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1.
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 

PESHAWAR.\;•

Appeal No. 962/2013
'1

Junaid Khan Versus I.G.P Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar etc.

JUDGMENT.

PIRBAKHSH SHAH. MEMBER.- Appellant with13.05.2015

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

Pleader with Nabi Rahman, ASI for the respondents present.

AV 2. Appellant Junaid Khan Shoulder ASI was dismissed
/1

from service vide impugned order dated 09.08.2010. His

departmental appeal v^s 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 Khyber
i

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974.

According to memo: of appeal, the appellant was 

enrolled in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police as Constable in the

3.

year, 2002. That he put in excellent performance so much so

that one terrorist namely Yousaf Gul was also arrested by him.

That the said Yousaf Gul was unlawfully handed over to the

Army which episode resulted into his statement before the
1

august Supreme Court of Pakistan. According to the appellant, 

the respondent-department particularly respondent No. 3 due, to
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V

his statement before the august Supreme Court of Pakistan
■ r

turned out as biased against the appellant. Consequently, the

appellant was proceeded against under disciplinary rules in the

wake of a concocted and false case. That the appellant was

dismissed from service vide order dated 09.08.2010. He filed

service appeal before this Tribunal which was converted into

departmental appeal and on which the respondent department

was directed to dispose of the same expeditiously. That this

departmental appeal was also rejected on 28.5.2013, hence this

appeal before the Tribunal.

Defence of the respondent department is as stated in

paragraph No. 6 & 9 of the parawise comments of the 

respondent-department ^ reproduce below:-
t

“6. 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 

17.4.2010 Police Station Doaba. Proper 

departmental proceedings were initiated against 

the appellant and after the completion of 

departmental proceedings, he was dismissed from 

service.

In compliance to this honourable Tribunal order 

dated 18.4.2013 in service appeal No. 2567/2010, 

respondent No. 2 has passed detailed and 

speaking order vide his office No. 3735/EC, 

dated 28.5.2013 with the remarks that appellant

9. \
1
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moved departmental appeal before Dy. Inspector 

General of Police, Kohat Region Kohat on 

13.08.2010 which was accepted and ordered to 

initiate denovo-enquiry vide order dated 

29.09.2010.

We have heard the learned counsel for the appellant and4.

learned Government Pleader for the respondents and have

carefully gone through the record.

It transpired from perusal of the record that when the5.

appellant was dismissed from service vide order dated

09.8.2010, he filed departmental appeal before the DIG of

Police Kohat Region which was partly allowed vide order

dated 29.9.2010 as a result whereof the major 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 conducted

against the appellant and again he was dismissed from service

vide order dated 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 way of the above order

directed the appellate authority of the respondent department to

pass a speaking order on the appeal of the appellant. The record

further revealed that the DIG Kohat Region vide his impugned 

order dated 28.5.201^ has not interferq|with dismissal order of 

the appellant but no reason has been given. This be so as it is

but the above situation shows that when the appellant was again
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dismissed from service vide order dated 27.12.2010 he did not

file any departmental appeal against the said order. On the

other hand, the Tribunal vide order dated 18.4.2013 directed the

respondent department to pass a speaking order on the appeal

of the appellant. The above said situation has properly been
• 'i

recapitulated by the DIG vide his order dated 28.5.2013 and it

is evident from this order that there is no service appeal against

the dismissal order dated 27.12.2010, much less any apeaking

order of the appellate authority in the contemplation of Section

24-A of General 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 27,12.2010 and to decide

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.
■ 'i

ANNOUNCED
13.5.2015

(PIR BAKHSH SHAH) 
MEMBER(f

(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER

> i
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11.3.2015 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Ziaullah, GP with 

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

come up for order on 13.5.2015.

Mq^ERMEMBER
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Mujtaba All, SI Hangu 

on behalf of respondents with Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr. GP present. 
Rejoinder received on behalf of the appellant, copy whereof is 

handed over to the learned Sr. GP for arguments on 10.9.2014. .

8.5.2014

Appellant with counsel and Mian Imtiaz Gul, DSP (Legal) 
on behalf of respondents with Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, AAG 

present. Arguments could not be heard due to incomplete benclj^ 

To come up for arguments on 11.3.201^

10.09.2014

W
GKai

17.10.2014 Notices be issued to the parties for arguments on 09.01.2015

instead of 11.03.2015.

09.01.2015 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Mujahid Hussain, ASI 

(Legal) on behalf of respondent Ho. 3 with Mr. Mvihammad 

Adeel Butt, AAG for the respondents present. The Tribunal 
is incomplete. To come up for arguments on 11.03.2015.

Reader.



Counsel for the appellant present and heard on preliminary.30.09.201:

Contended that the instant appeal has been filed against the order

dated 28.05.2013 where grievances . of the appellant still pending.

The appellant has not been treated in accordance with law/rules. The

appellant was not called for personal hearing nor any chance was

given to him, hence the present appeal on 10.06.2013.. Points raised

at the Bar need consideration. The appeal is adrriitted to regular

hearing subject to all legal objections/limitation. The appellant is

directed to deposit the security amount and process fee within 10

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

to 18.12.2013 for submission of written reply.

for further proceedings.This case be put before the Final Bench30.09.20130 \

V.VJ

e. e B

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

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

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

appellant for rejoinder on 8.5.2014. 4 Ml

on6.2.2014
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

962/2013Case No.

Date of order 
Proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate

1 2 3

11/06/2013 The appeal of Mr. Junaid Khan resubmitted today by Mr. 

Gul Daraz Khan Advocate, nriay be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary 

hearing. 3

1

RE
2 This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for/pr^minary 

hearing to be put up there on

\
N.
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The appeal of Mr* Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI son of 

Khial Gul R/G Hangu received toda^ i,e'i on 10/06/2G15 

is incomplete on.the following scores which is returned 

to the Counsel for the appellant for completion and re

submission within 15 days:-

. i- Copies, of promotion order mentioned in para-4 
of -the memo of appeal (Annejcure-El are not - 
attached with the appei which may be placed 
on iti

2- Copy of departmental appeal is hot attached with 
the appeal which may be placed on it^^

5- Annexures of the appeal may be attested'^
4- Jive, more copies/sets of the .appeal along with 

annexures l^e;; complete in all respect may also 
be submitted with the appeal

r)_/s.t;
72015^

NO. V <7' (2_
. .. REGISTRAK 

KHIBER-.PAKHTONKHWA 
SERVICE. TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR.

Dt.

MR. GUL BARAZ KHAN ADV, PESH.

3
'a

> ■;

..■I
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Civil Appeal No. /2013

Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/o Khial Gul 

R/o Hangu....................................................... (Appellant)
VERSUS

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

(Respondents)3. District Police Officer Hangu

I N D EX

Description of Documents Annex | PagesS.No
Service Appeal 1-51.

2. Affidavit 6
3. I Addresses of the parties
4. I Copy of appointment order 8A
5. I Copies of Noble Certificate and Cash B&Ci:

9 -/2.Reward
I D nCopy of letter6.

lA7. Copy of promotion letter E:v-

8. Copy of Statement F
Copy of dismissal Order9. G

10. Copy of appeal and order
Copy of order dated 28/05/2013^11. A>
Wakalat Nama12.

Appellant

Through

Dated: /o /06/2013 Gul Daraz Khan
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.
Cell No. 0333-9239831



k
BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

mm
/2013Civil Appeal No.

a
Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/o Khial Gul 

R/o Hangu....................................................... (Appellant)

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

(Respondents)3. District Police Officer Hangu

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF NWFP (KPKl
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST
THE ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO, 02
DATED 28/05/2013 WHO (RESPONDENT
NO. 21 WAS DIRECTED BY RESPONDENT
NO. 1 FOR DISPOSAL OF DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL FAILED BY THE APPELLANT.

■ A'l Prayer in appeal;

1. On acceptance of the instant Service Appeal, the orders of 

the respondents No. 2 dated 28/05/2013 and respondent 

No. 3 dated 09/08/2010 may graciously be set aside and 

the petitioner may also be ordered to reinstate to his 

Service with full back benefits as well as other any 

remedy which this Hon'ble Court deemed proper be 

ordered in favour of appellant

2. While the appellant is only source of income of livelihood of 

his family, the appellant may please be allowed to duly till ,, 
the deposed of the instant appeal.

c
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if
Respectfully Sheweth;

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”).

1.

That the appellant performed his duty honestly 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 and Cash Reward are attached as annexure

2.

That the appellant, during his service, 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 respondent No, 1 and 2. 
(Copy of letter attached as annex “D”)

3.

That due to best performance of his duty, the appell^t 

was promoted as head constable and then shoulder ASI. 
(Copy of promotion letter attached as annex “E”).

4.

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

Gul, after his arrest, his brother approach to Session 

Judge and then through Human Rights Commission



r
Islamabad to Supreme Court in wtiich I have recorded 

my statement before Supreme Court. (Copy of Statement 

is attached as einnex “F”)

That while the respondent No. 3 displeased to my 

statement given in the Supreme Court, arrange false 

complainants from some inhabitant of the locality and 

without giving in my knowledge, proceeded against me an 

inquiry and dismissed me from Service. (Copy of 

dismissal Order is attached as annex “G”).

6.

That, what is stated in para No. 6 come to my knowledge 

after my dismissal order.
7.

That the appellant filed an appeal in this HonT)le 

Tribunal in 2010. Which was decided in 2013, (Copy of 

appeal and order is attached as annex "H” & “I” 

respectively).

8.

9. According to the direction given by this HonT^le Tribunal, 
the respondent No. 2 disposed of the appeal/ application 

of the appellant without gi\dng any cogent reason, (Copy 

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

That the appellant, aggrieved from the same, filed the 

instant appeal on the following inter-alia grounds 

amongst other:

10.

*• *,
GROUNDS:

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.

■■■■■ '•
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B. That, similarly, the order of the respondent No. 3 is 

against law, facts and circumstances of the case, hence 

liable to be set aside.

C. 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.

D. 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.

E. 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 

justice as will as against the principle laid down by the 

superior Courts of the country. Hence such order is not 

tenable.

F. That order of respondent No. 2 dated 28/05/2013 is also 

against the direction given by this HonT)le Tribunal to 

decide the appeal of the appellant according to law but 

due to no compliance of the same, the respondents
fcommuted contempt of Court, should seriously he taken 

up.
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That with prior permission of this HonT)le Tribunal the 

appellant may urged other additional grounds, if any, at 

the time of arguments.

G.

I

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 dated 

09/08/2010 may graciously be set aside and the 

appellant may also be reinstated with full back 

benefits and seniority in accordance with law.
The orders in question may kindly be suspended 

and the appellant be allowed duty till the disposal of 

the instant appeal.

1.

. ..V;

11.:

r .
';r:(

Note; In case the appeal is dismissed the appellant will 

repay the received salaries to the defendant if this 

HonT)le Tribunal directed on conclusion of the instant 

appeal.

,
.. • v; . .

Appellant

Through

Dated: /o /06/2013 Gul Daraz Khan
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawair.

V,

. •
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Civil Appeal No. /2013

Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/o Khial Gul 

R/o Hangu....................................................... (Appellant)i.

VERSUS
1. LG.P, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Region Kohat.
3. District Police Officer Hangu (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 Appeal are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from

this Hon hie Court. 2

DEPONENT

tv,
r,'3o-t/



BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Civil Appeal No. /2013

Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/o Khial Gul 

R/o Hangu............................... ....................... (Appellant)
VERSUS

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

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

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:

Junaid Khan Shaulder ASI S/o Khial Gul 

R/o Hangu.

RESPONDENTS:

1. LG.P, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Region Kohat!
3. District Police Officer Hangu.

Appellant

Through

Da:ted: yi>/06/2013 Gul Daraz Khan
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.
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ORDER.*.I

1* \ .
. Ex-service man Junaib Khan s/o Khial. G^lI r/o

■ Kach Banda 'Han^ is.'hereby appointed as Constable, against
, ■ '-y. . ' ' •

. the existing.vacancy in-F.R.P (Old Spl:) with immediate
.-tf

effect. Deficiencyjlri Education and-Height are!condoned by
, ■ ' ' ' ■ - ■ ■ ■ ■ .

. the W. IGP, NWPP Peshawar is attached, herewith.

S.

■ 'W
t.1

/fcis
I:

t’

i :
O.B No Superintendent of PoMce, Hangu.

h\ DATED .V

' hi

•i,;. I

gIli9S=21=SsZ§2SSiiISMSIIS=gl=fgKSIj-H^&y£

/*/ dated Hangu

0- .
A

9 the. / 2002;
-j

Copy of above is submitted to the
Inspector General of Police, NVFP-Peshawar for 'f/6
information w/r'-to his Endst: No. 11046-49/E-I. 

-dated 4.4.2002.
2. .

I

if

Aj

‘ j ) ■ ...
;

Superintendent of Police, .F.R.P. Kohat 
‘Range, Kohat for'information ^d necessary action.

SRC/OHC/PO for necessary action.
.^1

V

3-5.
k . 6...I

y

/w.
(

Superintendent of Police,Hangup.
. ^ \

\
Kok«i

1

i

V*“'^ ' • ff

\ ■

,• *
\ •

/

■ V '
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CK'RTiK^iliLO!:.
}l is cpilificcl lJn\t uji<lc.jsir;.nc<] liavcjoinily h.nulc'J rpvcr/lii!;o-.i over 1 k suspccl namely

■

S/0 Rchmun Oul, CN^C Ko.216l.’l -‘.’Z;:) I -IV • 1, ;:'>c *1-5 yc.ir.:;,- District and Tcjisil Hiuiipu lyO Slifiiv* -Khcl 
Villcgc Ber Shahu Daiif'u fronv Civ Police. H.\np,a. . ., • ' . A

'‘!''.r'C^rn Ovnr Bv ^

■•':

;..:1

YVandr.d Over ITv
■Sign;ilriJtrc_i^

. No. 0 '')---- ^rrri----^—
■ ■ Rank ‘ •

- 'V

Unii

I

£ir.;natuio )USf/X-^./^( li .**.
•' *;i

•'.V ■;/••:.No. ■
1

ms3

Dated 2.6—/ '- X<r('(S • ' ■■

■ ' ' ' ' ■ ' ■ liiia
r'-'f''-.

•: '• ;■;■■.;•'.■■'•

- Rank
,

: ■«Name Namej

1

-:
>y

IDated
r(

!

' . »• 1

. Further handed over 604 FS Sec^ KC' 9 Div at Kohat. • 

• Handed Over Bv

No. Ao/d 2^'

■' Rank__^:<;/xtS—--■■

Name a/.

■ Unit .

.. ’ . Dated 2/?,—./ - \ciic^

•'i; ti • ■ Ta ken'Over By
!■

Sign

No. ■ hi .‘hih
■

:}A"^
Rank 

NaineA^: -■■iJhj ■ > ■ .1
■ / •• i

■ :>M 

p? s^sl
;

. /i,1 /
■ Unit.•! 5', *.

Date:: 7-^^— / l^o! p\ ■1
)

\
i
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--------------------------^. •••• ■
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!•' "il
\

■ ■ i , >Phono No: 92G0112. i• 
Fn:<-- No: 9260114. I,, ■

II Froiri:- The Dy'; inspeclor Genoral o( l‘'Qlii.'v;. 
Kbhat Region, Kohai. I I.» I

Tho Diiilricl Policf^ Oiiiccrr, Hangii, 
h; :

/EC; baled Kol'iat ih

‘r-; To )«

Hill i'

No, • {*

/..
Subjecl;- ^Pl-.ICATIOM • VI-

I
1

M-Oix\61 nndum,. i 'll
j

s: ;?•
Plpaue refer lo youi ivlcmo; No/ib2/EC, doled 01.02.2010il Hi i'i o 

a
t ^

I

.Appllcnlion of Mend Conaial^le Junaid .-Khan No.26 o(. a I% ;\; ______________ your ■
District received with your above quoted Memo; is returned here.wilh foTcornmonls.
Mir. seivice record may also he -.om to tiii;; ufiidu fc„ ii„, pofusal of Rogion PVjlico 
Cliicf,'-' ..

rt

5'

\ V

■ :i
(Office SupjCtt:.)'!^,

For Dy: Inspector Gohera'i of Pplico. 
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Granted by"•T
i’i

+4

nspector General of Police, N-W.R^ 4

•^ - .'-s-fr•* -•"
F rir. Junaid Kh^-n He..‘-d Ccnstr.ble No «ao«To]

Y
-fiT

i %
Son of 
District

Kbail Gul

Y' .JisniDi-.___* in Recognition of-5'vtvH- iess at:rs.i .neon o/s I/Ubs^-
-»• Y'
- •

t-r riK lieCiisa'" G\Y vrantvd in•v*- 'iArresi-Y!
Gash reward Ks. 2C00/-:l„^6•-?-

J:'‘n 7p,3 p.cl'icp Station Hang;u.iH Bub Ac -f--.

f

!
Dated Y/ •a 12m■X

-a®- .a ifr- «• -Sib- ■ Y®-/ • -t-.i4 ,4.
4-A-. -Y•t.- A- - A- -bs- - Y ' ■ Y"'-'t-.r'.\. -•r'a--
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-Sir';®'"'
:. .:■.<■ j:- ■■:. k /./

%mcmT•c t a.
.r.?

t .
c:KT>TfFtr:/-'f's_ ' '.^^j

^ !l is tpilin«l lliiu luidcrsicnc! li^lvc,io■:,il^■ i,:„Klai! ovcr/lii';,;;! over 1 suspocL namely Vsitlitill Tv 
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Phono No: 9260112. j ^
Fax-- No; 9260114. i;,' • '

From:-
!;

[ ■' The Dyllnspedor General o( l-'otice. 
' ■ Kbiial Region, Kohai t It'c'v;

;i

0 ;;vG
1 ; Mi ' I

The Diiilricl Polico Oilicor, Mangu,

/Et: D.aled Kohat lhn ■;

APPLICATION

i!To t

I

! •s,
No. •

•G. II V

Sub)ec;l;- ■vv-1

iM.QI119.1 nndum.';1 I?-'
Plcaue lefoc lo your Memo: No.4j2/EC, dated 01.02.2010,;

•• i - * -

.Application of I'lccid Concloble xlunaid --Khan No.26 of your

!' 1: 1; fJ
nt ^

I
I

(
I •

District received with your nOove quoted Monio; is rc-iuniod IVere.wilh for comments. 4

• His seivico record may also he soul to iiiis ollice fc<i' lln.; perusal of RorjioivPo'idc 

Chief;-.'
V
Pr

• t
k

VrP - ■
(Offjco Sup|CU:.)'l

For Dy: Inspector Gohora'l of Polico. , '■ 
Kuhal Region. Kohnl *. •!
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.:•.. :'ror.i

:ny
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A»’. -V

‘ ji*. 1
■,co V'oW TivijOi'U'.cl Lhal m

p„r.c,:oa.o; Nurya^;0.;v>

peoples Uir i^rcc^ly
::KU P^.lio ^ktaioa ppab:"

N,:Ou‘> Dam ana :i!so fired upo:: me 
j i.P/..'^010 I’oliec :Uyuon. l';;-inA.

of All(4-;:'.io'ns ■

. 2000 LoV’li''-'''

> *;■;

i'
f<.j; 'rAiiieCiAS

n'.issi.O:: 0‘. t-ie
,•. O.Ai

ue'-;d 'A'ilh'-'W'. pi

•..r.Kl ^'nan qouiTOXe v.i

( •• ■j

r-er 1
'h then'•'jfhi'.i.O.s '.i'.

;;(iC Di> 'lO. '■ a..0M

I

•/I r .1i. .v.n tVvv;rrm
M-id Si;iH’n":n'I dh<.*vii .-.•■cl

’ iSPh(';AL iK)WE;rf) Ordinance

Kneti i/C JudUiiai 
(Jcpoi-mienial Lmiuiiy .q^a'i'niv 

••.nbrniucO hi;i Imdinu^i ‘*0 '

lie "Vi-.5

•..V/.P.P. Hernowsi frotn 
. ;o Cl.dnn. hi. [cpiv :nsp=‘-wv Afc.n 

Knquiry'ibidccT lO corx-.uc> 

inquio' Offieer.

I K.vnA-.i ■ 
hiii| ■

oo.oa.^aoio'imti 
of ii^mcvbl

A.Iv e.u1 w.

ill ■

o:r.M:d ai?

•cn o' inquiT'

cLiulmv

V
Jurnd- :<i.an' raided Ovr hnuiiea;

^ijO'.jldcr .'.Si
pricn* jH’.roiii'tJ'nn blM.b 

;ininnuj'’':i't Out, no'.Xei la 
Ijiiiiiicd'hiiyv/riiuri

15. wiihoin.• ,, :pror-l:,imed ofrdnder fcr illc.;cl ;yranlknUoa 

■■, ,n dcl-.kcr Sf,Ou!der AS. wn, : .n.' and
I nprnre rhe c^-iry nfneer ior c: qu.ry prueccdnrg r.or 

ihe c;hari;c Shk-l. The c.iauira of' '.cr rcentr,

V

•■ \
.SI I

mended him lor nvrnr pur.iiilinicn«.
•iy v>

,)i-." .}^^s;l! from Sc:*'e--
V'.

;-.d havinq c'onc ihionjih jvanah c.uici.'ic!. 
lh.il Ok' dolaUloi- failed iq dOliV'’''

of'.xOove .j.r; v.c'.v

;.r q. rsi;,;ned has ;o. rhe t:one!u-.;un
h.rneeir. u-hich:ihdreare. u.aL he w.n. nor inrereated U. aeree hnU'er. ,';|rcov. ,, 

dreumaunrics h:a'rerrndon in Police Oeportmem. i. burden o:^ ,;uohy ^ 
h..,.,o. r, 'herefor,-: '., Ar,dur ;Onoh!d, Dhnucr Police omeer, llun.u a' ':nnre,.v. ■>, rhe 

me.-me Shoulde:' ASl i-> .ivchsripliru; ime: t.r.d iqiau

jni3 ineuri'irpil'l^'' 'IherOlo.O,
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1 f.onlii'rrc.d upon
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/ Diis order of mine will dispose of the departmental enquiry ihitiatr

against shciader ASI' JUNAID on the basis of allegations t..at he while 

posted at police po’st Karyab _Pam. On 03 of ?010, SDFO Th il] reported

that many complaints have 

A3 per report of- Naryaitf? Dam

been received a^-ainst him from general public.

officials that he 

houses of innocent peoples for greedy purpose conducted without

making raids on the

pi-ior

pernission of the _SK0 Police Statj^n^aba, Besides the report

khan quarrelled with their officios in h'aryab Dam and also

fired upor the officials v/ith Government rifle vid-? DD f-iO 27 uattd l4-07-
^ ^ -- • — _ »

201C Police Station Doa^^. ■ ' ,

He was served with charge sheet and statement ^ f allegations 

imder N.-\;.F.P., Removal from service (SPECIAL PCrtBRs) Ordinance 2000

tojvhich on filed to su^it his reply. Inspector AFSAR KHaN J/C

Judicial lock up_, Hangu wgs appointed as Bnouiry Officer to conduct 

departmental in*uiry against him. After completion of inquiry the

in^uiry officer .-.ubmlttud hi:^ findings on ,f.9-08-;E010 and that
vie fault er

shoulder ASI JUNAID KHAN raided the house of innocent people/

proclaimed offender for illegal gratification without prior permision

SHO . The said Defaulter Shoulder ASI

. neithej:_he appeared before the enquiry officer f^enquiry propeed- | ^

ings nor submitted his written reply to the chaVge sheet. The enquiry 

, of-ficer recommended him for major punishment

Was time fuid again summoned

tf

of dismissal from service.

.Keeping in view of the above anu having gone through tne . f
Jvavailaiae .record , the undersigned has 

the defaulter failed to

come to tile conclusion that
1/

and defend himself. '.N-hich indicatesappear

that he' was not interested to serve further. Moreoverrt^ in the 1 '•
j

circumstances his retention in police department i:. burden on public 

exchequer, therefore,. I, Abdur Sashid, • ‘ ':iDistrict Police Officer, Hangu

. in exercise ojf the
pov/ers conferred upon me, the Shoulder A.S.I is
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mt

* r better copy

indisciple time and again he was.V . 'earned for his unofficial behaviour
out he ia chronic and incorrigible. Therefore, awarded him major
punishment of Dismissal from service.

ORDER Als'NCiUMryn

03 ::o. 425

Dated 09-08-2010
Sd/ X

Cabdur sa--hid> 
district police officer

HAfGU

X X

• • )
N

f
{

m

/
\

• i
\

—K

P.-.
• •• ■
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J : UKHTUNKllWA SERVICEbefore the HON’bee KHYSES

/
/
/. /

'OF .2010,service .ipfeae no.
i!

( SON OF KHIAE GUL,JUNaID KiiANi SHOm^DEirA.S.J

TEHSIL ANO DIS' .^ICT HANOHo

1

resident Cff*
L- v: • ;

■ Ip !
I:
f.APP'SELANC ■
■ -i111»

i;
-i:V E R s u S i’:

\ I
ll.v

■"ikspsctok-genesal of police, k.p.k, feshawah. ^ ,

INSPKC::OP-Ga.>ERAi of polios, KfflAl SIKIOM.

i^lli;■al3TfilGT m-lCE JFFIOiSK. '

r. , A1)
’■;■!

of. I--"THE DEPUTY .1 i2) ! Iy!Ill
!3)

tj

1:'
.... RESPONDS^TS j\

i;
i-i

••IINIJER'section-.service APT-E/J
1:

'T/7/'^

^ I'iii, ..rder of.,district police office

DATTi:' 09-08-S010

ArPEALcjAOAlf^’ST V •

,i
VIDE NO.H/'HOU (.RESPIT: NO,.'.',

erdm sio^vice ITNDER.\1’ dismissedV,'ffiR£BY THE Ai’i'HLl-^- h
«

POViERS") - aFROM SERVICE (SPECIAL \\;n.-w.F-.p., RLMOVa;

1/ i'CBDINANCE-20iK).A'v. ■"
\

'4> - ;
•,o

p/2 •

■ 111

l s; :»:•i
i
1

‘s
. ( . -j S',I

■ V ■ • ..i-.r.w ___ J |'i3^
a

f-'m■m

mi4ii'Im
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p-:>AVT:^P li^ APPEAL •

f
I • f-

instant service appeal,\ ON accept\nce of the J-'-
/

il/ ^3 UaTSD'

APPUiLANT MAS KINDLY 

WITH KILL BACK SSMSSlTS

ORDER OF SESPC-iBOT NO

SET aside and the

1 ••;THE .'t
;>;iiy(• rii *.■ ■GHACIOJSLY BE i.i‘*li,

ik'/: 'i1 mIN !.3B SERVICE .be ilEINSTXES> 5-•■,t

Hi

i IALomvirH his sEio-oRmo /■

■■ ■ '.ii f;\,

t1

I'Wtf--.%iEn ; H
. &

RESPBCISTJLLY SHBWETH if:A
L-

submit the following:- - .■

ellint respectfully i..mThat tbe app i- -4
h' I

i
Li

niisted in tiie Police I11r.was eiTy^at tbe app«ll>-3it Afci
^)

in) as a constable
then N,-W,F*P.»\Department, (th^

I'--TV

m‘o
on 18-06-2002.

is department in various
t‘phas served his« the appeDai^tThat

Iv/ell as in the.his District, and as finstationi.'police

Kohat) and otherKe.r^qunrter (i-e., Bistrict
Divisional

i

Sistricts of t le Province.

oil ant has .served
abilities andwith his best .f

That the app
s of his superiors,sa.tisf actionand entire i'capabilities

1

Ithe public at l^S® Iinterests ofir, the-best'feapeciod. ly
f-'i'

io' state,' therefore,interests of thein the be:.it •jand also m m
I, rji-i>
-i

t:

f

1

-



f.

IThat the aDoell .nt.always loyal to his country 

.■ and loves his country from the core of his hearty

•

/ \ g.l ^I »< I'
ticitizen of theand the appellan is a patriot

■I
If

country, therefore, the appellant always .served 11 ;• !!
10 i- m

iand performed hos duties with■honestyo
*C /

performing his police 5 .That when the a..-pell ant was5) • II,

's duties inOistr-ct Hangu in an are^ocality, where. , . !■ g •I
i I

the law ar,.-: ord -r situation were very wrost due J

h 1■ to the subversi-'e activities of the Auti-'State i

Taliban, Terrorist, sucide bombers,,-^ ;Helements, i.e

in these prevailling law and.prd.er -extrcmerists. n o ■

. the appellant w.as performing duties.situation, w:isr

T-claimed'’offenfenders and 'theythere were so ir uiy pro 1-r.

b
the- State for arrest, as there are i

were required bj

■:_cdged against them earlier and they• so many
I.'fc‘'

-claimed offenders, were doing. gafter declared p.co • \-
\

with the hd-p oj* servicing

officialiB and FiC. officials- The

subversive au.ti'itiejj p

A
personnel of po.. ice 

\ appe.allant up-h-^d his hands upon

ii
. A

these Anti-State

offenders and arrested them .elements/pro-cl imed
0

;;>r ■
1

inhabitants of the locality,with the help 'f the1

V a

where these Ant--State elements destroyed the Ziarat
0

Abbas .Alamdar, loam Sar Gahs, Primary Girls School,i

0

la*

.,'1 -C '■■‘i

f'l:
in-f-w.,

1.
?



fc- -1
< »

;
c?

!■ I", •f
i/

r- School, Civil Hospital and many-Govt: Higl? i?chool, Academy

other Govt;.:in3tit.tions/public property and they destroyed ^

; th ,5ut on fire and bomb blasting, for which .

i
•i.
'!

f

these - places w:

/ ( these A^iti-State Elementsv;ere alsc lodged against

No.frSO dated 'i 1-05-2009 U/Ss-5A Sxpl:Sub3:, , ' 

.S: HaNGU and F-I.K- 

U/Ss-iA Sxpl: Subs: ActA^? HFC, :

/ < }

(Copies of F.I,R-«

;iAct/4>6/427/-f79/v3/l-i9 PPC/7 .a:i;a, 'Ml

?-2CC9N0,682' dated 5C-''i'- i
Ii

ttached herewith as Annexures- - •;V 4 ill- ie s-iinc -ai'S a •!<P.S: HANjU and th
; ' . !•

♦a* £: ’3* respectively) c

IlyV
Anti-State elements/ i.That the appellan ' arrested these6) iI

AYUB son of TaKIH shah .1^0offenders namelyprod aimed

SHi^U KEEL CH.«) dongwith huge quantity of Ex^osiva ; |.

,580 dated 11-09-2009 . ll’--'. j I

i
i:i

NO,squired in

cluimed ofronJi^r i-oquired in onso F-I-R. , :f;|i

■■"if t'-N0.68a dated iO- 0-3309, namal/ YOUSAT GUL, waS alan' arreate<i;: .

materials, who
j

That ..another pro• 7) ..

f
'I

by the appdled

»
arrested . serving person^O, ^That the appollKit haS also

namely .TOOK JAKAN, with a huge q-aantity of 17 K.G.

i-'f
T

.-.j• of F,Ci

arrest him delivered him to theexplosives and hen after
‘o

custody of PafCi-'tan Army >

■\

• C

ppella-nt has dso arrested.a person, 

:,ot remembered, with explosive jacket and

9) ... That earlier th ii a

d !
presently

/ to the Pakistan Army©■ handed him oyoi
}

6

%
\

-----

\ r^rrTirr

»
t

tj



c

\y- -
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'
also arrested a person namely ti That the app^'Hant aS

MWSSD GUL SON oy Z .R GUL i^O SIAHU HIEL, (HAKU), 
a

-claimed ofrende.-j required in a

;10) I
I

I:
•t

iNO.l86 ;
Case FoI*R*

pro

dated 29-OV20GO U?;s-347/3'^8 PPC/1'+ ISLAMIC LAVfS, P«S:

I

I •

■■h-'
k 'iUSTARZAI, Kohat. •\

'v ■

i !
application in the name ofsent ?.nThat the appellant11) m.

which he described all his'l*G. Fesh.-iv; X (K,?*lO ■ m
ctivities and requested him for

details of his dut es and a
5.J

. (Copy of application dated mi Iprize money/promot on etc 

29-01-2610, which ,’as then ' mWsent to the D^P^O Hahgu

liIalso annexed as *C* &. 'D® i■?|(Respdt; NOo3) for comments are^ IC

mm-respecti'vely) o
‘s

mi 1Ihat atlast, the : ,G.Poli«e (K.P.K) pleased to issuod 1 m^z) !

ftI'-'
Soraendotiea Cert: fioet. (Claos-I) in favour of the

reword of Es» 20Q0/=e(C«PT of •

i. F■i!
1

t iappellant alonsw. th cash 

the said certific.ite ia ala© annexed as

m. : I
■

then premoted as Shoulder; AeS*I ;i>

•E»)o ■

i
111

13) That the appdlax : was/ v'

his abe'»e-»eatione4the rank of :iead Constable onfrom iji min the :Police Separtment.efforts/services rendered to
ti

State and in' particular in the\
best interests 01 the 'isr <1 •

*
th- public at largCointerests of

S}/
i

arrested by the r

That the Ahti'St .te elements, wh© were14) I• \ !!■

influential personnels of the
at'

- have directly linked with the local 

■f.ftir pretest or complaints (as mentioned

appellant^ they ..re very
•c

9 locality and th'

d LTelihan and on

I/ y
I'..

--------——1.... .................
-■'4/'MM‘ nfp>.

m» JFa
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6 or He5pdt:Noo5) but the appellant huu* S:-I
in the dismissal ord r \ifi-

i! 0

\t'
knowledge abo :t. these comiaaints, transferred him f .C-.got

/ District K.sO'ak, for duties at .ii j
from district Hahgu to ?a •>i r8 • ^ 1g' $

: / i ;
. P.3. Karak City.

( .
/' • }R.;*/ from service Vide •L'3. 1.That the appella-it has dismisseo,/

15)I . f-V' ft/ lls i|

CHS3FDT:N0.3) bearing its No. t I:*
Order of D.P.O kJiNCb fe;

is anne^xed as425 ^ated 09-CS-201C .(Copy of the same

^ ':S*F«)o •"

; iled his departmental appeal in this16) ihat the aPpblliVit i

3
- ■ ■ ■ I'm

' behalf to I.G. Police (K.PVK) Peshawar (Hospdt: Mo .1 ), but - ym

(Copy annexed as 'i'*).
"•still no response : :ltbeen received, hence theh ..-.o far

\
s:'fj!'

the following inter-slia i>"present service app-al on w
V.'

V » !<C
girounds. 3

4 4Grounds
::i![i '• \

: -f

facts,:That the order of ^ le Respdt:No.5-is against law,

hence' liable to' bo set aside;^ ’:

ir.k'l! ^
j

■

and circumstances f the case,
N

ellimt has got no knowledge of any ■ sort of „ .■ That the japp
Vi:|

locality,',', where he was serving earlier
i,' I> ' >

complaint(s) of th
'1

dismissal order of the appellantoas mentioned in th-; ii. 'i

,:?
show cause notice,;!^ ■/

Th'at the app-ell^^t has not served^with any. C)
1•S

■ • 1.:: .•I
the statement of allegations andand not issued wi1. i

••
-1 -■

Charge Sheet etc.. I
V;

I--
knowledge about,the formation.That the sppellan* has-got hoD)
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1*not summoned ; •-.kind of.Inquir/ and the appellant was/• of‘any

j> ■

mentioned i
by the Elieged Inqux. ^ Officer for the purpose as » :
/i if i

-t!i

in tile order o !' So .-^rn t:No.?.> I ■’ •Si u! <1/ / I
I fi

O

Thil^^'no opportunity ps been
ifgiven to the appeil^?it about

E) I IH'-.I
(1
J;■

before t»he said inquiry to defend I
his persons! hearingI

{. Pia'l-d
levelled against him. mhim about the -dilepjd .-il 1 egatiqns as

nandatory, but no -opportunity was

I/ •i
I mmpersonerl hearir.r: isI

f.H/ it
lillI A 1mextended to him in '-.lis' regards. I . ^

I
.:nof the Order of IRespdt:Noo5 , evident •ii. ■ilhat from the conte.'.ts tilF)

'x
•!;-were tajcenthe action; against the appellant 

.in his absentia, as Sx-Parte, which is against the natuial

rd-co .against the norms of justice<,

that ail : . ‘A

1
•; T?^ /' {

.i
w el 3 a-''; 1ju-ot ice and as t\

i

in this regards also clour cut ■s
That’the Superior Coui-tsG)

N

not be decided in absentiacase maycontention that th

mt decide on merits and in accordance

implemented for the said purpose in

;
of the aPFellaiit « !

1. Sc ' -
tr

7uleswith the services

this beholfo

'■!

facts and circumstances ofThat it is eviden from the

LUthoritias/rcspondents conoerned.j
, I

the case, that fi st the 

transferred him f-offl District Hangu to District KaTsac ■!

■li :•

M

’ll. I'against the app^llaht, which is
then t.hey tooh a<. tion

liillessl- ani ahla fal, res“i«s ta be set aside.
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/ ;That tke appeil.nt «v®vy t.sha/d»ti.8

service sind produced/

1iI)
i

\ it;/
wUictv ^ i.

• c
entire satisfactionbest resuts/goals t© tbe •t'" • t-acheivedI f

:P/ j

A ir,o,f His superiors^

li/ i: IThat the appall =.n- -arrested pers.aally ao»e jreelhlaad

Anti-State elooenteg wbo

P^ 331 i~~Cr ------ n 1'4f • I
■j

• •> andU tilenders/ ac tivit 0• •-)
fi

%&• r5therefore, theywere long links w Sh Taliban etc. r. 1
5r\ ?

f-i!i ■j

%against the appellant and the 

cencfrned without having nny opportunity te

. i ^planned a conspir icy f
.s-

V--1,
respondents

■3

t'conducted.V -parte alAeged inquiry were
f ■:hia for heixing . ex I
A-nB

order of the app«lla»^ V9resulting t:he p-'-esent disaissal

maintainable nt all, and in linWe, t. bo

^ •

i• J J

i which is not

i^ai •

accordance with laWoset wido,y>'i’n:

i 1.11 i
:

this Hon*ble Tribunal', tlie' •That with the pr-ior permission of
K) i-

dditiojial grounds, if any, ?at the ^other aappellant muy u'ge ■ i.‘i

f.--
time'■’of argumer .s*

It iSjtu^ '«fora,' prayed that 

instaxt service appeal®

on
S, 4 the iapngSSAr sacc(5'ptg^nce' oT

■ order of R.*pdt;HoO dat.d 09-08-2010, may kindly be 

aside nnd the appci: ant may kindly be r.dn^.t.te 

. in the nervice with f»i:. bao« benefits and seniority.

the

JPpEbLANUwVi

in accerdancc with law- I'lO.k o!
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Appeal No. 2567/2010

(Petitioner)Junaid Khan, Shoulder ASI son of Khial Gul,
Resident of Tehsi! and District Hangu. \

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawai'. 

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Range, Kohat.
1.
2. The
3.. The District Polled Officer, District Hancu.

•! • (Respondents)

Order/othor^ji oceeJings of the couit, with signature of 
g i s t ra te/ J u d g e.

Date of 
hearing

S.No.

21 s
counsel and Mr. Arshad Alam,Appellant v.ith 

Government Pleader with Azizur Rahman inspector (Legal) 

respondent^ present. Arguments heard and record

I8.4.2013
i

t
for the 

perused.

4

This is an appeal Tiled-by Junaid Khan, the appellant 

-of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

against the order dated '9,8.2010 

>olice Officer, Hangu, whereby he has

2. :S

Iunder Section 4 

Tribunal'Act 197-: kn-
passed by District 
been dismissed from set-vice. It has been prayed that on

f ■

acceptance of the appeal, the impugned order may be set 

dlant be reinstated into service with allaside and the app 

^^ack benefits.
r
VN.

1'V
Ia

^The appellant has been dismissed from service

which he filed departmental appeal 

of Police Kohat Region on 13.8.2013,

on
3.cv

■a 9.8.2010, against J
; t before the D.I.G 

which has not been decided so far. It would be proper to

'll

1! '
I-send the departmental appeal of the appellant to the DIG 

Kohat Region for cisposal in accordance with the law. ■
\ i'.-

In view of® the above, the departmental appeal of 

nt to the DIG Kohat Region to consider
i ^4.

the.,appellant is s 
it witliin 'nini|ty c lys and pass a speaking order strictly in

n:
p:

■I

,h
h-1Ei

K''
• 15.

f



accordance witn the law. Parties are left to bear their own 1. 

costs. File be consigned.c

ANNOUNCED
18=4,2013-
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POLICE DFPTT-
fv- KOHATRgciinM ?i

}
i O R- D E_g_

In pLrsuance of

iti.04.2013 in service appeal No. 2567/20,10 of Jiinaid 

Inooector General of Police

■ Service Tribunal orders dated 

■Khan Ex: Shoulder ASl Vs

compliance of the Khyber.Pakhtunkhwa^ '■ 1:?i
i .

' 'V i-T::. TV 
■.r.T'-VPn-i-

;• :V V ,1
w/-.^ihprc If !^ • V X ■' Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa^and^ •'
fWSS ai,n«M ' *“ “ " th. .pp.iwL„ / i 1

7' ftlVr ® ^departmental gppeal before the
■ flfj;-'';; ' which has-not been decided

■ iii
j&T::., ■■

;
;

'..The appeliantv- :^ 
on 13.08.2bl3,DIG of Police Kohat Region

sc far. Hence, the DIG Kohat Region was directei for ! 

app(5al in accordance with the law.

• -f T;
'•V -

disposal of his departmental ,■,/

I'
■.7-

Perusi::! of record
appeaij filed before the DIG Police

revealed that the date of departn^htal •
■ Tribunal as r OS pms ‘h® Service' r '-i i

fe»;, , . , d^.03.2 13 seems to be a clerical mistake, while the date mentiprted on '

appeal of ihe appellant is„ 13.08.2010.

r '
r

t :
. cepartmental

w- ^“'■‘'■'®'' ‘'■inspired that the appellant moved
ipartn^ntal appeal before the DIG Police Kohat on 13.08.2010. He was'heahd in' 

person by the then DIG Kohat and On'acceptance of his departmental app 
P .r-r enquiry was ordered .vide order dated ^.09.2010. The ^

Jsngu) conducted a denove 
5j5|v;Tj/':548^cialed 27.12.2010. The

IST ■ ' a'.''' ?-V'y'

: competent authority, ppp'v - ^ 
enquiry, which again rasultecTdismissal order vide„p:B No. , ' i, 

appellant has not moved any, appeal against the above T ^ V Vo'
i- orcJer passed on denove enquiry' and instead filed 

Tnbunal, wherein it has beep directed 

■i; . appellant dated '’3.08.2013, but i 
the appellant before the DIG f^'oli

an appeal before the .KP, .$.e'rvice 
to pass a speaking order ■ 

fact as per record, the departmental 
lice Kohat has

ill on the appeal pf
ii ‘I'

iW&i Pplice Kohat, in term of denove

appeal, filed by , . 
already been disposed of by theioiG 'V;

!enquiry.

<r-%
m-fL ■

■f

^ In viev/ of the above the
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar i

compliance of,order of.the„:,Khyber,' 
r is carried out in terms of the ah.ov.e,.

•d

f- - ■..•!

/•

•' I • :->V

V ■

•T ; •■.T

(DR.l^Ti
D^nsp^c

fj-
: MARWAT)

Genefal of Polic#' .' 
^ ‘ Kohat. v' '
OF POLICE KOHAT REGION ten Hat:

le:
/.OFFICE OFTHFnv-

' No.Tz

■P • ;I-
C^f e .• }'

Lnspectgr genfrI^

/EC . !
Datec Kohat the /201?

recr. me SKSSS,'1°““
h' ;. V\.;. V

necessary entry in the'-
v

.... ■■■■e:

' '« ' ■ OOtK Tml

;,:V:;VV-;r,v;-

SoWrC-U [l.- li^-.'.'A O .

CT>oj- / fVs' wS- -

S-&-r- T-'>b /-> (DR. iSHTiAQ Ahmad marwat)
Dy: Inspector General of Police'' 

Kohat Region, Kohat.
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\
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■ f t*I[A.. >



» « •

e^

> '-y

- 6^

I ^j_y..'

^y ^riyyrj'yjl^ 

:>U-^I^^y j:___

6;

^ #

S ^2! ^;. - /

/J_s
----- 2^£>Ao~U)---

{

•:

i7^A/0:JQ

WT^
r
j </

-k.



*>y.-

i ^ IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN, ISEAMABADa".
(Original Jurisdiction) Regd. A.D.

y\

HRCNO.28471-B/2013
Application by Junaid Khan S/0 Khayal Gul

Kaxh Banda P.o Handu teh & Distt Hangu

.
*

To

S^/ The Chainnan,
Services Tribunak, KPK, Peshawar. C/o AR(P).

V

Take noiice that in pursuance of order of the Hon'ble Chief Justice of Pakistan, the above 

application is forwarded to you for disposal.

Islamabad: November 11, 2013
Director

Human Rights Cell 
Phone # 051-9220581/319 

Fax # 051-9219516Enel: Copy of application

4

I
1

r/'fT.
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The Iftikhar Mohammad Chdudhiy 
Chief Justice of Pakistan, 
Islamabad.

Subject: APPLICATION FOR
fl). SPEEDY JUSTICE.
I2)_. COMPLAINANT AGAINST OFFICIALS OF
TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

SERVICE

Respectfully submitted as under:

1. 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.

2. 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.

3. That due to country/ department patriotism of the 

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

and then shoulder AST

4. That during his duty as ASI, the applicant arrested 

many terrorist including one Yousaf Gul who was handed

Ls-.r-r
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/
/r

to Militaiy authority by my higu-up’s. But when the 

hears of Said Vousaf 'Gu\ approached the Court

over

of your

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

honour.

5. That after giving statement in regard to Yousaf Gul, the
•V

DSP Hangu became displeased and arrange a bogus case

against the applicant and dismissed him from service in 

2010 without opportunity

Consequently the applicant filed Departmental

and then to Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

giving of hearing.

Appeal

6. That after filling the appeal

Peshawar the Service Tribunal decided the appeal with in 

years in which the department was 

decide the departmental appeal with in a specified time.

to Seiwice Tribunal K.P.K

three

1

7. That the departmental authority repeated their 

order without
previous

conducting any inquiry. Consequently 

have refilled appeal to Service
I

Tribunal of K.P.K

10/06/2013 in which the Reader of Service
on

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

the principle of law and justice.



mm ;i
i:

That on contacting the reader of Tribunal in this regard

he reply that 03 or 04 months date fixing in a case is 

their routine working, although fhe 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 I request to your honour, keeping in view 

the status of the applicant 

Tribunal K.P.K

- --3
the officials of Service 

may please be directed to decide the 

appeal of the appellant with in a short period of time in asSli
iptMm,

fear manner.

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

for your long life and prosperity.

ppmMm
'rP-P J

Thanking you and oblige

Dated:XP/07/2013 Yours faithfully

Junaid Khan
S/o Khayal Gul 
R/o Kach Banda 
P.O "^^angu Tehsil 
and District Hangu 
CNIC: 14101-4819938-3

•P.phi.-.--: •

•V
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m BEFORE THE HONOU1M.BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KlIYBER
PAiarruNKiiwA, peshawar.

mm■im- ■!
Service Appeal No.962 of 2013’ ' ■ " 

Junaid Khan s/o Kli>hl Giil Shoulder AST 

R/0 Hangu............ ................................

m'
vM

Applicant»■

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region Kohat.

3. District Police Officer, Plangu.............................................................. -.. Respondents

Respectfuilv, sheweth,*
Repiy/Parawise comments on behalf of respondent No. 1,2 and 3 are

m submitted as under;-m":
Preliminary Objection.

1. That, appeal is time barred.B 2. That, appellant has got no cause of action.

3. That, appeal is.legally bad in its present form.

4. That, appellant is barred from moving appeal due to his own conduct.

5. That, appeal is not maintainable.

6. That, appellant is stopped by his own conduct.

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

Parawise Comments.

m
i Facts.

1. Pertainslo record, hence to comments.

2. Pertains to record, hence to comments.

3. Pertains to record, hence to comments.

4. Pertains to record, hence to comments.

5. Pertains to record, hence to comments.

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

aims without permission of his senior were received to tiie 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 alter the 

completion of departmental proceeding, he was dismissed from service, (DD 

No.27 dated 14.07.2010 is attached).

7. 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 Rabat Ali & Khalid Class !V, (charge sheet & 

statement of allegation and statement of Rabat Ali & Rhalid are annexed)

8. Pertains to record, hence no comments.

9. Incorrect. In compliance to this honourable Tribunal orders dated [8-.0.4.2013 in 

appeal No.2567/2010, respondent No.2 has passed detailed ahdjspeaking

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

® •ti

iM

m
iti

%

m service

i
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appellant moved departmental appeal before Dy; Inspector General of Police 

Kohat, Region Kobat on 13.08.2010 which was accepted and ordered to initiate 

denovo-^enquiry vide order'dated 29.09.2010. order dated 28.05.2013 and,- 

29.09.2010 are attached)

10. Needs no comments.

■m

\
/

1

GROUNDS.
m a. Incorrect. The orders of respondent No.l and 2 are legal and in accordance with 

law and rules on the subject which are fit to be upheld in the best interest of ' 

justice.
b. Incorrect. The order of respondent No.3 dated 09.08.2010 is legal and according 

to rules/law against which the appellant has already filed appeal No.2567/2010 

before 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.
c. 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 proceeding and dismissal order is conducted/passed 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.

g. The respondents seek permission to add additional grounds at the tirrie of 

arguments.

w.

i*

mm

m
'mm-,
mi

■
Prayer

It is therefore, humbly prayed that the instant second appeal is absolutely 

illegal, defective, meritless and without any substance which may kindly be dismissed with 

cost please.

m.m
*

tospector General of Police, 
yber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

(Respondent No.i)

Dy; Inspectop'^rieM'of Police, 
Koh^t^gio^Kohat

(Respond^t N0.2).5

1

W

DistrretToIic^<)fficer, 

(Respondent N0.3)
i

f:m

m
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niggpUNARY ACTION 

, AnPUR RASHID District PoUcc Offu-cr. hs
.,m or iho opinion that SluHilsl£ILMUi'n!a.An rcnac^cd|ji^»r liable

he committed -.he fd-lowing acts ^
<,r seetidn-3 of thCr 'NWFP iionx^val from Scrv^^^c«4

'■ Iv'':

t-'tf
5. t

■ . ^r-

cpmpcicni nULnori|^.
, /
(

proccccicci against 

meaning 

Ordinanet 2000.

■

as

%i t'
I

ST AT EMENT ALLEGATIONS^^,■:•

t

Jiinul Aii Nvhilr posted aV I^Hcc 'v'^sl Nary®^
\

ompluint. have in'Coivj
;you "

You, Shoulder AS!
15,07.2010. SDIK) Thul! repomc:! Utal

•fA
n\.\y i.

Dam, on 

againsi you 

making n iJs on

from general public. .As |)e, rer)i>rl nf Nr’ryab OaTTrorrua;
houses of innocents peoples for greedy aurj^sc,^^ prclr .d Uml ; ^ 

bIraids upon the upon the houses of proclain.cd olTenaer. On^tWs repo.. Ju^d | 

quarreled with their ofTicials in Nao'ab Dam and also fired upon the ofrio.|lf 

■ H.OV.IOIO l^)licc Station'Doabu. ‘

i

Khan
with govi riOc vide DD No. 27 dated :if i.

y
.nulpn)f<:ssionali8Tn and v 

ihc anr.)i. of criminal pn cdure .o.
Your ;il)OVC ucl shows your non

inisconduet but oIho C’Oines
al'orcsaid ord.naiu c 2000.

r gross 
punishaLlv* under the

•1* '

For.the purpose of Swruiini/ing Ihc conduct o^.thc said off^i /

I/C Judicial ;with reference to the above aUegalions Si ,<\rs:arjyn:,n
/ inI'he ( nquiiy olTierr sli 

provKk reasonable oppor* nty of
of the - '

•• IS appointed as Enquiry' CoMimiUoc. ■<(Hangu
• vs'iih the provisions of i! ' oro naru caccoroa ‘ fi
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KOHAT REGIONJCE DEPTT:' /

¥

ORDER.
In pursuance of compliance of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal orders dated 18.04.2013 in service appeal No, 2567/2010 of Junaid 

Khan Ex: Shoulder ASI Vs Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and- 
others, it is intimated that :}s 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 apf).^al before the DIG of Police Kohat Region on 13.08.20t3, 
which has not been decidtid so far. Hence, the DIG Kohat Region was directed for - 
disposal of his departmental* appeal in accordance with the law.

f^erusal of record revealed that the date of departmental . 
appeal filed before the DIG Police Kohat Region showing in order of,the Service 

Tribunal as 13.08.2013 seems to be a clerical mistake, while the date, rrferitioned or), 
departmental appeal of the appellant is 13.08.2010. *

Record further transpired* that the appellant.. moved., a 

departmental appeal 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 appe.al a denpve 

enquiry was ordered vide order dated" 29.09.2010, The competent authority (PPp‘
tj) ' - ..

Hangu) conducted a denov-:>enquiry, which again resulted|dismissal order.vide O.B No. 
548 dated 27.12.2010. Tho' appellant has not moved any appeal against the above 

order passed on denove enquiry and instead filed an appeal before thq KP. Service 

Tribunal, wherein it has b^i -'n directed to pass a speaking order on the appeal, of 
appellant dated 13.08.201^, but in fact as per record, the departmental appeal filed by 

the appellant before the DiG Police Kohat has already been disposed of by the DIG 

Police Kohat, in term of dencive enquiry.

/

I V

Irr view of the above the compliance of order of.the Khyber
I

Pakhtunkhwa Sen/ice Tribunal Peshawar is carried out in terms of the above.

(DR. ISHTIAQ AI^.MAD MARWAT)
Dy: Inspector General of Police 

Kohat Region, Kohat.
OFFICE OF THE DY: INSPlVCTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT 

No.

I .) •

/EC D?ted Kohat the
Copy to -he District Police Officer, Hangu for nece^ary entry in the 

record and inform the appellant accordingly. / /

: .• !

'.r

.{DR. ISHTIA|
Dy: Inspecti
i Kqhat Region, Kohat.

^AD MARWAT) 
eneral^f Police
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^hone No: 9260112. 
No: 9260114.

t

.■:-rx

The Dy: Inspector General of Police. 
Kohat Region, Kohat.

/ ' Tom:-

The District Pojice Officer. Hangu.0 :-

Voy /EC. Dated Kohat the /2010.»'4o. ’ Mril I lU' I'

1.oubject:- APPLICATION rT i k,

"/lEMORANDUM.
Please refer to the subject cited above.

The Region Police Chief has directed to address DPO Hangu to 

i liliate De-nove enquiry against Ex Shoulder ASI. Junid Khan, and submit finding of 
'inquiry to this office in stipulated period please.

(
: Inspector General of Police. 
Kohat Regiohi Kohat

. %
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7^ •
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 692/2013

Junaid Khan Shoulder ASL (Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyher Pakhtunkkwa

(Respondents)Peshawar and others

REPLY/ REJOINDER TO PARA WISE

COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT
WITH PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary Objections:

i.e. 1 to 7 raised in Parawise comments, submitted 

behalf of respondents, are incorrect, totally wrong, 
baseless and not acceptable. Because appellant is an 

aggrieved person, having strong prima facie 

his favour, has got locus standi and has approached 

this Hon'ble Tribunal with clean hands under the 

existed provision of law.

on

case in

1. Para 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 

appeal are correct or not So according to Qanoon-e-



;•

(

Shahadat Order 1984, the silence on a particular 

facts is implied 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 quart 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 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 

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 contempt of Court.

nor

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.



0

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.

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

C. 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 comments would be false, 

bogus and not acceptable.

D. Denied. As reply given in this regard in Para ^‘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.

E. Denied. No opportunity of hearing has been given to 

the appellant by respondents.

E Denied because this Hon/ble Tribunal directed
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.



* ^
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G. Ground "G" of the comments heed 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 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 as the 

order of respondent No. 3 dated 09/08/2010, 

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.

may

Appellant

Through —

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 respondents 

as well as to the respondents also. However, for 

justice and proper decision according to principal of 

justice, it will be most better if all of them i.e. 
respondents and their witnesses be called for 

examination before this Hon'ble Tribunal
cross

■ ■■M

j
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.r<l PESHAWAR.
i

Service Appeal No. 692/2013

Junaid Khan Shoulder ASL (Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector ■ General of Police, Khyher Pakhtunkhwa

(Respondents) .Peshawar and others

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, submitted on ^ 
behalf of respondents, are incorrect, totally wrong, 
baseless and .not acceptable. Because appellant is an 

aggrieved person, having strong prima facie 

his favour, has got locus standi and has approached 

this Hon^ble Tribunal with clean hands under the 

existed provision of law.

case in

I. Para 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 ’ 

appeal are correct or not So according to Qanoon-e-

\

I

i
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Shahadat Order 1984, the silence on a particular 

facts is implied admission^ is to be treated as 

admission at all.

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 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.

2.

Para No. 7 is fully discussed in Para No. 2 above.3.

Para 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 contempt of Court.

4.

Reply to the Grounds., Comments:

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

illegal and against the principle of law and justice.

A.
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/
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.

// •

B. Denied. Answer has been given in Para “A"

C. 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 comments would be false, 

bogus and not acceptable.

D. Denied. As reply given in this regard in Para "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.

E. Denied. No opportunity of hearing has been given to 

the appellant by respondents.

F. Denied because this Hon^ble Tribunal directed 

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. *



/

/Z,-z A

Ground “G'' of the comments need no reply.G.

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 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 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

Dated: 30/04/2014 Gul Daraz Khan
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.
Cell No. 0333-923.9831

NOTE:

If this Hon’ble Tribunal treated genuine, the 

appellant is ready to confrontation of witnesses 

named in the comments submitted by the respondents 

as well as to the respondents also. However, for 

justice and proper decision according to principal of 

justice, it will be most better , if all of them i.e. 
respondents and their witnesses be called for 

examination before this Hon'ble Tribunal.
cross
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w I BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 692/2013

(Appellant)Junaid Khan Shoulder ASL

if
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
(Respondents)Peshawar and others

REPLY/ REJOINDER TO PARAWISE

COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT
WITH PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary Objections:

i.e. 1 to 7 raised inParawise comments, submitted on 

behalf of respondents, are incorrect, totally wrong, 
baseless and not acceptable. Because appellant is an 

aggrieved person, having strong prima facie case in 

his favour, has got locus standi and has approached 

this Hon'ble Tribunal with clean hands under the 

existed provision of law.

1. Para 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 ' 

appeal are correct or not. So according to Qanoon~e-
\

1
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Shahadat Order 1984, the silence on a particular 

facts is implied admission^ is. to be treated as 

' admission at all.

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 quad 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.

2.

Para No. 7 is fully discussed in Para No. 2 above.3.

Para 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 contempt of Court.

4.

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.
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Because the appellant has not been given opportunity 

of hearing^ ho 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.

//

B. Denied. Answer has been given in Para

C. 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 comments would be false, 

bogus and not acceptable.

D. Denied. As reply given in this regard in Para 'A'', ‘D'' 
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.

E. Denied. No opportunity of hearing has been given to 

the appellant by respondents.

F. Denied because this Hon'ble Tribunal directed 

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. .
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G. Ground ''G" of the comments need 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 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 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

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

NOTE:

If this Honble Tribunal treated genuine, the 

appellant is ready to confrontation of witnesses 

named in the comments submitted by the respondents 

as well as to the respondents also. However, for 

■ justice and proper decision according to principal of 

justice, it will be most better if all of them i.e. 
respondents and their witnesses be called for 

examination before this Honble Tribunal
cross
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Subject; Islamabad, the 26.Aug-i4 
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enclosed aKindiy find
^ Khial Gut r/o r/o Kach B

Minister

f ■

self-explanatory application of Mr. Junaid Khan s/o 

angu, addressed to the Prime.

2,
been desired that th

ruies/poljcy, conveying i 
at an early date.

outcome to tL"!”7 ''
toome to the appheant. and a mpott submitted to th as per 

is Ministry

Deputy xSccrefary-II
Secretary,
Government of Pakistan
Interior Division, 
jsjamabfld,

^nspector General of Police

£r.:r‘
* Mr. Junaid Khan s/o 

District Hangu. Khial Gul , r/o Kach Banda p/o Hangu, Tehsil &

i

fjL.

Td 26/08/2014 09:59 
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BEFORE THE HON QUIBBLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KllYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

&

mi
. Service Appeal No.962 of 2013 

Jimaid Khan s/o KHyal Gul Shoulder ASI 

R/O Hangu

9
' Wii

ApplicantIf
fe'- \

m VERSUS

1. Inspector G eneral of Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region Kohat. -
3. District Police Officer, Hangu............................ ...... ...........

Si

Respondents%

•fm1 Respectfully, sheweth.
Reply/Parawise comments on behalf of respondent No. 1,2 and 3 are

submitted as under:-
Preliminarv Objection.

1. That, appeal is time barred.
I#

t: ■ 2. That, appellant has got no cause of action.
3. That, appeal is legally bad in its present form.
4. Thai, appellant is barred from moving appeal due to his own conduct.

5. That, appeal is not maintainable.

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

Parawise Comments.

f.''I-

r 3

i

»•m.mi Facts.
1. Pertains to record, hence to comments,

2. Pertains to record, hence to comments..

3. Pertains to record, hence to comments.

4. Pertains to record, hence to comments.
5. Pertains to record, hence to comments.
6. 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 dismissed from service. (DD 

No.27 dated 14.07.2010 is attached).

7. 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 Rabat Ali & Khalid Class IV. (charge sheet & 

statement of allegation and statement of Rabat Ali & Khalid are annexed)

8. Pertains to record, hence no comments.

9. Inconect. In compliance to this honourable Tribunal orders dated 18.04.2013 in 

service appeal No.2567/2010, respondent No.2 has .passed detailed and speaking

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



appellant moved departmental appeal before Dy: Inspector General of Police 

Kohat, Region Kohat on 13.08.2010 which was accepted and ordered to initiate 

denovo-^enquiry vide order' dated 29.09.2010. order dated 28.05.2013 and" 

29.09.2010 are attached)

10. N^ds no comments. :
P

5 vGROUNDS.

a. Incorrect. The orders of respondent No.l and 2 are legal and in accordance with 

law and rules on the subject which are fit to be upheld in the best interest of 

justice.

b. Incorrect. The order of respondent No.3 dated 09.08.2010 is legal and.according 

to rules/law ^against which the appellant has already filed appeal No,2567/2010 . 
before 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.

c. 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 proceeding and dismissal order is conducled/passed 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 spealdng order dated 28.0''5.2013. ■ '

g. The respondents seek permission to add additional grounds at the time of 

arguments.

M'

w

i-
i.
i

i'i

f.

: y
PrayerW •f-mi

It is therefore, humbly prayed that the instant second appeal is absolutely 

illegal, defective, meritless and without any substance which may kindly be dismis^d 'with 

cost please.
ri'S-
kf-?
Ui ■It

n
u.

Ips^ctor General of Police, 
lyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

(Respondent No.l)

Dy: Inspect
Kohkt R^oiy Kohat

(Respoiid«it No.2)

of Police,I m:
m
t
r

I'--..

DislrWrolici^fficer, 

‘ (Respondent N0.3)P-

w
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KOHAT REGIONJCEDEPTT:V

¥

ORDER.
In pursuance of compliance of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal orders dated 18.04.2013 in service appeal, No. 2567/2010 of Junaid 

Khan Ex: Shouider ASI Vs Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 

others, it is intimated that 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 Kohat Region on 13.08.20t3, 
which has not been decided so far. Hence, the DIG Kohat Region was directed for ^

>

disposal of his departmenUtf appeal in accordance with the law.
f'erusal of record revealed that the date of departmental 

appeal filed before the DIG Police Kohat Region showing, in order cf the Service 

Tribunal as 13.08.2013 seems to be a clerical mistake, while the date, rneritioned on 

departmental appeal ofthe appellant is 13.08.2010. '
Psecord further transpired" that the appellant. moved., a 

departmental appeal before the DIG Police Kohat on 13.08.2010. H.e was heard .in 

person by the then DIG Kohat and on acceptance of hi% departmental appeal 9 denove 

enquiry was ordered vide order dated" 29.09.2010. The competent authority (DPQ’
tj>) ...

Mangu) conducted a denovesenquiry, which again resultedjdismissal order.vjde O.B No. 
548 dated 27.12.2010. Tha' appellant has not moved any appeal against the above - 
order passed on denove enquiry and instead filed an appeal before the. I<p. Serv ce 

Tribunal, wherein it has bti ?n directed to pass a speaking order on the appeal, of 
appellant dated 13.08.2013<. but in fact as per record, the departmental appeal filed by 

the appellant before the DIG Police Kohat has already been disposed of by the DIG 

Police Kohat, in term of dericive enquiry.

I

IrVview of the above the compliance of order of .the .Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar is carried out in terms of the above............ /

I i

(DR. ISHTIAQ AHMAD M^RWAT)
Dy: Inspector General of Police 

Kohat Region, Kohat.
OFFICE OF THE DY: INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT . 

No.

?

/EC p’?ted Kohat the xS/^S' /2oij 
Copy to Ihe District Police Officer, Hangu for necessary entry in the 

record and inform the appellr:nt accordingly. // .
i'V'.t/f *• .

; .• 5

f '

p-/
.(DR. ISHTlAi 

D^ Inspect'
^WADMARWAT) 
ener^fPoIice 

Kohat Region, Kohat.
■ *■, . VTa;?:

c:.

t
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^ iPhone No: 9260112. 
-•■^.x__ No: 9260114.■»

r- j

'•Vom:- The Dy: Inspector General of Police. 
Kohat Region, Kohat.

/

f
The District Police Officer, Hangu.

/EC. Dated Kohat the ^ /2010.

o :-
»■

No. ' I
' r

APPLICATIONsubject:- I
•I * ^

•'./lEMORANDUM.
Please refer to the subject cited above.

The Region Police Chief has directed to address DPO Hangu to 

i filiate De-nove enquiry against Ex Shoulder ASI. Junid Khan, ^nd submit finding of 

'inquiry to this office in stipulated period please.
/tc—

(
: Inspector General of Police. 
Kohat Region, Kohat

^ C
/

I

^ ^ A

r<Doeu«ic«iiii.l<;e(ii.^tfa>»,n*«i IX.wuniciin‘l'.mBl.lSHMt:NT,a.ERKu'',|,niN (•jHhlohn.cimxlin. Mliidw
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\KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL'PESHAWAR
%

'7-^ 9 /STNo. Dated 20 / 05 /2Q15 X

fi
To '1^

The DIG,
Kohat Region Kohat. 1

t
Subject: -I APPEAL NO. 962/2013 JUNAID KHAN VS IGP KPK Peshawar and Others.• i.

i
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.
i*

1
n

'i
Enel: As above I? 1 V#

REGISTER
KHYBER PAKJj)rUNKHWA 

SERVICE fRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.

I


