer except 
rVom his side. However, progress made bytheHefauiter officlr in tire year 

verified and found satisfactory, but in the'instant ...matter he acted with 

i.i-ilJo inienrion and he himself managed/self generated signature/remarks of the > 

Oi'iing oFticer. . m ‘ ^ ■

('■f ^ ' f i

k

1

I
i fa

: f'■

r-

1
Keeping in view of the above, the allegations inentioned, in the charge 

shea ,;/u/ statement of allegations leveled against avicl ffl^n^^^

he is Jaunt! guilty of gross misconduct which tantamount to sever breach of trust. 

Submitted please

;
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1
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i- •■'i ■■f If
I••s;.

SupeHntenddnt of Police 
. Operations .& Headquarters 

Mardan .

f:

f
■■■;■

y ■■ ■
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£S2Ma?OFFICE'OF
DISTRICT POLICE Of FieER,

iviaRdan

v’

• ^
/ M'} fMfe

Tel No, 0937-9230109 8t Fax No. 0937-92^111^ * - -
Email; dPO' mardan@Yflhr?f7.^rrrT! '

{\
. V

i
l\().

Dated iZ? l-Z-narct./PA

FINAL SHOW.rAUi^E NdTTr 
Whereas, ASI JaV ;d Khan

-cncrnicd the remarks of Mr. Ali Bin Tariq , the 
Ic Itcyional Office Mardan end

While posted : at PS''Lund;-WiwaL self 
ien.SDPO Takht Bhai iniyour ACR forthe year 

lent No'.355!/PA-ACR dated^05-51 d-201'8.I .• \’l^ orsei

In this connection, dyring the of depart^^ental ■ enquiry conducted 
Shcr Rcinnan DSP/Security Mardan: vide hisdffice letter No.ld28/S6cprity:dated 17-12- 

pursuance of this office Disciplinary Action No.8241-42/P/i dated 01-11-2018, 
ncncling 3'ou for vvith-holding promotion. to which, youri;5tyv;^r^Meiyed'& were heard 

>n OR un 15.01.2019, but you have failed to submit any plausible reasdiis,in;yourfoefonse, 
ilicrcluic, the enquiry papers

course;• 1, Mr.

MR 8. in

|■ecoilll

were marked to SP/OperatiGn^ Mardah; for De^ Proceedings 
alter folfilling De-novo Proceedings, submitted' his Finding .Report to this 

his office letter No.5743/PA, (Ops) dated 22J) '
il.i' matter, who 

Mic(. \'ido

t ll'io

1.2019, holding responsible you df 
isconduct by proving the allegat ons nientioned in the Statemepf .of Xllegatibn^/Charge

SiiL-ci against you. ’

I I..rcKis ni
I

1

Therefore, it is 1 jUpdsbi; to. umposeCM^diyMmdf q^naity 

envisaged under Rules 4 (b) of the^'pybef PaJditynkliwa Police Rules 4975.
including

as

Mence, I Sajjad Khan (P5P) District Police.Officer Mardan,,in exercise of 
under Rules 5 (3) (a). & (b) of the Ivhyber PakhtUnkljwa Police Rules 

-T -01 upon you to Show Cause Finally as to why the proposed punishment should
.'iv, to _\’ou. ' ’' , , ,

Ok,' pnwers vested in me

I not be

i

I

Your reply shall reach this office within 07 days of receipt of this notice,
lail.a.i,: 0 inch: It will be presumed that you have no explanation to offer. ''

You are liberty tp apppar fqr personal hearing, before the undersigned.

1

I

:
•, ,.ri ■

1

]•

Received bv (SAJJAD iqi^PSF 
.District,‘police Officer 

/p^ardan

*:

I- D.iied: / /20I9

ro|v,' to SI 10 Lund Khwar to deliver this^Notice upon the alleged'official'&.the receipt tlrereof 
Sh.dl he rcuu-ned to this office within (05) days positively for o'nw'ardnecessary action.'■ ■ f '

!

\
( I

1 >
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Tel r^o. 093/-^&23e;l99 t Fax No, 0937-9330111
Emaih d^o mardan@~vah6o,com

........ tt.'

I \

5

// : Dated/>-/S /2019/PA
1

ORDER ON KNOTHRY OF AST JAVED lOtlAN IV'-iii iiThis order will dispose-off a Departmental,' Enquiry under Kplicc' Rules 
against the subject official, under the allegatioiis .that jivhile post6^;|t PS Lund 

Klivvar, Proceeded against departmentallyitlU'ough Mr. Sher Rclmian DSP/Security Mavdan vide 
liiis Ofncc Disciplinai7 Actip'n/Charg6;Shcct No.'8241-42/PA’ dated. 01-11-2018 op account of 
.■.c’.f gcccraling the remarks of Mr.! All BjivTariq, tlio then SDPO Takht-Bhai;,in his ACRfo'/’the year 2017 
v'idc Regional Office Mardaif.endprsem^nt’No, 3S8/PA-AGR dated 05.^0.2018; who (E.O) after 
|■^llfilling necessary process, submittedihis Finding Repprtto this Office vide his Office letter 
No. 1128/Security dated 17-1272’0I8j' hQiding responsible !the allegeti .jpfncial of misconduct & 
rccominonded for minor punidlrraent of withholding his ^rbihotion. '

iii 1975, initiated

iiIfsit Ifs;; f.'- ii f;'

Hi'RIn this connection, the alleged official was sdrved with a Final Show 
Cause Notice, under K.'P.K Police-Rules-1975, issue!.vide tlris (ffice No.9796/PA dated 
31-12-2018, to which, his reply was received &-was he'ard:dn-OR oni l5-01-2019, but failed to 
.iubinit any plausible reasons in his , defense, therefore,■ a De-noyO' Enquiiy was conducted 
through Mri Mushtaq Ahmad SP/Operations'Mardan, who. in Finding Report vide his office 
letter NO.S743/PA (Ops) dated 22-01-2019,. concluded that the allegations leveled against the 
alleged official stands proved, so another Final Show Cause Notice wa^ also'issued to the alleged 
official vide this office No.45/PA. dated 13-02-2019, to which, his reply was received.

f
1

ill1

I
iiit' .ifiIt i:'m IiFinal Order

' ' ' ■ . . ■ASI .Taved IChan was.:hcard ',in OR,pii'26-0^-201,9j& in the light of his 
misconduct & suggestions of Enquiry Officers, he is' deserve to be punished exemplary, but 
keeping In view his family back-ground-rfe,-long seitvice,; a lenient view is taken against him by 
awarding ii Minor Punishment of forfeiture.his*(.02)-'ycars'approved service with immediate 
effect, in exercise of the power vested in'me^ittder Police Rules-1975.,

f.

i.

iP!:;
■■

■ • Iii iii HI
Ii

jOB No. CC /
Dated // / 2019.

!>•
d ^

fIi (Sajjad K.iiWi)_PSP 
District Police Officer

if i
Copy forwarded for information; & n/action to;-if!

1) The Regional^-Kce Officer fdardan, please.

2) TheSD^'™<:ht-Bh'ai'.
3) TheJPfO + E.C (Police Office),

■ ■ '"he O S r (Police Office) Mardan with

Ii
!•;! .
m\m1

'71heats. ■I')
.y n.17o

I

^w^. •;
2^7^ •
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■ • iP
OR. D E R.

This order will .dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred 
AS! Javed Khan No. 661/MR of Swabi District 

Police Officer, Mardan, vyhereby he 

forfeiture of two years approved .ser-vice vide District

by
against ttie order of District

was awarded minor punishmen-!.' of

Police Officer, Mardan 
OB: No. 55 dated 11,03.2016. The appellant was proceeded againa

departmentally, on the allegations that he while posted 

rthvvar, wrote down seif generated remarks
at Police Station Lund

as well as forged the signature of 
Mr. All Bin Tariq, the then ASP/City, Mardan in his ACR for the year 2017| vide

358/PAtACR dated 05.10,2019 being his reporting Officer, 

Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated aciaino; 

Charge Sheet alongwith tStaternent of Allegations 

men Deputy Superintendent of Police Security, Mardan was nominated 

Enquiny Officer. The Enquiry Officer after fulfilling codai formalities, 

nis Tindings wherein he recommended the delinquent

endorsement No.

him. He was issued an 1 the
s

subrniflcd 

Officer for miner
punishment of withholding his promotion.

He was issued Final Show Cause Notice to which, his reply 

lecoived and found unsatisracton/. He v/as also provided opportunity of .seif 

defence by summoning him in the orderly Room heid -n the-office 

i-'oiice Officer, Mardan

Vi/as

of Disihcf,
on 15.01.2013. The appellant failecf lo justfiy hi, 

innocence. However, the competent authority did not agree with the 
recommendations of Enquiry Officer, Hence, de-novo enquiry was inifia-red 

which was entrusted to Superintendent of Police Operation , Maj'don, Th&
enquiry Ofneer alter fulfiHing codai formalities, concluded that the aiiegations 

ieveied against the appellant stood proved, so another Final Show Cause 

Notice was also issued to the delinquent O'fficer to which his reply was
received and found unsatisfactory.

I he delinquent Officer was again provided opportunity of seif 

defense by summoning him in the Orderly Room held in the office of District 

rolice Officer, Mardan'on 26,02.2019. But he failed to produce any evidence 

in his deiense. Hence, he was av/arded Minor Punishment of forfeiture of his 

iwo years approved service by the District Police Officer, Mardan vide his 

office OB: No. 55 dated 11.03.2019.

s

Iff-;; ■
jW‘4:

M



Police Officer, i 
cned and

of Oistriclf the order ot 
instant apr^fsal- '"i®

fromaggnsveclVC' was aurnrnFeeling
eferred the 25.02.2020.the appellant pr

in-Orderly Room
erusal of the

held in this office on 

enquiry file '
leveled against Vne app

he competervt

.fl/lsrdsn
neard in person

record of xhr?.and sendee.
elSanl haveFrom the p

found that allegations 

shadow of '
llhough the miscon

authovii.y fms
Qived a

at ®

Uant, it has been doubt and theappo
duct of appei'ant des 

this foroiT'
oroved beyond anybeen f.

already treated him
punishment.

im leniently a
Besides, the appo"f"*

approached
sucfi delay-regardingcogent reasonharsher 

delated stage
warrant anyadvancing any

competent
notwithout 

passed by the
doesautfrorlty

order
S.St

substance in 

barred.

Fie nee.
, PSP 

finds no
i, Sher AKbar

the aboveKeeping in view
Mercian, beihg the app

me same id vejected a

sllate authority
nd filed, being limeOfficerpolice

me appeal, therefore
nnier An/JS.

tm..

unced.
....,V" ■••V/v /

Officer,■\

Regional police
a rd a n.

h'.„

12020-
the,Dated Wtardan ction to tne:- 

; Ho. 30/lnspr

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

herewith.
District Police

Ho.

i.
M,ssai isMardan.Htefsbl'Officer

2.
herewith.

hfipiWB*



TO:
. The Provincial Police Officer, 
Kliyber Palditunldiwa, 
Peshawar.

APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER OF DPO MARjDAN ISSUE 
VIDE HIS OFFICE O.B NO. 551 DATED 11/03/2019 
WHEREBY, THE APPELLANT WAS AWARDED MINOR

“FOREFEITURE OF 02 YEARS

Subject:

PUNISHMENT OF 
approved SERVICE”,

Respected Sir,a,
The DPO Mardan had issued charge sheet + Summary of allegations 

No. 824N42/PA dated 01/11/2018 to the appellant with the

following allegations.
“Where is ASI Javed Khan, while posted as Incharge PP 

Hatiyan, self-generated the remarks of Mr. ASi Bin Tariq the 

then SDPO Takht Bhai in his ACR for year 2017 vide Regional

C.

I

Office Mardan Endst No. 358/PA dated 05/10/2018”.
It is submitted that in the light of above charge sheet a departmental 

initiated against the appellant. Mr. Sher Rahman DSP
a detailed

1)
inquiry was : 

Security was nominated as EO. The appellant produced
to the charge sheet before theand comprehensive reply in response

not considered, 

the award of minor 

also conducted in to the

E.O regarding his innocence, but his version was 

The E.O recommended the appellant tor
■•a punishment. Later on DE noyo inquiry

patter ttaough SP / Operation Mardan. SP / Operation submitted his 

finding report mentioning therein that the' allegations against the 

appellant stand proved.
That in the light of the inquiry finding submitted by SP Operation, 

DPO Mardan issued final Show Cause Notice No. 45/PA dated 

.M 13/02/2019 to the appellant. The appellant again submitted his reply 

the FSCN but the request for filing of FSCN

- %
was1

'7 1 /* i
>2)

the
.a''"

was notiM® in response toqirjbf
attended.
That on 26/02/2019 the appellant was heard in person. The appellant 

explained his position before the DPO Mardan but the DPO Mardan

■ I

3)

I / of forfeiture of 02 years approved 

.551 dated 11/03/2019. HENCE
awarded minor punishment 

service to the. appellant vide OB No

ly

.-•'b



• m
I

THE PRESENT APPEAL. (Copy of OB No. 551 dated 11/03/2019 

is enclosed)

fIRIEF FACTS
the SDPO of TakhtDuring the year 2017 Mr. Ali Bin Tariq was 

Bhai Sub Division. Later on 

Headquarter Peshawar. The appellant proceeded to Peshawar in 

signed his ACR for the year 2017 from him. On

he was' transfeiTed to PC

order to get

reaching of the PC Headquarter Peshawar Mr. Ali Bin Tariq was 

not available. The appellant handed over the original copy of the

Security Duty at hisACR to tile on duty PC official, deputed 

Bungalow and relieved him to put up the ACR before the officer 

for getting his comments / report. After 03 days the appellant 

informed to receive his ACR. The appellant again went to FC 

Peshawar and collected his ACR. The appellant had

on

■was

Pleadquarter
thethat either ASP Ali Bin Tariq has got signed 

PC Official has signed the same by himself Latei

in the AC.R

no knowledge

ACR or some

blamed that remarks / signatureon the appellant was 

are self-generated.

AY TN FIl TNr. OF APPEAL
ban-ed but this was 

1©’’domestic problems,

on account of which the appellant was in mental agony. The 

appellant would like to state that it is will settled principle of law 

that procedural technicalities should not be allowed to prevail 

dispensation of substantial justice. Procedure laws are meant to

deriying that the appeal is time 

t intentional. The appellant faced to some

There is no

no

on

it. The SUPREMEadvance the cause of justiee and not to thwart ,t 

COURT OF PAfCISTAN in criminal original petition No.



'• 1*

■w ■
while deciding a case, 

” and other
further emphasized that90/2009 has 

principles of natural justice

fundamentaUights should be

“audi altream partem 

obseiwed which guarantee the right

of the appellant,

GRQIJNBOFAPPEAL
enerated him-self any 

can never
is innocent and has not g

in his ACRof2017. The appellant
1. The appellant is

remarks / signature
If in such like mat practices.

itted by SP operation Mardan, It IS

in support of the

imagine to involve himse

2. From the inquiry finding submitt

kind of evidence

sheet was brought on inquii'y
crystal clear that no any

allegation mentioned in the charge
irv. Hence sub-standard inquiry.

file during the course of inquiry 

3. Beside the statement

examined by tne

other independentof the appellant no

course of inquiry.he E.O during the
witness was

Hence an incomplete inquiry.

4, The ,E.O has exp

on the availability of any pro

on imagination and not
ressed his opinion only

of / evidence which is against the

norm of justice.
irv finding that the progress 

verified and 

not granted

described in the inquiry5. The E.O has

made by the appellant during the year 2017 was

then the appellant was
but evenfound satisfactory

11 u

reliefany
llant falls after ASlmlheseniontylistthenameoftheappe

ASI Ghazanfar. Bott

the Rank of Sub-Inspectors

6. That in-

Jamshed and before

Ghazanfar were promoted to

.Tamsheed and

but the

in thedropped from the promotionwasof the appellantname



1' t. i

f /
for the reason that a departmental inquiry7

rank of Sub-Inspech 

is pending against the appellant.

iv

Constable onin Police Department as 

then the appellant

7. The appellant was enlisted in 

15/03/1992 and since
not dealtwas

departmentally.

8. That the appellant

promotion.The instant punishment

had certainly ruined the seiwice canner 

dropped from the promotion.

9 The appellant on account

poor family background deserv

wishes to get further 

so awarded to the appellant , 

of the appellant and

is qualified and

was

andof his lengthy period of service

e for lenient view. ,

humbly requested, it isthe above facts, and circumstances
Keeping in view 

that by the acceptance
f DPO Mardan 

kindly be set-aside. The 

hich falls amongst

of the present eppetH. «« “der oi

dated 11/03/2019 may
issued vide OB No. 551

appellant be promoted

SI Jamsheed Khan

Seniority Number w
on his own 

& SI Ghazanfar Mehmood

Dated; 29/01/2022
Yours Obediently,

ASI MUHAMMAD JAVED
pp Eath^PS Kalu Khan District 

Swabi .
Cell; 0345-9341255



s

OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GEMSR/vL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

\
/

Central Police Office, Peshawar.
olf o3722, dated Peshawar .the /2022. .No.S/

The Regional Police Officer,. 
Mardan.

To;

appeal.Subject:-
Memo;

Please refer to your office Memo: No. 1256/ES, dated 15.02.2022.

The Competent Authority haS'examined and filed the revision petition submitted 

by ASI Muhammad Javed No. 661/MR against the punishiiient of forfeiture of two years 

approved service awarded by District Police Officer, Mardan vide OB No. 55, dated 

11.03.2019, being badly time barred.
The applicant may please be informed accordingly.

1
• {

AFGHAN) 
'■Registrar,

For Inspector (jensral of Police, 
Khyber Pdkhtunkhwa, Peshaw.ar..,..-,

(N'

• \
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(r -GS&Fd-444/1-RSTI^2,000 Fomis-22.09.Z1/PHC Jobs/Forni A&B Ser. Tribucal/PZ*
c*

“B”

KHYBEE PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAl., PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD.

PESHAWAR.
Se>

No.

Appeal No. of 20 XX

I_ U'ct..
Appellant/PetUioner

Respondent

Respondent No.

fta- ffo p'tyhft fej,Notice to: lOY^

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You artj 
hereby informed .that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the IVibunal

..................at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/peritioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, requi red to fi !e i n 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioru;d, tlu' 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

*on

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in youi 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy of anneaLhaanlrcadv been sent to you vide this

datedoffice Notice No.

J,.«AGiven under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this

1 202,1.Day of.

I
f Registrar,
Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Service 'IVibunal, 

Peshawar.
1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.

Note:
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IIO!«re-444/i.RsT.i2,000 Fo

“B”
KHYBER PAKIfrUNKUWA SERVICI

JUDICIAL COMPLEX

-22.09.21/PHC Jobs/Form ASBSerms
r. Tribunal/P2

'f'
i tribunal, PESHAWAR. 

road.(OLD), KHYBER 
RESHAWAR.

No.

\
Appeal No^.\

of 20 .id ■■ \\ ha■ \

K ■ ■ Appellant/PaiiiUmer

Offcef

V,- .. RespondentA//a PfovhtU/

Notice to: __ C3J

Province Sendee “ibM'TMcfjOTr r‘‘r ‘he Khybe.- I’akhtunkhwa
, the above case by the netiti.™.’ ’’“f" P™®®"‘®*™Sisteied for coniiideration, in

hereby informed thaf th ’ -a Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are'
*on..........  said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the I'ribunal
appellant/petitioner von ar.....anything against the
the case may b a f ^ J liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 

Advnnotn person or by authorised representative or by any
, aoiy’Sfibported by^your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to fi le i n 

IS Lourt at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
^ongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 

e ault of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner 2irorementione<l, tin; 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered j^ost. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and lurther 
notice posted to this address by registered post vdll be deemed suf ficie nt for the purpose o 1 
this appeal/petition.

attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide this 

dated.............................. _______________________

Copy of appeal is

.tc-.::,office Notice No
FUis Court, at Peshawar this 

...................................2u-'v

A ^Given under my hand ar

Day of.

u.e.
Registrar,

her Pakhtunkhwa Service IVibunal, 
Peshawar.

Kl^

_____________Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

Note:

I



GS&PD-444/1-RST-12,000 Forins-22,09.21;PHC Jobs/Korm A&B Ser. Tribunnl/P2

icB
IKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,
PESHAWAR.

0/20 .

No.

W-Appeal No....

.......

/h^
Versus

Respondent No

1... A ppellant/ Petitioner"U
i Respondent

Li)
Notice to:

I'ol’ct- ILflL
WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber l*akhtunkhwa 

Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been prcsented/registcrcd for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You arc 
hereby informed that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Fribunal 
*on .........................A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/petitiofier you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to wh ich 

the case may be postponed cither in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported byyour power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

• • • •

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such t ddress your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further- 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appfJ^l is attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide this 

offi, 'e Notice No dated

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this
76%

Day of. 20

CL

r. > Registrar,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar.
The hours of attendance in the court are the same th rt of the High Court ei^cept Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondi nee.
Note: 1.

\
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