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t ' 'Mr. Ibrar U1 Haq, Advocate for the appellant present 

and submitted Wakalatnama which is placed on file. Mr. Kabir 

Ullah Khattak Additional, Additional Advocate General 
alongwith Arif Saleem, Stenographer for respondents present.

11.08.2022

\ /

Representative of the respondent department 

submitted written reply/comments which is placed on file. A

%

' V .copy of the same is handed over to the learned counsel ^gf the 

appellant. To come up for rejoinder/arguments^on 23.‘'sl\l .2022 

before D.B.

r

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member (E)
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Appellant present through counsel. Preliminary 
arguments heard. Record perused.

Points raised need consideration. Instant appeal is 
admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal 
objections with direction to appellant to deposit security 
and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be 
issued to respondents for reply/comments. To come up 

^ for written reply/comments on 22.06.2022 before S.B.

10.05.2022

(Rozi;?(a Kehman) 
Memb\(J)

Clerk of counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Naseerud 

Din Shah, Asstt. A.G alongwith Arif Saleem, Steno for the 

respondents present.

22"^ June, 2022

Learned AAG seeks further time to submit reply/comments. 

Last chance is given. To come up for written reply/comments on 

11.08.2022 before S.B.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman
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01.12.2021 Appellant in person present.

Appellant seeks adjournment on the ground that his counsel is 

not available today. Adjourned. To come up for written 

reply/preliminary hearing on 24.01.2022 before

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (E)

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present.24.01.2022

Former requests for adjournment on the ground that learned 

senior counsel is not available today. Adjourned. To copied for 

preliminary hearing on 22.03.2022 before S.B.

(Mian Muhamm^) 
Member(E)

22.03.2022 None for the appellant present.

Notices be issued to the appellant and his counsel. 
Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 10.05.2022 

before S.B.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER(E)
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Case No.- /2021

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Abdul Majeed resubmitted today by Mr. Shahab 

ud Din Khattak Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put 

up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

16/08/20211-

:gistrar
This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar. Notice be issued to 

appellant/counsel for preliminary hearing to be put up there on-

2-

CHAIRMAN

Appellant in person present and requested fir 

adjournment on the ground that his counsel is not available 

todav. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing before tfjie 

S.B on 01.12.2021.

04.10.2021

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

V-'

I''



The appeal of Mr. Addul Majeed Ex-Constable Incharge Bosti Khel Check Post Dara received 

today i.e. on 26.07.2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel 

for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.
Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

3- Certificate be given to the effect that appellant has not filed any service appeal earlier 
on the subject matter before this Tribunal. 

s/4- Check list is not attached with the appeal.
Annexures-A and E of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legible/better 
one. ~

l/ 6- Copy of departmental appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it. 
7- Three more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect 

may also be submitted with the appeal.

No.
\

/2021Dt.

REGISTRAR '
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr.Shahab ud Din Khattak Adv. Pesh.

i\
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Bi=FQRE THE HQN^BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 1

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR. 1
I

-P/2021Service Appeal No. i

\

Abdul Majeed 

Versus
District Police Officer DPO, Kohat etc.

f
•i

I

!

■5I . J

Ii

INDEX i

I-

PagesDescription of Documents AnnexureS.No. ! i

{

Appeal alongwith Affidavit 7-6 ■
t1. !

i I
f
iZ"A"2. Copy of pay slip iI

! :!
"B & C"Copies of charge sheet and reply3.

I

«D" 1Copy of the order dated 27.04.2020 114. ' t
H

iMg/#Copy of order dated 21.06.2021 75.
Wakalatnama 136. t;

p

Appellant, \\

Through,
\Shahab Ud Din Khattak

i

& j

Jama! Ud Din^hattak

' Advocates, Peshawar

T
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■{

■)

1
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nccnPF THF HQM'RI F KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWm 

cfrvICE TRTBIINAL, PESHAWAR.

I

1

!

-P/2021Service Appeal No. (
!

i

. p.oAbdul Majeed S/o Akhtar Gul R/o Caste Bosti Khel 

Dara Bazar, Nasir Villa Tehsil and District Kohat (Ex- :

Constable Incharge, Bosti Khel Check Post, Dara).
Appeiiant

I
\I <

Versus

1. District Police Officer DPO, Kohat

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Region

3. Provincial Police Officer / I.G.P, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

, Kohat.

Respondents

\APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE j

I

I

TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 AGAINST__THE

IMPUGNED ORDER NO. 1881-84/PA

I

!

J
I

?7-nA.2020. OB No. 254 PASSED BY (
i

THE RESPONDENT NO. 1. WHEREBY THE 1
(

APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED FROM

THE POST OF FOOT CONSTABLE AGAINST
t

j
I

WHICH THE APPELLANT FILED I

[
I i'DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ADDRESSED TO

I

<
(

V
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THE RESPONDENTS. BUT THE SAME HAS
ALSO BEEN DISMISSED.

PRAYER:

On acceptance of this appeal^ the 

impugned order dated 27.04.2020 of the 

respondent No.l may kindiy be set aside 

and the appeiiant may piease be Re
instated on his post with aii back 

benefits/Consequentiy reiief.
\
\

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the appellant was posted as Khasadar in 

District Levis and due to merger of FATA with 

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa province, the appellant 

was converted into rank of "Foot Constable" In 

Police Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. (Copy 

of pay slip is attached as Annexure A).

I

i

I

i
i

I

I
■i
1I

2. That the appellant was suddenly suspended on 

06.03.2020 and informed telephonically about 

his suspension.

i

■p

I

I
I

1
I

I3. That appellant was served with charge sheet to 

which the appellant submitted detailed reply, 

completely denying the ligation leveled against

I

I

1
)

(
i.(

1
1

I

»

11
}

1



him. (Copies of charge sheet and reply are 

attached as Annexure B & C).

4. That appeliant was dismissed from service vide 

order dated 27.04.2020. (Copy of the order 

dated 27.04.2020 is attached as Annexure D).

5. That the appellant submitted an appeal to the 

high ups, which was also rejected vide order 

dated 21.06.2021. (Copy whereof was handed 

to the appellant by hand in the Districtover
Police Office, Kohat on 10.07.2021. (Copy of 

order dated 21.06.2021 is attached as Annexure

E).
I

6. That the appellant during the course of 

employment performed his official duty with 

zeal and zest and till, no complaintevery
reported or otherwise even moved against the
appellant.

7. That the appellant seriously aggrieved from the 

above orders of dismissal from service, the 

appellant preferred instant service appeal, inter 

alia on the following grounds:

\

1



;

I

GROUNDS:

A. That the order passed against the appellant is 

against the law, facts and circumstances of the 

case.

t

!k

I
1

;B.That the appellant has not been treated in 

accordance with law as well as fundamental 

rights guaranteed by the constitutional, 1973.

1

!

iC.That no regular Inquiry has been conducted nor 

any dispensation order ever issued.

1

i

D.That no proper procedure has been adopted and 

the appellant was never associated with any 

Inquiry.

j

f

(
I
1

I

E.That no final show cause notice has been issued 

and the appellant was condemned unheard.
I
I

)

f.
iF.That no right of defense has been given to the 

appellant nor he was confronted with any 

material of purported inquiry.
I
I
1

1

G.That the respondents issued the impugned 

order in a slip shot and arbitrary manner. i (!
i

{i

i

i

i

i
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I

H.That the act of the respondents is clearly 

violation of the Article 10-A as well as 25 of 

constitution of Pakistan .
!

■

1. That the impugned order is unlawful, void and 

not tenable In the eyes of law.

i

J. That the appellant seeks permission of this 

Hon'ble Court to advanced other relevant 

grounds at the time of arguments.

It is^ therefore, most humbly prayed 

that on acceptance of this appeal, the 

impugned order dated 27.04.2020 of the 

respondent No.l may kindly be set aside 

and the appellant may piease be Re
instated on his post with all back 

benefits/Consequently relief.

i

I

i

\
(
t

r

Any other relief if not specifically 

asked for, may also be extended to the 

appellant for the best interest of justice.

i

;1
i!
I

Appellant, 1

1

Through,

Shahab Ud Din Khattak
I
[

& I

I
Jama! Ud Din Khattak
Advocates, Peshawar

♦

I

r
*



BEFORE THE HON^BLE KHYBER PAICrUMKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. -P/2021

Abdul Majeed 

Versus
District Police Officer, Kohat and others

AFFIDAVIT
I, Abdul Majeed S/o Akhtar Gul Cast Bosti Khel, P.O 

Dara Bazar, Nasir Maila, Tehsil and District Kohat, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the 

accompanying Service Appeal are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this Hon’ble Court.

I
DEPONENT

at

I
NIC No.22401-70159309

Cell No. 0304-9166411
'I

1



. 0 GOVERNMENT OT‘ PAKISTAN^^
ACCOUNTANT GEWEftAL KHYBER PAKHTUNICIWA 
DISTRICT
PAYROLL SYSTEf'i

». '
» I !•

i i-

PAYMEMT ADVICE
i- ■ ■, Cu! I

;ii!,t,
• . -i . ■I I... ri

t
! I •

0
'! ■

> 1

!'t • •M^
IJ. i.; ‘BPS .'■■1 >.I DEPTT CODEI !

! ■
I

iM 1 -J ■■hi. i 1: 
' • -ii t

I
{

I , 1 ■
I IV H*n • !!

; i^i!':.* ■' ^ i1 '
• 1( •( I j '■•u •( . • f
I • • I

( ; r. ;I .. - f ,.

np,:r r : -■
- I»

■i;!:,-! :

■i I I' •Ii.
I

I
>■ ■ '■I I

: '■ ]\ 1 •/

/

WET AMOUNT PAYABLE

GUAIJFYINQ SERVICE 
MOM ' c; ’ ■ i I /' • ;■ n i 

f n';: : i.r; j-yi-
VR3 . 4

1' 1

r " I'- v.

1

s\

i!

I

i

I

i



'•th\ i \/ 1 >

BETTER COPY
GOVERNMENT OF PAKISTAN
ACCOUTNANT GENERAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
DISTRICT

^-■PAYROLLSYSTEM..- --------

I

PAYMENT ADVICE 
P Sec: 001, Month December 2019 
KT4475,Khasadar.Dafra,(SD)„„ ,

Bdek-ler KHASA-DBAR-DARRA4Se)--0Pers- -001-675-88----------
Nanne~' ABDUL MAJEED' 

CONSTABLE
CNIC No. 15982034204

NTN :“ 0-------------------
GPF # :
Old # : 15982034204

. BPS Interest Applied
KT4475 ■DEPTT CODEBPS

07 Active Temporary 
PAYS AND ALLOWANCES 
OOOl-Basic Pay 
1000- House Rent Allowance 
1210- Convey Allovynce 2005 
1300-Medical Allowance . 
1538-lnattractive Area Allowance 
1547- Ration Allowance 
1567-Casting Allowance 
1666-
1901- Risk Allowance (Police) 
Gross Pay.Allowances 
Deductions

14650
1589
1932
1500
1000
681
150

Allowance 200
3530

34451

- -Subtract ,GPF Balance ' - 
3530-Police Wei: Fund BS-1 to 18 
4004-R Benefits & Death Comp:

-5,050.00 -1010
293
690

1393'■TotalDeduction
NetAm ount 32458

D.O.B
01.06.1982

LPP Quota
HABIB BANK LIMITED HANGU ROAD, KOHAT 
7901276203

QUALIFYING SERVICE 
MON

19YEARS 03 Months 010 days
YRS
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OF THE commandant, 
; DlVtSlON/

DPO K-OHAT

:no ■ '

OFFICE
. p,/i.pA SUB

; ; ■;»?•'
f

rn5:;(r.TPEINARY ACl'JON 

rsiONX_nSQ_^M^ as compctenL autho.-i^
gadaii.con^-i€_M.a|eed inchf^ItSL—T^A < under Khyber.

/scJr liable to, be proceeded against ^ -Pc committed the
'trinJcJivvo disciplinary & clficiency tulc., c-, .

.''ing acts/omissions.

SUE ,
I- CAPTI. that you i

have rendered.
. >

;
i!

jl.i;
.<;TATF.MEi\rT OF allegations ■■ 
n has been reported by SlIO PS Da,-a ride VS Sated 

03.03.2020, that you briny bad character women untl^
Arshaci Khan'for

the Post Bosti Khel, which was

I ■,1
y

I ! civil person aaniebj\ the help of-a 
' immoral activities to 

'^J^already vacated and the strength was closed by you on
vour own authority, _ ■

i On this information, Muqa.rab Khan Niab ine mrge

present.

■0^

,ntj

this act shows professional gross misconduct on
Hi Your

your part
* I

Foi- Ihc purpo«: '>!' jhe conduct of said accused
r.-rncr In llic nlviv''nilcivilion;-: .J/;., ' "
i,,,,| rn,|Hin. nllir,rr. riic cni'lHlie ,/iTin,er ........... accunlancr

Police Rule-197S. provide reasonable opportunity ac,iin.,; to 

nndings and make, within twenty five days ol 
as to uunisVimcnt, or ot.hov

.1

Vf/ll 11

n of the
ised ofncial, reohrei his 
>.ipt of, this oi'der, recommendations 

]ficffcHion ngriiiisi the accused ofUcici!.
I

olTicial shall ;;J\n the proceed uU tbc *The accuscf-i 
and place fixed by the cnquii^ officer.

I
V,w1

CoBim^ndant
ylf: .nPO Kr)‘ -i-

■ f.‘1

Vn ^
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ORD_iji’ } conclLicted
under t,he

'.f? ,.

. This order will l^il

^trrs"aS^^4tS'and the s.re„,m was oiosed

authority.

V
-f

i
1

DDi
4

't

i

a,'\ -1 verified the facts an 
Khel Peshawar present. .

This act shows professional gross , , „ ,,.p gcrus-i

■ official charge sheet alongwith ' pnpointed as enquiry officer lo
™d offidal. SPofficer vide his report

■ " ■" ,. ; scrutinize fine conduct ef q^^^ defaulter and were found guilty of the
^ ' -estahlVshed. the ■ ■

, ■- diarges and recom ■ available record and finding ot the cnquay
*,. ««».«.

rrrisconduct on his part. of powers conferred upon me
Xheiefore, ni‘^iri-t Poiice 'Oificer, Kohal impose a mapr

rules I, Capt. ® service on accusfj Erstwhile Khasedar
of o^mM immediate effte^t. Kit etc issued he

(
misconduct on his part.

' iii.

I .

under the ibidgross

I

■punishment------
r constable Abdul Majeed No

collected.
Announced
2?,.04.2020

1
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Stib Diwiloiii I OPO Kobal

i ^ I ‘ ^

%

Dara
08No,i5£
Dated

/PAdatedKohatthe
Copy of above is forwarded to the: r
Render /Pay refficer/SRC/OHC for necessary acTTorr.

2'?- .- R.I/L.O for clearance report
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, 
PESITAWAR ■

t

I1

Dated Peshawar the 21 .Q4.2021:No.i2758/21

ORDER
i This order; is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 

of Khyber Palchtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted bjy 

bclul Majeed No. 1544 and petitioner was dismissed from service by Distiict 
pialice Officer, Kohat vide OB No. 254 dated 27.04.2020 on the allegations that he 

was brmging.bac character women/prostitutes to the Police Post 'O^ith the lejp of 

Chief person namely Arshad Klian for immoral activities and granting leav ; to the
official deployed these of his own'............as per report of SFIO Police,Station
Earra vide DD dated 03.03.2020. His appeal was rejected by the Regional Police 

C fficer, Kohat vide order Endst: No. 6877/EC, dated 06.07.2020.
' ' I • ■ ' ' '

Meeting o!f appellate Board was held on 03.06.2021 wherein petitioAer was 
b jald in person. Petitioner denied the allegations leveled against him.

I

1-A
-FCE?

A

Perusal of enquiry papers reveals that the allegations leveled against the 
covered and the Enquiry Officer recommended ira fori petitioner

: nia or punislime^t. During the proceedings he could submit solid evidence o'f his 

j innocence. The Board see no ground and reasons for acceptance of this fetition, 
i therefore, the Board decided that his petition is hereby rejected.

I

-Sd-i

1

Kashi Alam PSP
Additional Inspector G?neal of Police, 
HQrs Khyber Palchtunkhwa, Peshawar 1

I
No'. 2759-66/21.
Copy of the above is forward to the :-

' . i
il. Regional Police Officer, Kohat. One Service Roll and Fauji Missa o^f the 
I shove Leirned Ex-FC receiyed vide your office Memo No. 1244/C', dated 

I 27.01.202;! is returned herewith for your office record.
;2. District PiDlice Office, Kohat.
13. PSO to IGP/Kliyber Palditunkhwa, Peshawar.
4. AIG/Leg£l, Khyber Palchtuiikliwa, Peshawar.

15. PA to Ad 11; IGP/HQrs; Kliyber Palchtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Paklitunlchwa, Peshawar.
7. Office Suiid: E-IV CPO, Peshawar.
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'riir. iionqurabi^e dilihj'I'y inspi~x:'1'Qr gknerai.>
OF POIJCE KOIIAT RrniON KQHAli

i
Subject: \ Departmental Appeal against the order of the Worths

I

District Polcic Officer Kohat Dated 27-4-2020 vide which t
I

the Annellant was Dismissed from service'without any
I

Legal Justification

Rc.spgclcd Sir,

With great respect and veneration the appellant may please, be allowed to sibnit 
the following for your kind and sympathetic consideration. ' !

I

Facts of the case

1. That appellant is the bona fide resident of Dana Adam Khel and belongs
tribe Bosti Khel Nasir Mela. i ’

2. That in the year 2001, the appellant was enrolled in Khasa Dar Force.
0. That due to hand work, efficiency and honesty, the appellant earned confic cr

his seniors and assigned a number of sensitive and risky assignments which 
cas.sfiilly done by the appellant, ' ' !

I""H Ihn nppclliini wiiM perronniug tui iiiclu.ugu Khustuiiu' post 
Khel Uanii Adaiu Khel.

he0
t

ice of 
were

.sue
'I. 'riiiii .‘a'lii'i' BoBti .

During this period the uppellunl did noU proyklc , 
<^PP'’' diniiy to his seniors to make complaint against him. J 
I lull (ho appellant while perfonning his Job satisfactory, unfortunately ch 

shcci and statement of allegations were sciwcd upon the appellant wherein it 
‘illegL-d dial die iippelliiiUs had bruughl bad oluiractcr women with the help 
civil person namely Arshad Khan for immoral activities to the Bosti Kite! pos 
Hint Muqarab Khan Naib Inchargc KJiasadar verified the facts and fovnt 
ladies namely Nusrat Bibi and Salma R/0 Masho Kliel Peshawar. 

t.‘. I hat the appellant submitted reply to the charge sheet wherein he tolalW 
the allegation. (Copy of reply is enclosed).

7. That on 28-4-2020, the appellant came to know that the he was dismisiec 
service, (Copy of Ihc order is enclosed).

S. I'lial dll- iirdcr of |)iiiii:ihiiiciil Ims aggrieved the uppellunl thci'clbrc, fojln 
.'aiiiif Ilf die grniiiid'j orappcal aiuuiiH ndu'is. ! '

arge
was
of a
and
two

1

cniedd

from

wing arc

Crotind.s of Appcnl.

A, 'I'hat the impugned order of punishment is not in accordance with law, 
evidence on reeoril, hence it is liable to be set aside. ■ ^

13. 'I'lial though charge sheet and statement of allegations were served 
appellant bid during enquiry the appellant was not summoned. ;

C. That the entire enquiry was conducted at the hack of ihejappellani.
D. That during enquiry the appellant was deprived of his right of defence.
IT That (luring enquiry no evidence whatsoever was recorded in the pniscncc of the

appellant.
F. Thai the appellant submitted reply to the charge sheet but in the impigned ordei 

nothing has been said regarding reply of the appellant. ' 1

rules and

upon the

Scanned with CamScannetf{
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body could enter the building wltlinut an!^ .^«bre building was open im any
?«t appellant waa havSr<,S Wa'f?ir"a ^
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R. That during 20 years ofhissmice the ‘ke immoral activities,immoral aolivitik * heen indnlic,, I suol
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It is therefore, humbly prayed that the irnpugned order of dismissal from iervice dated
i i ■'

27-4-2020 being not in accordance with law and facts may kindly be s^t iside.
1

•1

in tlie large interest of law and justice and the appellant niay kindly be re-instated ii 

service from the date of dismissal The appellant will be thankful to yoji for this act c 

kindness.
'i
4

)

!
r'

nnled. 12-05-2020

Youi-s Obediently y

Bx- Khftsndnr Constable Majecd ^
R/0 Bofiti Khcl Nasir Molu Dmw Adam Khel

!

iDistrict Kohat 

Mob.0304-9166411
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Service Appeal No. 7278/2021
Abdul Wlajeed
Ex-Khassadar, Dara Kohat

Appellant

Versus

I

.... Respondents
District Police Officer, Kohat & others
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRmUWAL. PESHAWAR____ f

Service Appeal No. 7278/2021 
Abdul Wlajeed
Ex-Khassadar, Dara Kohat

Appellant

Versus

RespondentsDistrict Police Officer, Kohat & others

PARAWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth:-
Preliminarv Obiections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

The appellant has got no locus standi to file the instant appeal.
iii. That the appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act.
iv. That the appeal is bad in eyes of law and not maintainable in its present forum, 

the appellant has not questioned / challaned the orders passed by

respondents No. 2 & 3 on his applications / petitions against the impugned order 

of respondent No. 1, hence, the appeal is not maintainable.
Vi. That the appellant has not approached the honorable Tribunal with clean hands. 

That the appeal is bad for law and limitation.

I.

ThatV.

vii.

Pertains to record, the appellant was absorped in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police 

district Kohat after merger of FATA in districts, according to after 25^*^ 

Constitutional amendment.
Departmental proceedings were initiated against the appellant and he was not 

placed'under suspension by respondent No. 1.
On 03.03.2020, $HO Police station Darra Adam Khel reported that Abdul 

Majeed while posted Bosti Khel Picket in connivance with one Arshid Khel 

brought two ladies for immoral activities. On the report of SHO the respondent 
No. 1 has initiated departmental proceedings against the appellant under the 

relevant rules of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules 1975 (amended-2014). The 

reply submitted by the appellant to the charge sheet before respondent No. 1 
found unsatisfactory and without any plausible explanation. Copy of SHO 

report is annexure A.

1.

2.

3.

was

1^=
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A regular inquiry was conducted in aid of inquiry officer, wherein the appellant 

held guilty of the charge. Therefore, on completion of all codal formalities, 
reached to the conclusion that the allegations leveled

*
y 4.

was
the respondent No. 1 
against the appellant have been established, hence, the appellant is correctly

dismissed from service by respondent No. 1 vide order dated 27.04.2020.
The appellant had filed departmental appeal against the impugned order before

merit vide order dated 25.06.2020,

f

5,
the respondent No. 2, which was rejected on 

v\/hich is neither questioned by the appellant, nor
appeal. Subsequently, the appellant approached the respondent No. 3 in 

appeal, wherein the appellant was heard in person and he failed to advance 

solid evidence regarding his innocence, the appeal was rejected vide order 

dated 21.04.2021. The appellant was in knowledge of rejection of his appeal 

and he was also informed telephonically by concerned official of respondent No.

On 29.06.2021. Copy of order on departmental appeal passed by respondent 

No. 2 & information conveyed to appellant on rejection of appeal by respondent

challaned in the present I
an

1,

No. 3 are annexure B & C.
Incorrect, the appellant was found ill-reputed. Besides, present misconduct one 

Nazar Din r/o Darra Adam Khel had filed a complaint against the appellant, 

wherein he alleged that the appellant had passed into the house of his nephew 

Attiq ur Rehman Who is deaf & dumb for immoral act with his wife. Copy of 

application is annexure D.
The appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act and 

involvement in immoral activities, which earned a bad name to a disciplined 

department.

6.

7.

OroMstds:-
Incorrect, the impugned order passed by the respondent No. 1 is legal, speaking 

one and based on inquiry conducted against the appellant. Further added that 

the orders passed on departmental appeal by respondents No. 2 & 3 are also 

legal and an accordance with facts / rules.
Incorrect, the appellant has been treated in accordance with the relevant rules.

regular inquiry was conducted against the appellant by respondent

A.

B.
Incorrect, aC.
No. 1 with appointment of inquiry officer (SP Operation Kohat).

codal formalities have been fulfilled during the course ofIncorrect, all 
departmental proceedings.
Incorrect, the appellant was heard in person by respondents, but failed to 

defend himself. The allegations were established against the appellant and the 

respondent No. 1 deems appropriate to dispose of the inquiry on the basis of 

available evidence, hence, there was no need of issuance final show cause 

notice, which is not mandatory under the rules ibid.

D.

E.



/■'“ic"
*4

Incorrect, the appellant was provided ample opportunity of defense, but he failed 

to advance any plausible explanation.
Incorrect, the impugned orders are correct, legal, speaking and passed in

: / F.

G.
accordance with the relevant rules.
Incorrect, the appellant was treated in accordance with the relevant rules.H.
Incorrect, legal and speaking orders are passed by respondents.

also be allowed to advance other grounds during theThe respondents may 

course of argumerits.
J.

In view of the above, it is prayed that the appeal being devoid of merits, badly 

time barred may graciously be dismissed with costs.

Provincial Po|i' 
Inspect^GenWal of Police 

/Khyoer Pakijtunkhwa,
/ (Respondent No. 3)

I of Police 
Kohat Region, Kohat

(Respondent No. 2)

Dy: Inspeq

District F dice ©.fft 
Kohat

(Respo ident Np^ A
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 7278/2021 
Abdul Majeed
Ex-Khassadar, Dara Kohat

Appellant

Versus

.... RespondentsDistrict Police Officer, Kohat & others

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are correct and 

true to the best of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from 

this Hon: Tribunal.

Prov ncial Po \j:M Offish / 
InspectopBenffiralefPolice 

l^ytfer PaAnkhwa,
(Respondwt No. 3)

ieral of Police 
Kohat Region, Kohat 
(Respondent No. 2)

Dy: mspec

t’ >

District Powce

(Respondent N^.ir

b'
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POLICE DEPTT: KOHAT REGION

ORDER.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by 

Ex-Khasadar Constable Abdul Majeed No. 1741 of Sub-Division Dara Adam 

Khel, Kohat against the punishment order, passed by DPO Kohat vide OB 

No. 254, dated 27.04.2020 Avhereby he was awarded major punishment of
I

dismissal from service on the allegations of bringing bad character women / 

prostitutes to the Police Post and granting leave to the officials deployed there at 

his own behest.

■

I

He preferred an appeal to the undersigned upon which 

comments were obtained from DPO Kohat and his seiwice documents were 

perused. He was also heard in person in Orderly Room, held on 25.06.2020. 

During hearing, he did not advance any plausible explanation in his defense to 

prove his innocence.

!
f
I

t

r
% I

I have gone through the available record and came to the

conclusion that the allegations leveled against the appellant are proved beyond any

shadow of doubt and the same has also been established by the E.O in his findings.

Therefore, his appeal being devoid of merits is hereby rejected.

Order Announced 
25.06.2020

/

r

(TAYYAB ) PSP 
ice Officer, 

^hat RBgiod.t : .
^j^egm f

; -r.r';

v'

No.i' ' dated Kohat the ^ / j IlM) '.
Copy to DPO/Kohat for information w/r :tb' liis Office Letter • 

No. 6064/LB,::datedf2^ Book &. Enquiry! File/is teturiidd - t
herewith.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SEMVICE TIillBUNAL. PESISAWAR ..

Service Appeal No. 7278/2021 
Abdul Majeed 
Ex-Khassadar, Dara Kohat

Appellant

RespondentsDistrict Police Officer, Kohat & others

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Arif Saleem steno (Focal Person) of this office is hereby 

authorized to file the parawise comments and any other registered documents in 

the Honorable Tribunal on behalf of respondents / defendant and pursue the 

appeal as well.

olice Officer, ^District

(Resp0nde)ntrNo. 1)
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