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MCounsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for 

respondents present.

10.08.2022

On previous date notices were not issued. Therefore, 

fresh notices be issued to respondents for submission of written 

reply/comments. To come up for written reply/comments on 

23.09.2022 before S.B.

V . •

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member (E)r

y

\
r
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^ "ir Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

899/2022Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.i
1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Ahmad Ali resubmitted today by Roeeda Khan 

Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

08/06/20221-

\

RE^TRAR

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put there on 2^ .Notices be issued to appellant

and his counsel for the date fixed.

2-

an' - CHAIRMAN

28. r—counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary 

arguments heard and record perused.V2>

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is 

adiTitted for regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The 

app(5llant is directed to deposit security and process fee within 

10 clays. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for 

submission of reply/comments. To come up for written 

replv/comments on 10.08.2022 before,S'.B.

IUi±
.^L

ol

\ ■

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member (E)



The appeal of Mr. Ahmad All son of Mehmood Khan r/o Abdur Rehman Banda Mardan 
,r^eived today i.e. on 24.05.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the 

counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copy of departmental appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed 
on it. Annexure-B is an application for supply of dismissal order but not a copy of 
departmental appeal.

2- Annexure-A of the appeal is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.
3- Annexures of the appeal are not in sequence which may be annexed serial wise as 

mentioned in the memo of appeal.

No.lUk ys.T,

Dt.lSL^S^____/2022
-iMREGISTRAR 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Roeeda Khan Adv. Pgsri7

\H

>
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BEFORE THE HOISTBLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESBAWAR

CHECK LIST
V

Case is duly signed;' ^ . \
1. Case title VCO
2. ^;>¥es~ No
3. The law under which the case is preferred has been 

mentioned. '
No.

f:
Approved file cover is used.4. Yes No

5. . Affidavit is duly attested and appended.
Case and annexure are property paged and numbered 
according to index. _________ . _____ • -
Copies of annexure are legible and attested. If not, then 
better copies duly attested have annexed.
Certified copies of all requisite documents have been filed.
Certificate specifying that no case on similar grounds was
earlier submitted in this court, filled.

No
6. No

•
7. No

8. Yes No
9. Yes No

10. Case is within time. Yes No
The value for the purpose of court fee and jurisdiction has
been mentioned in the relevant column. , ______
Court fee in shape of stamp papers affixed. For writ Rs. 500, 
for other as required) . _________ ■ ■
Power of attorney is in proper form.

11. No
/

/ 12. Yes No 1
I‘‘13. Yes No

14. Memo of addressed filed. Yes- No
15. List of books mentioned in the petition. NoY&s-

The requisite number of spare copies-attached { Write
petition- 3, Civil appealfSB-Z) Civil Revisioh fSB-l, DB-2)
Case (Revision /appeal/petition etc) is filled on a prescribed
form.

16. Y^ No

17. Yes- No

Power of attorney is attested by jail authority (for jail 
prisoner only)

It is certified that formalities /documentations as required in column 2 to 18 
above, have been fulfilled.

18. Yes No

I

Name:- Roeeda Khan 
Advocate High foiirt 
Peshawar
Signature: - 
Dated:- ^

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

Case: -_______________ _______ - _______
Case received on _________• ________
Complete in all respect: Yes/No, (If NO, the grounds)

..
. Signature

(Reader)
Dated: -
Countersigned: -

(Deputy Registrar)
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BEFOREraiiJOIiBLESERYICEISIBUliMi
PESHAWAB

0:0^
/2022In Re S.A No.

Ahmad All

VERSUS

District Police Officer Mohmand Tribal District & Other

_______INDEX
S# I Description of Documents PagesAnnexure

1-5Grounds of Petition.1. 6
Affidavit.2. 7Addresses of parties3. 8-9for Condonation ofApplication4.
Delay

“A” \CiCopies of dismissal order
Copy of application 

Copy of rejection order 

Copy of revision petition

5. “B” NA
6.

7. “D”
8.

Wakalatnama9.

appellant

Through
Rodete ian
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.Dated: 24/05/2022

r



TtF.T7nB.y. THE HQN’BLE SFiRVlCE TRIBUNAL
PT7.RHAWAR

/2022In Re S.ANo.

Mehmood Khan BJo Abdur RehmanAhmad Ali S/o 

Banda Mardan.
Appellant

VERSUS

Officer Mohmand Tribal District.1. District Police
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

Respondents

my THE KHYBER 

.qKRVlCES
appKAL, U/SzA

whbrebythe..^ppeij^
M̂ldXJKawardedBEEN 

pttmtSHMENT _
ppnM SERVICE

___ msMlSSAI.
aOATNST which 

FILED

OF

appellantTHE APPEAL 

whtgh HAS
departmental _

9.n.01.202a 

ppp.TJ PE.TECTED ON 29.04.2022^ 

xrn anOD OROUNDS,

prayer:-
Anr.EPTAf^f'E OF THIS APPEALON

arYTTf TTfE TMPUGNFP fiPTlER DATED



^ V
91/12/2021 A 2S.04.2022MAVT<TNDLYBE 

sw.'T AfUWE AND THE APPIUTJ-ANTMAY
RffJ nETNftTATEI) ON HIS
AT.nNa WITH all back

ANY OTTTIHR REMEDY
Tms AUGUST TRIBUNAL 

FTT THA'!' MAY ALSO—SM
noANTJUD rN WAVOUB OF

KINDLY
flEUVICE
benefits.
WHICH
DEEMS
ONWABD
A PPETJANT.

Bgflnftrrtfullv Sheweth,

1. That the Appellant has been appointed as
2011 with respondentConstable on 

department.

after appointment the appellant2. That _
performed his duty regularly and with

complaintdevotion and
has been made against the

nofull
whatsoever
appellant.

his official duty 

the
3. That while performing 

with respondent department 

dismissed fromappellant has been 

service on 21.12.2021 by the respondent 

department on the allegation that the 

appellant failed to attend the basic
but the appellant was 

informed by the respondent 

unaware regarding

recruit course
never
department and 

the said course. (Copy of dismissal order
is attached as annexure “A”).

was



said dismissal order dated4. That the
21.12.2021 has never been communicated
to the appellant, It was communicated to

17.01.2022 when the
submitted

the appellant on 

appellant properly 

application for providing the copy of 

dismissal order to the appellant (Copy o
application is attached as annexure “B”).

an

submitted
20.01.2022

appellantthe5. That
departmental appeal on 

against the impugned order dated 

21.12.2021 but unluckily the appellant
kept the copy of

departmental appeal which has been un 

29.04.2022 (Copy of rejection

not beenhas

rejected on
order is attached as annexure “C”)

6. That the appellant submitted revision
month from thewithin onepetition

rejection order dated 29.04.2022 against 

the impugned order dated 21.12.2021 to 

respondent department. (Copy of re^i8lon
petition is attached a annexure “D”).

feeling aggrieved the Appellant
prefers the instant service appeal before

the following

7. That

this Hon’ble Tribunal on
grounds inter alia-'

annuNDS:-
A. That the impugned order dated 21/12/2021

void and ab'initio order 

has been passed without
& 29.04.2022 are
because it 

fulfilling codal formalities in this respect
the appellant relied upon a judgment
reported on 2007 SCMR Page 834.



B. That no charge sheet and statement of 

allegation has been issued or served to the 

appellant, which is a clear cut violation of 

Rule'6 (A) (B) of police Rules* 1975.

C. That the impugned order is also void 

because no regular or departmental inquiry 

conducted against the appellant whichwas
is mandatory before imposing the major 

penalty and no opportunity of personal
hearing and defense has been provided to

a judgmentthe appellant relied upon 

reported on 2003 PLC (CS) Page 365 on 

2021 PLC (CS) page 235 as well as 

of this Tribunal in service appealjudgment 

No. 1181/2018 decided on 17.09.2021.

well settled principle of law 

be condemned unheard because it is 

the natural justice of law in this

no oneD. It is a 

can - 
against
respect the appellant relied upon a 

judgment reported on 2008 SCMR page:678.

statement of witness has been
of cross

E. That no 

recorded & opportunity 

has been provided to the
no

examination 

appellant. In this respect the appellant
relied upon a judgment reported on 2016

SCMR Page 108.

F. That the punishment has been awarded to
definition ofthe appellant is come under the 

harsh punishment.

G That any other ground not raised here may 

be allowed to be raised at thegraciously



the instanttime full of arguments on 

service appeal.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that 

of this appeal both the 

dated 21/12/2021
on acceptance 

impugned order 

29.04.2022 may kindly be set aside and the
kindly be reinstated on

&

bisappellant may .
service along with all back benefits. Any other 

remedy which this august tribunal deems at 

that may also be onward granted in favour of
appellant.

appellant

Through

&

Advocates, High Court 

Peshawar.r>ofpH: 94/05/2022

NOTE:-
furnished by my client, no 

petitioner, upon the
same subject matter has earlier been filed, prior to

before this Hon’ble Tribunal.

As per information 

such like appeal for the same

the instant one, c

Advocate.



THE HON’BLE SER.VTOE TRlBUKMj 

--------- - Pff.fiHAWAR

/2022In Re S.A No. _

Ahmad Ali 

VERSUS
■ S

Mohmand Tribal District & OtherDistrict Police Officer

affidavit

Mehmood Khan BJo Abdur Rehman
affirm and declare 

true and 

and belief and nothing

I, Ahmad Ali S/o
Banda Mardan, do hereby solemnly

of the instant appeal arethat all the contents 

correct to the best of my knowledge
this Hon’ble Court,has been concealed or withheld from

^MPONEOT

AT/:.

o|

WENTIFm) BY:

Roeeda Khan
Advocate High Court 

Peshawar.

5 .

m
a
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PTr.i70RT7. THK HONTRLE SERVTnTC TRIBUNAL
PESHAW^

/2022InReS.ANo.

Ahmad Ali

VERSUS

Officer Mohmand Tribal District & Other

addresses of parties

District Police

PETITIONER.
Mehmood Khan R/o AbdurAhmad Ali S/o 

Rehman Banda Mardan

AnnnTiifisys respondents

1. District Police Officer Mohmand Tribal District.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

appellant

Through
Roeeda Khan
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.Dated: 24/05/2022

... A.
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TtKFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

/2022In Re S.A No.

Ahmad Ali 

VERSUS

District Police Officer Mohmand Tribal District & Other

AnPT.TflATTON HONDONATION OF DELAY (IFANa

Respectfully Sheweth,
Petitioner submits as under:

1. That the above mentioned appeal is filing 

before this Hon’ble Tribunal in which no 

date is fixed for hearing so far.

OROUNDSl
void andA. That the impugned order is

limitation run againstillegal and no
void orders because the impugnedthe

passed withoutorder has been 

fulfilling the cpdal formalities.

number of precedents of 

Court of Pakistan which 

shall be decided

B.That there are 

the Supreme 

provides that the cases 

on merits rather than technicalities.



■ >. C.That there are many judgment of the 

superior court that if the respondent 

has no case on merit limitation has not 

becomes a huddle in way of justice.

It is, therefore, requested that the 

hmitation period (if any) may kindly be 

condone in the interest of justice.

APPELLANT

Through
Ro
Advocate, High Court
Peshawar.Dated- 24/05/2022
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ORDER.
This order wifi dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-

Constable Ahmad Ali No. 2913 of Mohmand District against the order of District 
Police Officer, Mohmand, whereby he was awarded major punishment of dismissal 
from service vide OB: No. 1042 dated 21,12.2021 by the District Police Officer. 
Mohmand. The appellant was, proceeded against departmentally on the allegations 

selected for basic recruit course and in this regard he was time and 

via District Control Room to report at respective training Centre for
that he was 

again directed
basic recruit training. But he turned a deaf ear to the orders and failed to report at the

training center.
Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him. 

issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations and Mr. Pasham 

Divisional Police Officer, Ambar District Mohmand was nominated as
He was

Gul Sub
Enquiry. Otecer. The Enquiry Officer after fulfilling codal formalities submitted his 

findings vjherem he reported that the defaulter Officer was contacted time and again 

before the enquiry Officer, but he failed, and remained absent, which

Police Service; He recommended the
to appear
showed that he was no more interested in

delinquent Officer for ex-parte action.
Therefore, after perusal of enquiry papers and recommendations of the 

enquiry Officers the delinquent Officer was awarded major punishment of dismissal 

from service by the District Police Officer, Mohmand vide his office OB: No. 1042

dated 21.12.2021.
Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer, Mohmand, 

the appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was summoned and heard in person in

Orderly Room held in this office on 30.03.2022.
From the perusal of the enquiry file and service record of the appellant, 

found that allegations leveled against the appellant have been proved 

shadow of doubt. As the appellant has bitterly failed to produce any
in Police

it has been

beyond any
cogent reason to justify his absence because the appellant got absorbed 

Department on 23.07.2020 and due to non performance of cUties his salary was
24.06.2021 and remained absent till order ofstopped and enquiry was initiated on 

Hs dismissal. Hence, the absence pe.riod i.e 01 year, 04 months & 28 days of the 

appellant clearly depicts the casual and lethargic attitude towards his official duties 

as the very conduct of appellant is unbecoming of a disciplined Police Officer, 

order passed by the competent authority does not warrant any interference.Hence,



■ \

Keeping in view the above, I, Yaseeh Farooq, PSP Regional Police 

Officer, Wiardah, being the appellate authority, find no substance in the appeal, 

therefore, the same is rejected and filed, being devoid of merit.

Order Announced. MnRegional Poll<» ^ 
Mardan. '

cer,

\ o Mn o /2022./ES, Dated Rflardan the.No. o Si
Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Mohmand for information and 

office Memo: No. 250/DPO/M dated 10.02,2022. Hisnecessary action w/r to his 

Service Record is returned herewith.’
*****(
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