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Ih Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabiruallah 

Khattak, Addl: AG present.
20"' Sept 2022

i

i
Written reply not submitted. Learned AAG assured 

that the written reply will be submitted on the next 

date. To come up for written reply on 15.11.2022 

before S.B at camp court Abbottabad. '
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•
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
Camp Court Abbottabad
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

943/2022Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

32' .1 ,

The appeal of Mr. Aqibat Shah resubmitted today by Mr. 

Muhammad Aslam Tanoli Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

23/06/20221- •

REGISTRAR

This case is entrusted to touring Single Bench at A.Abad for

^^otices be issued to
.2

preliminary hearing to be put there on 

appellant and his counsel for the date fixed.

CITAIRM*

Learned counsel for the appellant present.19.07.2022
Prelinninary arguments heard.

Points raised need consideration, hence the 

appeal in hand is admitted to regular hearing subject 
to all just and legal objections. The appellant is

/ directed to deposit security and proces? fee within 10 

where-after notices be issued to the
Diteited' 

riyOi Process Fes ^ft 7-
Appo
Sqcu days,

respondents for submission of written reply/comments 

20.09.2022 before the S.B at Camp.- Court 

Abbqttabad.
on

7V

(Sal^-Ud-Dih) 
Member (J)

Camp Court Abbottabad

-/
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To

The Registrar,
KPK Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.

RE-SUBAAISSION OF APPEAL FILE OF AQIBAT SHAH
INSPECTOR N0.6/H APPELLANT AFTER COMPLTION AND

Subject:-

REMOVAL OF OBJECTIONS.

Reference: Your letter No.1683/ST dated 13-06-2022.

The following objections were raised vide your letter referred to 
above have been removed and filed is resubmitted:

That despite enthusiastic efforts copy of first 
departmental appeal could not be found to have 
been retained by appellant as a personal record. 
Presently it could not be traced out.

1.

That better copy of order 03-04-2018 has now been 
placed on this appeal file.

2.

File is re-submitted please.3.

(Muhammad Aslarn Tdnoli) 
Advocate High Court 
District Courts Haripur

Dated: 23-06-2022
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The appeal of Mr. Aqibat Shah sub Inspector no. 06/H presently police training college 

Hangu received today i.e. on 13.06.2022 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 first departmental appeal against the impugned order dated 03/4/2018 
mentioned in the memo of appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be 
placed on it.

2- Copy of impugned order dated 03.4.2018 is illegible which may be replaced by . 
legible/better one.

No.

jlOllDt.^ aREGISTRAR ^ 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Muhammad Aslam Tanoli Adv.
High Court Haripur

!■

I-
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: KH^E^ PAKHTUNICHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

CHECK LIST

. V/S-CASE TITLE:
NO• YESCONTENTS. .S# /I This Appeal has been presented by: '''. . ' • - —; ___ -

Whether Counsel/Appellant/Responden't/Deponents have signed the
requisite documents? __ '  ----------------------------- ^---- ----- —^—

3 Whether appeal is within time? ______ ^------------------------------
Whether the enactment under, which the appeal is filed mentioned?____

5 I Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is .correct-----^
fi whpther affidavit is appended? , __ ______^---- 1_--------------------
tH Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner?__ .

Whether appeal/annexures'are properly paged? . ■ _____
Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject,

^ furnished? - ■ ___________ _____ _-L------ ------- ■ ’ ------- r
10 V\/hether annexures are legible? ■ , ■ __ ■ - ■ . - .
II Whether annexures are attested? • _—:—
12 Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? . ^---------

Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG? ______ ___ _
Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and 
signed by petitioner/appellant/respbndents?______ __ _______^-

15 -1 Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct? ___ ■ - „
16 I Whether appeal contains cuttinq/overwritinq? ------------

Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? ^
18 1 Whether case relate to this court? ______^^
19 * Whether requisite number of spare copies attached? j__ ____ _____

Whether complete spare copy, is filed in separate file coyeij____ _—.
21~ Whether addresses of parties given are complete? ’ 
22 Whether index filed? . . '_______ —:—-—^——
23 Whether index is correct?______ ■ ; ■ ■ ' ___ :__ ^___________—
24 Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? On

Whether in view of Kfiyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974
25 Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has, been sent

to respondents? On . ------ ^----------
" 26 Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoindpr qnhmitted? On

Whether copies of commeots/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite 
party? On _ _ :________—— -------------

4 v'

V

X

14

• >:
•/17
V ,

V'

v' •

27 j
, I

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the^bove table have been 

fulfilled.. ‘

Name: .

Signature;

Dated: , /3 1^1 ^-^2^
I)

<2>333>
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BEFORE HQNQURABLE KHYBER PAKHTiINtCHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Aqibat Shah Sub Inspector No. 06/H presently posted at Police
Training College, Hungu ............................ ....fAppeHann

VERSUS^ I

2
1- Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad
3. District Police Officer, Haripur.

i-

fi
IIfRespondenHs^

$

1

S/No Description off Document Page
exure1. Appeal and Condonation application. 

^rder dated 03-04-2018 of DPO'Haripur.
Order dated 09-1Q-9niR of pph
Judgment/Decision dated 29-09-2021. 
Departmental Appeal 
Order dated 31-01-2022
Revision petition 
Order dated 18-05-2022
Wokolatnama

01-082.
“A” 093. "B" 104.
“C" 11-315. “D” 32-346. 357. upii 36-398. . (( G” 409.

-¥
Appeliant

Through

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli 
Advocate High Court 

at HaripurDated: /3 -06-2022

H



BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No....

Aqibat Shah Sub Inspector No. 06/H presently posted at Police 

Training College, Hungu fAppellantt

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboffabad.
3. District Police Officer, Haripur.

p

fRespondentst I
fi
i

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTlON-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL
ACT 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 03-04-2018 OF THF DPO
HARIPUR WHEREBY APPELLANT HAD BEEN AWAPnrn__________ ________ MAJOR
PUNISHMENT OF “REDUCTION IN RANK FROM SUB INSPECTOR TO
Ml" and order dated 09-10-2018 OF RPO HAZARA REGION
ABBOHABAD WHEREBY
PARTIALLY ACCEPTED AND PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION IN RANK 
WAS CONVERTED INTO REDUCTION IN PAY BY THREE YEARS AND
ORDER DATED 31-01-2022 WHEREBY APPELLANT FILED APPEAL
AFTER ACQUITTAL WAS FILED BY RPO HR ABBOTTABAD AND HI.S
REVISION PETITION DATED 17-03-2022 HAS BEEN FILED BY THE
PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER/IGP KPK PESHAWAR VIDE QRDFR
DATD 18-05-2022.

HIS DEPARMENTAL APPFAl WAS .'-'rr''

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPFAl THE 

IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 03-04-201«___ __________09-10-2018 AND 31-01-
2022 AND 18-05-2022 OF THE RESPONDENTS MAY KINDI Y RF SfT
ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE RESTORED HIS 03 YFAIt^ REDUCED PAY
ON THE BASIS OF FRESH CAUSE OF ACTION I.E. HIS ACQUITTAL IN
CRIMINAL CASE VIDE JUDGMENT/ORDER DATED 29-no.2noi
ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BFNFFITK "

WITH

Respected Sir,

That appellant was inducted in police department on 01- 

10-1989. He was promoted as ASI on 08-04-2008 and 

confirmed as ASI on 08-04-2010. He was further promoted 

as Sub Inspector on 13-06-2014. For his great services the



-J
appellant was also awarded with “QUID-E-AZAM MEDAL 

AWARD" by his police High-Ups.

2. That appellant while posted as SI (Oil) P.S, Kotnajibullah 

was awarded the punishment of reduction in rank from ' 

Sub Inspector to ASl by the District Police Officer Haripur
vide order dated 03-04-2018 on account! of registration of

.
a false and fabricated criminal case No.l62 dated 15-02- 

2018 under section 376 PPC at Police Station Sera-e-Saleh

against him. (Copy of punishment order dated 03-04t2018 

is attached as

3. That appellant aggrieved of punishment order filed a

departmental appeal before the Regional Police Officer, 

Hazara: Region, Abbottabgd:; which was partially 

accepted and his punishment of reduction in rank was

converted into reduction in pay by three years vide order

dated 09-10-2018. (Copy of the appellate order dated 09- 

10-2018 is attached as “g”).

5. That as Honorable Additional Session

Court Haripur acquitted appellant vide order dated 29-09- 

.2021 and charge due to yrhich the appellant was 

reduced in rank from Sub Inspector to ASl had vanished 

away and fresh; cause of action had'accrued to the 

appellant for filing fresh appeal for restoration of his 

reduced pay. (Order dated 29-09-2021 as ‘JS”).

Judge-1 Special

6. That after obtaining acquittal order, the appellant filed 

departmental appeal before the Regional Police Officer, 

Hazara Region; Abbottabad but misconceiving the 

grounds of the appeal the same was rejected vide order



w)r a-n—

i
L-I

dated 14-07^2021 but appellant, was not communicated. 

The appellant, therefore, requested for result of his appeal 
which had been passed vide order 31-01-2022 but copy
of the same was hot provided to appellant. However,

*
his specific written request an attested copy of the 

was issued to him on 15-03-2022; (Copies of appeal & 

order dated 31-01-2022 are attached as

on

same

£
r

7. That there is no other charge against the appellant

except this false and fabricated criminal 
rhentioned above. That charge has been vanished

I
case as

p
away

with the acquittal of appellant in said criminal case. Thus
V^l

rr
fresh cause of action has accrued'to appellant to appeal 

against his penalty of reduction in pay.
-r

9. That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted. 

Neither any evidence was recorded against him in his

cross-presence nor was he afforded a chance of

examination. Copy of enquiry report, if any, was also not 

given to appellant. No Show Cause Notice 

him.
was issued to .

Even opportunity of personal hearing

afforded to him and he was condemned unheard by the 

pPO Haripur.

was not

10. That appellant has rendered more than 32 years

the police departrnent. He always performed his assigned 

duties with devotion, dedicatiori and honesty and even 

he has been awarded with

and cash rewards by his High-Ups for 

services. He has meritorious service

service in

cornmendation certificates 

his tremendous
recorc

■11. That appellant aggrieved of order dated 31-01-2022



J
(delivered on 15-03-2022)

Petition/Mercy Appeal dated 17-03-2022 before the 

Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar which has been 

rejected vide order dated l;8-05-2022 Without

preferred a Revision

going

through the contents and grounds of depdrtment’al

Revision Petition/Mercy appeal and without giving any
reasons. (Copies of Revision/Mercy appeal and its 

rejection order doted 18-05-2022 are as Annexure
.j-

12. Hence instant service appeal on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS:

A) That orders dated 03-042018, 09-10-2018, 31-01-2022 and 

orber 18-05-2022 of the respondents are illegal, unlawful,'

against the facts, departmental rules & regulation. Police

E&D Rules 1975 and passed in' a cursopr, whimsical and 

arbitrary manner; hence are liable to be set aside.

B) That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted.

Neither any evidence was recorded a gainst him in his 

presence nor was he afforded a ciiance of cross- 

examination. Copy of enquiry report, if any, was also not 

given to appellant. No Show CTause Notice was issued to 

him. Even opportunity of personal hearing 

afforded to him and he was condemned unheard by the 

DPO Haripur.

was not

iC) That the appellate authority has also failed to abide by 

the, law and even did not take into consideration the 

grounds of appeal taken by appellant in his departmental 
appeal. Thus the impugned order of appellate authority is
contrary to the Police E&D Rules 1975 read with section



r*rn~i-m n r I P ■ ■ «.

f
24-A of General Clause Act 1897 and Article lOA ot the
Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

D) That there is no other charge against the appellant 

except .this false and fabricated criminal
mentioned above. That charge has been vanished away 

with the; acquittal of appellant in said criminal case vide 

court order dated 29-09-2021. Thus fresh cause of action 

has accrued to appellant to appeal against his penalty of 

awarded by respondents.

case as

t

• i

• f
1
rD That instant service appeal is well within time arid this 

honorable Service Tribunal has got every jurisdiction to

entertain & adjudicate upon the lis.

PRAYER:

It is, therefore, humbly prayed, that on acceptance of instant

Service appeal order dated, 03-0420.18, 09-10-2018, 31-01-2022 

and 1,8-05-2022 of the respondents may graciolusly be set aside 

and his reduced 03 annual increments be restored with grant 

of all consequential service back benefits. Any other relief 

which this Honorable Tribunal deems fit and 

circumstances of the case may also be granted.

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli)
Advocate High Court

- At Haripur

proper in

Through:

Dated / ^ -06-2022

ERIFICATiQM

It is verified that the contents of instant Service
and correct to the best of my knowledge
nothing has been concealed thereof.

Dated 12-06-2022 . ‘

Appeal are true
and belief and



J BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PE.SHAWAP

Aqibat Shah Sub Inspector No. 06/H presently posted at Police 

Training College, Hungu (ApDelianrt

VERSOS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwai Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad. .
3. District Police.Officer, Haripur. fRespondentsU

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

If is certified that no such Appeal on the subject has ever been 

filed in this Honourable Service Tribunal 

to the instant one.

other court prioror any

Dated: | *3^-06-2022
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Aqibat Shah Sub Inspector No. 06/H presently posted at Police 
Training College, Hungu fApbellantt

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
' 2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad

3. District Police Officer, Haripur. fRespondenls^

>:

SERVICE APPEAI

AFFIDAVIT:

I, Aqibat Shah, appellant do hereby solemnly declare 

affirm on oath that the

Appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge

suppressed from this

and

contents of the instant Service

and belief and nofhing has been

Honourable Service TribunaL

Dated: r, ' -06-2022

Identified By:

Moha d Aslam Tanoli 
Advocafe High Court
At Haripur

Jl/

Dated f'3'-06-2022
Appellant
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i
Aqibat Shah Sub inspector No. 06/H presently posted at Police Training
College. Hungu....................................................... ............... ........ ................f Aepellann

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhv/a, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer; Hazara Region, Abbottaba<d.
3. District Police Officer, Haripur. ^

' * f
APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING SERVICE APPEAL BEFORE
THIS HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

fRespondents)

Respectfully Sheweth: .

That applicant/appellant has filed today Service Appeal, which may be 
considered as part and parcel of this application, against order dated dated 
03-042018. 09-10-2018, 31-01-2022 and 18-05-2022 passed by departmental 
authorities whereby appellant’s representation/appea have been filed.

2. That as

1.

the impugned order has been passed in violalion and derogation of 
the statutory provisions of law, rules and regulations governing the terms and
conditions of service of the appellant, therefore causirig a recurring cause of 
.action to the applicant/appellanf can be challenged and questioned 

. irrespective of a time frame, -
- 1

3. That impugned order passed by the respondents on 31-01-2022 and 
communicated on 15-03-2022 and order passed onh&'05-2022 are illegal, 
without lawful authority and whimsical in manner. The applicant/appellarit 
filed departmental appeal well in time and has rigorously been pursuing his
case. The delay, if any, in filing departmental as well as service appeal needs 
to be condoned.

4. Thatjnstant application is being filed as an abundant caution for the 
condonation of delay, if any. The impugned order is liable to be set aside in
the interest of justice.

it is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of the mstant application 
the delay, if any, in filing of above titled appeal may grac^us^i^condoned.

Applicant/Appeilant

4'

Through:

Mohammad Aslam Tanoli)
Advocate High Court 

, At Haripur
Dated />-06-2022

VERIFICATION:

It is verified that the contents of the instant application/appeal 
correct to the best of my knowledge & belief & nothing has beei

Dated -06-2022

are true and 
suppressed.

plieant

di

I
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This order is hereby pa^ed to <Jiq>osi off departmeMal appeal vmder Rule 

11-A of Khyber Pakhtunklnva Police Rules
^o.-5<.z<»Karipur District against the order of punikrment i.e. Secf^dan in K<u.k from

SI to AS! awarded to him by tlie DPO Haripur vide his OB No; 216 dated 03.04.2018

r , ;
r

1975 submitted by Ambat Skali

■I

Facts I^mg to punishment awarded jto him are that he while posted at PS
as on. involved himself in criminal case vide FIR No. 162, datedRotnajibullah

15.02.2018 u/s 376 PPC PS Sarah Salaii. Haripur.

After receiving his appeal, comments of DPO were obtaiued and perused.
The undersigned called appellant in 0;R on 03.10.2018 where he failed to explain My 

plausible reason in his defence. Keeping in view bis long service, a lenient view is taken
and pumshment of reversion is converted into major punishment of Reduction in pay by

three years.

REGIONAl5POLltE OFFICER 

./201S
.bboUabad

/PA, dated Abbottabad the ? ’ /O
3852dated'26L°9r?s'r 4° Haripur vide his office Memo:
3632 dated 26.06.2018 for information and necessary action.

Service Roll & Fauji .Missal are returned herewith for

a

. No:
'Ur office recorcl.

j

REGIONAL k>Ll' »FnCER 
Hazara Regidt^Abbotfabad

3

j

i

■•r
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/
- . IN THE eOOKT OE :AKB AB SOHAlL

Addifonai Se&sloi'is Jndg'e-I/judgegpecial Court Harip
•

' Vj

%^ssioiis Ca^ 1^0
Bate of InstiUlliGu

, Date of Decisi.oj\

33/p of 2018
24/te/2ai8" •
29/09/2021

U‘.

■ •

> *
i

2
T.TEe State j
Z: Mst. Biiqees Bibi Wf/o Flaiki Mailmood, 
3 ‘Caiiti:. ■' I ■

r/o Wah
■/

I
i

:.,--J:iCom|>Iainant) : ■

- ■ Versus
Aqeebat Shah S/o RalUm^.Shah, caste Syed r/o
Alocli PomXHstrict Sfvangla.

...... - .4Ac€Usecl fsciug trial)I

i:
■ LMse. FIR No. 162 dMedi5An.2818

' Offeitce li/s 370^EC
Police Siatim Satm Sal^h Hanpur

■i

:;

• 1

fiduhc^mcsa Bc5ac^^iyji,^£^occste CCounsst for tl

Mr. Chdngaisi^an, (Dy,PPfbrthe State)..
Ue QCCiJsecO

‘ tMimCMENT- 
: i]29.09,2021

-^2// ■ ■
2#"

■ r
I

Vlde- ihis judgment; I intexid 

. captioned above.

to dispose o.f tKe.y^ case
sasi

' ■ \

'#f TBe FIR/ memo report in nutsKell combined tliat2.
N on

9- ■■

igii

. I

15.02:2018, .
'''

fy
IS* \..Attested to bstnis cop^

Ai3thor^2£^ UiA 27 of 
. ortferx 'S§?

y12_; OCT 2521

w i if;
Wi - —

-V
%

5

-i
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W-
«■:

r- i . - - ■ ' -I
„»t to complainant, ti)epoi» a»n5l|^ V

The nomba which was4MM hy Hp»«“

it^s mobile

I.V.

t-go 4* *vat &€ time io^ occurrence. •i

\onVfeeeompiai 1 /
A

£oiv^'i<i to t>e ixv tl\ewas got verified by te. wMeh. was
X^e:Of OBfi Aqeebat Shah, ^ police Ixvjpectox arra th«

for conrrxriii-ing sncK offf^Ce

i
A\
\\
\

i. \4 \"S'

COXrfpl^tiant diaxged lum

above^ Application of complamai-it

\
4

marked to iwas

into the iristantSHG concerned., wliicK was eu3;minate4
1

\
5i

fir., hence, the instant case.1

•1

investigahoir the .ftnai report was 

mated accused has beexi

\Oh completion of'3'/

3\it>imtfced,. wtaie the -nomiX

On attencmeeV smhmbned through, comrl: pihceSS- / - -

complied wife 4lld 

iT'ided to the accused, 

265-D/E Cr.P.C

of sectiori 26i>-0■ previsions

copies of the statements etC- prOV Ja

proceed ii/ Snomiiiated. Then to. . V

.'bit ■\ char'ge, framed
■

fearned. pr^ecessoi--ia-olOce,

so

Court 6t my -27.09.2019-.from meon<

upon'wilich fee acciiSB.i 

adducal evidence,
.i-

x-
claimed, trial. The prosecnlidn then'v..

. whi.ch is as under*

FVinKXCT. OF Tf-IE PRQSECIIFIQK:
1 mts Use sbiisiimsi ofMimumad^^^^ Koliistan

-A
■Mi ,

rA-"

4 I ^
1 r.I

skii! Shah \i2 . xam-'r •

■4'.' •t'.
7

-i'-'/ciyy.f'T'V'--=; -.;---
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" i%
B ■ 4-

:4.mJ •1^*-*^** •
it iiis con'ect 701IJ1 its foots siM ;:Ji Ex.PW Fie• phidt iS 

. -corricti}/- ^etirs his ^ took -mto

pssessmiSm mry. vmW^m^WKrr m^ ms of ^nt^ f g 

iiie. presesicz of marginal tuihiess, reaoi’eiyj sneiTlo IS Ex-.PW

/ : 3A He also recorded-Hie smkmeAt of ouirgiool
fe^il&A- same dm^ te prepared'fie {njary sfapi: 'Ex.PW 3/6 of

- accused Aqeebdf .Slmli o,a: produced lidn before foctor-for medicm

opnmon.- lie dmfied the nt 
' Noil aiid 4 rdtidi is Ex.PW 3/7.

*1^

color ai ;*4I-.in tliis
%•, 1 74-i : .

341-AvpUcdtiQiipr dimdcal exippuition of parcel 

He also annexed FSL repojf lOtili 

he prcdilfed die accused for 

appUcation Ex:PWr3/9'atid dccnsed was:^t io .• 

also mmeMd fe. deparhire and arrwal

• "I
i

die tiMdi is £x.fW 3/S. Ou '18.02.2018 - \J

judtoGd.Jtfmjd pide i . (

Hejiidiciid lock up.
eebatSIifdi an 26.G2.20I8pom FS oii diffiif'entjtnmB^a^ofsmiie

respactioely.j He also drafted 

of DNA ofMst Bilqm Bibi and accused

Aijt I
is ' Ex.PWS/lO to . hx.PPV-3/I3

. - for obidiiiing'
- Slinli. ‘ Api^ucati^n is Ex.PW 3^4. He also iod< into

' blood smnfots cmd mM v& reccfveru
sealed- eiitd packed intd

V
•7 A^?o^s5ion the. b

Bx.FVv^ 2/1.. The inoxtiurmting nvUcles
He also ilrajkd: applicatm fof :/;

is Ex:PW 3/15.
parcel Ho. 3 and .4 respedwely.

' smmg the ssnie to KMCPesbownr. Mh nppUaign
He also dm/led applicaUon for medical board Toindt is Exp-V d/lS.

iuhi£d dimn N fk judicMMa^stnOe. Be <mThe dpplicaiiori was 

drafted ihe appUcatum ja>y CO-R. Me also recoreieci the statenienis of

He hid hwe seen sli
coirect and correctly b^irs Jtis

: firm nifir,gifirti ji^iJncsses li/S rfSi -C-J.-P-C,

yms Whidi k vaified ns4

gj;- .

Piv-eiwss Sie statement ofUr. ismn XA/onuia Medical
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tmilbii commiitei zma-bil-Jiibm'. He Ms saw his applicalion wMdi ifi
lie veri^d his iimsrib ihiptessiosi its coirect and signafuie cofrectlii '

and is Ex.FW 7/1. Upon xi^hidu^die. imiaiit case was re'giskred He 

xvas al^.viedicalh^ rti pUQ iiospiiai m
•V m:

'is-'-'A- - -m-Haripifr atid stvdb joiis. taken. At il^ iune of dccurrence, he diorged
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admitted to he of fourth to fifth dav at the time of 
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WitJi reference to any record of the Carry Van ixidh^ ' - 

case;, it is the recovert'- memo. Ex PW-2/5'i.e, produced' 
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be siatement of such person in 
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admitted the delay for lodging the
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reported and. with this tire accused, further Kas not
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conviction of ifve accused andtgitiG

. i-equii'ed,
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accused facing tnal no cogSllt ahd roliabfe diieci Of 

■.eicdiidsfantial evidence is available d:1 file wlfidi

Tlie above

coxixt . to the
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against the accused facing trial i.e. beyond' 

doulss. Resutentiy, %vhile extending the beneat ot 

doubt m bis favour the accused facing Crial namely,

A^fbebat Shah is 

“ against hini. The accused, is dn teib| his bail bppds - 
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BEFORE HONOURABLE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

HAZARA REOON. ABBOTTABAD. ^

(Departmental Appeal by Aqibat Shah SI No. 307/H).

(THROUGH PROPER CHANNm

DEPARAAENTAL APPEAL WAS PARTIALLY ArrPPTPn
AND PUNISHMENT OF REDlirTinM

EiDUCTED PAY ON THE BASIS OF FRF,H CAUsI OF
ms ACQUITTAL IN CRIMINAi ---------- ^LULAUMllE.
DATED 29-09-2079 AND HF rp

VIDE JUDGMENT/nunFP

^<=>’^^'=QUENTIAL SERVICE

Respected Sir,

1. That appellant was inducted in police departmen
10-1989. He

on 01-
was promoted as ASI on 08-04-2008 and 

confirmed as ASI on 08-04-2010. He was further promoted
OS Sub Inspector on 13-06-2014. 

appellant was also awarded “QUID-E-A7AAA mpha. 
by his police High-Ups. Appellant

For his great services the

AWARD”
was due to be



/
■judgment/order dated 29-09-2021 and the charge due to 

which the appellant was reducted in rank from Sub 

Inspector to ASI and not considered for confirmation 

has vanished

accrued to the appellant for filing instan 

restoration of his pay and cpnfirmation etc. (Copy of the

is attached as “E”).

as SI
away and fresh cause of action has

appeal for

6. That there is other chprge against the appellant 

except this false and fabricated involvement in criminal

no

case as mentioned in the precedinga para. That charge 

has been quashed with the acquittal
crimial case. The appellant thus has 

of action to demonstrate his snatched 

like reversion in rank/pay and 

confirmation as Sub Inspector despite 

appellant already had requisite qualifications

of appellant in thp 

acquired fresh cause

legitimate rights

non-consideration for

the fact that

on I his side.• r-

7- That now the appellant has been 

Inspector vide order dated 07-05-2021 

requisite qualifications for his ’confirmafion.

confirmed as Sub 

as he fulfilled all the

^ '•8. That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted. 

Neither any evidence

oppsllont nor wos he offorded 

examination.

was recorded in presence of the 

a chance of cross-
Copy of enquiry report was also not given to 

the appellant. No Show Cause Notice was issued to him. 
Even opportunity of personal hearing was not provided to

him and he was condemned unheard.

1

‘ *

■[



9. That appellant has, rendered more tha t 32 years service in 

the police department. He; always performed his

duties with devotion, dedication
assigned

and honesty and even
on occasions for his tremendous services he has been 

• awarded with the commendation certificates and cash
rewards by his High-Ups. He.has meritorious 

at his credit. " ;
service record

10. That if the appellant is afforded with 

personal hearing he will really prove 

confirmation etc by adducing credible
matter. . |

the opportunity of

him as entitled for

facts of the

Sir, in view of the facts- and
above, it is earnestly requested that impugned order dated 03- 

04-2018 and 09-10-2018

circumstonces narroted here

may kindly be sat aside and the 

years reduced pay and he beappellant be restored his three

confirmed as Sub Inspector from 10-10-2017 

wereJconfirmed with
when his juniors

9^ Qll consequential service back
benefits. Thanking you sir in anticipation.

Your obedient Servant

(Aqibat Shah)
Sub Inspector No. 307/H

AbbottabadDoted: -10-2021

/
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OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL POOCE OFFICER
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD ■

0992-931Q021-22 
g 0992-9310023

H r.rpofeazaira@gmail.com 
{S> 03^5-9560687

/ PA BATE J/ V milNO;
• 5. ; -

To: The Bistrict Police Officer
Abbottabad :

rSubject: APPLICATION ;
.-V? . ,

• Memo:-
> Ple^e refer to your office Memo No. 10441/GB dated 02.11.20?1,

With reference to the subject cited application the worthy :RP0 Hazara has

recorded the following remarks. ft z
; Filed” (as the appeal has already been decided vide this qffice^ order Endst

•I*

• .
r* 'V

No. 15496/PA dated 14.07.2021 and Order Endst. No^.4897/PA dated 09-10-32018.
The official may be informed accordingly please.

Office^;
For REGIONA

reatsni
UCE OFFICE

HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAB .4
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_ REVISION/MERCY APPEAL AGAINST ORDER DATED 03-04-2018
OF THE DPO HARIPUR WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED
MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF “REDUCTION IN RANK FROM SUB
INSPECTOR TO ASI” AND ORDER DATED 09-10-2018 OF RPO
HAZARA REGION ABBOTTABAD WHEREBY HIS DEPARMENTAL
APPEAL WAS PARTIALLY ACCEPTED AND PUNISHMENT OF
REDUCTION IN RANK WAS CONVERTED INTO REDUCTION IN PAY
BY THREE STAGES AND ON ACCOUNT OF SAID PUNISHMENTS HIS
NAME WAS NOT ENTERTAINED IN D.P.Cs. HELD ON 10-10-2017
AND 23-05-2018 FOR CONFIRMATION AS SUB INSPECTOR AND
ORDER DATED 31-01-2022 DELIVERED ON 15-03-2022.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 03-04-2018. 09-10-2018 AND 31-
01-2022 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE
RESTORED HIS 03 YEARS REDUCTED PAY ON THE BASIS OF FRESH
CAUSE OF ACTION LE. HIS ACQUITTAL IN CRIMINAL CASE VIDE
JUDGMENT/ORDER DATED 29-09-2019 AND HE BE CONFIRMED
AS SUB INSPECTOR WITH EFFECT FROM 10-10-2017 INSTEAD OF
07-05-2021 WHEN HIS JUNIORS WERE CONFIRMED WITH ALL 
CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

Respected Sir,

1. That appellant was inducted in police department on Ot- 

10-1989. He was promoted as ASI on 08-04-2008 and 

confirmed as ASI on 08-04-2010. He was further promoted 

as Sub Inspector on 13-06-2014. For his great services the 

appellant was also awarded with “QUID-E-AZAAA MEDAL 

AWARD" by his police High-Ups. Appellant was due to 

be confirmed as Sub Inspector alongwith his colleague

vide order 10-10-2017 but was ignpred without any 

reason. (Copy of confirmation notificqtion dated 10-10-
2017 is attached as “A**).

j



2. That appellant while posted as SI (Oil) P.S. Kotnajibullah 

awarded the punishment of redu^ction in- rank from 

Sub Inspector to ASI by the District Pol ce Officer Haripur 

vide order dated 03-04-2018 on account ot registration ot 

a false and fabricated criminal case No.l 62 dated 15-02- 

2018 under section 376 PPC at Police Station Sera-e- 

Saleh against him. (Copy of punishment order dated 03-
04-2018 is attached as “B”). ;

was

/
/

!

3. That appellant aggrieved of punishment order filed a
idepartmental appeal before; the Regional Police Officer,

Abbottabad which was partiallyHazara Region, 

accepted and his punishment of reduction in rank was
converted into reduction in pay by three years vide
order dated 09-10-2018. (Copy of the appellate order 

dated 09-10-2018 is attached as “C”).

That due reason appellant's, name was not entertained 

in the DPC held on 23-05-2018 for confirmation of Sub 

Inspectors even with his juniors. (Copy of confirmation 

notification dated 23-05-2018 is ottached as "D ).

4.

That os Honorable Additional Session Judge-1 Special 

Court Haripur acquitted appellant vide order dated 29- 

09-2021 and charge on which account the appellant 

was reduced in rank from Sub Inspector to ASI and 

ignored from consideration for confirmation os SI had 

vanished away and fresh cause of action had accrued 

to the appellant tor filing fresh appeal for restoration of 

his pay & confirmation. {Order dated 29-09-2021 as “E"}.

5.
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That after obtaining acquittal, order, the appellant filed 

departmental appeal before the Regional Police Officer, 

Hazara Region, Abbott bad . but misconceiving the
I . ■ .

grounds of the appeal the same was rejected vide order

dated 14-07-2021 but-appeliant was not communicated. 

The appellant, therefore, again requested for result of his 

appeal which were then passed vide order 31-01-2022 

but copy not provided to appellant. However, on his 

specific writfen requesf an 'attested copy of the same 

was issued to him on 15-03-2022. (Copies off appeal & 

order dated 31 -01 -2022 are attached <js "F & G”)-

6.

/
//•

/
/
/
//

7. That there was/is no other charge against the appellant
except this false and fabricated criminal case as

mentioned above. That charge has been vanished 

away with the acquittal of appellant in said criminal:
case. Thus* fresh cause of.- action has accrued to 

appellant to appeal against, his penalty of reduction in 

pay and non-consideration for confirmation as Sub 

Inspector despite the fact that appellant already had 

requisite qualifications on his side.

8. That now the appellant' hgs been confirmed as Sub

Inspector vide order dated 07-05-2021 as he fulfilled all 

the requisite qualifications for his confirmation.

9. That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted. 

Neither any evidence was recordecj against him in his 

presence nor was. he afforded a chance of cross- 

examination. Copy of enquiry r^ort was also not given

*,*

■A



to appellant. No S )w Cause Notice was issued to him. 

Even opportunity of personal hearirig was not afforded

to him and he was condemned unheard.

A

0. That appellant has rendered more tnan 32 years service 

in the police department.; He always performed his

assigned duties with devotion, dedication and honesty

and even he has been awarded with commendation

certificates and cosh rewards by his High-Ups for his 
* •‘*1 .' * ■ -

tremendous services. He has meritorious service record.

.

. i
,/
/

11. That if the appellant is afforded with the opportunity of
* 1 I

personal hearing he wiirreally prove his innocence and 

entitlement for confirmation as prayed for by adducing 

credible facts.

Sir, in view of the facts and circumstances narrated here

above,, it is earnestly requested that impugned order .dated 

03-04-2018, 09-10-2018 and 31-01-2022 may kindly be 

and the appellant be restored his three
set aside 

years reduced pay 

and he be confirmed as Sub Inspector from 10-10-2017 when 

his juniors were confirmed with grant of ail 

service back benefits. Thanking you sir in anticipation.
consequential

Your obedient Servant

(Aqibat Shah)
Sub Inspector No. 307/H 

___ Now at PTC Hungu

p.
Dated: ^-03-202g_
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