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19.07.2021 Appellant present through counsel.

Preliminary arguments heard. Record perused.

Appellant has filed the instant service appeal against the order

dated 25.03.2020 whereby he has been awarded penalty of

forfeiture of six months approved service. Subject to all just and

legal objections, this appeal is admitted for regular hearing. The

appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within 10

days. Thereafter, notice be issued to the respondents for submission

of reply/comments in office within 10 days of the receipt of notices,

positively. If the reply/comments are not submitted within the 
I

..-' stipulated time, the office shall submit the file with a report of non-

^"oellapt Deposited 
Socurii rocessFee ;

compliance. File to come up for arguments on 12.10.2021 before the 

D,vB,a|^Gan;ip, Cpp/^t^.Abbottabad.ft (

5A\
i c

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Mujahid 

Shah, Head Constable for the respondents present and seeks 

further time for submission of written reply/comments. 
Respondents are directed to furnish reply/comments within 10 

days in office. In case they fail to submit reply/comments within 

stipulated time from today, they shall have to seek extension, of 
time through written application citing sufficient reasons. 
Otherwise, their right for submission of repiy/comments shall be 

deemed as struck off. To come up for arguments before the D.B 

on 15.02.2022 at Gamp Court Abbottabad.

12.10.2021

i

I

1

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (Judicial) 

Camp Court A/Abad
Camp Court A/Abad
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
• '“'-'Court of

4898/2021Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDateof'order - 
proceedings

S.No.

32 •1

The appeal of Mr. Babar Mukhtiar presented by Mr. Muhammad 

Aslam Tanoli Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up 

to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

19/04/20211-

/

REGISTRAR ’ ■c ^ V

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put*2-
up there on I . A/trtfceA3-6: >1

/,>.

Vt
CHAIRMAN^
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bEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No....

Babar Mukhtiar, IHC No.31, District Police Haripur, presentably 

posted at Beat No.l, Hazara Motorway, Haripur.

VERSUS

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

SERVICE APPEAL

INDEX
S/No Description of Document Ann-

exure
Page
No.

1. Appeal and condonation application.
Show Cause Notice 09-03-2020_________
Reply to Show Cause Notice 17-03-2020 

Order dated 25-03-2020 of DPO. 
Departmental dated 08-04-2020 

Appeal rejection order dated 23-02-2021 
and application date^ 19-0.3-9021 

Wakalatnama

01-082. “A" 09 •3. “B" 10-114. “C” 125. “D” 13-156. "E&F” 17

7. AU.

Appellant
Through

jy) --i
(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 

/ at HaripurDated -04-2021
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SFPVirf:

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No

Babar Mukhtiar, IHC No.31, District Police Haripur, 
posted at Beat No.l, Hazard Motorway, Haripur.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboftabad
3. Districf Police Officer, Haripur fRespondenfet

presenfably

tAppellantt

1.

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK .<;FRVirF
ACT 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 25-03-2090 OF THE
POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS rfpm
^WARDED THE PENALTY OF "FORFEITURE OF OA f.Siy) momthc
approved SERVICE" AND ORDER DATED 23-02-2021 TDFI IVFBFn
ON 19-03-2020) OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFirrPP
REGION ABBOHABAn WHEREBY APPFIIANT’C
APPEAL HAS BEEN Fll Fn

acceptance of instant SERVICE APPEAI ROTH 
^E IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 25-03-2020 AND
fflE RESIDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BF .SFT Acmc a km

restored one year FORFEITED SERVICE WITH All
CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACIf hfkiffitc

TRIBUNAL
DISTRICT

HAZARA 
DEPARTMENTAL

Respectfully Shewefh:

1. Thaf appellant while posted as Head Constable Police 

Station Kotnajibullah (Haripur)

Show Cause Notice dated 09-03-2020 by the District Police

Officer Haripur. {Copy of Show Cause Notice is attached 

herewith as Annex-“A").

Was served upon with a

2. That aforementioned Show Cause Notice was duly replied 

by the appellant on 17-03-2020 explaining all facts of the



matter in detail and straightaway denying the allegations 

made therein being incorrect and baseless.
reply to the Show Cause Notice is attached herewith as 

Annex-“B").

{Copy ofIi.

3. That without taking into consideration

Cause Notice submitted by appellant, the District Police

awarded 

06 (Six) months

the reply of Show

Officer Haripur vide his Order dated 25-03-2020 

him with the penalty of forfeiture of

approved service withouf

dated 25-03-2020 is attached as Annex-“C”).
any reason. (Copy of order

4. That aforementioned order of the DPO Haripur was
appealed against by the appellant before the Regional 
Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad vide 

departmental appeal dated 08-04-2020. (Copy of appeal 

dated 08-04-2020 is attached as Annex-“D”).

5. That the appellant's ’ departmental appeal has been 

turned down by the Appellate Authority without giving 

any consideration to it vide order dated 23-02-2021 but
copy of the same was delivered to the appellant on 19- 

03-2021 that too on his specific wriffen request. (Copies of 

order dated 23-02-2021 & application 19-03-2021 

attached as Annex-“E & F"). ,
are

6. That in the year 2016 when FIR No. 395 dated 10-12-2016 

was registered U/S-9C/CNSA at PS Saddar Haripur then 

appellant was posted in “Preventive Wing” of the PS 

Saddar. The allegations against appellant in Show Cause 

Notice are incorrect. Appellant has been awarded the



■ -fc-
punishment without any reason and proof.

7. That so far as fhe i*' allegation that “there was 

contradiction in statement of PW" is concerned, in fhis 

respect it is stated that I was a witness to “Recovery 

Memo” in the said case. The statements of prosecution 

witnesses were recorded by Oil. Appellant statement as 

PW-04 in English language was got recorded by the Public 

Prosecutor before the Tr'ial Court in line with and in 

verbatim to that which was recorded u/s-161 CrPC by Oil 

during investigation. In cross-examination the appellant 

made no contradiction and replied what so 

correct and in line with the statement u/s-161 Cr.PC. SI 

Habib-ur-Rehman Oil was PW-05 and SI Hadi Paristan SHO 

as PW-06. Contradiction, if any could be made by PW-05 

& PW-06 because they recorded their statement 

subsequent to that of appellanf. If is incorrecf that 

appellant had made any contradiction. Hence the 

punishment awarded to appellant was based on wrong 

and incorrect footings.

!

ever was

8. That 2"d allegation that “IQ of the case did not mention 

presence of constable who took Murasila to P.S" transpires 

that it was the duty of lO and nof that of appellant for 

which he has been penalized.

9. That similarly it is quite clear ft^om the allegation No. 3 that 

“the court observed that the FSL report was not as per

rujesll also does not relate to appellant being a witness of 

only “Recovery Memo." for which he has been awarded 

the penalty.



■

10. That the 4*^^ allegation that “the dccused was acquitted 

by giving benefit of doubt" is perplexing one to attribute 

the “the benefit of doubt" to the only performance of 

appellant in the entire case.

11. That departmental inquiry was not conducted to prove 

the allegations against the appellant. Even he was not 

afforded opportunify of personal hearing and 

condemned unheard.
was

GROUNDS:

a) Thaf orders dated 25-03-2020 and 23-02-2021 of 

respondenfs are illegal, unlav/ful, againsf the 

departmental rules & regulation, issued in a cursory, 

whimsical and arbitrary manner; hence are liable to be 

set aside.

b) That no proper depbrtmentai inquiry was conducted. 

Even opportunity of personal hearing was not afforded fo 

the appellant and he was condemned unheard.

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

the law and even did not take into consideration the 

grounds taken by appellant in bis memo of appeal. Thus 

fhe impugned order of appellafe aufhorify is contrary to 

the law as laid down in Police Rules read with section 24-A 

of General Clause Acf 1897 and Article lOA of fhe 

Constifution of Islamic Republic of Pakisfan 1973.

d) Thaf the appellant did not conduct any investigation in



■ €

the case in question. He was only a witness to the 

recovery memo of contraband. He was posted in
preventive side as IHC and had nothing to do with the 

investigation of the case. But the appellant has wrongly 

and incorrectly been awarded the penalty of forfeiture of
06 (six) months approved service without any reason, 

justification or fault on his part.

e) That instant service appeal is well within time and 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 25-03-2020 and 23-02-2021 of the 

respondents may graciously be set aside and the appellant be 

restored his "forfeited 06 (six) months approved service" with all

consequential service back benefits. Any other relief which this 

Honorable Tribunal deems fit and 

the case may also be granted. '
-per in circumstances of

Appellant
Through:

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 

At HaripurDated -04-2021

VERIFICATION

It is verified that the contents of instant Service Appeal are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been c ealed thereof.

A^ellantDated -04-2021

-•i



^FORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVirF=

tribunal PESHAWAR

Babar Mukhtiar, IHC No.31, District Police Haripur, presentably 

posted at Beat No. 1, Hazara Motorway, Haripur.
#

CAppellann
fVERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad
3. District Police Officer, Haripuh (Respondents^

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT:

I, Babar Mukhtiar, appellant do hereby solemnly declare and 

affirm on oath that the contents of the instant Service

Appjieal are true and correct' to the best of my knowledge 

and| belief and nothing has been suppressed from this 

Honorable Service Tribunal

/D

Dated -04-2021 

Identified By: . />'

Ia M
Mohammad Aslam Tanoli 
Advocate High Court 
At Hpripur

Appellant
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Babar Mukhtiar, IHC No.31, District Police Haripur, presentably
posted at Beat No.l, Hazara Motorway, Haripur.

i fAppetlanH

VERSUS

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

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

It is certified that no such Appeal on the subject has ever been
filed in this Honorable Sen/ice Tribunal or any other court prior to 

instant one.

Dated -04-2021
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before honourable KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA service TRIBUNAl
PESHAWAR

Babar Mukhtiar, IHC No.31, District Police Haripur, presentably posted at Beat 
No.l, Hazara Motorway, Haripur.

VERSUS

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

fAppellanfi

fRespondentst

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING SERVICE APPEAL BEFORE
THIS HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL -----------------------

Respectfully Sheweth:

That applicant/appellant has filed today Service Appeal, which may 
be considered as part and parcel of this application, against order 
dated 25-03-2020 & 23-02-2021 passed by respondents whereby 
departmental authorities have awarded appellant with the penalty of 
"forfeiture of one year approved service" and his appeal rejected.

That as the orders have been passed in violation and derogation of 
the statutory provisions of law, rules and regulations governing the 
terms and condition of service of the appellant, therefore causing a 
recurring cause of action to the applicant/appellant can be 
challenged and questioned irrespective of a time frame.

That impugned order was passed by the respondents on 25-03-2020 
and 23-02-2021, but copy of appellate order was provided on 19-03- 
2021 and that too on the specific written request of appellant. The 
applicant/appellant has ^led departmental as well as service appeals 
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.

17.

18.

19.

20. That instaiit application is being filed as an abundant caution for the 
condonation of delay, if any. The impugned orders are liable to be set 
aside in the interest of justice.

It is.XU respectfully prayed that on acceptance of the instant application
the delay, if any, in filing of above titled appeal may gracji ly b^ cordoned.

t —
Applicant/Appellant

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli) 
Advocate High Court 

At Haripur

Through: '

Dated -04-2021

VERIFICATION:

it is verified that the contents of the instant application/ap^eal are true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge & belief & nothing hj

Dated -04-2021

leen suppressed.

ApplicqwAppellant
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'N iDISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, HARIPUR \\.?•

v\

No- DatcdO^ /c3 /2020
Ph. « 0995-920101/ 0995-920100 

Fax fl 0995-614714 
E-Mail: dpohaiipurl@gmaiI,com

•v

5
j*

•V' iSHOW CAUSE NOTICE
5
J
i1. Tlial you HC Baber Mukhtinr No.3ri while posted at PS Kotimiibullah have rendered 

yourself liable to be proceeded under Rules 5 (3) of Ihc Khyber Pakhlunkhwa. Police E&D

!
!i

i

Rules 1975 for following inisconducii- .

“Thai you while pa-^lctl at PS Saridar, perusal nf SP/InvcsIigalloii i-l:tri|iiir Idler Memo 
N0.36/PA dated 04.03.20X0 transpires lhal In case KIU No.395 dated 10.12.2016 «/s 9-C/CNSA 
PS Snddar Rdlnwlng Irregularillcs were made by you during Ihc rcglstrnlion/invcsligallon,

1. There was coniradiclion.in stalcmcnl ofPW.
. 2. lO of Ihc case did not mention presence of constable who took Murasin'to PS.

3. The court observed lhal Ihc FSb report was not a.s per rules.
4. The accu.scd was nc(|uitl«l by giving benefit of doubt.

Your above act is a severe violation of di.sciplinc and shows that you are not 

following the law, which is gro.ss misconduct on your part in terms Police E*StD Unle.s 

1975 (Ammcndcd-2014)” .

1 *

: ;

i

I

■I
\

i
1

«

2. That by reason of above, sufficient material is placed before the undersigned; 

therefore it is decided to proceed againsl your in general Police proceedings 

without aid of enquiry officer.
3. That Ihc misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good .order of discipline is the Police force.

j

4. The your retention in the Police force vyill amount to encourage inefficient and unbecoming of

*
\ I

»

good Police Officers; ,
5. That by taking cognizance of the matter under enquiry, the undersigned as competent 

authority under the .said rules, proposes stern actioh againsl you by awarding one or more of 

the kind punishments as provided in the rules.

I
1

t

;
1

6. Your, therefore called upon to show cause as to why you should not be dealt strictly in
iscoflduct.

i
i •

accordance with the Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Police E&D Ri^ -V975-fbr-tl
I

referred to above.
7. You should submit reply to this show cause notice w^in 07 days of the receipt of the not 

failing which an ex parte action .shall be taken againslWu.

8. You are further directed to inform the.undersigned that

;
r
!
I

I

i 'ish to be heard in persomor not.
1
I

i

:
/!

District Police Officer, 
l-Iaripur

f

;
iReceived by 

Dated: / /2020 :

i

n
‘ -v-iA'-®i'.



e } i

s . »
/

?;) rJ ;
! 6 ;
fIn {

3 ?
>y g'x /Pf '■/’— O’I /•

i.i iyI !
Uf^.:1

;•! ^ /

c/^

i^l \ /

'.'"(/cyj'^.
6-j

CO,
■;

;/

/*

'Jowc:^'^S''^o

<^yA
^0^

«
//?

jXc./' (^°!J
i

/P \u1
Ir ^ /-

^)/k]
•o

-_j>G,

• 1. Vi ^ _

;< ;
i

*

}

i
■'.

■:

\

i- ^ ~ j?y.// yi

■£>it!-e^zjKf-^'‘~OJIjj: d('/^ -f
J3 2^(4^ Fsi~y^jjdJ yy

dP i

;■

4 !

!
(

'kMy< !
i

i

0^ !

fciiis
«

rfi'aift

D



I

:
i\

V

•;1

'

-^rJ^J, (i'_^y^’fO'}
J y • >' ;

" ^(sj)^^if i/
s^ryzu-^^crj-^'cP^

^ -2— <
i

/J-»

c^ !
I

/A-,-.r - trI u<< lJU * - ^ '4 -

C^ -;S . ^ JJ J^pJPO^ ^ ^

\
]

(T i

%
it

i

L ^
S'

if^j

■-.

/y \
\

, 1
i

iy^A 5^/ ^ / ;
>

f

2 cJd!.
1 /7 !

^>0
■

i
t<

;

j

V

i')
{<
i
I



i
!

■

7 !
■■ Ar)r^^\ i

i

! !

OFKICK OF THR DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, HARIPUR

Pli. # 0995-920100 / 0995-920101 
Fax #0995-614714 

E-Mai1:dpoharipurl @gmail.coin

Dated 7^/03/2020

I «
1

!!
ORDER.

■;

Head Constable Rabar Mukhtiar No.31while posted at PS 
K^otnajibnllah. Perusal of SIVInvestigatinn Maripur letter Memo No,36/PA dated 
04.03.2020 transpires that in case FIR No.395 dated 10.12.2016 u/s 9C/CNSA PS Saddar 
following irregularities were made by him during the registration/invesLigation.

!

!
I
I

i1. I'bcre was contradiction in slatenicnt of PW.

2. 10 of the ease did not mention presence of constable who took 

Murasla to PS.
t

3. The court observed that the FSt, report was not as per rules.

4. The accused was acquitted by giving benefit of doubt.

;
c

5

i

<
The acts and omissions of defaulter official were misconduct 

under the Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Police PTficiency and Discipline Rules 1975. Flence, he 
was served with Show Ouse Notice, vide this office Rndsl: N0.86/PA dated 09.03.2020. 
I he official submitted his reply to the undersigned, so, he was called in Orderly Room 
for personal hearing before the undersigned

■

i

i

i
Having penised Uie relevant record, the charges of

:cial. ThereforeTTr^Jt^ Ashfaqmisconduct are proved against the defaulter polic(
Anwar (PSP), District Police Officer, Harifrfir being competent authority u^ider the 

■ Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, Police ITficicncy ai^Discipline Rule 1975, am fully satisfiedViat 
Head Constable Babar Mukhtiar no.31 l,|comniittcd gross misconduct, Tlierefore, he)is 
awarded minor punishment of "FORFF,n\lRF. OF SIX MONTHS APPROVED SERVie^E” 
with immediate effect. /

;:
\

!

Order announced in his presence. i

Order Book No.2fi6 
Dated 25.03.2020 I

^ (Syed Ashfaq Anwar) PSP 

District Police Officer, 
Haripnr

i;;;

I

!
;
;
I

!

I,

i
t
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BEFORE HONOURABLE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER.
HAZARA REGION. ABBOHABAD.

::
i1.-' )
\

\

Departmental Appeal by 
Bobar Mukhtiar HC No.311 

District PoPce Horipur

(THROUGH PROPER CHANNEH i
<

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OB NO. 206 DATED 25-
03-2020 PASSED BY THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED WITH PENALTY OF
“FORFEITURE OF 06 fSIXl MONTHS APPROVED SERVICE

t

i

i

:
PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 25-03-2020 MAY KINDLY BE SET
ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE RESTORED HIS SIX MONTHS FORFEITED
APPROVED SERVICE WITH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK

!
i

I
■

:

BENEFITS. 5

Respected Sir,
With most reverence and humble submission the following few lines are

laid down before your Highness for kind consideration and favorable 

order please:-

(
:

i

<

i

1. That appellant while. posted as Head Constable Police Station 

Kotnajibullah (Haripu^ was served upon with a Show Cause Notice 

dated 09-03-2020 by the District Police Officer Haripur alleging 

therein :-

i

:

I

\“that you while posted at PS Saddar, perusal of SP/InvesfIgafion Haripur 
tetter Memo No.36/PA dated 04-03-2020 transpires that in case FIR No. 
395 dated 10-12-2076 .U/S-9C/CNSA PS Saddar following irregularities 
were made by him during the regisfration/Investigafion.

i

■

1
i,

:
1. There was contradiction in statements of PW.
2. lO of the case did not mention presence of constable who took Murosilo to PS.
3. That court observed that the FSL report was not as per rules.
4. The accused was acquitted by giving benefit of doubt.

!
:

(Copy of Show Cause Nottce isxittached herewith as “A"). i

2. That aforementioned Show Cause Notice was duly replied by the 

appellant on 17-03-2020 explaining all facts of the matter in detail 

and straightav/ay deaying the allegations made therein being 

incorrect and baseless. (Copy of reply to the Show Cause Notice 

is attached herewith as "B”).

c

I
V



t

■' 3.
That without taking into consideration the reply ot Show Cause 

Notice submitted by appellant, the District Police Otficer Haripur 

vide his Order dated 25-03-2020 awarded him with the penalty of 

forfeiture of 06 months approved service without any reason, 

(Copy of impugned order dated 25-03-2020 is attached as “C").

I

:

I< i(
i

i
■
i

;

4. That in the year 2016 when FIR No. 395 dated 10-12-2016 

registered U/S-9C/CNSA at PS Saddar Haripur then appellant 
posted in "Preventive Wing" of' the PS Saddar. The allegations 

against appellant in Show Cause Notice are incorrect. Appellant 

has been awarded the punishment without any reason and proof.

was

was(
!
i

i
i

■ (

5. That so far as the !*• (allegation that "there was contradiction in 

statement of PW” is concerned, in this respect it is stated that 1 

a witness to "Recovery Memo" in the said case. The statements of 

prosecution witnesses were recorded by Oil. Appellant statement 

as PW-04 in English language was got recorded by the Public 

Prosecutor before the Trial Court in line with and in verbatim to that 

which was recorded u/s-Ul CrPC by Oil during investigation. In 

cross-examination the appellant made no contradiction and 

replied what so ever was correct and'in line with the statement 

u/s-161 Cr.PC. However. SI Habib-ur-Rehman Oil was PW-05 and SI 

Hadi Paristan SHO asTW-06 both of them recorded their statement 

before the Trial Court and principally they were required to have 

examined and read out appellant’s statement. Contradiction, if 

any could be made by PW-05 & PW-C)6 because they recorded 

their statement subsequent to that of appellant. Therefore if is 

incorrect that appellant had made any contradiction due to 

which benefit of doubt was ^iven to accused. Hence the 

punishment awarded to appellant not based on correct footings.

!
;was
I

■
I

:
!
<:

i
■•:

;

;
i

i

;

'■

\

<

f

i6. That 2nd allegation that :!IO of the case did not mention

pf constable who took Murasilg to PS" transpires that it was duty of 

lO and not that of appellant for which he has been penalized.

;

•i

i

7. That similarly it is quite' clear from the allegation No. 3 that "the 

court observed that the FSL report was not as per rules" also does

not relate to appellant being a witness of only "Recovery Memo"
t



J

\

I
for which he has been awarded the penalty. f

' /
!!
:;•

8. That the 4'^^ allegation that "the accused was acquitted bv giving 

benefit of doubt" is perplexing one to attribute to the appellant. 

Detail reply has been given in para-5 above that appellant 

PW-04 while lO & SHO were PW-05 & PW-06. appellant had got 

recorded his statement before them. However, there is 

contradiction between the statements of appellant recorded 

before the lO U/S-161 Gr.PC as well as before the Trial Court.

;
<

was
;

ino
1

i

:■

9. That departmental inquiry was not conducted to prove the 

allegations against the appellant. The appellant 

confronted with any such documentary proof which based the 

award of punishment. Even he was not afforded opportunity of 

persona! hearing and was condefnned unheard.

i
iwas never
!
:
i

i.

10. That in view of the above narrated facts by no stretch of 

imagination the appellant can be held responsible for the 

allegations as leveled against him and has been awarded the 

punishment without any reason & 'proof.

<
i

■ i

1

;n. That if the appellant is afforded with the opportunity of personal 

hearing he will really prove himself as innocent by adducing true 

picture of the matter.

i

i

Sir, in view of the facts and circumstances narrated here above, it is 

earnestly requested that impugned order dated 25-03-2020 of the District 

Police Officer Haripur may kindly be set aside and the appellant be 

restored hi^ 06 months forfeited approved service with all consequential 
service back benefits. Thanking you sir in'anticipation.

;

I
i i

<

Your o^dient Servant

(BABARSRAUKHTIAR)
HCNo.311 

PS Kotnajibullah 
District Haripur

1
i

Dated: 0804-2020

/
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GS&PD.KP-2557/3-RST-5000 FonTiS-09.07.2018/P4(Z)/F/PHC Jos/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal
4

“A”
KHYBER PAKHtUNimWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OL,D)rKHYBER ROAD.
PESHAWAR:I

- >.NNo. v
APPEAL No of 20

Apellant/Petitioneri; ■r- *•

V?-
I r. »

. . iV--’ Versus>t

/A,
■ . A’- .

/a
RESPONDENT(S)

1\'
. 5 . /

‘ \

• Notice to Appwant/Petitioner.
ssstr"a

4

~ ^ T....

, Take notice that your appeal has be< 

replication, affidavit/counter affidavit/record/arguments/order before this Tribunal
fixed for Preliminary hearing,

aton
/>-A4

You may, therefore, appear before the Tribunal on the smd date and at the said 
place either personally or through an advocate for presentation of your case, failing 
which your appeal shall be liable to be dismissed in default.

■s.

¥./
\

Ehyber Pau^tuhkhy^ Service Tribunal,
■9

P ar.

%

t



GS&PD.KP-2557/3-RST-5000 Form8-09.07.2018/P4(Z)/F/PHC Josff^orm A&B Ser. Tribunal

“A”
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA service tribunal, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (01^D),''kHYBER R^AD.
PESHAWAR;

A-

No. N

APPEAL No. of 20
Zt

7S~^.
Apellant/Petitioner

/ .r-x
\ Versus\

f• \

....

RESPONDENT(S)

/
^ #Notice to

.S...

Take notice that your appeal has been fixed for Preliminary hearing, 
replication, affi^vit/counter affidavit/record/arguments/order before this Tribunal
0“-....................^.............. . at.......................... :....... ;...

f> ar> A-^
' {

*!•“ ™»y» **»erefore, appear before tJie Tribun^ on the said date and at the said

K

iatrar.» \
Service'^.^Tribunal,Khyber PakhtunJkh

Peshawar. \

I
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GS&PD.KP.SS-1777/2-RST^0,000 Forms-09.05.18/PHC Jofas/Forni A&B Ser. Tribunal/P2

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

PESHAWAR.

No.

kB..a2.....
.............. ..

Appeal No. . of20 7 /

. ..Appellant/Petitioner
Versus

Respondent

\.........^spondent No.

Notice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/^tition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province S.ervice Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented,/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby in^wmed^h^l^ said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal

......................................................... at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Coiu’t at lep®t seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appe^/petition will be heard and decided in yoiu* absence.

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

p^jjit^^attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide this
Copy of a

office Notice No dated.

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this,
......V......

Day of.... 20 .

/

. R] itrar,
Khyber PakhtunfcK\^a Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar.
Note: 1. The hours of attendance In the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.



GS&PD.KP.SS-1777/2-RST.20.000 Forms-09.05.18/PHC Jobs/Form A&B Sen Tribunal/P!2

) .
“B”

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

PESHAWAR.

No. ..

............Appeal No. .of 20^}

Appellant/Petitioner
Versus yn

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

Respondent No.....:.............

Respondent

Notice to:

• i

WHEREAS M appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
rovince Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 

the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby informed that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal

.......... A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellSnt/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Coiut at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 conies of written statement 
alongmtn any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the
appeal/petition Will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice

Copyjj#''Sp^al IS attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide this

office Notice No dated............................... .............

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

Day of. 20 .
2^1

R^astrar,
Khyber Pakhi a Service Tribunal,

Peshawar.
Note: 1.2. CsT.o“ and Gazened Holidays.

,



1 1GS&PD.KP.SS-1777/2-RST-20,000 Forms-09.05.18/PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal/P2

“B”

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR;
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.
\

7^No.

..................... of20 2-JAppeal No.

fpelldnt/Petitioner
Versus^

I.R^pondent No................... ....................................

Notice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petitiori under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby inf^med that Jhe said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal

......... ................................................ at 8^0 A.M. If you wish to urge an3dhing against the
appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in = 
this Court at lepft seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance, on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

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

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy.nf.iappciil has already been sent to you vide^this 

office Notice No dated

Given under i hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this.

. Day of....; 20

Khyber PakhtunKn\
itrar,
a Service Tribunal,

Peshawar.
Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Hoddavs.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.


