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1. ' -
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
\ PESHAWAR. '
Appeal No. 962/2013
Junaid Khan Versus L.G.P Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar etc.
JUDGMENT.,
13.05.2015 PIR BAKHSH SHAH. MEMBER.- ~ Appellant with |

counsel (Mr. Gul Daraz Khan) and Mr. Ziaullah, Government

Pleader with Nabi Rahman, ASI for the respondents present.

2. - ‘A;')pellant Junaid Khén Shoulder ASI was _disfn_isséd
from service vide impugned order ‘dated 09.08.2010. His
departmental apbeal Ws also failed as revealed from the order

dated 28.5.2013 of the appellate authority, hence this service |

-appeal before this Tribunal under Section 4 of ‘the ‘Khy‘ber.

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974.

3. According to memo: of appeal, the appellant was>

enrolled in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police as Constable in the | -

yéar, 2002. That he put in excellent performance so much so
that one terrorist namély Yousaf Gul was also arrested by him. | |

That the said Yousaf Gul was Linlawfu'lly handed- ovef to the »

| Army which episode resulted into his statement before the

august Supfcmg Court of Pakistan. Accdrding to the appellant,

the respondent-department particularly respondent No. 3dueto |
' - - ey




his statement before the august Supreme Court of Pakistan

turned out as biased against the appellant. Consequently, the |

appellant was proceeded against under disciplinatyi rules in the |

wake of a concoéted and false case. That the -appe.ll-ant was

" dismissed from service vide order dated 09.08.2010. He filed

| service appeal before this Tribunal which was converted into |

departmenfal appeal and on which the respondent departmenf
was dirécted to diépose of the same expeditiously. That this |
departmental appeal was also rejected on 28..5.2013, hence this |

appeal before the Tribunal.

" Defence of the réspondent department is as stated in
paragraph No. 6 & 9 of the parawise comments of the |

respondent-department #ge reproduce below:-
-

“6.  Complaints regarding .;a-ids on the hoﬁses of
innocent péople_ for greedy aims without
permission of his senior were received to the
local Police. Moreover, the appellant had
_quarreled wifh his own colleagues and fired at
them with govt. rifle vide réport DD No. 27 dated
17.4.2010 Police Station Doaba. Proper
departmental proceedingé were initiated against .
the appéllant and after the compleﬁon of
-departmental proceedings, he was dismissed froni_
service. ' ‘ | | _

9. .In compliance to this ho‘n_ouréble Tribunal order
dated 18.4.2013 in service _appeal No. 2567/20‘10;
respondent No. 2 has passed dethailed'- and
speaking order vide his office No. 3735/EC, .

dated 28.5.2013 with the remérks that appellant




moved departmental appeal before Dy. Inspector
General of Police, _Kohat Region Kohat on

| 13.08.2010 which was accepted and (ér-dere'd>to
initiate denovo-enquiry vide order dated
29.09.2010.

4. We have heard the learned counsel for the appellant and |
learned Government Pleader for the respondents and have

carefully gbne through the record.

5. it tyanépired from perusai_of the record t'ﬁatlw_hc;.'n‘the |
élppell;cmt was dismissed from éervicé \'/ide of&er dated
09.8.2010, he filed depaﬁmental appeal before the DIG of
Police Kohat Region which was partly allowed vide order

dated 29.9.2010 as a result @hereof the ~méj9r penalty ‘ of
dismissal from service of the appellant was set aside substituted
with order to the competent authority to conduct denovo
'| enquiry against the appellant. A denovo enquiry was 'con_ducted 5
against the appellant and égain he"was aismissed- frdm :sélryice-
vide order déted 27.12.2010. In the .meanwhile-the appellant |
filed Service "Appeal No. 2567/2010 before this Tribunal
| decided on 18.4.2013. This Tribunal by “}ay of the above order
A directéd the appellate authority of the respondent départmenf to
pass a speaking order on the appeai bf the appellant'.‘ Th?: reqdrd
further revealed that the DIG Kohat'Region vide his imphgned .
ofde; dated 28.5.'20 12 has not inferferedivith dismissal érder'of
the appellant_ 'but,ho reason has been gngh. ThAis. be sé as it is

but the above situation shows that when the appellant was again




dismissed from service vide order dated 27.12.2010 he did not | -
file any departmental appeal against.the said order. On the o
other hand, the Tribunal vide order dated 18.4.2013 directed the |.

respondent department to pass a speaking ordér."én thé appeal | .

|of the appellant. The above said situation has properly been | -

recgpitulated by the DIG yide his order dated 28.5.20_ll3'an'd it
is evident from this ordéf that thcre is no service apf)'eal égainst ,
the dismissal order dated 27.12.2010; much less any apeaking
order of th¢ appellate authority in the ;-contemf)létipn of Section

24-A of G-eneral. Clauses Act, 1897. Hence this Tribunal is of |

- | the considered opinion to remit the case back to the respondent- | .

| department  to deal it as departmental appeal against the

dismissal order of the appellant dated.27.12.20 10 and to deci_d‘e' '

the same within a period of one month failing which this appeal

be deemed to have been accepted. Parties are left to bear their
own costs. File be consigned to the record.

ANNOUNCED

13.5.2015 - — A—
i (PIR BAKHSH SHAH) ~
: - MEMBER

(ABDUL LATIF) - R

MEMBER




T 962/13

-11.3.2015 - - Appellant with counsel and Mr. Ziaullah, GP with

Shamim, ASI for the respondents present. Arguments heard. To

come up for order on 13.5.2015.

P/

MEMBER




- Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Mujtaba Ali, SI Hangu

8.52014 | . o
5.3, on behalf of respondents with Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr. GP present.
Rejoinder received on behalf of the appellant, copy whereof is
e ,h@nd,e‘d 'oVér to the learned-Sr. GP.for arguments'on10.9.2014. .
10092014 Appellant with counsel and Mian Imtiaz Gul, DSP (Legal)

. 17.10.2014

' 09.01.2015

,- 1nstead of11 03 2015.

on behalf of respondents with Mr. Muhammad' Adeel Butt, AAG
present. Arguments could not be heard due to incomplete bench?

“To come up for arguments on 11.3.20

Notlces be issued to the pames for arguments on 09.01. 2015

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Mujahid Hussain, ASI
(Legal) on behalf of respondent No. 3 with Mr. Muhammad

Adeel Butt AAG for the respondents present The Tribunal-

1s incomplete To come up for a,rguments on 11.03.2015.

Reader.
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Z , 3()‘0%2()1_ ‘Counsel for the appellant present and heard on prchmmary

A (<JI/ 'Contended that t_he_ instant appeal has been filed -agamst ‘the order
e N dated 28.05.2013l where grieVanceﬂls,'ef' the appellant Is'till' pending.ﬁ

The appellant has not been treated in eccerdance with law/rtlles. The
appellant was not called for personal hearing nor any chance was

_given to hiIn, hence the:present appeal on ll0.0.6.'2013.. “Points raised

| at the Bar need consideration. The appeal is adniitted to regular
._hearing subject to all legal ‘o‘bj.ectiohslilimitation.‘}“he :ep'p_ellant is

directed to deposit the security amount and proeess fee within 10

- days. Thereafter, notice be issued to the respondents. Case adjourned

to 18.12.2013 for submission of written reply.

. H
e/{ ' 30.09.2013 This case be put before the Final Bench, Q‘ for further proceeclings.
’ . . - R .

\’l v-'—-\')_."*l">~ | . W\M\ \-\Q\n W\ %Q‘“Q\" \&\ 0N
a,a ee\,@smw TR X 5“ g*

6.2.2014 Appellant in person and Mr. Aziz-ur-Rehman, DSP (Legal) Hangu on

behalf of respondents with AAG present. Written reply/para-wise comments

received on behalf of the respondents, copy whereof is handed over to thﬁ

app.ellant for rejoinder on 8.5.2014.



’.~ y v - “"r’\ 31 .
‘ .7 Form- A #
"FORM OF OR_DER SHEET
Court of_
Case No._ 962/2013
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistréte
‘Proceedings '
1 2 3
1 11/06/2013 The appeal of Mr. Junaid Khan resubmitted today by Mr.
Gul Daraz Khan Advbcat‘é may be enfered in the Institution
Reglster and put up to the Worthy Chalrman for preliminary
hearing. . ' -
- -1 T -
2 /,‘ This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for: preliminary

hearing to be put up there on Z C — q /Q O/z
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The appeal of Mr. Junald Khan Shaulder ASI son of
Khlal Gul R/O Hangu recelved today i.es on 40/06/2045
is 1ncomp1ete on. the follow1ng scores which is returned

to the Counsel for the appellant for completion and re-

subm1381on w1th1n 45 days.-

= Coples of. promotlon order mentioned in para=i
of the memo of appeal (Annexure-E) are not -

attached with the appeal which may be placed
on ity

: 2;,Copy @f departmental appeal is fot attached with
‘the appeal which may be placed on it

BQ'AnneXures of the appedl may be attestef'
4~ Five more GOples/sets of the sppeal along with

annexures i,e, complete in all respect may also h

be submitted with the gppea.

@%O'/sm hé;Q~

Dt . /201%s © . REGISTR L
KHYBER . PAKETUNKHWA
) , SERVIGE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.

MR. GUL DARAZ KHAN ADV. PESH,

CD’(icj:;‘>7é{27”’ ?:rffﬂrvrcn/N?cM{*~\




BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Civil Appeal No. q 6 %/2013

Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/o Khial Gul

VERSUS

1. I.G.P, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Region Kohat

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

...(Appellant)

Dated: /o /06/2013

3. District Police Officer Hangu ........................... (Respondents)
INDEX
S.No Description of Documents Annex | Pages
1. | Service Appeal 1-5
2. | Affidavit _ 6
3. | Addresses of the parties o 7
- 4, | Copy of appointment order : A 8
S. | Copies of Noble Certificate and Cash B&C
- | Reward q—i2
6. | Copy of letter D 13
7. | Copy of promotion letter E 14
8. | Copy of Statement F 16"
9. | Copy of dismissal Order G lé
10. | Copy of appeal and order Hal | 1) -46
11. | Copy of order dated 28/05/ 2013;’4@ g 4> «2o%
12. | Wakalat Nama :
Appellant
Through cceoa2

Gul Daraz Khan

Advocate High Court,
Peshawar.
Cell No. 0333-9239831




BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Civil Appeal No. fié &/2013

Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/o Khial Gul

1. .G.P, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

B : 2. Deputy Inspector General of Pohce Kohat Region Kohat.
/ 3. DlStI’lCt Police Officer Hangu ........... e (Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF NWFP (KPK)
SERVICE T_RIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST

THE ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 02

DATED 28/05/2013 WHO (RESPONDENT

NO. 2} WAS DIRECTEb BY RESPONDENT

NO. 1 FOR DISPOSAL OF DEPARTMENTAL
' APPEAL FAILED BY THE APPELLANT.

o Praver in appeal:

1. On acceptance of the instant Service Appeal, the orders of
Nm the respondents No. 2 dated 28/05/2013 and respo‘ndeﬁt
*D No. 3 dated 09/08/2010 may graciously be set aside and

B the petztzoner may also be ordered to reinstate to his
-‘WM fod oty Service with full back beneﬁts as well as other any
A remedy which this Hon’ble Court deemed proper be
;-;: m ordered in favour of appellant. |
2. While the appellant is only source of income of livelihood of -
hzs Jamily, the appellant may please be allowed to duly tlll L

the deposed of the instant appeal



. _ |
Respectfully Sheweth: e

FACTS:

Short facts giving rise of the instant appeal are as under:

" That the appellant was enrolled in the 'police department

(KPK) as constable since 18/06/2002. (Copy of

appointment order attached as annexure “A").

That the appellant performed his duty horiestly - and
remain patriot to the .contrary particularly to his

department since then, consequently awarded with noble

certificate as well as cash reward. (Copies of Noble

Certificate axid Cash Reward aré attached as annexure

- “B” & “C7).

That the appellant, during his servicé, in the area where

the law and order situation was very worst, arrested

many terrorists including one Yousaf Gul who (Yousaf

Gul) afterward, was handed 'over_ to Pak Army by

respondent No. 3 with out bring this fact in the

knowledge of the superior that is rér:apondent No. 1 and 2.

 (Copy of letter attached as annex “D”)

That due to best performancevof his duty, the appellant

‘was promoted as head constable and then shoulder ASI.

(Copy of promotion letter attached as annex “E”)..

‘That as stated in Para No. 3, one terrorist namely Yousaf

Gul, after his arrest, his brother approach to Sessioﬁ}i_“;;

Judge and then through Human Rights Comrmission -

1



Islamabad to Supreme Court in which I have recorded
my statement before Supreme Court. (Copy of Statement

is attached as annex “F”)

6. That while the respondent No. 3 displeased to my
statement given in the Supreme Court, arrange false
complainants from some inhabitap;t of the locality and -
without giving in my knowledge, prbceeded against me an
inquiry and dismissed mé from Service. (Copy of

dismissal Order is attached as annex “G”).

7. ‘That, what is stated in paré No. 6 corﬁe to my knowledge

after my dismissal order.

8.  That the appellant filed an appeal in this Hon’ble
Tribunal in 2010. Which was decided in 2013. (Copy of
appeal and order is attached as annex “H” & “TI”

‘respectively).

| 9. According to the direction given by this Hon’ble Tribunal,
the respondent No. 2 disposed of the appeal/ application

- of the appellant 'with‘(')ut giving ‘any éogent reason. (Copy

of order dated 28/05/2013 is attached‘as annexure “J”).

10. That the appellant, aggrieved from the same, filed the
.instant appeal on the following‘-~ inter-alia grounds

amongst other:

. GROUNDS:
o A. That the order of the respondents No. 1 and 2 are against

the principles of natural justice as will as against the

existed law on the point. Hence not tenable.



el i

. That, similarly, the order of the reSpondent No. 3 is

against law, facts and circumstances of the case, hence

liable to be set aside.

That, while the procedure according to the prevailing law
has not been comply with by respondent No. 3, hence the
dismissal order in regard to appellant is against the law

and is liable to be set aside.

That the witnesses who has been shown in the inquiry .
are subordinate to the respondent No. 3 could not rely

upon because no independent witness is taken in the -

inquiry proceeding nor the appellant was given

| opportunity of cross examination to the witnesses in
question, hence for this reason alone the order of the

‘respondent No. 3 is -against the law and liable to be set

aside.

That all the proceeding of inquiry and dismissal order

passed by respondent No. 3 is conducted in absentia of

the appellant which is against the principle of natural

justicé as will as against the principle laid down by the

superior Courts of the country. Hence such order is not

tenable.

That order of respondent No. 2 dated 28 / 05/2013 is also
against the direction gi\}en by this Hon’ble Tribunal to
decide the appeal of the appellant aécoxfding_to law but
due to no compliance of the same, -tirle respondents
commuted contempt of Court, should seéiously- he taken

up.

B2
e
I
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That with prior permission of this Hon’ble Tribunal the
. appellant may urged other additional g’rmg;mds, if any, at

the time of arguments.

1 It is therefore, prayed that on acceptance of the
instant appeal the orders of respondent No. 2 dated
28/05/2013‘ ‘and respondent No. 3 dafed
09/08/2010 may graciouély 'be set aside and the
appellant may also be reinstated with full back
benefits and seniority in accordance with law. |

i, The orders in question may kindly be s'uspen'de.‘d"
and the appellant be allowed duty till the disposal of
the instant appeal. | o

In case the appeal is dismissed the appellant will
repay the received salaries to the defendant if this

Hon_’ble Tribunal directed on conclusion of the instant

appeal.
_ - Appellaht :
Through ’E}F :
Dated: /o /06/2013 - Gul Daraz Khan

Advocate High Court, -
Peshawar.



BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
S PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Civil Appeal No. _ /2013

Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/o Khial Gul |

............................................. y;........;.....(Appellant)
- VERSUS

1. I.G-.P,A‘Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Region Kohat.
3. District Police Officer Hangu.............. ST (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/ o Khial Gul R/ o Hangu,

'do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the
 Service App'eal are true and ~correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from

DEPONENT

this Hon’ble Court.




BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Civil Appeal No. /2013

~ Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/0 Khial Gul o
R/o Hangu ............ eeeeeerneeeaaeetesivreeaaenes (Appellant)
| . VERSUS '
1. L.G.P, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police-Kohat Region Kohat.
3. District Police Officer Hangu.......................... (Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

i APPELLANT:

Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/o Khial Gu!
R/o Hangu.

. RESPONDENTS:

1 I.G.P, Khyber Pakhtﬁnkhwa Peshawar.

- 2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Reglon Kohat.x
3. District Police Officer Hangu

Appellant

Through __ k |
Dated: /o /06/2013 Gul Daraz Khan
A - Advocate High Court

Peshawar

H
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. Ex-service man Junaib Khan s/o Khial  Gul r/o
- Kach Banda ‘Hangu 1s hereby appomted as Constable against
, the exlstlng vacancy in.F.R.P (Old Spl: ) with immediate
effect. Deflclency;:.n Education and- Helg‘nt are. condoned by

» the W. IGP, NWFP Peshawar is attached. herew:Lth.

. . I‘-’ - . . . . . .
H ' AT i

:,_' . 0. B No. ‘18% f'.~ - - Superintendent of ﬁce; Hangu.

L ]

Y r Yy -
RS S It 12 2 2 - 3 - F - Y ]

23;( yE dated Hangu, the, ]21’_ / 2002

Copy of above is subm:.’cted to the
S\ 7 InsPector General of Pollce, NWFP Peshawar for .t‘/o

Rt mem e g O -
g\f‘-_f;‘fﬁgf;;j:/ L 1nformatlon w/r to hlS Ends'c No. ’)1048-49/E-I

' dated 4.4, 2002 o 3
' 2. . o | Superlntendent of Pollce, F. R P Kohat

"Range, Koha’c i‘or information and necessary actlon.

3=5. SRC/OHC/PO for necessary actlon.

~
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Phonc No: 92&.10112 i ol
Fax'™® N 9?60!!4 ;. '

' ]’ . ) .
' From’:- [ Thc Dy’ Inspector General of Police,
L '_ : Kohaii‘&.gxon i(otml o

! To Tho Dmu ict Police l‘v:er, Hangu,

/ 2‘ 9 7 /Ef:; D:aled Kol‘mt_ttm::. ,_,’/ / ) .

Poio, R

' ~ubie<t- o APPLIGATION -
i ' ;' ' ‘

l

M(.mOI tmdum "
t

1

| o | 1o

f,f | ,Appllmllon of Fead Conu‘ablc Junaid Khan No.26 of your
il . V/

Dtstrlct received w:th your above quoted vemo: ig returned hcrcwuh for conmc-m
iis .,emco rc»cor(i m')y also l)\

Cluc,

5 : o PR . (OffiCu Supdi )./,
BT S : For Dy: tnspector Cohoml of Polico,
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T™is order of mine will dispose of the cdepartmental enaquiry iﬁitiate

against shculder ASI” JUNAID on the basis of allegations t.at he while

—

Postsd at police post Maryab_Dam, on 05 of 2010, SDPFO Th-ll reported

N —

that many complaintis have been received sgainst him from general puclic,

. '

As rer repoct of Naryalf Dam officials that he making raids on the
— o~ - x

houeges of innocent peoples for greedy purpose conducted without prior

pernission of the SHO Police Station Doaba., Besides the report
_— e T _

JUNAID KHAN quarrEIIea with their officials in Marvab Dam and also
firad upor the officials witn GOVer-nment rlne vid2 DD IvO 27 vated 111 07~
v—h-—‘.,___,_._ - . - ﬁﬁr\\

201] Police Station Doqéa.

de was served with charge sheet anu statement of allegations
g

P —

under N,-\/.F, P., RemOVal from scrvice (SPECIAL POWER3) Ordinance 2000

to which on filed to submit his reply. Inspector AF3AR KHaN I/C L—"
- - e ——

Judicial lock up , Hangu was appointed as Fnouiry Officer to conduct

Bl

derartmental ineuiry against him., After completion of inquiry the
. . el .

inguiry officer submitted hiy findings on (9-08-2010 and that ,chulter

[ aamman

ohculdcr AbI JUNAID KHaN raided the house of innocent people/

proclaimed offender for illegal gratification without pr101 perm%szon

(}LA' f SHO . The said Defaulter Shoulder ASI was time anc again sumroncd
kgﬂn . but neither he appeared before the enquiry officer for encuiry progeed-
& - o
,\cof}/‘ -

ings nor submitted his written reply to the charge sheet. The énquiry
e,

_officer recommended him for major punishmenst of dismissal from service.

————

-Xseping in view of the above anu having gone through tne : .

- . available.record , the undersigned has come to the conclusion that )f
) S A -’ . . — o

“he defawl ter failed to appear wnd defend himself. shich indicates

————— . A

!
that he was nBt_interested to serve further. Moreover in the ;
. I

t
i

cxrcumstancee his retention in police department is burden on public

Lt . 'excheauer, therefore, I, abdur Rashid, Dlotrlct Police Officer, Hangu
.~ . ~— ._——*_‘\
. in exercisemf the po

“ers conferrcd updn me, the Shoulder A.3.T iz




o -2 ;-

BETPER COPY ' ' ,
ZZTER Copy

indisciple time and again he wasg warned for his unofficisl behaviour Y

but he iz chronjc and incorrigin)a. Therefore, awarded him major

punishment of Dismissal from service,

v
- .

ORDER ANNGUNCED

0B MO, 425
DATED €9-08-2910 , Sd/ x x x

(ABCUR RA<HID)
DISTRICT POLICE GFFICER
HalGy




SERVICE

JUNAID Ki AN, - SHOULDER *A. 5.

RESTDENT OF TEHSIL MWD DIS!

BEFORE THE HO‘\‘-"BLE KHYBER ! UKHTUNIGWA SERVICE TRIH

APFEAL N0, 2 & 7 1oF 2010,

3, SON OF KHIAL GUL,
, S

IICT HANGU.-

n

VERSU S

A5y

© POLICE, K.F.K, FESHAWAR.

1) :n\ap.mron-uz NERAL OF
2) "frm. DEPUTY INSPECTOR. GENERAL OF pou;c_g, KOHAT REGION, KOMALe
%) e DLSERICT POLICE -JI:‘I"ICXCI'{, D]‘S'l.‘RICT HANGU -

 SERVICE APREA UNDER - SECTION - .
c .+ piy RIER OF DISTRICY POLICE OFFICEX

APPEALg AGATNST THL

waey (RBSPIM: 1.7 VIDE KO. OB:4 25 DATED 09-00-2010

WIRREBY THL Al’ il NI DX MISS \EO FROM SERVICE UNDER

N.~w F.P., Rmova FROM ,smzvzcr" (SPECTAL po'n:Rs‘)

. . i CRD INANCE- "O/
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PRAYER U1 _APFEAL :

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH :-

"7» 2)
o
S

&

.
z

%)\ That the appriiant has 8

.

. ON -ACCEPT :NCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL, :

ot
L

THE ORDER OF RESFC/DENT NO.5 DATER

GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIRE

8E REINSTAPED IN +4E SERVICE WITH 2l

»

ALONGWTTH HIS SENIORITY.

T
1

‘?hat the appellint respectfully submit

Ppat the sppell.at was enlisted in the Police

-

th: then N.-W.F.P.,) as s Constable

‘ Departmen t\;, (

T

on 18-06~2002+

. That the appci} ant has served his departmenf in various -
’l N - i - o ‘ - ' . ' . . - I3 )
‘ police atationz 1n nis District, and as Well as n the;
2 o »
6’: Divisional Hee;':qunr"ﬁer (i.e.5 pistrict Kohat) and other
Ty . )
' Districts of te Provinces. §

P4 ° ' .
sorved with his best abilities and

capobilities wund entire satisfaction of his superiorss ‘

%epecizlly 1t the. best interesté of the pubiic “at large

<

of the State, therefore,

and also in vas beut interests

R ZINTLY

tafpubiic PV

DI e+ AR

AND THE APPELLANT MAT KINDLE LA il

the folloWwingse e,

05-08-20105 MAY - | Dot

IL BACK BRVEFITS . ]
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3 )

. . {'

{ . =.

Lot
' 5)
\

That ‘the apuell nt.slways loyal to his country
2 » .
and loves his :qun?ry from the core of his heartv

and the appellan is a patriot citizen of the

country, therefore, the zppellant slways .served

»

and performad hug duties with honesty. .

That when the a:pellent was performing his police
LR Iy

duties in Distr.ct Hangu in an areg/locality, where

situation were very wrost due

©

the law and ord..»r

to the subversi-ée sctivities of the Anti-State

.

el ementsy i.c. Taliban, Tervorist sucide bhombersy.
: 9 " ] S ) o,

extremerists, o o in these prevailling law and order

the appellant was performing duties,

situation, wier -

there were o0 I ny pro-claimed’of fenfenders and 'they

N

as there are

. . . Y ';:
were reguired by the State for arrest,

£0 Many F.I.R"s‘;édged aga;nst them earliér and they

re
N

subversive acti: ities with the

d ;:o-ciaimed qffenders,'were'doingv-

helb gf gervicing

after decl

personnel of po.ice officials and F.C. officials. The

>

hands upon these Anti-State

e

appeallant up~h: 14 his

elements/pro—cluime& offenders and arrested them

wi@h the help -f the inhsbitants of the locality,
“ T _
) o . '

where these An?*—state e%ements destroyed.the Ziarat

¢

..

.

sbbas Alamdar, Imam Bar Gabs, Frimary Girls School,

°

awiT

¥

W»&fm‘nﬂ_ﬂw—w-_—-qﬁ_"}t

3

TR

RO PN

s
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@ ' 1 i
g - T .
‘f 4 - . %'
i T

Govt: High school, Academ School, Civil Hospital and many. . :
J 3 and o

l : : - other Govt;tinstit1tians/public property .and they destroyed -

-

} ~these.places wWith sut on fire and bomb blasting, for‘which'A -"f 

. . ’ R,

" FJI.R's were alsc lodged against these snti-State Blements - i

. ' (Copies of F.I.R. No 580 dated 11-09-2009 U/Ss=3/% Bxplzsﬁbs;_ e
T pot/ls6/427/579/1 87149 PEC/T ATA p.g; HANGU and F.ILR. | o

N0.682 dated 30~7.-3000, U/Ss-3/% Sxpl: Subs: Act/h27 FEC, | .

0

some are attached herewith as Anlexures

v
P p.s: HANGU end the

h N At & B¢ respect@vely)c

Ra—————

§)  That the appallan’ arrested these Anti-State elemenfs/'

proclaimed offenc:rs namely AYUB SON OF TAEIR SHAH ,?]C;ﬁjfiu

NGl ) alongwith huge quantity of Explosive

SHARU KHEL (4

materials, who 12quired in F.I.R.

.7y That another pro- claimed oftender roquired in coase FJIR.

f No 582 dated 30~ 0-2009, namcly YOUSAF GUL, WaS also. arrested
. . N ] ‘; K

by the eppellant o0 S
réona} i ':

8):  That the apoellet hss also arrested s serving pe

of T.C. mamely JOOR JAEAN with a nuge quantity of 17 K.G, -

i

hen after srrest-him deliveresd him- -to the

explosives ant
\" u\é .° ' . Tt I’
L ' .

custody ol Paki.tan Army .

1O

e v

9y .. That earlier tb: appeliant has glso arrested .a person,

3
4
presently nune qot remembered, with oxplosive jacket and !
' / ' ‘ :
! " handed him over to the Pakistan ArmMYyo

<
. [
O~ I S .
- ! . . . R e e e
ety
m‘g;.‘guu . .
- = et 2T g an



10)

‘dated 29-01-2079, U2 383

1)

(" J

° . - ‘;(Respdt: Noo.3) for comments are also anne

" 12)

PRI &) I

»

14)

That the aprellant

.. locality and the

" 45 also arrested a person namoly

»

MATEZD CUL SON OF Z.R UL R/0 SHARU KHEL, (HANGU ),
g . .

reguired in a Case Fol.R. N0.186

pro~ciaimed offende
l i

47/348 ppc/14 ISLAMIC LAWS; P.S5:

UST ARZAL, Kohat. B

That the sppellant Asentb an apaﬁlication izi the name of

e
'1.G. P011c=~ Peoh‘f’ r (KT .1\) in which he described sll his

details of his dut es and activities and reque:sted him for

prize money/promot on etc. (Copy of apnl:.cat:.on dated

qent to the D.P.O Hansu

29~O1-26109 whi: ras then

xed as 'C' &.D°
, R —————

respectively)o

That atlast, the :,G.Polise (K.P.K) pleased to issued

Comaendation cert: ficate (Class-I) in favour of the

‘appellant alongw. th cash roward of Bse 2000/30(00'97 of

the said certific.te iz alze annexed as °E°)o-"

That the appellsx . vwas thcn premoted a3 sken;l..de'r;')\.s.x. )

frem the raek of {ead *’onstable on his above-aentioned

efforts/services

the_ State and in' particul»ar in the

Ga

best interests o:

jpterests ef th- Public at largeo

That the anti-St te clemen.ts, whe were arrested by the
. ‘“ : R ) .

appellanty they .re very influential persomnels of the

T

“have directly linked with the 1éca1'

Teliban and on t.eir pretest or cou‘.pla ints (=s mertmneﬂ .

+

g
;

rendered to the Polxce mepartnent in the

@ o

"7 W s

T

i
—

I W v AT S

3

T

ST, v'» B

. e e - - «_.’.‘ .
b T b e
E P, :
—~— . ey i * ooy st AR e, . &
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ﬂ;' ‘in the dismissal oxd r orf QespdtsNo.3) but the appellant has®
v ’ 0
; :;‘ p got \o knm,ledbe abo :t. thase complaints, transferred him,
'I“_f‘» from District Hahgu to District Karak, for duties at
i fil ; . ‘ . . . .
-  P.5. Karek City. ]
‘. | : |
i‘ : ) 13)  Thet now the appelleaat has dismiss ecl from service vide
/' o ¢ ¢ -
order of D.P.O HANGT (RE3PDT: NO.3) bearing its Noa 4
425 dated 09-C8~707 .(Copy of the same is annexed es
A:?F")o .
16)  Tnat the appéilont :iled his departmental appesl in this
pehalf to I.G. Police (K.PiK) Pesnawar (Rospdt:No.1), but
(Copy annexed &3 ey, . .
«  ".gtill no response h .y .o far been reccived, hence the
present service apk- »1 on the following inter-alia
[+ [y s
grounds. ¢~
" )
G HOUMNDS
That the order of ‘ae Respdt:N-o\;'} is against lawg ‘fac.tlsl,'g
" and circumstances w.[ the caseé,
. \
. That the appellunt has got no knowledge of any-;so.rf' of
comgpl aint(s) of th locality. where he was serving egrlier o
‘ " as mentioned in th. dismissal ‘order of the appellanto e
# ’ ) T ‘-‘l'
- - . ) 3 ! ‘ I
CJ That the appellaat has not serv.ed_‘mth any .;how cauoe not:.ce:
. ' S o
. . © - and not issued wiln the statement of zZllegations and
| A . .
f - Charge Sheet etc..
| g
| - , ,
! ’ . ) . ) -
D) Thzt the gprellant has:got 1o knowledge about the formation.
X . N
‘ - .
B AN e e e i o gl e m .
S L — -
o



Fl
T

E)

b

of “say kind of Inquiry and the appellant was not sumnoned

e
by .the slleged Inguixy officer for the purposé as mentioned
P : . .

§

in the order of Qe biNe B

<

S ' Cho X :
Thatvno opportunity . s§ been given to the appeilant abouio;

.

his personsl henring

pefore the said inquiry to de fend

him about the alleg:d allegatiqns as levelled against him,

persong heariny is aandatory, but no -opportunity was

:

arcsS

extended to him in -ais regards.

That from the conte -ts of the Order of R;gspdt:'\loé s evident

"\ -

_ that &1 the sction: agsinst the asppellant were *\Eé};:en

. ‘.in his absenr’gi«a, ac Bx-Parte, which is against the natural

4

|

. Justice and oo well as slso against the norms of justiceo

That the Superior Courts in this regards also cloar cut

contention that th case may not be decided in absentia

of the appellant, st decide on merits and in accordance
. o
!

with the services

this behal fo
from the facts and circumstances of  i' i

\ | R
the case, that fi-st the authorities/respondents conce

3
!

traosferrsd him f-om District Hangu te bistrict K‘ardif and

‘then they toek ac tion against the appe.lllant, which is ,

illegal and unla £, requires to be set asideo ' 

e e e o it
"
gl - .
Lt I ST ST —
N o o " ’
IR e " e te o
Rt P
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) That thke appellent assigned every tasks/duties
. '\2 . .
which assigned te }im during service and produced/ .

RAY

~;qchei§ed best resu ts/geals te the sntire satisfaction :

[

.of his superiorsa.

.

RN

That the appellan’ ‘arrested personally'seme procl alaed

|
s e

; °Qcéfe§aers/ac pivit st and Anti-State ol aments, whe L '
o ’ . ' ¢ N

P ,E» ‘were long links w &b Talibs.n etc, therefore, they - ) . ?F; ’j’
3 - . : 3 ;
- st the oppellant and the ! * - 3

(plannea & conspir ¢y again

~ .
. TE

thout havin; any apportunii:y te

respondents cence rped wi
[«4

"him fer hesring . ex-parte alicged inquiry were cenductedy
i

resulting the present dismigsal erder ef the appellant,

. - -
which ius net maj tainable at all, and is 1iamle te bo

ot o

el

s vty oot

set midegffn ac cordance with lavwe

) . Thgt with the prier permiss{on of this Hon'ble Tribunal’, 'the"f
o
at the

ge other add itional grounds, if any,
. g1k

. ’ apoellant muy W

time “of argumer So

It &s,tne afors, ‘prayed that em
vice appezl, the imp ne.
~08-2010, may kindly be

&A i

§ .
acceptance of the instart ser
erder of Respdt:No.3 dated O
end the appel. amt Bay kindly be reimstated’

set “aside
in the service with full vack benefits and senierity.

" §n sccerdamce with lav.

THROUGH: -

DATED:' i - 0&92010

NOTE:. (Om.the informatien af ay
client) ne suck like appeal
has earlier ves? filed by him

in this lesrne i Tribunal).
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Appeal No. 2567/2010

. Junaid Knan, Shoulder AST son of Khial Gul,
Resident of Tehsil and District Hangu. -

St

VERSUS

1. Inspector Geneyal of Pblice, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Deputy Inspector General of Police. Kohat Range, Kohat. )
3. The District Polict Officer, District Hangu. ' (Respondents)

o

L 1S.No. | Date of | Order/other proce.lings of the court, with signature of
1 hearing __ |Magistrate/Judge. . : ,
1 2 3

Iy
P

RN

°18.4.2013 Appellant v.ith counsel and Mr. Arshad Alam,

s :
Government pleader with Azizur Rahman Inspector (Lo.gal)

DRSS pt s e

for the respondents present. Augunn—.nta heard and record

peru;sed. ‘

. - . - {
2. This is an agpeal filed by Junaid Khan, the appellant

g e = -

‘under  Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service

‘ -"lubun(n Acl 197, against  the order dated 08?010

passed by -District olice Officer, Hangu, ‘whereby hé has

MR P o <o S

been dnsmnsscd fre:m service. It has been prayed that on

! ) {"
4]?5}\ U acceptanre of the appeal, the impugned order may be set
aside and the apr. Jllant be reinstated into service with all

T T i

: ﬁack benefits.

:l % L]
A\ 3. *The appelle 1t has been dlsmnssed from service on . h
9.8.2010, against which he filed departmental “appeal i

i | before the D.I.G of Police Kohat Region on 13.8.2013,

which has not bec.n decided so far. it would be proper to 'f

R send the departm:ntal appeal of the appeliant to the DIG 'y

Kohat Region for cisposal in accordance with the law.

" ' 4. In view of the above, the departmental appeal of |
the appellant is s nt to the DIG Kohat Region to consider

it wuthm nm&Ly ¢ nys and pass a speaking order strlctiy |n




'\: | | | | '

D>

oy

' accordance wita the ‘law. Parties are left to bear theif« own | , o

costs. File be consigned.

ANNOUNCELD
18.4.2013.




POLICE DEPTT:

a

S A ORDE
R

R SCURAR In purs
Service Tribunal orders dated 18,

yance of compliance of the Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa

04.2013 in service appeal No. 2567/2010 of Junaid

ector General of Police Khyber Pakhtuhkhwéﬁ;}and}f
that as a result of _departmental
: dtsm*ssed from servrce D/ the DFO Hangu vide order d
- ioved a departmental &ppeal before the DIG of Polic
" which has‘not been decided sc far, Hence, the DIG

others it is intimated pProceedings the appellant was

ated 09.08.2010. The appellant
e Kohat Reg!on on 13.08. 2013

Kohat Region was drrected for
he law. Vi

Perusz! of record revealed that
appeal filed before the DIG Police Kol

" Tribunal as 13.08.2013 seems to be g

; dlsposalof his departmentai appeal in accordance with t

the date of departmental
nat Region showing in order of the Serv:ce

clerical mistake, while the date mentroned on
c:partmentai appeal of the appeliant i is,13.08.2010. ’

---------

Rescrd  further transpired that the appellant moved av

€ DIG Police Kohat on 13.08. 2010 He was, heard m
person by the then DIG Kohat and on’ acceptanoe of his departmental appeal a denove

Lo enqunry was ordered .vide order dated 29 09.201

0. The competent authont\: (DPO
~t:lanqu) conducted a denove enguiry, which agzin msu!ted‘”&rsm! sal order, vide, O B No
: 548 dated 27.12.2010. The appe

llant has not moved any. appeal against the above 2
order passed on denove enquin’ and instead filed an appeal before the KP Serv:ce
- Tr bunal wherem it has been directed to pass a speaklng order on the appeal of
appellant dated 13.08.2013, bit i) fact as per record, the departmenta) appeal fled by

;the ‘appeliant bafore the DIG Police Kohat Ras already been disposed of by the,DlG
Pohce Kohat, in term of denove eaquiry.

i A In viev: of the above the complrance of order of the
-Pakﬁtunkhwa szrvice Tribunal Peshawar is carried out in terms of the above

IR

T
N

Khyber

T

lm%gMAmMW)
; Genﬁ al of Polrce'.'
\ Kol'la'r Regicn, Kohat. ¢

N e
OFF!CE OF THE DY: INSPECTC R GENERAL OF POL!CE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

No 5735 Ec Datec ohatthe_ 2% /4% 12012

Copy to the District Police | Orf:cer Hangu for necessary entry .n the
re"oru and inform the appellant accordingly. i

et Sanvicel Q“J"‘- <ye

R/ ot - t o o
Sev Toly pond g @i , (DR. {SHTIAQ AHMAD MARWAT)
_____.—"——-—-;.—“' ~ Dy: Inspector General of Police:

. - Kohat Regzon Kohat.
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' ? IN THE SUPREME COURT ‘OF PAKISTAN, ISLAMABAD
(Original Jurisdiction) Regd. A.D.
"HRC No.28471-B/2013 | ‘ ‘ ' g
Application by  Junaid Khan S/O Khayal Gul ' R b <
Kaxh Banda P.o Handu teh & Distt Hangu ) : e fﬂ@g&mm

+5 A ) \,
u% J.’_ﬁ}_ A i—::ak%

To

\/ The Chamnan
~ Serv1ces Tribunak, KPK, Peshawar. C/o AR(P)

+

Take notlce that in pursuance of order of the Hon ble Chief Justice of Pakistan, the above
application is forwarded to vou for disposal.

Islamabad: November 11, 2013

irector
Human Rights Cell
Phone # 051-9220581/319

Encl: Copy of application Fax # 051-9219516
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Hubject:

The Iftlkhar Mohammad Choudhry
Chief Justice of Pakistan,
Islamabad.

APPLICATION FOR

(1). SPEEDY JUSTICE.

(2). COMPLAINANT AGAINST GFFICIALS OF SERVICE
TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Respectfully submitted as under:

That the applicant/ complainant is a poor man and is

male head member of his family consist of - eleven

| members including small sons and daughters.

That the applicant, complainant was appointed as
constable in Hangu Police and due to satisfactory
working of the applicant the high-up’s awarded him cash

awards as will as noble certificates.

‘That due to country/ department patriotism of the

applicant the high-up’s promoted him as head constable

and then shoulder ASIL.

That during his duty as ASI, . the applicant arrested

many terrorist including one Yousaf Gul who was handed




over to M111tary authonty by my higii-up’s. But When the

hears of Said Yousaf Gul approached the Court of your

honour, 1 was called for statement in the Court of your

honour.

That after giving statement in. regard fo Yoﬁsaf Gul, the
DSP Hangu became displeased and arrange a begus case
againsf the applicant and dismissed him from service in
2010  without giving opportunify of - hearing.
Co‘nsequently the applicant filed Departmerital Appeal

and ‘then to Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar

That after filling the appeal to ‘Service Tribunal K.P.K
Peshawar the Service Tribunal decided the appeal with in
three years in which the department was depicted to

decide the departmental appeal with in a specified tlme

That the departmental authority repeated their previoﬁs
order‘ without conduotiﬁg any mquiry. Consequently 1
‘have refilled appeal to Service Tribunal of KPX on
10/06/2013 in which the Reader of Service Tribunal

fixed date of attendance as 30/09/2013 which is against

the principle of law and Justice.




L € T IR 2% it A Rt

i
|
|
{

8. That on contacting the reader of Tribunal in"this regard

he reply that 03 or 04 months date fixiﬁg 1n a case is
their routine working, alth.ougﬁ the judicial policy is
made by your honour for speedy trial_ and speedy justice
however the said aspect of service matter is not
discussed in judicial policy 2009. It is very difficult for a

jobless.poor person to support his such a huge family.

Therefore 1 request to your honour, keeping in view
the status of the applicant, the officials of Service
e Tribunal K.P.K may please be directed to decide the

appeal of the appellant with in a short period of time in a

fear manner.

I will be grateful and I and my poor family will pray

for your long life and prosperity.

Thanking you and oblige

Dated;f/07/2013 Yours faithfully

T
Junaid Khan
S/o Khayal Gul
R/o Kach Banda
P.O "angu Tehsil
and District Hangu
CNIC: 14101-4819938-3
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER - A
PAKHTUNKHWA , PESHAWAR. : .

el - "

Service Appeal No.962 0f 2013 © ¢ ="
Junaid Khan s/o Khyal Gul Shoulder ASI o
R/OHangu..........cooooevieveiiannn - P PP PP eeeenn Applicant+

VERSUS

[

Inspector General of Police Oﬂ’icér, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

0o

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region Kohat.

993

District Police Officer, Hangu................ooooeinnne. JUTTTURR ......Respondents

Respectfully, sheweth,

Reply/Parawise comments on behalf of respondent No. 1,2 and 3 are
submitted as under:~ :
Preliminary Objection.

That, appeal is time barred.

That, appellant has got no cause of action.
That, appeal is legally bad in its present form. ‘
That, appellant is barred from moving appeal due to his own conduct.

That, appeal is not maintainable.

A

That, appeliant is stopped by his own conduct.
7. That, appellant has concealed the material facts from this honorable tribunal. '

Parawise Comments.

1. Pertains to record, hence to comments.
Pertains to record, hence to comments.
Pertains to record hence to comments.
Pértains to record, hence to comménts.

Pertains to record, hence to comments.

A

Incorrect. Complaints regarding raids on the houses of innocent people for greedy

- aims without permission of his senior were received to the local Police. Moreover,
the appellant had quarreled with his own colleagues and fired at them with govt
rifle vide report DD No.27 dated 14.07.2010 Police Station Doaba. Proper
departmental proceedings were initiated against the appellant and after the
completion of departmental proceeding, he was disnﬁssed from service. (DD,
No.27 dated 14.07.2010 is attached).

7. Incorrect, appell;dnt was fully aware of departmentally enquiry initiated against
him but he refused to receive the charge sheet & statement of allegation in the
presence of computer operator Rahat Ali & Khalid Class 1V. (charge sheet &
statement of allegation and statement of Rahat Ali & Khalid are amexed)

8. Pertains 10 record, hence no comments. | _

9. Incorrect. In compliance to this honourable Tribunal orders dated t18042013 m o

service appeal No0.2567/2010, respondent No.2 has passed detailed andyspeakmg S

order vide his office No.3735/EC, dated 28.05.2013 with the remarks that




A4 -

. appellant moved‘departmental appeal before Dy: Inspector General of Pblice
Kohat, Regioh' Kohat on 13.08.2010 which was accepted and ordered o initiate
denovo--enquiry vide~0‘rdewrj' dated 29.09.2010. order dated 28.05.201'3 and. -
29.09.2010 are attached) | | -

10. Needs no connﬁents.

GROUNDS.

-a. Incorrect. The ',brde1‘s of respondent No.1 and 2 are legal and in accordance with
law and rules C@)n the subject which are fit to be upheld in the best interest of
' justice. ) _'

b. Incorrect. "l-“he:‘order‘ of respondent No.3 dated 09.08.2010 is legal and according
to rules/law against which the appellant has already filed appeal N6.2567Z2010
befofe this Honourable Tribunal while second appeal against same order of

- respondent No.3 dated 09.08.2010 is totally illegal and against the prescribed
rules/procedure. A |
¢. Incorrect. This para relates to order of respondent No.3 dated 09.08.2010 as
discussed in Para (B).
d. Incorrect as discussed in Para“(B).
e. Incorrect. All the proceediﬁg and dismissal order is conducted/passéd after
- completing all the codal formalities. ‘ '

f. Incorrect. In compliance to this honourable Tribunal order dated 18.04.2013,
respondent No.2 has passed legal and speaking order dated 28.05..2013. b

g. The respondents seek permission to add additional grdunds at the time of .
arguments. .,

Prayer

It is therefore, humbly prayed that the instant second appeal is absolutely
illegal, defective, meritless and without any substance which may kindly be LiiSITIiSS¢d‘\Vitll

cost please.

“—-;"'—
Inspector General of Police, Dy: Inspector-Ge eé { of Police,
yber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. - Kohat Regionf Kohat
‘7 (Respondent No.1) (Respondent No.2
M ° B .
Distr

(Réespondent No.3)
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bl iy person?

.1 -

CHARGE _SHERT.

e

WHISIRISAS, | ame satisficd that a for rnal.cnqutr\f “hs? pmvu
A PRSI
the Removal lrom Service (Special Power) ordinanes 2000§ s necesseee,
1. A
. £ o
expedient. 1 0
iy

Y

AND WIHERIEAS, | ooan ol the view Lh;l{ ll!(:'i;if

cutabhshed would eall for Major pumshment s defined in section 3§11 (¢} of l!n::

dloresaid ordocines,

NOW,

.
.

THHEIRES I()I\I'.. as required  under Csection O ©

aforesad ordinnaee 2000, 1, Abdur Rashid Phistrict Police ()fﬁi;cr, llzi:‘f;:'

charge you Shoulder ASL Junid Al on the basis of the statement of allegations

'
ol '
PO

attached to this Charge Sheet.

EEENY

AND 1 herehy direet you further as laid down in
aaidd omhinznee o put in sowritten defence within 7 days ()I lht (‘L(‘!pl ¥

Chaepe Sheet e 1ooawhy votl should not be served \Vllh ()m. or m'l"v’

3

the sotd ordinanee and adso stating ot the sine time as l() whcthu e des

proongsbunen

including temoval from service o delined Lmdcl‘ \l‘(.l'lm .

within the pros:

BN

AND, in case vour reply 18 ot r(;v('ivcd‘

cpericd without sufficient conse, i sl it e presumed that vnu hd\C nt) f'

offer. T )
(/
DISTRICT PC K
' HANGU:
Mo, Z00 1 /PN, . .
G 37 fay ] 2010, S e

p L
‘/(//J ’M/”U@/"”/)wf 03 30 "
e b i )
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_gross  nusconduct but also comes within the amb.

. . s « —_
. 3 ' ' i3
' . i 1
1\ .
o-2- \
§Q JPLINARY ACTION = ’
ABDUR RASHID District Police Ofticer, Hangu, a8 compctcm aumon
am of the opinion that ¢ hog]ggg ASI Jumd Ali has re ndcgcd,hlmsclf Hablz lo'

procceded against as he commlttcd “he folowing acts £ og‘psxpg w1 in 4
cnuL Po,

of scction-3 of thc NWFP Removal from Scrvg&»( ‘ .‘?’
Ordinance 2000, - : . , &"‘ i} "¢ ’}
STATEMENT OF ALLE GATIONGS TR e N

meaning

W

You, Shoulder ASH Jumd /\h while posied at Pohct: : aal \Iarya* ?;

A

Dam, on 15,07.2010, SHPO Thaull reported that may -.nmplmm have reee wi fr*

against you [rom gene ral public. As por report ol Noryab Dam- nfﬁu. - you
s .

akm;., r; ids on houses of innocents peoples for greedy :)urp‘?sc
1;2 raids upon the upon the houses of proclaimed olfenaer. On thxs N‘m. Ju_'x;jd‘ 5
Khan quarrcled with thc:r officials in Naryab Dam and aiso ﬁrt.d upon Lh(. ufﬁmg} &
t rifle vide. l)l) No. 27 dated 14.07. "010 Police Stauon‘Doaba
yur non profc ss:onahsm and .naf

of _.(,rlmlnul pr. “cdurc ,

SR
.o~

with gov
Your above act shows ,:

punishalle under the aloresaid ord.nance 2000,
For.the purpese of scrutinizing the c(.ndu?!, of; !.hc said 0(1'&91

above allegutions 81 _Afsar_Kne.n i[S‘ Jud:cnl lm‘gu
The  cnquiry oiT'u*r sh ')* m...‘

with refurence to the

tHangu s appointed as Enquiry Commiitee.
accorai co with the provisions of th cord nunce provide ncw-mtmblc, opport uty of r
and make mlhm lhl_rt) da of the

hearirg 10 the accusad, record s finchrg
y <. -
nt or other appropriat:

receipt of this order, recommendéasions as o pumshre

action against the defauiter official. ‘
The uccused wvnd a well conversant rﬁpmg‘f“lauvv i "'an"""

departrent shall join the proceed ngs ¢n the date, time and p%gcv ﬁxcc )y‘lh

e rﬁaﬁ%

fsnquiry Officer/Commitlee. o
: : vﬁ

DIS 1

' o

O o

A copy f the above is forwarded te' - S W
ad

1. Si_Afsar_Khan 1/C_Judicial lLock-up, Hangu, The l-.nqu iy ()ﬂ':ccr'f-'*i;,
Committce for iniliating procecdings against the a(‘f,u‘btd undvr 8
provisions of the NWFP Removal from Scervice bpccml I’q,Wcr) Ord
2000.. -

X

2. Shoulder ASEJunid _Ali; The conezraest olficer with the' durz;zc.tmm ' ab’rx‘a;:.";i‘

before the Enguiry Officer/Comir dtee, on the date, lime and place fixed fev

the purpose of the enquiry proce Jdings.

- A
(SIS
o
Y
ke
-
.
-
A o g T
-t AR
F«s .:r’,vaa%{;q‘ T
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,"" ACE DEPTT: o B KOHAT REGION

0 R DER. ,
In pursuance of compliance of the Khyber Paxhtunkhwa

Servrce Tribunal orders dated 18. 04.2013 in service appeal No. 2567/2010 of Junaid
Khan Ex: Shoulder AS| Vs Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and-

~ others, it is intimated that :3s a result of departmental proceedings the appellant was

dismissed from service by the DPO Hangu vide order dated 09.08.2010. The appellant. '
moved a departmental app >al before the DIG of Police Koh'at-Region-on 13.08.2013,

“which has not been decidid so-far. Hence, the DIG Kohat Region was directed for -

disposal of his departmentz: appeal in accordance with the Iawr ’

Perusal of record revealed that the date of departmental
appeal filed before the DI Police Kohat Region showing m order of the Service
Tribunal as 13.08.2013 seams to be a clerical 'mstake while the date m'entroned on. ‘
departmental appeal of the appellant is 13.08.2010. , .

‘ " Record further transplred that the appellant moved a
departmental appean before the DIG Police Kohat on' 13.08. 2010. He was heard in
person by the then DIG Kohat and on acceptance of his departmental appeal a denove
enquiry was ordered vide order dated 29. 09 2010. The cornpetent authorlty (DPO
Hangu) conducted a denov:: enqunry. which again resulted[ drsmrssal order vide O B No.
548 dated 27.12.2010. Thl’ appellant has not moved any appeal agamst the above
order passed on denove enqurry and instead filed an appeal before the KP Service
Tribunal, wherein it has bt:sn directed to pass a speakmg order on the appeal of
appellant dated 13.08.2013, but in-fact as per record, the d.epartmental app.eal‘frle,d by

" the appeilant before the D' Police Kohat has already been dispcsed of by the DIG

Police Kohat, in term of dencive enquiry. -

In’ view of the above ihe complranoe of order of the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar is carrled out m terms of th2 above

i

(DR. ISHTIAQ A£:MAD MARWAT)
Dy: Inspector Gzneral of Police
Kohat Reg'on, Kohat.

OFFICE OF THE DY INSPLCTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

No._ 3735 JEC iisted Kohatthe 2 F/¢S 12013

Copy to the District Police Officer, Hangu for necegsary entry in the
record and inform the appellznt accordmgly L

' .

ined- S.N’- Wl - ever
P‘,N‘\*—" . d"i‘
APt~ F- o, .(DR. ISHTIA AD MARWAT)
(SN, — T Dy: Inspector-Genergyof Police

R s v A , Kohat Region, Kohat.
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" Smae N0ONE No: 9260112
T2 fax No: 9260114,

From:- The Dy: Inspector General of Police,
Kohat Region, Kohat.
oo " The District Pojice Officer, Hangu. S
to_7/°% _ jEc. Dated Kohat the X9/% oo, - .. . - .uj N
t Subject:- APPLICATION - M BTNy
"AEMORANDUM.

Please refer to the subject cited above.

The Region Police Chief has directed to address DPO Hangu to
iniliate De-nove enquiry against Ex Shoulder ASI. Junid Khan, and submit finding of
anquiry to this office in stipulated period please.

. /ﬁi Sorva— frord 1S Fefust hameh

For Dy: Inspector General of Police,
Kohat Regiofi, Kohat
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ﬁ»/ - ac(«‘t.f-
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIB UNAL KH YBER PAKH TUNKHWA

PESHA WAR.

Service Appeal No. 692/2013
Junaid Khan Shoulder ASI................. [ (Appellant)
VERSUS

In'spe‘ctor General of Policé, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar and othérs ..................... e (Respondents)

REPLY/ REJOINDER _TO _ PARAWISE
COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT
WITH PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary Objections:

Le. 1'to 7 raised in Parawise comments, submitted on -

behalf of respondents, are incorrect, totally wrong,
baseless and not acceptable. ‘Becau'se appellant is an
| ‘aggrieved person, havving‘strong‘ prima facie case in
his favour, has got locus standi and has approaéhed
this Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands under th‘e.

existed provision of law.

1. Para No. 1 to 5 and 10 of the comments Asubmitt.ed by
the respondent has show as pertain to record but
there is no mentioned whether these facts of the

appeal are correct or not. So accordmg to Qanoon- e-

TS




Shahadat Order 1984, the silence on a particular
facts is implied .admission s is. to be treated as .
admission at all.

2. Para No. 6 of the comments submitted by the
, respondents is incorrect because no such like publzc
compliant is produced by the respondents whtch
declare the appellant responsible for mzsconduct
where as to the quarl with other colleague and
proceeding against the appellant in an tnqutry is

concern, the respondents did not given any show .

e

cause, opportunity of hearing or cross-examination of ..

the complainants as well as colleagues to the

appellant. o o ,'
3. Para No. 7 is fully discussed in Para No. 2 above. B
4, Para - No 9 of the comments submitted byt the

respondents is zncorrect because the respondent No 2 '
‘neither complied the order of this Hon’ble Tnbunal
' dated 18/04/2013 in Service Appeal No. 2567/2010
nor in connection to this effect the respondent J\]fo. 2
called for the appellant which act of respondent No. 2
is totally against the pn'ncipal_ of law and justice and
ignorance of the order of this Hon’ble Tribunal which -

constitute a contempt of Court.

Reply to the Grounds, C‘ornme'nts:

A Incorrect, act of the respondents No. 2 and 3 lS quite

illegal and against the principle of law and justice.



Because the appellant has not been given opportunity

of hearing, no any notice has been given to him by

respondents No. 3 nor the respondent No. 2 called: Jor
the appellant for explanation of allegations leveled

against him in the ordef of respondent No. 3.

Denied. Answer has been given in Para “A”.

Denied, no charge sheet or any kind of statement of

charges has been given to the appellant. Copy of such
like documents, if any, produced/ attached by the

resporidents with the comménts would be false,

bogus and not acceptable.

Denied. As reply given in this regard in Para ‘A7, “B”.
and . “C”, however as to statements of both the
witnesses are concern, that is false and bogus

because, on the one side both of them are close

subordinates to the respondent No. 3 and bn_ the other

side there is no independent witnesses or evidence is

existed on record.

Denied. No opportunity of hearing has been giveh to
the appellant by reSpondehts.

- Denied because this Hon’ble Tribunal dirécted-

respondent No. 2 to decide the appeal/ representatioﬁ

of the appellant but respondent No. 2 did not do so.

Which clearly shows the ignorance of the order of this
Hon’ble Tribunal. | |



G Ground “G” of the comments fiéed no reply.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the
. comments submitted by the respondents are false
and fabricated one in nature and ineffective upon the -
rights of appellant and on acceptance of theiinstant
reply/ rejoinder, the comments submitted by the
respondents bmay kindly be rejected and the order of
respondents No. 2 dated 28/05/2013 as well ds the
order of respondent No. 3 dated 09/ 08/2010, may
kindly be set aside and the appellant may also kindly -
be ordered to reinstated ' in service, with full back

benefits and seniority, in accordance with law.

Appellant

Through ﬁ‘
. oot

Dated: 30/04/2014 Gul Daraz Khan -~
Advocate High Court,
 Peshawar. -
Cell No. 0333-9239831

NOTE: |
| If this Hon’ble Tribunal treated genuine, the |
,'appellant is ready to confrontation of witnesses
‘named in the comments submitted by the respondénts
‘as well as to the respondents ‘also. However for
Justzce and proper decision according to principal of
Jjustice, it will be mos_t better if all of them i.e.
respondents and théir witness_es be called for cross

examination before this Hon’ble Tribunal.

o e ey e e,
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKH WA

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 692/2013

. Junaid Khan Shoulder ASL...........c..ccccovvuvenann.. (Appellant)

VERSUS )

Iﬂspector - General of A- Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar and others.............c..c......... e (Respondents) .

REPLY/ REJOINDER TO PARAWISE:
COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT
WITH PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary Objections:

i.e. 1 to 7 raised in Parawise comments, submittéd on -
behalf of respondents, are incb}'rect, totally ‘wrong,
baseless a'r‘idinot acceptable. Because appellant is an
aggrieved ‘person, having strong’ prima facie case in .
his faz;our, has got locus standi and has approdchéd :
this Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands under the

existed provision of law.

Para No. 1 to 5 and 10 of the comments submitted by

the respondent has show as pertam to record but

there is no mentioned whether these Jacts of the ~

appeal are correct or not. So accordmg to Qanoon-e- __

t

|



Shahadat Order 1984, the silence on a particular
facts is impliec‘i' admission ,is to be treated as
admission at all.

2. Para No. 6 of the comments submitted by the
respondents is incorrect because no such like public
compliant is produced by the -respondents which
declare the appellant responsible‘for misconduct,
where as to the quarl with other colleague and

. proceeding against the appellant in an inquiry 1is
concern, the respondents did not given any show
cause, opportunity of hearing’ or cross-examination of

the complainants as well as colleagues to the

‘appellant.
3.  Para No. 7 is fully discussed in Para No. 2 above.
4. iParqt No. 9 of the comments. submitted by the

respondents is incorrect because the respondent No. 2
neither complied the order of this Hon’ble Tribunal
dated 18/04/2013 in Service Appeal No. 2567/2010
nor in connection to this effect the respondent No. 2
called for the-appellant which act of respondent No. 2
is totally against the principal of law and justice and
ignorance of the order of this Hon’ble Tribunal which

constitute a coﬁtempt of Court.

Rep l-i; to the Grounds, Comments:

A. Incorrect, act of the respondents No. 2 and 3 is quite

illegal and against the principle of law and Justice.

e AR T
TR



Hon’ble Tribunal. | : '

Because the appellant has not been given opportunity
of hearing, no any notice has been given to him by
respondents No. 3 nor the respondent No. 2 called for
the appellant for explanation of allegations leveled

against him in the order of respondent No. 3.

Denied. Answer has been given in Para “A”.

Denied, no CHarge sheet or any kind of statement of
charges has been given to the appellant. Copy of such
like documents, if any, produced/ attached by the
respondents with the qomnients would be falsé,

bogus and not acceptable.

Denied. As reply given in this regard in Para “A”, “B”

and . “C”, however as to statements of both - the
witnesses are concern, that is false and bogus

because, on' the one side both of them are close

" subordinates to the respondent No. 3 and on the other

side there is no independent witnesses or evidence is

existed on record.

Denied. No opportunity of hearing has been given to
the appellant by respondents. '

Denied because this Hon’ble Tribunal directed
respondent No. 2 to decide the appeal/ representation
of the appellant but respondent No. 2. diﬁ not do so.
Which clearly shows the ignorance of the ;c)rder ;)f this

t
k

'
1
i



,7 G Ground “G” of the comments need no reply.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the
comments submitted by the respondents are fqlse
. and fabricated one in nature and ineffective upon the
rights of appellant and on acceptance of the instant
reply/ 'rejé’inder the comments submitted by the
respondents may Kindly be rejected and the order of
respondents No. 2 dated 28/05/2013 as well as the
order of respondent No. 3 dated 09/08/2010, may
kindly be set aside and the appellant may also kindly
be ordered to reinstated in service, with full back

benefits and seniority, in accordance with law.

Appellant

Through ﬁ |

i Dated: 30/04/2014 Gul Daraz Khan

i - : Advocate High Court,
. Peshawar.

Cell No. 0333-9239831

NOTE: -
| If this Hon’ble Tribunal treated genuine, the
appellant is ready to confrontation of witnesses
named in the comments eubmitted by the respdndents

- as well as to the respondents - also. However for
Jjustice and proper decision according to principal of
justice, it wzll be most better  if all of them i.e.
respondents and their witnesses be called for Cross

examination before this Hon’ble Trzbunal



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKH WA, -'

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 692/2013

Junaid Khan Shoulder ASL..............ccoevviieenienns (Appellant)

VERSUS : : °

Iﬁspector Genéral of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar and others..................... e (Respondents)

REPLY/ REJOINDER __TO __PARAWISE
COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT _
WITH PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary Objections:

i.e. 1to 7 raised in Parawise comments, submitted on
behalf of respondents, are incorrect, totally wrong,

baseless and not acceptable. .Because appelldnt s an._ |
aggrieved person, having strong prima facie case in
his favour, has got locus standi and has appfoaéhed
this Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands under the

existed provision of law.

AP'ara No. 1 to 5 and 10 of the comments submitted by

the respondent has show as pertain to record but

there is no mentioned whether these facts of the o

appeal are correct or not. So according to Qanoon~e— |

i



Shahadat Order 1984, the silence on a particular

facts is implied admission is to be treated as

b4
admission at all.

2. Para No. 6 of the comments submitted by the
respondents is incorrect because no such like public
compliant is produced by the .respondents which
declare the appellant responsible for miscondﬁct,
where as to the quarl with other colleague and
proceeding against the appellant in an inquiry is
concern, the respondents did not given any show
cause, opportunity of hearing or cross-examination of

the complainants as well as colleagues to the

appellant.
3. Para No. 7 is fully discussed in Para No. 2 above.
4, Para No. 9 of the comme\nts‘ submitted by the

resppndeﬁts is incorrect because the respoﬁdent No. 2
. neither complied the order of this Hon’ble Tribunal -
" dated 18/04/2013 in Service Appeal No. 2567/ 2010
nor in connection to this effect the respondemf No. 2
called for the appellant which act of respondent No. 2
is totally against the principal of law and justice and

ignorance of the order of this Hon’ble Tribunal which

constitute a contempf of Court.

Reply to the Grounds, Comments:

A.  Incorrect, act of the respondents No. 2 and 3 is quite -

illegal and against the principle of law and justice.

- T R s e AR



Because the'appellcint has not been given opportunity
of hearing, fo any notice has been given to him by
respondents No. 3 nor the respondent No. 2 called for
the appellant for explanation of allegations leveled

against him in the order of respondent No. 3.

Denied. Answer has been given in Para “A”.

Denied, no charge sheet or any kind of statement of
charges has been given to the appellant. Copy of such
like documents, if any, produced/ attached by the |
respondents with the comnients would be -falsé, |

bogus and not acceptable.

Denied. As reply given in this regard in Para “A”, “B”
and “C”, however as to statements of both the
witnesses are concern, that is false and bogus
because, on the one side both of them are close_
subordinates to the respondent No. 3 and on the other
side there is no independent witnesses or evide_ncé is

existed on record.

Denied. No opportunity of hearing has been given to
the appellant by respondents. |

Denied because this Hon’ble Tribunal diréc_ted
respondent No. 2 to decide the appeal/ representation
of the appellant but respondent No. 2 did not do so:

Which clearly shows the ignorance of the order of this
Hon’ble Tribunal. |



NOTE:

G. Ground “G” of the éommen_ts need no reply.

-~

It is, therefore, humbly prayed .'that . the
comments submitted by the respondents are false
and fabﬁcated one in nature and ineffective upon the
rights of appellant and on dccepta.nce of the instant
reply/ rejoinder, the comments submitted by the
respondents may ‘kindly be rejected and the order of
respondents No. 2 dated 28/05/2013 as well Ets the
order of respondent No. 3 dated 09/08/2010, h_@ay' g
kindly be set aside and the appellant may also kindly |
be ordered to reinstated in service, with full back

benefits and seniority, in accordance with law.

Appellant |

Through ﬁ
-:::‘.._,..

Dated: 30/ 04/2014 Gul Daraz Khan
‘ ' - Advocate High Court,
Peshawar. ‘

Cell No, 0333-9239831

If this Hon’ble Tribunal treated genuine, the
appellant is ready to confrontation of witnesses
named in the comments submztted by the respondents

- as well as to the respondents -also. Howeuver, for
justice and proper decision according to principal of
Justice, it will be most better if all of them ie.
respondents -'qnd th‘éir witnesses be called for cross

~ examination before this Hon’ble Tribunal.
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GOVERNMENT OF PaKISTAN =~ = .

CABINET BLOCK, ISLAMAp4p S

Ak Ak
, o o : Islamabad, the 26-Aug-14
Subject : REQUEST FOR INQUIRY / REINSTATEMENT IN SERVICE.,

Kiridlf find enclosed a self-e:_cg:!anathy application of Mr. Junaig Khan s/o

. -Khial Gul /o r/o Kach Banda p/o Hangu, Tehsil & District Hangu, addresseq 1o the Prime.

gbal} :
Deputy Sccretary-I1

Secretary,

" Government of Pakisfan,

Interior Divisiorp,
Islamabad,
_h“ﬁ—‘

H n~spect0r General of Police,

Government of Khyher Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar, '

¢ M Junaid Khan s/ Khial Gul , 1/0 Kach Banda p/o Hangu, Tehsil &
District Hangu, ‘

C

PR
AR

¢

26/08/2014 09:59
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE T RlBUNAL KIIYBF R

PAKHTUNKHWA , PESHAWAR

Serv1ce Appeal No0.962 of 2013
Junaid Khan s/o KEyal Gul Shoulder ASI

L

~ N : - ' .
R/OHangu...m........oi S T SRR Applicant

" VERSUS

o !

Inspector General of Police Ofﬁcér, KhyBer Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.-

2." Deputy InspéctorGeneral of Police, Kohat Region Kohat. -

3. District Police Officer, Hangu................. P TR RRRRIES Respondents

Respectfully, sheweth,

Reply/Parawise comments on behalt of respondent No. 1,2 and 3 are

submitted as under:>
Preliminary Objection.

1.

AN T

That, appeal is time barred.

That, appellant has got no cause of action.

That, appeal is legally bad in its present form.

Thal, appellant is barred from moving, éﬁpeél due td his own conduét.
That, appeal is not maintainabie.

That, appeliant is stopped by his own conduct.

That, appellant has concealed the material facts from this honorable tribunal.-

Parawise Comments.

Facts.

R

Pertains 1o record, hence to comments.

Pertains to record, hence to comments. .

Pertains to record, hence to-comments.

Pertains to record, hence to comments.

Pertains to record, hence lo comments.

Incorrect. Complaints regcudm}, raids on the houses of innocent people f(n greedy
aims without permission of his senior were received to the local Police. Moreover,
the appellant had quarreled with his own colleagues and fired at them with govt
rifle vide report DD No.27 dated 14.07.2010 Police Station Doaba. Proper
departmental proceedings were initiated against the appellant and after the
completion of departmeﬁtal proceeding, he was dismissed from service. (DD
No.27 dated 14.07.2010 is attached). '
Incorrect, appellant was fully aware of departmentally enquiry initiated against
him but he refused to receive the charge sheet & statement of allegation in the
presence of computer operator Rahat Ali & Khalid Class 1V. (charge sheet &
statement of allegation and statement of Rahat Ali & Khalid are annexed)

Pertains 10 record, hence no comments.

Incorrect. In compliance to this honourable Tribunal orders dated 18.04.2013 in
service appeal No.2567/2010, respondent No.2 has passed detailed and sp.eéking
order vi.de his office. No.3735/EC, dated 28.05.2013 with the remarks that




;?‘ | v " appellant movéd departmental appeal before Dy: Inspector General of Police "

Kohat, Region Kohat on 13.()8.201.0 which was accepted and ordered-to initiate .

~29.09:2010 are aftached)
10 Né‘éds no comments |
GROUNDS N ' A
a. Incorrect The orders of respondent No.1 and 2 are lugai and in accordanc,e with
law and rules on the subject which are fit to be upheld in the best’ 1ntercst of
justice. . , '
b. Incorrect. Tlie order of respohdent No.3 dated 09.03.2010 is legal and according
to rules/law;agai:r_lst which the appellant has already filed appeal No.2567¢'2010:,- :
before this Honouréﬁe Tribunal while second appeal against same order of
respondent No.3 dated 09.08.2010 is totally illegal and against the prescribed
rules/procedure.
¢. Incorrect.. This para relates to order of respondent No.3 dated 09:08.2010 as
discussed in Para (B). -
d. Incorrect as discussed in Para (B) _
€. Incorrect.. All the proceeding and dismissal order is conductcd/passed aﬁer
completing all the codal formalities. '_
f. Incorrect. In compliance to .this honourable Tribunal, order “f‘dated 18.04:2013,
respondent No.2 has passed legal and speaking ordet dated 28.05.2013.
g. The respondents seek permission to add additio:j;al grd'ilnds at the time of 3

arguments. ' o z

It 15 therefore, humbly prayed that the 1nstant second dppedl is ab,solutely-

1llegal defectwe meritless and without any substance whwh may kindly be dismissed ‘with .

cost please. #

Dy: Inspect
yber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. '

(Respondent No.1)
&q e .

* (Respondent No.3)

_denovo—~enquiry vide order” dalc(i 29.09.2010. order df}t&d 28.05'._2013 and" o

Prayer : . . C " N
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s . ABDUR RASHID District Police Oflicer, Haniu, as t‘ompct,cm ’nut'wngy,

r am of the opinion that Shoulder ASI Junid Al has re ndt.rccigumpll' Iub.u lu "‘
procceded against as hc commmcd the following acts ; oqussxons w1tmn~ i

meaning of scclion-3 of the NWFP Removal [rom Scr\xco, (bpocml P(H *r]
'.1, R -

f Ordinance, 2000, o D
3 L R
; STATEMENT OF ALLE GA’I‘]ONS‘ CiE
You, Shoulder ASI Junid Ali while posted at i’rlicc ost Nnrya? “g

Dam, on 15.07,2010, SHPO Thall repo-ted that nuawy (ompluml hnw. T ‘(‘(m xle

you from generad public. As por repert ol Naryab Dam; ol e © nfou

. against ol ' '
- manm;., raids on houscs of mnoccnls peeples for greedy purpgsi. Q prele e d that ‘
E b\z raids upon thg upon the houses of preclaimed oficndér. On “ﬂ'\ls Tepea. Jujxi)id‘ 5.:;‘;
" Khan quarrcled with their officials in Naryab Dam and also ﬁn.d upon Lh(. uﬂ"lcxgl b
t with govt rifle vide DD No. 27 dated 14.07.2010 ’olice Slduon l)()dba ? :
? Your above act shows yeur non ;ro!msmnuhsm an d o aal
L ress misconduct  but also comes within e ambit of criminal pr. .c:igrc \9
B " purishablc under the aforcsaid ordinance 2000, : ,,, _
£ For the purposc of scrutinizing the condug, uf thc sand oingz “?"‘

nce to the above allegations $1 _Afsar_Khan l[g= ,JHQKI al - w-;;ig,,

with reference to the above aliegalions ol Do

Hangu 18 appointed  as anunry Coramittee.
¢ ordinpance provide mason'nl{. oppon -:ty of

The (nqulry officce sh “"m’;

TR ey

aceordance with the provisions of th
hearing 10 the accuscd, record its finding and make wit hm thirty da af” th~ ‘"’i;

L receipl of this order, re commendations as to punizhment or othc jp,)ri)pqux:_
i acton against the defaulter official. Y
¥ . ' A
B The accused and a well conversant r;:prcacmcmw Soineiy
i o "

department sha'l join the procecdings vn the date, time e.nd Hqcc l'txw :sélhg '

cnquiry Officer/Commutlec. ‘f g
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- ICEDEPTT: o I KOHAT REGION

0 R D E R,

In pursuance of compliance of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Serv:ce Tnbunal orders dated 18. 04.2013 in service appeal. No. 2567/2010 of Junaid
Khan Ex: Shoulder AS| Vs Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and
others, it is intimated that :3s a result of departmental proceedings the appellant was
dismissed from service by the DPO Hangu vide order dated 09.08. 2010 The appellant. '
moved a departmental app 2al before the DIG of Police Kohat- Regton on 13.08. 2013,
which has not been decidcid so-far. Hence, the DIG Kohat Region was directed for -
disposal of his departments! appeal in accordance with the Iawl | N

Perusal of record revealed that the date of departmental :
appeal filed before the DI Police Kohat Region showing. |n order cf the Service -
Tribunal as 13.08.2013 seams to be a clerical 'nlstake while the date mentroned on.
departmental appeal of the appellant is 13.08.2010. L .

Record further transplred that the appellant moved a
departmental appean before the DIG Police Kohat on 13.08. 2010 He Nas heard in
person by the then DIG Kohat and on acceptance of his departmental appeal a denove
enqulry was ordered’ vide order dated 29. 09 2010. The competent authonty (DPO‘
Hangu) conducted a denov:: enqwry. which again resultedldlsmlssal order vide O B No.
548 dated 27.12.2010. Thn appellant has not moved any appeal agalnst the above -4
order passed on denove enqurry and instead filed an appeal before the KP Serv ce -
Tribunal, wherein it has b¢:2n directed to pass a speakmg order on the appeal of
appellant dated 13.08. 2017, but in-fact as per record, the departmental appeal filed by
" the appellant before the D5 Police Kohat has already been drsposed of by the DIG
Police Kohat, in term of dennve enquiry.

-~

PO
.

~ Ir¥view of the above the compllance of order of the Khyber '
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar is carried out i in terms of the above ‘

i

(DR. ISHTIAQ A MAD MARWAT)
Dy: Inspector General of Police
Kohat Regton ‘Kohat.

OFFICE OF THE DY INSPI CTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT .-

No. 3735 fEC DimedKohatthe 2 F/¢5 por3 T4 i
Copy to the District Police Officer, Hangu for necegsary entry in the
record and inform the appell it accordlngly :

ix

P’ N’\‘-L . d”ix
AP B o, - .(DR. ISHTIA AD ARWAT)
(SN, — ° . Dy: inspector-Generaf/of Police

ey L

e , Kohat Region, Kohat.
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rone No: 9260112,
g No: 9260114,

“rom:- The Dy: Inspector General of Police,

Kohat Region, Kohat. .
no- ) The District Police Officer, Hangu.
no_77°%  [c, DatedKohatthe 27/% oo, - . . ;.ifg'ib
3ubject:-  APPLICATION f N ER
* IEMORANDUM. S

Please refer to the subject cited above.

The Region Police Chief has directed to address DPO Hangu to

iriliate De-nove enquiry against Ex Shoulder AS!. Junid Khan, and submit finding of
anquiry to this office in stipulated period please.

s gorvias Quord 1 g

For Dy: Inspector General of Police,
Kohat Regiofi, Kohat

P A-
,@w M- Cchtu.. : ;

}ficer

?t?i@
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No. 7S5 isT

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Dated__20 / 05 /2015

To

The DIG,
Kohat Region Kohat.

Subject: -

APPEAL NO. 962/2013 JUNAID KHAN VS IGP KPK Peshawar and Others.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 13.05.2015 passed
by this Tribunal on subject appeal for strict compliance.

Encl: As above

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.
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