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28.09.2022 Daud Khan, Advocate present on behalf of legal heirs 

and submitted Wakalatnaraa whieh is placed on file.

Naseer Ud Din Shah, learned Assistant Advocate 

Cieneral alongwith Alta Ur Rehman, Inspector for 

respondents present,

former requested for adjournment as he has not 

prepared the brief. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 

on 14.12.2022 before D.IT

I,(!•’areeha Paul) 
Member (!'■')

(Ro/ina Rehman) 
Member (.1) '

11114'" Dec. 2022 Due to strike of the Bar and Mrs. Rozina Rehman,.

learned Member (.1) being on leave, this matter'is adjourned

to 06.03.2023 before the D.B. Office is .directed to notify

the next date on the notice board as well as the website of

the Tribunal.

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member(E)

<■
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03.03.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the 

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, ca.se is adjourned to 

08.06.2022 for the same as before.h

'•f ;•;

Reader.

22.08.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Atta-ur- 

Rehman, Inspector (Legal) alongwlth Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, 

Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant stated at the bar that 

the appellant has died. Learned counsel for the appellant 

submitted list of legal heirs of the appellant with the request that 

they may be impleaded as appellants in the instant appeal. 

Request seems genuine, therefore, LRs of the appellant are 

impleaded as appellants in the instant appeal. Muharrar is 

directed to make necessary entry in this respect in memo of 

appeal and relevant register accordingly.

Rejoinder on behalf of the appellants also submitted; which 

, is placed on file. To come up for arguments on 28.09.2022 

before the D.B.

•.'i'

I
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (Judicial).
(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (Judicial)

.?•

V- >• .

t ,« ;



Learned AddI, A.G be reminded about the omission 

and for submission of reply/comments within extended 

time of 10 days.

29.07.2021
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Learned counsel for^^the appellant. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, AddI: AG Mr. Khayal Roz, Inspector for

T3
O

10711.2021
'i ’

(D'v
Q.
-a
OJ
vs respondents present.

Representative of the respondents submitted written 

reply/comments which is piaced on file. A copy of the 

same is also handed over to the learned counsel for the 

appellant. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment to go through the written reply/comments 

and argue the case on the next date. Adjourned. To 

come up for arguments on 03.03.2022before D.B.

3
CL

'43
W)

*

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member(J)

(Mian Muhamrrod) 
Member(E)
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Counsel for the appellant present, 

arguments heard. . .. -

Preliminary25.06.2021

V .

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is 

admitted to regular hearing. The appellant is directed to 

deposit security and process fee within 10 days. 

Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for 

submission of written reply/comments in office within 10 

days of the receipt of notices, positively. If the written 

reply/comments are not submitted within the stipulated
"^Process Fee •

Sej 'fl

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

compliance. File to come up for arguments on

10.11.2021 before.the^D;'B.
i
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

/
/2021Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Ibrar Ullah presented today by Mr. Muhammad 

Usman Khan Turlandi Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register 

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper ordw please.

06/05/20211-

'r
I

e-W *
REGISTRAR,os iv

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-
up there on

4
■^1

CHTqRMAN

\

/

/i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

on
of2021.In Ref; to S.A No__^

Ibrar Ullah, Ex-Constable No. 1629....VS....PPO & Others.

INDEX

ANNEX PAGE.S.No. DESCRIPTION OF DOCUMENTS

Main Service Appeal.1.

Affidavit.2.

0 9-/0“A”Copy of FIR No. 1494 dated 23-12-2020.3.
//Copy of the Charge-Sheet. “B”4.

/£Copy of the Statement of Allegations. “C”5.

Copy of the written defense reply. “D” /36.

Copy of the original impugned order of 
dismissal from service dated 26-02-2021.

“E”7. 'h
8. Departmental appeal dated 08-03-2021 “P” IS

“G”Final impugned order dated 22-04-2021. fs9.

Power of attorneyokalatnama.10. /7

APPELLANT.
(Ibrar Ullah Ex-Constable No. 1629) ^

Through:

Muhammad Usman 

Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar.Dated: <74/05/2021.

Office; Flat: C-1. Murad Plaza. DalazakRoad Peshawar City.
Contact # 0333-9153699****0300-5895841 .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

In Ref; to S. Appeal No. of 2021.

Ibrar Ullah, Ex-Constable No. 1629, posted at Police Station Takht Bhai,

APPELLANT.Mardan,

VERSUS

1) Inspector General of Police / Provincial Police Officer (PPO) Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Central Police Office (CPO) Peshawar.

2) Regional Police Officer, Mardan Range, Mardan.

3) District Police Officer Mardan RESPONDENTS.

Appeal U/S 4 of the Service Tribunal Act against the final impugned

office order No. 2102/ES dated Mardan the 22-04-2021 passed bv the

respondent No. 2 whereby the departmental appeal of the appellant was

turned down/reiected and filed and whereas the major penalty of

dismissal from service vide OB No. 415 passed bv the respondent No. 3

dated 26-02-2021 was up-held.

PRAYERS IN APPEAL:-

On acceptance of this appeal, the final impugned order passed by the 

respondent No. 2 dated 22-04-2021 whereby the departmental appeal dated 

08-03-2021, submitted by the appellant was rejected/filed and the original 

impugned order of dismissal from service, passed by the respondent No. 3 

dated 26-02-2021 was upheld, may be set-aside and the appellant may be 

reinstated in service with all back benefits and seniority etc. in order to 

secure the ends of justice.
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RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH;-

1) That the appellant being eligible candidate having the requisite qualifications 

was recruited in the esteemed Police force as Constable and has put 

marvelous, fabulous and excellent services for a period more than a decade 

and since his appointment as such, performing his respective duties with 

great zeal, zest and enthusiasm.

2) That no adverse remarks whatsoever has ever been conveyed to the appellant 

from any quarter and similarly no bad entries was ever recorded in his 

service role whereas all his immediate and high officers were extremely 

satisfied of his hard working, efficiency, integrity, discipline and good 

cooperation.

2) That the appellant was surprised to know about his false implication in 

alleged Criminal case, registered U/S 62 of Antiquity Act. 2016/15AA vide 

FIR No. 1494 dated 23-12-2020 of Police Station Kalu Khan (Swabi) and 

resultantly, at the first instance, was suspended vide OB No. 2301 dated 24- 

12-2020 and was proceeded against, on two counts, both departmental and 

Criminal proceedings. (Copy of the FIR No. 1494 dated 23-12-2020 is 

annexure “A”).

3) That the appellant was charge-sheeted and statement of allegation vide 

office order No. 14/PA dated 08-01-2021was served upon whereas the 

appellant was directed to submit his written defense within 07 days. (Copy 

of the Charge-Sheet, Statement of Allegation and written defense reply is 

annexure “B”, “C” & “D” respectively).

4) That admittedly without conducting any regular inquiry into the false cases, 

the appellant, on the strength of the baseless allegation given in the FIR, 

followed by the Charge-Sheet and Statement of Allegation supra, was 

awarded major penalty of dismissal from service vide order passed by the 

respondent No. 3 dated 26-02-2021. (Copy of the original impugned order of 

dismissal from service dated 26-02-2021 is annexure “E”).

5) That the appellant while aggrieved of the original impugned order, at the 

first instance, submitted his departmental appeal seeking exoneration from 

the charged leveled against him and tabled before the respondent No. 2 dated



©
08-03-2021. (Copy of the departmental appeal dated 08-03-2021 is annexure
»P„)-

6) That the respondent No. 2 did not bother to requisite the service record of 

the appellant and to see all the ACRs/ report of the last total period of 

service and astonishingly stepped into hot water and with a single stroke of 

pen reject/filed the departmental appeal vide final impugned order dated 22- 

04-2021. (Copy of the final impugned order passed by the respondent No. 2 

dated 22-04-2021 is annexure as "G").

That the appellant in the given circumstances being a civil servant, having 

no other efficacious remedy, approaches this august Tribunal for setting- 

aside the impugned orders supra and seeking his reinstatement in service 

inter-alia on the following grounds.

6)

GROUNDS.

a) That the impugned order has been passed in the exercise of colorful 

authority which is unlawful, without lawful authority, without jurisdiction, 

un-Islamic, un-constitutional, against the norms of equity and natural justice.

b) That the place of occurrence shown in the FIR No. 1494 dated 23-12-2020 is 

the landed property owned by one Akhtar zaman not determined, as has been 

asserted in written reply of the accused, to be the prohibited property being 

designated as antiquity, which in turn yielding and underlying the 

unbecoming involvement of the accused in the instant case by the hands of 

the law enforcing agency which defying his basic fundamental right of 

freedom is adamantly in want to be adjudged as such by this honorable 

tribunal.

c) That admittedly the appellant has committed no offence whatsoever and the 

whole allegations leveled in the FIR and subsequent statement of allegation 

being baseless and rootless one, hence his written defense reply was not 

considered at all and even then, for the reason best known to the respondent 

No. 3, the appellant was made a scapegoat and his departmental appeal was 

also rejected in stereotype manner.

d) That no proper and regular enquiry has ever been conducted and the 

statements of the concerned PWs have not been recorded in order to unearth



:r
(D

the actual fact just to fulfill the codal formalities and as such the appellant 

has been condemned on his back.

e) That since no statement of PW has been recorded on oath and the appellant 

has never been given a chance of cross examination and thus no credibility 

could be relied upon such like baseless allegations and the impugned orders 

having even no legs to stand upon.

f) That the first/original impugned order of dismissal from service if seen at a 

glance, it transpires that the appellant was dismissed from service on account 

of criminal allegations vide FIRs No. 1494 dated 23-12-2020 of Police 

Station Kalu-khan (Mardan) wherein no trial has yet been commenced and 

the charges leveled in the FIRS supra can only be thrashed out in trial 

proceedings and at this stage the appellant should have been considered 

innocent having committed no offence whatsoever and pre-trial punishment 

would be mockery of law and he should have been reinstated in service. In 

such circumstances, the final impugned order dated 22-04-2021, rejecting 

the departmental appeal is illegal, unlawful, without lawful authority, 

without jurisdiction, un-constitutional, un-Islamic and against the law on the ' 

subject hence not tenable in the eyes of law.

g) That the respondent No. 3 while passing the impugned order has never 

bothered to requisition the service file of the appellant and at least should see 

the length of spot-less service for about more than 12 years, rendered by the 

appellant and in such circumstances, the impugned order having no value in 

the eyes of law, is liable to be set-aside.

h) That no chance of personal hearing has ever been given to the appellant 

either by the respondent No. 3 prior to the dismissal of the appellant from his 

services nor by the respondent No.2 before passing the final impugned order 

which is mandatory one.

i) That valuable right was accrued to the appellant whereas his fundamental 

valuable rights have been encroached by the respondents No. 2 & 3 on their 

personal whims & wishes and such encroachment is hit by the command of 

the constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.
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j) That the original impugned order of dismissal from service passed by the 

respondent No. 3 is based on malafide intention and ulterior motive and use 

of colorful authority, self-innovation and monopoly, which was legally to be 

struck down by the appellate authority/respondent No. 2 and by not doing 

so, requires interference by this august Tribunal.

k) That there is no such evidence ever recorded in the personal file of the 

appellant which could legally be considered sufficient to support the 

impugned orders passed on the back of the appellant.

1) That the respondents for the reason best known to them have ignored totally 

the law on the subject and precious precedents passed by the superior 

judiciary hence the impugned orders having no legal sanctity are liable to be 

declared as such and be set at naught.

m)That the performance of the appellant during his stay/entire service period 

was out-standing and up to all standard, during this period neither the 

appellant was proceeded against, on any disciplinary ground nor he was ever 

served with any charge sheet, show cause notice, explanation or counseling 

etc. whatsoever, whereas the appellant has no immoral or criminal record in 

his past nor has ever been convicted. Hence the impugned orders were 

passed in quite random and having no base and as such are liable to be set- 

aside.

n) That the respondents by neglecting and refusing the legitimate right and 

status of the appellant is also against the Divine Ordain of Allah 

Almighty under the principle of natural justice and fundamental human 

rights and as such the respondents have usurped the right of human 

being and have thus, bypassed the Divine rule to give due right to 

everyone.

o) That the impugned act of the respondents is highly unjust, against the 

principle of natural justice, highly condemnable, highly deplorable and if 

allowed to remain in field, then it would perpetuate more injustice and 

certainly in complete collapse of the Government exchequer and also 

deprivation of the command of the constitution.
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G)
p) That the action and inaction on part of the respondents proclaims its own 

malafide which is contrary to Article 4,25 and 27 of the Constitution.

q) That further submission will be advanced at the time of hearing the appellant 

at the bar.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this appeal 

the final impugned order dated 22-04-2021 rejecting the departmental 

appeal, passed by the respondent No. 2 and the original impugned order of 

dismissal from service, passed by the respondent No. 3 dated 26-02-2021 

may be set-aside and the appellant may be reinstated in service with all back 

benefits and seniority in order to secure the ends of justice.

Note. No such like service appeal has ever been filed before any competent 

forum of law as per instruction of my client.

Appellant
N

(IbrarUlIah Ex-ConstqMeNo. 1629)

IThrough

Muhammad Usnian Kha 
Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar.

-**■

Dated /05-2021.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

of 2021.In Ref; to S.ANo

\

Ex-Constable Ibrar Ullah No. 1629....VS....PPO & others.

AFFIDAVIT.

I, Ibrar Ullah Ex-Constable No. 1629 posted at police Station Takht- 

Bhai (Mardan), the appellant, 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 belie^nd nothing has been kept secret or concealed from this 

august Tribuna'

DEPONENT.

(Ibrar Ullah Ex-Constable No. 1629)
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN
•

. 0937-9230108 % F*X NO. 0937-9230111
Emails cJpomari®9rnBlt.com • ,

• T©1 NO

charge SHEEl. .

1, Br. Znhld
rl^nrce Constable Ibrar Ullnh 

(now under suspension PoUce Lines Mardan), as per attached Statement of Allegations,

a
niinti fPSPL . District Police Officer MaCdaiiv as competent . 

^o.t6M.. while posted at Police Station Takht-Bhai

eppear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules,reasons of above, you
1975 andhaverendered yourself liable to all.er anyof-the penalties speeified in Police Rules, 1975,

.therefore, required to submit youF written defense within flliail of theYou are,,
receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case may be, •
2:

f '

within the-; , • Your written defense, if any. should reach .the Enquiry Officers
specified period.' failing which, it shall be presumed that you haveho defense to put^ln and, in that case,

ex-parte action shall follow against you.

3:

intimate whether you desired t9 h® heard hi picspo.
.. 4. - ■ ■

■ : O' Oj

,y.,Mardan

■ tmM co-nj:, ^
W, ft K

.\\
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OFFICE OF THE
DIStmCT POLICE OFFICER, Mi 

MARDAN
Tfll No. 093?-9230109 b F#x No. 0937-9230111 

. Email: doomdnfiiamBil.com arvi]s.

n Dated l^/nQ2iNo, /PA

disciplinarV action

. .,' I Dr, Zahid UUali (PSP^. District Police OfficerMarda 
am of the opinion that Constable Ibrar Ulloh Noa629, himself liable to yiroceeded.against, as he 

coinmitted the fotlpyving acts/omissions within the meaning of Police RuloSyIS75,.

as competent authority .

STATEMENT OF ALI.EGATIONS

Whereas; Constable Ihrar Ullah N^.lfiM. while posthd atPfiiri. Statinn Tai^hr-
Bhai (.now under suspension Police .tines Mardan), has bee\;^®:d VO. a case vide 4a»4

: . . 3>-I2-2020U/S62AiitiquityAcf201,5/I5AAPSi^tluKJian(Sw8bi),

. . . .Fo''the.purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the'said accused official with.
reference to the above allegations. Mr, RiazKhan SDPO Katlang Is nomlnntcd as Enoulrv Offl

The Enquiry dRlcec shall, in ac.totdatiaew\\,b\'nepioV\s\onci?Pci\\ce'Pji\esWb,
. .provides.reasonaWe opportunity of/ieai'ing to the accused Police Officer, record/submirJiis .findings and 

make vyithin'(30) days of the rcceiptofthis order, recornmendations as .to punishment 
action against tiic accused Official. .

cer.

or other appropriate

Constable Ibrnr Ullah is directed to appear before the Enquiry Officcr^n tlie
■ .■ date + time and place fixed by the Enquiiy Officer. '-"7
\. ■ /I ATTt'STev rO BS 

TMUM con
/

(^rAZahld^ 
^triot

vV'‘.Ji!l»rdan

nah) PSP 
oeOfncer
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(1/ OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT police OFFICER, 
MARDAN

mmuRE- ^*

t
/■

1. •
Ta1 No; 0937-9230109 & Pn No. 0937-9230111

Ematl! dDomdruttQmali.rrun
I.

\n7PA Dated / Z/? /inii 

QRPEROyENQUiRvnPcbNSTAm.FinRAnirrT|^H]M>Mi;->n

, 7. .This order will.dispose-off a Departmental Enquiry under Police Rules
1975. initiated against the subject,official, under the allegations that while 

-- . Station Takht-Bhai (now unde^uspension Police Lines), was placed under suspension and
closed to.Police Lines MardaiC^de this office OB No.2301 dated 24.12-2020, issued vide'

;o^der/endorsement,No.8972-75/OSldated29-12-2020,onaccountofcharginginacasevideFrR • 
Non494 dated 23.12.2020 U/S 62 Antiquity Act 2016/15AA PS Kalu Khan (Swabi) and proceeded ■

• • • dgainsi departmentally Uirough Mr. .Ri« Khan SDPO/Katlang vide this office; Statement of .
, Disciplinary-Actipn/Charge Sheet-No.I4/PA dated'

' *', posted at Police

08-01-2021. who (E.O) after fulfilling 
• r'lTecessary process, submitted hij^Pinding Report to this office vide his office letter No;8S/ST ' • '

,.dated 15.02.2021, holding responsible the alleged official of misconduct &
appropriate punisliment.

recommended for •
: )•

. Final Order
Constable I^r Ullah w^s heard in OR on 24,02,2021. but failed to satisfy ■ '

ihc; undersigned, therefore. ASI^aees Khan. 10 of the case & the alleged official 
heard/thoroughly examined & cross examined on 25.02.2021, The alleged Constable

were also
was given •

^ opportunity to clarify his position, to which, he failed. On perusal of enquiry papers & above'
;discussibn. it came to surface that the alleged Constable is found guilty, therefore..awarded him
major punishment .of. dismissal from' service with immediate effect, in exercise of the power

... vested in me under Police Rules-r97l -

ri ■', ob.'no. 7/./,y . ,
• Dated I ^ /(■}.' -2021,

7‘

---

(i^^awra^ialijpsp
District R«l[ce Officer 

, Mardan

A'

1

'./I. '■

Copy forwarded for information & n/action to;-i

. \\
1) The Regional PoliceOffic ardan, please,

,; ^ 2) The District.Policeb^i^rSwabi, please,
3) The DSP/HQrs Maman.

. . 4)-TheP,02^E:c'CRblice.Office)’Mardan, • '

- 5)^ The .OSr (Police Office) Mardan >vith ( ) Sheets.

t: ■ ■

•1: .•! it

O'-:
:•

-9
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a
j0 fORDER.

This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by 
Constable Ibrar Ullah No. 1629 of Mardan District Police against the order of District 

Police Officer, Mardan. whereby he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from

Ex-

service vide OB: No. 415 dated 26,02.2021.The appellant was proceeded against 
departmentally on the allegations that he while posted at Police Station Takht 
Mardan was found involved in

Bhai,
case vide FIR No,1494 dated23.12.2020 u/s 62 

Antiquity Act 2016/15-AA Police Station Kalu Khan District Swabi,
a

Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him. He 

issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations and Sub Divisional Police 

Officer, Katlang, Mardan was nominated as Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer after 
fulfilling codal formalities submitted his findings, wherein he recommended 

delinquent Officer for appropriate punishment.

He was also provided opportunity of self defense by summoning him in the 
Orderly Room by the District Police Officer, Mardan on 24.02.2021, but he failed to 

advance any cogent reasons in his defense. Hence, he was awarded major punishment 
of dismissal from service vide OB: No. 2323 dated 29.12.2020.

Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer, Mardan, the 

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

Orderly Room held in this office on 15.04.2021.

was

the

From the perusal of the enquiry file and service record of the appellant, it 
been found that allegations of misconduct against the appellant have been proved 

beyond any shadow of doubt. Being a member of disciplined/uniformed force, the 

involvement of the delinquent Officer in such like activities has brought a bad name to 

the entire Police Force in the eyes of the general public. On perusal of previous service 

record of the appellant, it was noticed that he is habitual absentee and prior to this, the 

appellant was also dismissed from service for his disinterest in the official duties. Hence, 
the retention of appellant in Police Department will stigmatize the prestige of entire 

Police Force as instead of fighting crime, he has himself indulged in criminal activities.

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

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

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

has

Regional Police Officer, 
Mardan.

Dated Mardan the 2.2. — 4 ^No.^1^2-____ /ES,

Copy forwarded to District Poiice Officer, Mardan for information and
/2021.

necessary w/r to his office Memo: No. 82/LB dated 22.03.2021. His service record is 

returned herewith.
cori’-

TO BS
^•****^

Aj . /
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^ MjiOR£THE KHYBt-R PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRTRLilMAI- PPfiHflWaR 

Service Appeal No. 4997/2021.

Ibrar Ullah Ex-Constable No.1629 posted at Police Station Takht Bhai 
Mardan Appellant

VERSUS
The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar & others

Respondents

Para-wise comments bv respondent?;:-
Respectfuiiy Sheweth,

PRELIMINARy OBJECTIONS

1. That the appellant has not approached this Hon’ble Tribunal with clean 
hands.

2. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from this Hon'ble Tribunal.
3. That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi to file the • 

instant appeal.
4; That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant Service 

Appeal-
5. That the appeal is' unjustifiable, baseless, false, flawless and vexatious and 

the same is'liabie to be dismissed with special compensatory cost in favour of 
respondents.

6. That the Hon'ble Tribunal has no jurisdiction to adjudicate the matter.

REPLY ON F.ACTS

1. Para to the (txtent of appointment of the appellant as Constable pertains to 

recoi'd, w'hiie rest of the para is not plausible because every Police Orficer is 

tinder obligation to show good performance in official duty. During services, 

app.eilant performance was not upto the mark.

2. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible because every Police 

Officer / Official is under obligation to perform his duty regularly and 

devotion. But appellant performance was not satisfactory, as previously he 

had been av^arded major punishment of dismissal from service vide order 

book No,.. 2S90, dated 20.11.2017, Later on, he wd$ reinstated ■ by. the 

Honorable Service Tribunal vide judgment dated 18.07.2019, Moreover, the 

perusal of service record of the appellant revealed that due to his lethargic 

attitude ills entire service record Is tainted with bad entries (Copy of list of 

bad emeries with dismissal order are attached as Annexure "A & 6"),

3. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is baseless, because he has been 

charged in a case vide FIR No.1494 dated 23.12.2020 u/s 62 Antiquity 

20l6/J3A,A .-'S Kalii Khon District Swabi, due to which he was suspended by 
the competent authority.

with

Act

4. Correct to the extent that the appellant was charge sheeted with statement 

of allegations which was duly serveil upon him and enquiry was entrusted to 
Mr, Riciz Khan the then SDPO Katlang Mardan, During the course of enquiry,

the appellant submitted his reply but found unsatisractory.



' Ik'

5. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant iS'totally! devoid of rneritb becauscj

he has been properly proceeded aga^nst.„^Jepar.mentc-illy by 

Charge Sheet with .Statement of Allegations
issuing liiiii

whJch was served upon iliu 
appellant. The enquiry, officer during the .:Course. of enquiry provided full-

/ .*

fledged opportunity : to the appellant to produce: evidence/grounds 

defense but In fiasco, However, after fulfillmer't of
in fiis 

all legal and oud.-il
formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended the appellant for awarding
appropriate punishment. In the light of above, tt.'e appellant was called m 

orderly room, but he failed to justify his innoc;eni;e, thureiuri-;, tiu 

from service, wtiich dous

VV.i:.

awarded major punishment of dismissal

commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of tfie appellant (Lupie 

charge sheet with statement of allegations .and enquiry 

as annexure "C & D"),

6, Correct to the extent that the appellant preferred departmental appeal wiiicii 

was also decided on . merit because the appellant ...wa.s provided full-fledged 

opportunity of defending himself by the appellate^ authority but he biuerly 

failed to produce any cogent reasons in his defense'. Therefore, the

b ul

pfipers are .'ilUK.'hed
■

same w/is
rejected/filed being devoid of any merit. ■ Moreover, the appellant Ijeiun 

constable has no ACR/PER therefore, there is nothing on record whicti lamld
show the good performance of appellant.

7. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is, not plausible because lie 

provided full-fledged opportunity of defence by the jappellate autluaiiy 

bitterly failed to produce any cogent reasons in his dereusc', 

same was rejected/filed being devoid of any menr,

8. That the appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed 

grounds amongst the others.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

was

I < I (l h I ■

I [ IL-U '( l.<M •

Ul'l [ill.: Iijlluwliuj

•j:

A. Incorrect, Order passed by the competent ..authority is legal, lawful iience, 

liable to be maintained,

8. Incorrect. Stance of the appellant is totally ufevoid of merit.

government of KP has enacted law with the name of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Antiquities Act-2016 and according to section 22, the ownersiiip of antiquities 

shall vest in government.

C, Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is. baseless, becausu he ho-., buuu 

charged in a case vide FIR No,l'^94 dated 23,12.2020 u/s G2 Ariiu.n(iiy 

2016/15AA PS Kalu Klian District Swabi, in. light or said alk.gotion hu i 

been properly proceeded against department,ally' by issuing him diiudj.,- 

Sheet with Statement of Allegations. The eiiquiry cTficer during ila 

enquiry provided full-fledged opportunity- to the appellant to 

evidence/grounds in his defense bufin fiasco. Mowyver, aftei luitillm 

legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended the api)ell.-ii'ii

As liiu

/c

i.r.

■ CUUI Si' ul

P'l; itklCu

ull.‘1 il c



■K.
for awarding appropriate punishment.-, In the iigt c of above, 

was called in orderly. room, but he failed to justify :,is innocence therefore, he 

was awarded major punishment of dismissal t'fom 

commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of the apijellani.
D. Incorrect. Stance taketi by Che appellant is totally Cuvuici ui hkmii h., 

has been properly proceeded against departmenially by issuing him Ciu.igc 

Sheet with Statement of Allegations, which.-was eerved upon the appellant. 

The enquiry officer during the course of enquiry provided fuM-fiuckjnd 

opportunity to the appellant to produce evidence/grounds in his (lefi;iu,c.- imi 

in fiasco. After fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officci' 

recommended the -appellant for awarding;^, appropriate punishment, 

appellant was called,'in orderly room, but he f^aildd to justify his innocc-nc 

therefore, he was awarded major punishment cf dismissal from 

which does commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of the appellant,

E. Incorrect. Para explained earlier needs no cominurifis.

F. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant'is bereft of any sjjfxstance becau: 

criminal and departmental proceedings are'two' different entities wliicfi 

run parallel and Che fate of criminal case will fiave no efiucis on ii 

departmental proceedings. Moreover, release on bdil does not mean aci|uiuai 

from the charges rather the same is a release from tlie tustoLly ^kiu 

case of appellant, he has merely been released or,-bail. Order passud by ihu 

appellate authority isjegal, lawful hence, liable to be n'laintained.

■ G. Incorrect. Order passed by the competent authority is legal, lawful licncu, 

liable to be maintained.

H. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is.-not p-'i.ausible, becaifse hu 

summoned and heard in person in orderly f^oorn un 24.Q2,2ui-'iJ by il 

respondent No. 03 as well as respondent No.',.02 also summocied and liuord ifi 

person in Orderly Room on 15.04.2021.,^'butihe failc'd to justify his innocence,

I. Incorrect. Stance of the appellant is' totdlly ill -based because no basic 

fundamental rights of the appellant have beer, encroached rather he ha.-, 

been treated in accordance with law and'rules.

J. Incorrect. Para already explained needs'no uornments.

K. Incorrect. Explained earlier needs no comments.

L. Incorrect. Order passed by the competent as well as appellate authorities 

in accordance with law, facts and material proof a 'ailable on record. Menc,.-, 

tenable in the eye of law.

M. Incorrect. Plea taken by the apixdlani Vs not plau nble because eveiy I'-'oih.,,- 

Officer / Official is under obligation to'perfoYm hlr. duty regularly and wiih 

devotion because in'this department no room-‘iiei- for lethargy, because; lus 

performance was not satisfactory as previously'he-had been awardeu iriaio-- 

pun'ishment of dismissal from service, vide order book No 2(Vju

the appellani

service, which dues

The

C‘

Cui'i

u;

Ml U K

w u ‘,

It:

UI u

|•■il
ft;
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20.11.2017. Later on, he was reinstated by the Honorable Sei 

vide judgment dated 18.07.2019. Moreover, the perusal of service recurd ui 

the appellant revealed that due to fiis lethargic attiiude Ins entne 

record is tainted with bad entries (Copy of service tribunal jLidgineni 

attached as Annexure "E").

N. Incorrect. Stance of the appellant is not plausible'hecause the appellant iiac

been treated in accordance with law i rule's no deviaiion whatsuevei-, 

been made either from the principle'of natdra.,' justice nor funduinenUi! 

human rights rather the appellant has been provided right of full-fledg 

defense. ' ■; .

O. Incorrect plea taken by the appellant is not plausible because respoudcMiis 

have no grudges against the appellant, hence, stance of the uppell 

totally ill-founded.

P. Para explained earlier needs no cornrne.nts.

Q. The respondents also seek permission of this hoi'orable 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

vice 'friljuiiul

vii. i.:

I-..

f.'i-

CHI

Jill b.

tribunal to uddu; i-
■

PRAYER:-

Keeping in view the above narrated, facts, it is.xnost humbly prayed hi.ii 

the appeal of the appellant being badly barred by l^w and limitanon, iriay kindly bo 

dismissed with-costs please.
.*

(i-6 V'
Inspector General of fJolicc:, 

Khy ber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshtr.tfrai'.

(l\3Spondent No. Ol)

!(• <V

d
Regional Police O ficer, 

Marclan.
(R'bspondunt No. b^)

5

't
•/h

■ / .<■yr;
Officer 

j'/ Martian/
(Rbspondeni No. Oii)

Disdfic
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* BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SFRVfrP TPTRiiMfli ^

Service Appeal No. 4997/2021.»
I '• ■ i

Ibrar Ullah Ex-Constabie No,1629 posted at Police Sta_;ionvTakht Bhai Mardan

PFSHAWAR.

A[)ptj[l:i ni

VERSUS
The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pef'iawar & others

.:3

V ■

Responderits
\

A

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the respondents -do hereby duclcni.- .md
1

solemnly affirm on oath that the contents of tiie Para-wise cornments in the; ^.eivia- 

appeal cited as subject are true and correct to the best of our knowledge udd behei 

and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal,

ft S

.*

i.

'/
ISInspector General ot Police, 

Khvber Pakhtunkhwa, 
PeshavyaV.

(Respondent No. t)L)

:

. i h
Regional Police C^ficer 

Mardan.
(l■.les|'X)l1d(.'nt No. bd)

t

i
ft

\
•'■s

,y-r

Officer, 
/ Mardan. /

(Respondent No. iJ3}
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in/ y" OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

‘ ; MARDAN

.•;;; ;L: . f'-p'j'J I ■

''1 1
i;v:r/-v> 

u'/.i7-v2:)ui 11
i' '•*v T"

luililil. 
i','uc^;lHK)k. OisU'ii-'l l\)iii-cg|9;g-7 7 iR.No
'1 wiUi-'i: ii('d|)i.>iiuu\Liii2 ; -/I /2i)n.)

ORDER
&

'lliis order 'vill dlSj)o^c-ol'l die deparimemal iiiqiii)-). whieli iius l-ceii

Ihc ullcguliuir'-tiiiitMic Vvliilc puiled .U I'ulKe

IJIJ No. 50 doled
coiKtiicled agalnsi Constable Ibnir No. 018, on

station City, Mardan was deliberately absented himseU' lioni lawiul daiy-^vide

(late without any leave / permission of die eompeienl aulhui ily. Moreuver as per iilmm
23.9.2017. to
eopy ofDD Report No. 19 dated 27.(19.21)17, hS Kllarki lie is 
offender and involved in NCh Snuiggling, 't herefore, he is suspended and dosed, to I'oliee lanes, 

Mardan. This. lUtiiude adversely relkcted.-on his perforimmee wliieli is an indiseiplnie net and

known bad'diarticler and lialjiitud

mibconducl on his pan as del'med in rule 2tin! ol I'oliee Kule^ I'dogross
Inlhiseoinieelivm. C>n.stable tbrar Nu. OlH, vsas'diaige ..I.eeieO vkI. iliu, 

l0.2U17s and also proeceded Imu agaiiisi deiiarnueiiially iliiougli Mr.office No. 84/R. dated 18.
Abdiir Rauf lialrai-, Sl'/Operalions/MQrs: Mardan, who al\ei fulfilling neeessary proeess

submitted his findings to the undersigned

l^i
Hvide his ofliee e'laKu'wineni No. 2()-P)/l'A/t)l'S. Oaied

filiilIniii and reeouimended loi iiia|oi
rkii

U3.!l 2017. The allegations have been csiablislied against

punishmei'il. Ill:i|iS
111

'I'he undersigned agreed with the liiidlngsrul the eiKiuny ollieej and al^o

.• ibt-ar Nu. 918, is hereby

jt-Dismissal IVum .Serviee";'willp immedi.ale efieel m e.seiVise ol

under the above quoted rules.

17.11.2017, the tillcged Cuiislablj'heard him in Orderly Room on

awarded rmijur punishment ol 

the power vested .in me ve

Order (iiiiiouiicet^ lia/2:Vn.
L\ued

'N H'i
iS') d-

Dr. Aliiiii Saeed Ahnied 
Disirici Diilict' Offn- cr, 

M II r d u II.
ills‘rlE3M^ dated Mardan the ._C'___!J ,'21117'No. -■v-n:

aeliaii lu ihe:-Copy fur infunmiliuii and iiceessai )

Deputy Inspector General ol Iklice, Mardan Kegioii-1. Mardan

2. S.h Operations, Maidan.
3. DSP/ HQrs, Maidan
4. Pay OlTicer(DPU) Mardan 
5.... [-;.C (DPO) Mardan,

" 0.' .'lOSl (DPO) Mardan
* • i,' .

1

as^11,;mi'ft till)r
It

.i ill!;
\

■f
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OFFICE OF THE 

. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

I IViARDAH

! /
U

-r-'

T«l No. 0937-923010!) S. f^ax Ny. 0937-9230111
Email; c!pomcJn@(j(iiail.coj11

I

/;/ n 0: No, Dalcd (J /^//2U2I/PA 0J {

/
/

DISCIFI.INARY aC'I'ION .i

. / .i
! 1, Dr, Za}iM Uliali (PSP). Disirici Police OlTicci Muiduu, us compciciu uuiliui iiy 

am of the opinion that Constable Ibrar Ullah No.1629, himself liable to be proceeded against, :is he
*.* '..Ij

committed the following acts/omissions wiiliin the ineaniiig of Police Rules 1975.

/

STATEMKN'P OK Al.I.l'X.'ATlON.S

Whereas, Consluble Ibrur Ulliili No;K^29. wliile posted al I'ulice Siaiuin Taklii- 

- ■ IBhai (now under suspension Police 1-incs Murdaii), has'bee/ chaiged in ti ease vide I'lK No.ld9d ilaied 
• 23-12-2020;tJ/S 62 Antiquily“Act 2UI6/T5'AA PS Kaln Kli./i (Swabij,;

Por the imi'pose of serntiiiiziiy'^ tlie eondiiel of the said .leensed ollieial will; 

reference to the above allegations, Mr. Kinz KlmiKSlMX') Kalluiit! is iiojiiiiiaieil as Knnuiry OITh-ci-.
\/ •

\
k

'Die Encpilry Officer shall, in uccordaaceXvith the provision ol Police Rules 1975, 

provides reasonable opportunily of licuring lo tlic accused Police Officer, lecord/submii Ins liiuluigs and 

make within (30) days of the receipt of tliis order, recoirnneudaiioas as to punishineni or other .ipprupiiaie 

action against the accused Official.

Coiislablv ibrar IJlIali is directed to appear before the liiKitnry lJffice;t on ilie 

date + time and-place fixed by llie linquir-y Officer
, tx*.:.

!

(^r'l/i(l.ii)/yfl..li) P.SP 
iel

i\ JN'lai'diiii

• n
icc Olllcci'
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lig OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
HVIARDAH

/
\is. ;

S.J. .; .
1 > mi

lilISIB■^4 T*( No. 0937-9230109 It'Hax No. 0937-923U111 
Cmiill: ilporiidn@grtidil;coiii

n,1 I

lil' ;

lipIf
authority, hereby chargemm

CHARGESHKFT
j

ii I. Dr. ZaMd Ullalt fPSPV d'^trict Police Ol-l]ccV

' CouMatile while po.teil m Puliec Siaii,.„ T;,kl,i-i!l,;u
(now under suspension Police Lines Mardanj, as per attached Staicjncui of Allegatiuns.

(■

Muidaii as cimipcleul

V:' . I, By reasons of above; you appear to be guilty of luisconduci under Police Rules.

in Police Rules, iy75.
1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any .of thc penalties specitied»■

i 2. You are, therefore, required to siibiuit youi wiitien defense 

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Lnquiry Officer, as the case miiy be.
'viilnii t)7 >lav.s uf iliete.

3. Your written defense, if any, should reach the Lnquiry uflicers wnh,,, 
specified period, failing which, it shall be piesuniell that you have

ex-parte,action shall follow against you.

the

deleiise.^lo pul-in ami In ihal case,no

4, Intimate whctiieryou desired to b^ hcai d ill person,

.*

a
■fill) PSP 

'srt-ict Poll-e Olficei' 
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
MAROAN.

<7

• IXJ

O
'l\-l iN... uyj7-'/’.JUIoy \ Nu. irM7 I I 

Kii>;iil ilnii in;n'»l iin»i>iiln...
Di.iiiu* iM.ii .1

I 'HI I t'l ',! |l«i III.* t «l.i *1

■fvj

/ ■ t o
• iO

f ; . i

i
I •J-

OKI) f. U/
/

t

Uciiig cliiii'gcil in ciisc viilc I'lK No. l-lv-l vl-.iu'vl .? > I.'u 'u u •, o ' 

Aiiliquily Aci 2010/1 5 A A PS K:ilo Klnni ! iisifia .SwnOi. i'hhii.iI.Iv- IOi.h Uli.il. N., 

1029 prcsciilly pn.sk-O iil PS 'I nklii. hlmi. is liovliy |)1;k\-i1 i.uOv'i 

cIdsciI Police Lines M:irU;m. wiiti iniiiieJime elVe.i.

Ml%| Ivl I Mill I .V

011 No.

■

•//2u2u.i •

/
./9

tN I .H tl i< u
I k't I

.■

oi'i'iCE or rm-: nismicr roi.u ■/; ori-K /■:/< M.-i/i/my.
iliileil MiiiUiiiiNo,

C.'opy is lorwiikleil i’oi inroi'yi;iii>,ii lo ilie.-

1. l)SP/ll(.)is: Mnrdiin.
2. 1:0.
3. Piiy UlTicer u» Slop l‘:iy,
4. PA lo issue t.'lnu j^e Sheet iV: siiiii'iiiuy h1 .illv'j’,.iii.m ui ih. .1^ i.iuli 

L’oiisiiible.
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, i

>o'

MARDAN <
u)o.C I .\ ONi7-«2}tflU9 B. r-'ax Nu.

Inialli flUCllli3lJl‘i>iijjiflJl.i.yiu
Tel

I

1

/PA

ORDER ON K^^UlKY OF CONS rAHI.K JHKAi; IJl 1 AM INw iLiv
T

• .............. This I'ract^ill disi)OSi:-yl't'u Dcjjai'liiiciiliil T jiv;uiiy uiuk-i l\<liwv l<uki

1975, initiated agait’.-,i the subject .olTiciul, under the ullegutidns ihui vviule pusied .u Ik-liee

Stution Takj’t'ijtiai (now under suspciisiuii Police l-inesj, was iilueed ii'nler sus|jcii.-.Kiu 

closed ;o Police Lines Mardan vide iliis utliee Oil Nu.l'jUl dii'ivd i.isikvI vkI.

order/endurseinenl No.8972-75/0^1 daied 29-12-2020, on ueL-uuni kil eli.uj-'uig m a wJe i iiv 

No.l49<1 dfiled 23-12-2020 U/S 62 Aiiiihuii^ Aei 201(./I5AA I'S Kulu Klu.u aud |JU)e>.c>ua

against depainnentally throughitiuz Khan SUl'O/Kuilaiig vide this uiiue SiiiiviiK-ui ..i 

Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet No.N/l'A dated UH-Ul-2ti21, whu (t'-.O) tdiei inliillini; 

ne|essary process, submitted his P'inding Ke|xni lu this uM'iee 

dated 15-02-2021, holding responsible tlie alleged ollKitil oI iiii_:5ewiidiK)i■'& iceuniuiended un 

appropriate punishment.

Vivlo hi:i Iv'Uct Nu

ft

J,
I

Final Order
Constable Ibrar Uiluli was liciud in UK un , hut lailed in stnisty

the.undersigned, therefore. ASl Kuecs Khan iO nl'the ease & il;-; alleg'. J uiiicud 

heard/thoroughly examined & cross oxuniincd on ?.5.U2,2u2l. I'lic tillj^e ! L'ousi.ible was given 

opportunity to clarify his position, to wliicli, he failed. On peru,sal ul eiui.uii)' ptipeis jt; 

discussion, it came to surface that the alleged Constable is U'nmd guilty, iheieUn'e, ;nvan.led lum 

major punishment of dismissal froin service wiili imuieJiaie elieci, m cActcisc ui the imwvi 

.vested in me under Police Rulcs-1975.

WCIC Itl.'.c)

,1 V w'

• OB No. /S'

. Dated ^ ^ /OJ 2021, /
I (

(jiii.h; p.sf
Uis'irici I'ulicc Uliicci 

rvfiii dun 'ft >1 .
Copy forwarded lor inloiinatiun A n/ticiiun to;-

1) The Regional I'olice Olljeer Miudun, please 

fllccr Swabi, plc.ise.2) The District Poljp

3) The DSP/.

4) Tlie

ft
rs Mardaii.

& E.C (Poin^ OlTice) Mardpnr- 
e'OSl (Police OlTice) Mardan w/li'^ Sheets

1} .i

I

:

!
. l .
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BKFOUl^ TllK KIIYUKK PAKIH UNKII WA SI.KVlt K lUllUJlN( I, i
t

I
. .SI-.KVll'K Al'l'KAl. NO, 2.i.i/2(JlS//

/■■

OoU til III.SlilLlllUll
1 Ailc ul iialf’iiicjil

I u.^ .nj I 6 
I«.u7.iuiv

1

Ibrur Ullali, Ux-Cousuiblc Nn. O I H, Suiiivjii Uiiy
Dislrici I’olicc MarJali. ••

ft

W\l>]
VFKSIJS

1. liispecior Gfniii'al ul' I'olicc (Jl'l'i’cci, KliylK-i I'alJiumkl
Ceiiliiil Police: Ol'tkci'I’esliawiu .

2- Uepuiy Inspector Gciicml ol'l'o!icc/l<ca,iouiil I'olicc Oiikci Manlau Rai 
Mardiiii.

3. Disii'ict'Policc Officer (Dl'O) Martian.
\ ■

APPI-AI. UNDliK SiiGi UjN-:! ol'' 11 li; IslIYjil^t I'aKi I ! ^'h'h! 
SliKVlCH TRIBUNAL .ALT, AGAiN^T i'Mi; !M1'1JGN!.o ''i'l'i 
BI.^aKING no. l)Ali:i) iiLiAT'/iK i'/\.ss!;|j .uy
RBSPONPriNT NO. 2 GuMMUNK'AI'l-'l; It i Tl ll aI'I'I i I ANI >^7 
23.or.2Ui8 wiii-:i<i;itY .'iiir.pTrAKj mtk!aj. ki.i-ktsyn! aj ituN 
OF I'HIZ APFlil.l-AN'f l)A'n-:i) ]4 12 2017 WAS JlUhLTI.'l? ANI 
'ITIl- MAJOR FliNAl.i'V yl: ..lASMlS.SAj 
RHCOROHD VIP1-; oil JSy, 2(W0 l)A li:i) ,iu.ii .AtiV 1'/\.ssi'n u-i 
•nil- RESPONDIi^T Nt> 3\yAS IJl'lil'l i; a. ' ' '

.A

A. J

1 ROM SI-RVIt I

.j1 '

Mr. Muliainniad Usman Klum, Advocaic.
' Mr. Kia/ Ahmad Faiiidakhcil, AssisUiiil Advocate Gcma al

I'MI .l]J|K'll.lMl 
I'ui i'es|uiiuk'ul-.

.*
‘i

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KIlAN KIJNUl 
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH

Ml'MIil'R UOOR'I.Al j 
MI'AIHI'R. [l-.Xi't U 1 I VI I

ATTEsg'ED
JUDGMIiN'l

Ralsi MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNOI. .NUiMlirRKhyl A ] < J JI ). I M I
I I'i'

IRRa..*
'I  ̂ ' I

‘'filongwith Ids couii.-.cl. inc^cm Mr. Riav AIuh.kI \ , 1.11111

Advocate .General alonj-wiili Mi. 7\iia-m-Kvlimau, Sub lii-)|j.\ u-i [K

the respondents present. Ai^umenis heard and i;eewi_d |ki'
» ■ A ; ■

t H

llAGk

}
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J
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Brid-tos or.1. i1.i
I i|>,i |j>.'ii;ilivin;as ;.'0ii;iUiblc. M^- vvo in'p.-SCo

ditlcJ 21 1 1.21)17 '.-II llK' alk't,:;.lK-n

■ was serving in Police Dcpuiimcni

viilc uiilci
» V)1

I

of dismissal Irom service 

absence from dmy as well as 

ill NCP Smuggling. 'I'he ai)|ieilam 

which was Tejecicd

1,1 V -■ I 11 ~ i 11lailmu.il ulkiiUc- ai.ol mvIkkI cluuaclef.

I’lled dcp-ai-mieiilal iippc 

lyAll.'iOlS lieiice, llie presenl .;uI. a
Oil »

19,02.2018. .»
.viinfnuned who coiilesied ilr- appe.U l-y.ihoiii

Respondenls were sui3,
/wviuen reply/commeius,

Bkrnccl coo,.sol Ibr ihc oppcHoo. conicodcJ ibo,

Coiisuiblc. U was

r

ihe appell;uii sY as
;; 1

4.
.■r.I'uillic;; euiiveiided ih.ii Ik' • IS

serving in Police Deparuncni us

issued charge shea and sialcineni ol' allcgaiiuu u. .

liuui lawUil hilly

ill.'ilakil l.K 10 .b'l'/.a a
i.Hh I -nil a IK -1*

lluil lie leuiuinevl abseiil, 1
allegaliun

23.09.2017.' h was t'uiibei eo

whercio l,c cxplaiucJ iluo lie ivi- oopbcncl lu.o. I'.-b-

I C p 1 K' h u' 1 h ' • Iai r •
iileiided Hull the .ip|K'll aiii

1:I •. iflI IIK' U' I'-'l I c Isliecl
,11 j r.-iK M.ni.'iwas Ki aneiid/iepuii •III .*>. • Sialion Cuyon 22.09.2ul?andlieI

1 •*. ■- s u9 .'0 l / .uulV ■

did nul aUeiul Uic said pobco- m iilunl I'll -
23.09.2017 however, he

•■S' i^-il ai’O sus|jwuk'vl hii.i.mend ihc doly oft -7,0P.2O13, .be S.'oeeii
when he

^ rrom service and was ab-m deiaincd/kepi in

^ 10.10.2017. U was

\ >~
: fl, guard being

conieiuled ihal ihe appellani

> 27 uv.2u I / iiU1/0.“ iiuaii4*i ip-i.iid since<•/
r?: 'i .

.M U*llurlher allegeJ-Tn ll.e leply Hmi -icr idcascd hum'1?f

r"”'-
jf. . 
' Si , :

I

UU ll K'lll IV.l'.pullcc line.pended he iviiuiined picscui

also subiuiucd apiilic.ih

sus

a lu UIK ^run

I Is .11 ll*,ci Kjml > iH .)' a aao Ills In villici " as0

22.09.2017 lor dnee days leave i 

remain wiih his ill bruiher idler bis iransler un

daled 22.1)9.2017 lur dll-e.c days le

on
U'l'daied ov 'u! / -..|M ..

1 \ \'IVC 1‘. <il Y lUl.li'l'*' vai Is.*
appliculiun 

I'uriher conieiuled ilnu copy ol b
u 1 /'N'aH.d.MaO Nu.'M d.ned H o'/ .' . l ^

b'-•g<• t\\\ ll. 1 ^ j )■

kcpl/del.niied m -i'appc'lliuiiI'ecord also sliosss dial ibe

..I ..1. ftI :
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I .
ul NiK[.i1..•OllK-U.U'a ll'U'. iIk-OS 6n'27A)9.2l»n li lurilK-i_^''

die Idgl' - 

Mad Nu: 4daud 10.1U,2U17 availabk:
iliiii iIk- .i|-])vdl,uiiI'vji.'ord uIm)oil

I'urilK'r lImiIU.1U.2U17. li 'va''
released I'roiu iiuariei- 

from die albresaid Natiul Mad

oil
was

U is i.i-oved dial die .mi-edaia sv.r,

■i7,uU.-''U! I nil lu H) .'Ul /
llic eoneenied tntli iqjs smee■'in quaner ijuard by

,ta r™ be.f known u, .l,c ,c.„u,K,c,n-do,nnunwn. u w,o
lui V ^>liUu.K'sl

%
iillowed Vo itei'luuu III'. Ul.V)' i I (

lll„„h.'ip,xUa,«w„S M,s,Kndcdninlho w,ns no, ,,n

... uuhee hue
■ tenoncefe.d polled snn.on ;hc.c,oK. he w.o, |;.e.o,n,ov.

^.iiard lill die iLnpvi^iied o
luiVhei'I'dei. Iv 'v.is

■ifier released Iroin quiuicr;

issued eli'.ii-te ^lleel/.-.u.ve.^o■Ml

u s VIU .’U 1 !

iioineiided dial'die respumlem-depi-nmeuv

IS.IU.2U17 Ml llie

1 :1 .

alleiied iibseiil^villi, ellcei li.ni,
aliegauon on

• incluJi,iglho‘penoclor.k.a...ou;nM..inW, sun.p I. w I'uilliei V ..IlK'lldo'.l ill..I
>o

;e I I,1 dcleiU.uiikirqua.vei- imi.iM anU Mn|-..i'.u.iM
Vifler'excluding die peimd

'ranainoJ'll, ll.o pol..o h,w. i.io ..ppoHooi wo? I---.

■2().UU.7U l'7 den|-ne i.Ik' laei

Imui..■adekl Old)' h'l

■II .Hilli.il ilu .il-l-o
I ■23.uy.2ul7 U)absence i.e w.e.

1111ilh allevllor' leave Mi' die line.; du)-:.

lui-Uiei eknileiided'di.ii ihoufl. d.e

' had submiued applivauun

■23.Uy.20l7 M25.uy 2Ul?. 11 was

has also meiiuoned ni die impuipied ivnioval oi

C eH

Mlvk'i, ih^ .ille|.,iii'ni

audiuriiy
C^- -f) i'of die aiipelh.un hi

chai-noKn holn'....' eiouJor oiiJ .nvolvoioo.?
T .'.. .(

li.iUI alk'f.ao'’" '.-/7 i'fj li'oui duly bill d IC i.uk
beside bis absence

,habiund ollendei aiid Ins mvolveniei.i m

rof'Vhe'reason dun die said anee,alioiv:;

^.ishnemenMirallegaVioiidaved lS,.lU.2di71iin-hiier

r/lSmugglmg
3.

J1 } e* k' ^in I'll 'I' sniukf-diuk
1

charaeier
.e U i1k' k'hai i.'e '.heev.o>*

are inil meniionei.

)ihe .T.ime I) 1..O .1..Ml I

l./l I .111'aiidn I'lly 111 die iinpiiiy I'loUieei and eoi|ipeleiiiineluded by die mquny

gned removal older tes[ieeiive!y 

'•fefcgul'ar inquiry was eoiidueied la.i' any 

appellam ihereloie, d.e niipuiia.e

V 111 K Ik'O vh.il k I.-U was I'vudiei kunien.
... impu

r, AK^3 A'.

I \\\<•VK'C' \‘u\)il disninssal older Iruin C J 1A'l

.i

v»
8
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! allegation of absence Iroin duly l\a- a less ilian i.ue luui ih in^niiuiK dI III iliu
I

charge sheet is illegal uiu! lialjle lu l)e sel aside.

5. • On the- Ollier luuul, leauied Assisiaiil /\dv%)ei; e (.ivneial lui itj.'

respoiuicms opposed l.he Maileiitiuu of learned eMuiiiel idi ihe apjiellaiu 

coniended ihai.llie iippe limt leiiiaiiied abscni iVom Iluiy '' diuui ilie |k 

ol lawful aiilhoriiy. It was also eonleiKlLal llial die iipflelli 'ii was alsu iiU] 

major penalty of dismissal liOm on ihe alle^aili.ii ol'liabimal a

and invulvemeiil in NCI' Smuggling, li svas luahei .k.-i lUended iti.n

'I'llIJ *, Min I

1 IvJulci

|J1

^ C i.

inqinry regular inquiry was eoiiducied and die appellant ivas ngliily miiju.sed
t

major penally of dismissal from service after llilfilling all ihe eudal l.-unalaie-,

and prayed for dismissal of ii|)|)eal.

I\TUSal of die leeoid reveals dial die ,i|)|)ell<iiii6. '.heeteJel i.ii ae
{;

IS.id.2017 on die allegalinii dial lie lemanied aleseni fuan Imy \viili eiie^
■

* \
’ •23.09.20l7’,i’nie recordd'uidicr reveals dun die apiilieaiiun daied d'.uu .'Ul / uu

4

t

lliree daysdcav.e subniilled li'y dig appellaiii id eoiK.;v;nied Si lu i-, al-,,. ,l.\ .uI.iOI.

on the record, Moreovei, u.s per Nat|al Mad Nu. -M d.ned d7.U'v.'ui7 il

‘ >, appellam .was kepl/dciained in quarler guard and as ^k.-! N-njal Mad Me • 
s ■•;>

>-,^10.10.2017, he. was relea.sed from quarter guard. 'l'iie»ies|H)iideiii-dej),u-iiiieni 
i"-| ,

^i'lihiive also admitted in reply dial die aiipellaiii'wa.s in.quaiiei gu.nd Iilhh

^ if die ai)|)liealiuii lui le

^ subniilled by the appellam on 22.00,2017 is not lakeii liiui eunsldeiaiiun Un ii

sake of.argumcnis even llian die apiiellanl. reinanieJ al-.seai uidy k,j i/i .1

. before his delenlion in.die k|uailei guard liy die Ingh vip;; .uul iheie.iiiei, I

■v

f

u*

I kl.iU'U

.
' if

y

✓ '>
U\ eI«

■ t
li.*

«n *<

Ik' IN:.'I W. i

■ suspended renuiined in puiiee line, Meaiimg dieieliy, dial Iw was iiii]uokd 

•; ' penally of, dismissal • from 'sei^lee fur, mdy, .i/d'-Vlays l"e

, 23.09.2017 to 26.09.2017 dierelorc, die majui [lenaliy.til d -amssal liuju 

appetfr-^d be harsh, I hough,die eDinpelenl andunny li.w al

M 1.1|.>I

ividi elle..i II.> n 11

SCI S' M s'!
t

i Sk) I ueiii lui Ik. kl Ur k w

ft
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luibiUml oliciK-lci m N'- Iallegation of bad churaciei 

Smuggling in the iinjingiK'd ^ndci un ilic basi,-; ul d.nly d!,iiy N

t

IV J.iU-dKl.

27.oy.2017 0'^ u-vc.ib I'-uiii ^-uio

ci.:oi'd and i^'ldy '*l i'v.--.|Aaidv-jii--)

29-09.2017 wrongly mcniioncd as 

diary No. 19 dated 29.09.2017 available on i 

beside.the absence,period vil the ii|)l)ellaiii Inii ilie Sume i: iiivlevaiii l^ti i1j.
. ,!

that the allegations urimd character, habitual ollend.-r and uiv.KcnK-m
reason < .

■■

not nK-nlioned by the conipcu-ni aubu-niy m the .haiiiej ill NCP smuggling was■1 • • r ..'ll 6
daicOsheet,. Statement of allegation. Mureover, as ,|.e, daily oiary N 

27 09.2017 he was conl'incd in i|uarier goaid and 

10,10.2017 vide daily diary No,

d'l
t!:

re-'-eased liuni l.^l.l.alel\vas
11 '.'i

I'dated U),10.2tir/, the lespuudenit
guard on

department have also adinined 

guard iVom 27.09.2017 to

quarter guard ill 29.09.2017 As sucl, the daily diary N... -I-I dateO ' / tr; 

anddaily diary No, d dated lO. 10.2017 negate the involvement ol d,e opp

die basi.s ol' daily diary No

in the reply that the, appe]hiiii 

' 10.1 0.2U. I7, llieicl'oie, the a[)peli.iin

\va^ in qMniUn

vH) 1 II K'c! I MVV.IN

u I /j

s i I .U ll

19 dated J‘J OV .nJl
in NCI' smuggling eie 

iheretbre. the allegation ol bad eharaeier,
t

in NCP smuggling is.n'ol pioved. As sueli, we paiutihy av.vin ihv api--il

ft

aside tlic impugned Oidei, reinstate llie appellant

on
■ f

,d Vi'i ov IIIluitnlual ol'lemle^ and hr, no

%v I

inU) sc vice :iikI cunVcii ihc

i

major penaity! oh dismissal iVom service into minor puiusmnem ol widiholdmg 

increment Iqr a period ol
I

iritervening period tvill be treated as 

bear'llteir own costs. Inlc be eonsigiied to the reeoi

\
year Ivir his .absence ])eiiud leoneof onejr

‘.|

leave 01':lhe hind d.ue. I'aioe.r. ; Icll luill c
i'

J rouin

,'27 -■^NNOUNCl'l)
•i’'5.e7,2oiy

l,Ml.)l I AMlVl/M.' AMIN K1 LAN 1-. I d'dA; 
■ • '■■■ ' MliMhbK

I

i , r

! '
I

f )
</

j.
(llUSSAlNSllAlij , 

MliMIU-.lt',■ 'A;'V'h-:Ari
■o,

I

t .
f
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE T RIBUNAL. PESHAWAR 

Service Appeal No. 4997/2021.

Ibrar Ullah Ex-Constable No.1629 posted at Police Statior Takhi Bhai Mai tlari
Appirllai il

VERSUS
The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhw.a, Peshawar & others

<
Respondenfc

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. 'Khyal*Roz Inspector Cegal Branch, (Police) Mardan 

hereby authorized to appear before the Honouratfle Service Tribunal, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar in the above cEjptioned service appeal .c-n behalf of tiic 

respondents. He is also authorized to submit all required hocurnencs and rupiics 

as representative of the respondents through the Add‘‘: Advocate Getieral/Guvi. 

Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshavvar-!,

IS

sInspe/ptor General of Police, 
Khpber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(.Respondent No. 01)

ft
•'j

✓

Retuonal Police Omcer, 
Mardan. '

(Respondent No. 02)
i

I'T /

./ /Mardan.
(Respondent No. u.B)

. ./
icer,

W

ft

!
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Before The Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar.

In Ref: to Service Appeal No. 4997/2021.

Ibrar Ullah, Ex-Constable No. 618 

others.
VS PPO&

Rejoinder on behalf of the appellant to the
Comments submitted by the Respondents.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Reply to the preliminary Objections.

1) Incorrect. The appellant while seeking redressal of his ,
grievances in quite legal phenomena, having unsoiled and 

quite clean hands.
2) Incorrect. The entire observable and undeniable material facts

. V

have been brought and the question of concealment of fact 
(s) does not arises.

3) Incorrect The appellant after exhausting the departmental •. 
remedy has ultimately approached this august Tribunal having . 
good cause of action and locus-standi.

4) Incorrect Rule of estopple is not attracted in the instant case.
5) Incorrect The instant appeal in the instant form fully 

maintainable in its all respect and aspect
6) Incorrect The appellant being a civil Servant and his 

grievances pertain to the terms and conditions of civil Servant ' 
Act. Hence, this august Tribunal has the only competent 
Jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the matter.
Reply on facts:

1. Incorrect The appellant was devoted, dedicated and very 

honest Police Constable had also passed his A-l Examination

■



on 07-02-2013 and being hard-worker was also awarded vyith ' 
cash prizes and commendations. ,' ’ '

2. Incorrect. The appellant was a loyal official having the only 

concept of loyalty, integrity, reliability, honesty, devotion and 

dedication. Admittedly, he was penalized with major penalty
of dismissal from service for no fault whatsoever on his part, ! . • 
hence, while scrutinizing the entire service record, the 

movement when the appellant stood exonerated from the 

charges leveled against him, was reinstated in service vide 

order dated 18-07-2019 passed by this august Tribunal.
3. Incorrect. The whole story is baseless, concocted and 

unfounded. The respondents could not bring on file single 

evidence in support of their allegations. The FIR No. 1494 

dated 23-12-2020 registered U/S 62 of the Antiquity Act. 2016
of Police Station Kalu Khan (Swabi) if seen at a glance, the . '
offence with which the appellant was charged was not 
cognizable and the FIR could never have been registered 

whereas only complaint could be drafted, Hence the criminal 
case having no legal sanctity.

4. Incorrect. No regular enquiry was conducted to record any ' '
such evidence if any and to examine any PW and thus the 

respondents have very bravely violated the law of the land
and the law of the universe.

5. Incorrect. No regular enquiry was conducted to record any . ' . 
such evidence if any and to examine any PW. Admittedly 

without conducting any regular inquiry into the false cases,
the appellant, on the strength of the baseless allegation given 

in the FIR, followed by the Charge-Sheet and Statement of ,• • ' 
Allegation supra, was awarded major penalty of dismissal 
from service vide order passed by the respondent No. 3 dated 

26-02-2021and his reply to the Show-Cause Notice and 

Statement of allegations has never been considered at all.
Had any regular inquiry ever been conducted, the statement 
of land-owner namely Akhtar Zaman and the statement of the 

officers/officials of Archeological Department would have 

been recorded and the ground reality, actual and factual 
position would certainly have been determined.



•t:

6. Incorrect The reply to the Para-6 is based on biased, 
prejudiced, whimsical, imaginative malice and capricious 

grounds having no legal sanctity. The departmental appellate: 
authority has never acted in accordance with law and has 

bulldozed very bravely the fundamental right pertaining to 

the fair trial of the appellant under their heavy boots. When 

regular inquiry has not yet been conducted as evident from. 
the record, then how one could say that the departmental 
appeal was rejected on valid reason.

7. Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-5 & 6 above.
8. Incorrect. The appellant has vested rights to raise and agitate 

any ground by referring the case law on the point which is 

legally related to his case.

GROUNDS:

a) Incorrect. The impugned order has been passed in the.-,' 

exercise of colorful authority which is unlawful, without lawful 

authority, without jurisdiction, un-lslamic, un-constitutional, 

against the norms of equity and natural justice.

b) Incorrect. The appellant has been penalized for no fault

whatsoever, on his part. The appellant has committed no 

irregularity or any illegality whatsoever within the ambit of 

professional misconduct. The statement of land-owner namely - -

Akhtar Zaman and the statement of the officers/ officials of 

Archeological Department should have been recorded just to 

unearth the fact that whether the alleged place of occurrence

has ever been determined and notified by the Archeological ’ 

Department or otherwise for the purpose of production of 

any antiquity. Hence, Section 22 of the Antiquity Act 2016 

would not be attracted. Furthermore, no any antique evidently , • 

has ever been recovered from the appellant. More so, the 

appellant has been condemned unheard by not doing fair

r
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play and none conducting of regular inquiry in matter of the ' 

alleged black stigma.

c) Incorrect. No regular enquiry was conducted to record any 

such evidence if any and to examine any PW. Admittedly -■ 

without conducting any regular inquiry into the false cases, 

the appellant, on the strength of the baseless allegation given

in the FIR, followed by the Charge-Sheet and Statement of ;'; 

Allegation supra, was awarded major penalty of dismissals 

from service vide order passed by the respondent No. 3 dated 

26-02-2021 and his reply to the Show-Cause Notice and 

Statement of allegations has never been considered at all. ■ 

Had any regular inquiry ever been conducted, the statement 

of land-owner namely Akhtar Zaman and the statement of the 

officers/officials of Archeological Department would have 

been recorded and the ground reality, actual and factual 

position would certainly have been determined. The FIR No.'

1494 dated 23-12-2020 registered U/S 62 of the Antiquity Act.

2016 of Police Station Kalu Khan (Swabi) if seen at a glance,' 

the offence with which the appellant was charged was not . 

cognizable and the FIR could never have been registered 

whereas only complaint could be drafted, Hence the criminal ■; -

case having no legal sanctity and as such, the out-come of the 

criminal case resulting departmental action is liable to be set- 

aside.

d) Incorrect Detailed reply has been given in Para-''c" above.

e) Incorrect Detailed reply has been given in Para- "C" above.

f) Incorrect Detailed reply has been given in Para- "C" above.

g) Incorrect The impugned order has been passed in the ; 

exercise of colorful authority which is unlawful, without lawful

•



m
authority, without jurisdiction, un-lsiamic, un-constitutional, 

against the norms of equity and natural Justice. '

h) Incorrect. The departmental appellate authority has never . 

acted in accordance with law and has bulldozed very bravely 

the fundamental right pertaining to the fair, trial of the.. • 

appellant under their heavy boots. When regular inquiry has 

not yet been conducted as evident from the record, then how 

one could say that the departmental appeal was rejected on . 

valid reason,

i) Incorrect Detailed reply has been given in Para-"h" above.

J) Incorrect Detailed reply has been given in Para-"h" above.

k) Incorrect Detailed reply has been given in Para-"h" above.

l) Incorrect Detailed reply has been given in Para-"h" above.

m) Incorrect The appellant was a loyal official having the only 

concept of loyalty, integrity, reliability, honesty, devotion and 

dedication. Admittedly, he was penalized with major penalty 

of dismissal from service for no fault whatsoever on his part, 

hence, while scrutinizing 

movement when the appellant stood exonerated from the • 

charges leveled against him, was reinstated in service vide 

order dated 18-07-2019 passed by this august Tribunal.

n) Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-"g" above.

o) Incorrect. Admittedly the appellant has committed no offence 

whatsoever and the whole allegations leveled in the FIR and 

subsequent statement of allegation being baseless and 

rootless one, hence his written defense reply was not
V

considered at all and even then, for the reason best known to 

the respondent No. 3, the appellant was made a scapegoat

the entire service record, the



■if

f'

and his departmental appeal was also rejected in stereotype 

manner.

p) Incorrect. Detailed reply has been given in Para-"o" above.

q) Para-"q" is legal.

PRA YERS.

• ft

r •

On acceptance of this rejoinder, the 

comments of the respondents may please be set at naught 
and the prayers of the appellant may very graciously be 

allowed as prayed for in the appeal, in order to meet the 

ends of justice.

X

APPELLANT.

Through;

MuhammadyUsman Khan 

Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar.

Dated.^^/Q6/2Q22.

AFFIDA VIT
I, Muhammad Usman Khan Turlandi, Advocate 

Supreme Court of Pakistan and council for the appellant namely 

Ibrar-Ullah Ex- Constable No. 618 Mardan Police, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of 
accompanying Rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and that nothing has been kept secret or 

concealed therein from this august Tribunal.

DEPONENT

Muhammad^sman Khan 

Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar.
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c
Before The Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar.

In Ref; to Service Appeal No. 4997/2021.

Ibrar Ullah, Ex-Constable No. 618...... .VS......PRO & others.

LIST OF LEGAL HEIRS OF THE APPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1) That the above titled Service Appeal v^as filed by the appellant 

himself against the impugned order of dismissals from service, passed 

by the respondent No. ;! dated 26-02-2021 and is still pending adjudication 

before this august Tribunal.
2) That the appellant was assassinated and the matter was reported vide FIR 

No. 1408 dated 13-11-2021 U/S 302/324/114/34 PPC of Police Station Garhi- 
Kapura (Mardan) who left behind him the following legal heirs of the 

bereaved family. (Copy of the FIR is annexure "A").
1. Mst: Ruqiyya
2. Mst: Shamim Bibi---- Widow.
3. Iqrar Ullah -
4. Waqar Ullah
5. Izhar Ullah-

(Copy of the death Registration Certificate is annexure "B").

Widow. {Issueless)

•Son
Son
Son

It is, therefore, prayed that the legal heirs of the 

appellant may be brought on file enabling the bereaved family to get 
financial/pensionary benefits o'' the services rendered by the appellant just to

(Council for the Appellantsmeet the ends of justice.

Dated; /06/2022.

Muhammad Usrpt^nVha ^

Turlandi
Advocate Peshawar.

A F FI D A VI T. \, Muhammad Usman Khan Turlandi, Advocate Supreme 
Court of Pakistan and council .br the appellant, do hereby solemnly affirm and 
d^a^e on oath that the contents of accompanying Rejoinder are true and 

^$0 :wt^.‘the best of my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been kept 
r^:<3bc^cealGd therein from this august Tribunal. DEPONENT

I U.y Muhammad Usman Khan 

Turlandi j
Advocate Peshawar. '

• \
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the govt khyber pakhtunkhwa Pakistan 

Death Registration Certificate
mTrac5in|i3«55ft7a81002S592 

CRMS No: OS00748-21-10833 
OLD/M RBGtf:

f

Form No:W12646469

Deceased Person's Details ^r/ L.6r'I Kam«; 
KattsnalllY;

CNiCNe:

reRAttULLAH
JU'

Pakhtanl
■>

16102-eil320S-9
lG102r8U3205-9 i^iAiyb! 

01-Apr»-1990
Oal« ofSIrth: Ol-Aprll.1990

:
07.Novemb«r.2021;.it^^^rtJ^

Gender: 
SlekneH Petted;

Mate J^ellElon: tSLAtd
:

CateofOeaih: 07-Nevcmb<r-2021 
: Date oIBurial/Lasi rile: 07-Wo»ember-2021 07-November-2021

P^aceotoealh: HOME

Peaten of Death: Hatvral Nature of Death: Narni;
: iG,^,OuricdAaslriteat; PERSNOLGRAVYARO

Parental Information f:'r:: fiihersName; GHAFIRUILAHI
jl/'S -.fitJij 

16102-2273784.9 ,

16102-7913004-2

; CHIC No; 16102-2273784-9 
Moin-r'sName: ASSfl'BEGUM

;fer.Jtj16102-791^004-2CNIC No;

Addres;
MoM &antfa »Viltj^c lAK PANI.

^ k)/ Ufjr
■■ >.

TfhUI; KATUNG
^‘1iOitiftti: MAROAN

■.6^
i

ttamc; RUKHSARUIUN

16102-7943382-1
16102-7943382-1 ;

cr.rc No:

! Hc'aiion with Deceased: OROTHER
I -

IntormaUoii of BurliilfLast rllo by j
Na Tie. RUKMSARULUH 

16102-7943382-1 
Ret ilipn with Deceased; BROTHER

^>AJJ

16102-7943382-1 :

: \yjit

-i.i.A'ijui

CN’CNo:

tVfnl-yDate: 07-0ecember-202l
07-Oeccmber-2O21

■'•sue Date: 07-0eceinber-202l I
07.0ecember-202l

Entry Status; Normal
c» *.

Inform atioip

I c-r.IH
D3ATTJ^STED to 

7rve conTin Cenincato can be verifled at https://crm3,nadra.gov.pWvorit>
!

•W1264&469'

soorst^®

https://crm3,nadra.gov.pWvorit
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