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The appeal ol' Mr. Arif rcsubmilled today by Mr. 

Wtijicl Ali Khan Advoeaie. It is fixed for preliminary hearing 

before Single Bench at Peshawar on 

direction to place on Hie the missing documents. Parcha Peshi 

is given lo appcllanl/counsel for the dale Hxed.
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of Pordil Khan r/o Tehkal Payan Tehsil and District Peshawar 
the following score which is returned to the

;■ The appeal of Mr. Arif son 
received today i.e. on 23,12.2022 is incomplete on 
counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

v/(^ Check list is not attached with the appeal.
' Appeal h'as not been flagged/m,arked with annexures marks. ,

3- Annexures of the appeal arc unattested.
Address of respondent . , . .

V COPIC.S of charge-sheet, st(.tement of allegations, show cause notice, enquiry report
and replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

^ Copies of departmental appeal and mcrcjLBgllligri are not attached with the appeal.

2-

3 is incorrect/incomplete.no.

1“A ' \Annexures of the appeal are not in sequence. 
Appeal be paged marked according to the Index. 

' 9-'.Copies of order dated 30/01/2018 & 25/5/2018 

by legible/better one.

/S.T,

8- illegible which may be replacedare

* V

No.

72022Dt
*9^REGISTRAR

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.

Mr. Wajid Ali Adv. Pesh.

\

•

f



I

»

Appeal No. 3(5/ of 20^

Arif S/o Pordil Khan R/o Tehkal Payan Tehsii

. i

and District Peshawar.
..... Appellant

VERSUS

1) Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.

Superintendent of Police Headquarter Peshawar. 

Registrar Inspector Genera] of Police KPK Peshawar.

............. Respondents

2)

3)

INDEX
S.No. Description of documents 

Memo of Appeal 
verification

Annexure Pages1. with 1-4
2. _ Addresses of the parties 

Affidavit
. Condonation of delay 

Copy of revision petition 

Copy of order No. 432 dated 

. 30/01/2018
Copy of Disciplinary action 

Copy of order
25/05/2018

Xopy ofCiiai^Sheet
Copy of Final show 
notice
Copy of Departmental 
Appeal
Copy of Medical Certificate 

WakalatNama

53.
64.

7-85.
A 096. B . 10

7.
C 118 dated D 12

9. E 1310. Fcause 14
11. G 15
12. F 1713

ppehan
Through

!■

%!

Wajifl Ai Khan 
Advocates High Court 

Peshawar

d
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gKFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRTRTTTvat

PESHAWAI^ “

Appeal No. 3^ of 20^

Arif S/o Pordil Kh R/o Tehkal Payan Tehsil and District Peshawar.an

Appellant

VERSUS

1) Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.

Superintendent of Police Headquarter Peshawar. 

3) Registi-ar Inspector General of Police KPK’Pesha

2)

war.

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KW
SERVICE TRIBUN AT, AFT 1974. AGAINST
THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 2Mi yn-yt

ORDER 25.05.2018 CCPO PESHAWAR
WHEREBY RESPONDENT HAS STOP Twn
INCREMENT AND ALSO AWARDED MINOR
PUNISHMENT OF TWO YEARS APPROwn
SERVICE ALONGWITH THE PERTOn OF
ABSENCE IS LEAVE WITH OUT PAY wmrTT
THE APPELLANT IS AGGRIEVED FROM tmf
SAID ORDER. ^ ---------

Prayer:

On acceptance of the instant service appeal the impugned order 

dated 21.11.2022 may kindly be set aside and kindly a more lenient
view of the situation
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of appellant be taken. (Copy of revision Petition is 

attached as Annexure-A).

^ Respectfully Sheweth;

FACTS

The appellant respectfully submits as under:

That the appellant is performing his duty in Police 

Line Peshawar with full devotion and hard work since 

long time in respondent Department and no complaint 

whatsoever has been made against the appellant.

1)

2) That the appellant is appointed in the Quota of 

Sportsman Department of police and has completed all 
his initial training during the games.

3) That the respondent is selected for basic recruit 

training course schedule from 18/11/2017. The 

appellant has joined said course during year 2009 but 

unfortunately only “chalmaly” is left over. (Copy of 

order No. 432 dated 30/01/2018 is attached as 

Annexure-B).

4) That the appellant became serious illness and for this 

reason was absence from the said course. (Copy of 

disciplinary action is annexed as Annexure-C).

5) That appellant has informed his senior about his 

serious illness and get also permission of leave which 

badly ignored.
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6) That appellant is attend his duty during his illness but 

his attendance has not maintain so the respondent has 

not adopt proper procedure and issued ex party and 

partial decision against the law. (Copy of order dated 

25/05/2018 is attached as Annexure-D).

7) That without any show cause notice or any explanation 

or any due procedure the respondent is awarded to 

unfair punishment of forfeiting of two years approved 

service and alongwith increment. (Copy of show cause 

notice/Charge Sheet are attached as Annexure-E/F).

8) That the appellant has submitted the Departmental 
Appeal against the said order which is unfairly 

rejected due to which appellant his suffered irreparable 

loss so this reason was the appellant filed the instant 

Service Appeal before this Hon' able Tribunal inter 

alia on the following grounds. (Copy of 

. Departmental Appeal and Medical certificate is 

attached as Annexure-G&H).

GROUNDS

A). That the impugned order dated 21/11/2022 is come 

under the definition of void order because it has been 

passed without fulfilling the coda! formalities.

B) That no opportunity of personal hearing and defense 

has been provided to the appellant.



cr'

C) That proper Departmental inquiry has been 

conducted against the appellant.

no

D) That there is no illegality on part of the appellant and 

so concerned the charges mention in the charge sheet 
and statement of allegation 

baseless hence denied.
as concocted, false and

E) That any other will be raised at the time of arguments 

with the prior permission of this Hon' able court.

\
It is therefore most humbly prayed that 

acceptance of the instant service appeal the impugned 

order dated 21.11.2022 may kindly be set aside and 

kindly a more lenient view of the situation of appellant 
be taken.

on

Any other remedy which this august tribunal deems fit 

that may also onward granted in favor of appellant.

Dated 10/01/2023

Appellant
Through

Wajid Ali
Advocate, High Court, 

Peshawar.

Verificationi

Verified that the contents of the above appeal are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Deponent
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA SKRVICE TRTBTJNAT,.
PESHAWAR.1 V(

i

?
%<

Appeal No. of 2022T.c'^ /
f

i

■ Arif S/o Pordil Kh^ R/o Tehkal Payan Tehsil and District Peshawar.

Appellant

• VERSUS
f

1) Capital- City Police Officer Peshawar.
■:

1

i

2) Superintendent of Police Headquarter Peshawar. 

Registrar Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

f

3)

i

Respondents)V 1

i'
i i

I

Addresses of the parties
f

Appellant
Arif S/o Pordil Khan R/o Tehkal Payan Tehsil and District 
Peshawar.

Respondents

1) Superintendent of Police Headquarter Peshawar. 

Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.2)

3) Registrar Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

Dated 22/12/2022
rr.Appellant i y

/Through n
W4jid AH

Advocate, High Court, 
Peshawar.

I

' s

i
• i
/
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBtJNAT..
^ PESHAWAR. ^ ^ *
}
•, ■

• Appeal No. of 2022

i Arif S/o Pordil Khan R/o Tehkal Payan Tehsil and District Peshawar.

Appellant

VERSUS

1) Capital City Police-Officer Peshawar.

2) Superintendent of Police Headquarter Peshawar.

3) Registrar Inspector General of Police ICPK Peshawar.
;

Respondents

AF.FIDAVIT

■

I, Arif S/o Pordil Khan R/o Tehkal Payan Tehsil and District Peshawar
I

^ do hereby solemnly and oath that the contents of the instant appeal 

true and correct to the best of my loiowledge and belief and nothing has 

;been concealed from this Hon’ able Court.

are

f-'i- :
Deponent ;

\
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAT..
PESHAWAR.r

i
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> Appeal No. of 2022

; Arif S/o Pordil Khan R/o Tehkal Payan Tehsil and District Peshawar.

Appellant

VERSUS

1) Capital City Police Officer Peshawar.

2) S uperintendent of Police Headquarter Peshawar.

3) Registrar Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.

1

/

Respondents)
t

APPLICATION FOR CONDINATIOM OF DEE AY 

IF ANY
t

}

V

Respectfully Sheweth: s

! Petitioner submits as under:-

i. That the above mentioned appeal is filing before tliis Hon' able Court 

in which no date is fixed for hearing so fai'.

2. That the impugned order is void and illegal and no limitation run 

against the void orders because the impugned order has been passed 

without fulfilling the codal formalities.

>1^

1
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A
That the impugned order is also void because it has been passed with 

retiospective effect. ;
I

^ 4. That and no concerned the absence of the appellant it was not 

. deliberate or intentionally but due to the reason mention in the above 

para.

r 3.i

r /

5. That there is no number of precedents of the Supreme Court of 

Pakistan which-lprovides that the cases shall be decided on merits
I.

rather than technicalities.

: 6. That there ai'e many Judgment of the superior court as well as 

specific provision of service law that limitation has been counted from 

the date of communication/knowledge.

-

? 7. That the appellant filed a Service Appeal within time if any delay d 

the appellant request for condonation of delay.
ue

i

(

It is therefore, requested tliat the limitation period (if any)

kindly be condone in the interest of justice
{

may

f
Dated: 22/12/2022

Appellant

Through
! oI.
I

Wajid AM Advocate 
High Court Peshawar

f

ti

J

i

">
I



/

t
I

I
I]I

h *
r ’« I *

i

j•i \ ■
I

t OFFiCKOii'niii:
;■ ■ ■ INSPECTOR general OF FOLICl-:

‘ KHYBERPAiqrrUNKjnyA :
Central Policcj Office, Fcslmwar.j, i 

/22. dated Peshnwnr tlic /

I :
i

I
i

I .

i 1: t : •
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1The Capital City Po ice Officer, 

Peshawar.'; *•
To
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I;BliiasiO!immQ|i
T.. Competenlithoity ^ mmined and filed ihe .evlsidn>fifion suWjJ

. pr Arif KfnS’ -'0:3580 of CCpipesh^ar.;against the minor pnnisi™?nl of feature ^ 

byFC AnfICfrfi I -I J. aated.dO.O .20i«rbeingbadlv .
years approved-service awarded by Sp/HQm.v, ,, , , \ ,
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Tin-. Off-I.p. r-K,.,-
wOnUtry r ti I .I-.! '

■■■ Pe-;ltownr on i.h!v . 1,lio,,; ,

r,v.-. Recn,.:
(.•Ml ht2 frllil-

■ I l.

Ajjf I.r., , .no 
pi.-.lf'O

rcninino uchodi/'' J 
Tor Ii-runtng iji abscnleo him'

! 7 till dale wiHujii’

')'■)( he v/hil‘~I .!■ - • * ' I
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If ii '.11. '■•igc"".]. ne v/as issued chorgo sh ;
, , Inrprictor PaziiKhan (RJ Police Lin'si -vn

■ippnmu-.i a? 6.0. He rrutiducied the enquiry proceedings 
■>'S leporc Ihat defaulter ufiin.u Oid not’produced any cogent rr’a-.n** 

regarding his absence sUii .’ijsent from 18.11.2017 nil date.

n.ifhng of c.O, he was isoucri fy, ii . 
-■‘■sive ih.-: ;..jid nnlice ■ r iip-p.:. i

• • •'ll !!',• t.ii vil'uyjrioii.-i

( I
1

,u upon IP-
cau.tp notice blit he ic.
this < 'Ifice 3-' Vt-I.. ’

CiQte^ ; On .= ''M)j.7v JO, a fresh DO report or •. 
was obtain.^d. |Me rep’nrtnd tli-’t the sold oiMcial was f'-n’i . c' 
■'•i'. r...,i; iivimnig but he '^id *r' .pin rhr* -sakl ocij,-., 
abser’i itom ig. i i .201 7 ii'ii dm-.

< •
f

I
in flight of rh 

■‘.■ible o.n record.
J

r..«-r.mmcndal:''’ns nf £.0 f- iiM'-y 
'he urdcrsinned '■artu- r<' coii.lu.-, • 

r aileg- i nfficini is guiifv of - hi? m -ronduci He found up’-.ill'r ^ v i j • :. 
.h'l VM.I not; h’rcpnii- a Q’lOi.' P'.-ii.s.' officer in the future. Thnrof.oi-'-.
tltr.....’djscha|-qedf from service und'» Pglice Rules__ j 2^ 2 i v■ i• ‘.

. jnimeUiale effect.,.' Ht?nc5.__the period . he remainGd .~:b3i-:T
18-1 li2017 till date is treated without oav.
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HNT OF POL-ICE
/.

SUPERINTE 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR-

~^0 ■ ^

c?u* 1

‘>->3'I,'-■4-

__ / Doted /201.S

/PA/SP/dr!ted Peshawar thc__2l'/_/ H

OB. NO.

Copy of above Is forwarded for informati'--:' {‘‘i r./a- • •
1

vT'Cfipital City *oMce Otfiror, Peshawar, 
''i D.SP/HQrs, Psshawar.

Budoet Officer 
CAST, CRC a ,

•• • Officials conifer.ned!.

]

FMC along with complote deDa'tnTini-i' 

] If ff1
!r, :\P: . -'!

/
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\OFFICE OF THE
CITY POLICE OFFICER,

l»PSMft«i/Aa
t.-: (loi-O.MQ««y 
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.J'k Ktisin Ni>. 35H»I 
t'F I2".t by Sl’-H'.’lt

1,t ..l 1
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Dll Sl2,JaU.*l ■'‘MH

i'
u ^VfVK'

l|• '•a .
iliiti he while p«Mcd • ui i'uUcc l.lnca 

aehcdiikil From t8.ll.20\7 hu\hc
him werelevelled iinai'*-'

for Kccriii« liuiiiiiii? Coiirsc
•d hmiscirfrom >he said iniininB w.c.f \8.n.20t7

Hie alh-i',minus
'IV Imw.i' wa'' depnlcil hi I'l'S Swm

. rcrorl m die rraininy Cenire mu1 ah.sente
,.it Ills- diM,i.:isal i.o 30.1.2018 fl-nlnl 72

il •*
f/

iniiimed mjainsl him and Mr. Ka/.i Khan. RJ.i'wpcr depnrinicntiil proceedin,-..-
.,.,n;iiied ii ihc cniiuirv t-niccr. Tltc enquiry oITtccr conducicd a dciailcU UitL’'; I’c-tlianur was .ippotnw

• Hid siihmiiicd h-s rnidini'.s- The enmretcnl julhuriiy u: SIM lOrs: issued him Final Show 

rau«:e N-iicc hm I’c i'M PC'''‘’d- As such ihc

.-onipeicni •niidi'^riiy

were

iiv awarded him the mainr puni.shment of di.sclmriic fmn^ service.

He 'va.s heard in persi-n in O.R. liie relevani record perused along with his 

ONpJmuUion. during per.'ional hearing he siaied lhai the absence was nm inicnlional rather il was due 

i,> (yp/K)id. /Ic al.so prodiiced medical ccrtiricmes

•I.

in iiis del'cnsc. *

i
Keepini: in view' the alunv cireuinstances. his OK years and 9-momhs qualifying 

service al his ereilii. il i.s obserwd ihal ihe pi'ni.shniem iiwanled to the appellant is loo harsh and is 

001 coninicnsurak* u'ilh ihc misvonchte’. iiK-icrore. a Icnienl view is taken and he is hcrcby.re- 

in.slated inln .scivicc. He is awarded the minor ptmishnicnl of ri^rcfcitiire of n2*ycars approved 

.service. The period of absence i.s treated as leave without pay. licsitic-s. he will also bt ur^

oh.servauoiis for a period ol one year.
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1. SI'-IIQrs: Peshawar. ,
2. BO/ CRC/KMC- ,, d.e order
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i Official concerned.
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