
■San^eeii Vs. Police Dcpartmenr-

Ncinu rbr appcilanl.07.03.2023

Case was called time and again but none appeared on:.

behalf of appellant till rising of the. IBench. As such the

instant service appeal stands dismissed in default lor non-

prosecution. No order as to costs. Tile be consigned.to the^

rccoixl room.

AjmcHiriced
07.03.2023

(Ro;™a Kehman)
, MembeWj). . 

CefTip Court\wat
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Nemo for appellant.02.01.2023
ArJ

$d. MMS Preceding date was adjourned on Reader note, therefore,

notices be issued to appellant and his counsel for the next date.
/ ^3> Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 06.02.2023

before S.B at camp court Swat.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 

(Camp Court Swat)

e'” Feb, 2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present and seeks time 

to prepare the case. Last chance is given to the appellant to 

advance preliminary arguments on the next date. To come up 

for preliminary hearing on 07.03.2023 before S.B at camp court 

Swat.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman 

Camp Court Swat

7"’ Feb, 2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present.

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment on 

the ground that he has not prepared the case. Last chance is 

given to argue the case on the next date. To come up on 

07.03.2023 before S.B at camp court Swat. /

j..

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman 

Camp Court Swat
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Service Appeal No. 18/2022
-

Nemo for the appellant.

On previous date, notices were ordered to be 

issued to the appellant as well as his counsel , for 

today's date, however on perusal of the case file, it 

transpired that notices have not been issued, 

therefore, explanation in this respect be called from 

the Muharrar. Notice be issued to the appellant as

06.10.2022

well as his counsel through registered post and to
09.11.2022come up for preliminary hearing on 

before the S.B.at Camp Court Swat.

\

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court Swat

Due to public holiday on account of Allama Iqbal Day, the case is 

adjourned to 05.12.2022 for the same as before.

■10‘'^ Nov, 2022

v^^eader
KPST-

Peshi^awar

Tour is hereby cancelled, therefore the case is adjourned to 

2.1.2023 for the same as before.
5.12.2022



I09.06.2022 . Clerk to counsel for the appellant present.v-*'

V
On the call of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council, District 

Bar Association is observing strike today, therefore, learned 

counsel for the appellant did not appear before the court. 

Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing 

before the S.B at camp court Swat. /
fk04.07.2022

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E) 

Camp Court Swat

.04.07.2022^ Nemo for appellant.

Notice be issued to appeliant/counsel for 

02.08:2022 for preliminary hearing before S.B at Camp 

Court, Swat.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, Swat
^

07.09.2022 Nemo for the appellant.

Previous date was changed on the strength of 
Reader Note, therefore, notice for prosecution of the 

appeal be issued to the appellant as well as his 

counsel through registered post and to come up for 

preliminary hearing on 06,10.2022 before the S.B at 
Camp Court Swat.

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court Swat

d- — 5':
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Form- AI
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

18/2022Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

32-1

The appeal of Mr. Sangeen Khan presented today by Mr. Shahid Ali. 

Advocate, may be entered iri the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

06/01/20221

_____ iM/RraSTRAR ’
This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench at Swat for preliminary 

hearing to be out UP there on _̂
2-

\ CHAIRMAN

Due to non-availability of the Bench, the case is 

urned to 10.05.2022 for the same as before.
09.05.2022

adjo

Nemo for the appellant.
Previous date was changed on Reader Note, 

therefore, notice for prosecution of the appeal be issued to 

the appellant as well as his counsel through registered poet 

and to come up for preliminary hearing on 09.06.202 

tiefore the S.B at Camp Court Swat.

1C.05.2022

2 ■

------------^7^'
(Salah-Ud-Din) 

Member (J) 
Camp Court Swat

\ J
■A.1C.
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BEFOl^E KHYBER PKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

CHECK LIST3. PPOKhiHr^Case Title ‘HQ vs

S.U Contents Yes No
1. This appeal has been presented by:______ ^_____ . .

Whether Counsel / Appellant / Respondent / Deponent have signed the 
requisite documents?
Whether Appeal is within time?
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is coixect?
Whether affidavit is appended?_______
Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath commissioner?
Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?
Whether certificate regarding filing any; earlier appeal on the
subject, furnished? .
Whether annexures are legible?_____ _ '
Whether annexures are attested?_______ ^
Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? .
Whether copy of appeal is delivered to A.G/D.A.G?
WhetherPower of Attorney ofthe Counsel engaged is attested and 
signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents?
Whether numbers of referred cases given are coiTect? !
Whether appeal contains cuttings/overwriting?
Whether list of books has been provided at the end ofthe appeal? ^
Whether case relate to this Court?
Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?
Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?
Whether addresses of parties given are cWpIete?
Whether index filedT"
Whether index is correct?______
Whether Security and Process Fee deposited?
Whether in view of Kliyber PalchUmkliwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 
Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent 
to respondents? on______
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted?

Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite 
party? on______________________ ■ ' ■

It is certified that fomialities/documentation as required in the above table have been fulfilled.

2. •

3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

9.

10.
11.
12..
13.

14.

15.
16.
17.
18.
19. 77/
20. t/
21.
22.
23.
24. on

25.

26. on

127.

Y]Name:

Signature:
>•*'

/VfDated:P- i

i
^pi



Before The Service Tribunal Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa At Peshawar
'T

-M of 2022Service Appeal No.

(Appellant)Sangeen Khan

VERSUS

District Police Officer Swat and others (Respondents)

INDEX

Description Annexure Pages #S#

1. Appeal with certificate /-s \
2. Addresses of the parties

3. Affidavit 7
4. Copy of impugned order 07/10/2013 A S

Copies of department appeal ^ - /oD.

6. Copies of relevant record

7.. Wakalatnama

Appellant 

Through Counsel

Advocate, High Court 

Office: Gunbat ^lair^i, Mingora, Swat
Cell No: 03339482465 ' '
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Before The SERyiCE Tribunal Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa At Peshawar
Khyb«>r "PakSiitulchwa 

Sea-’.-ic« 'S'riibunal

18E>iary No.
Service Appeal No. -M of 2022 g^l_oijx^

i>aie4Sa

Sangeen Khan son of Akbar Jan (Ex-Constable No. 2872, 

District Swat), resident of Mohallah Niymat Khel, Hazara, 

Tehsil Kabal, District Swat.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, Swat at Gulkada.

2. Regional Police Officer / Deputy Inspector General 

Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

3. DSP City Circle Swat at P.S Mingora (Inquiry Officer)

4. Inspector General of Police Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at

RespondentsPeshawar

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4, OF

THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974,

AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED

07/10/2013, WHEREBY THE APPELLANT ■ HAD

BEEN DISMISSED FROM SERVICE WHEREBY THE

appellant FILED THE DEPARTMENTAL

M.®gistrar APPEAL BEFORE THE RESPONDENT NO. 2 BUT

THE FATE OF THE SAID DEPARTMENTAL

APPEAL HAS NOT BEEN DECIDED YET.
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PRAYERjyNLAPOAL..^,

On acceptance of this service appeal the order 

passed by Respondent No. 1 be declared as illegal, 

against law, void ab-initio by setting aside the 

same and the appellant may be reinstated on 

service with all back benefits.

Any other relief which is proper in the 

instant circumstances of the case and not

specifically prayed for may also be granted in 

favour of the appellant.

Respectfully Sheweth,

That the appellant is initially recruited as constable in 

police department and from the date of appointment the
A . ^

appellant performed his duties honestly, devotedly upto 

the entire satisfaction of the high ups.

1)

2) That the respondent No. 1 issued charge sheet to the 

appellant and same was marked to respondent No. 3 for 

conducting inquiry but the respondent No. 3 without 

summing the appellant, run one way traffic and 

submitted his finding report to the respondent No. 1. It is 

pertinent to mention here that the charge sheet and other 

documents are in the possession of respondent No .1 for 

which the appellant submitted application for granting 

and for placing / annexing, with instant service appeal but 

the respondent No.1 totally ignored. So, the respondent

)



■.j- .

No. 1 may kindly be directed to.-produce the same before 

this Hon'ble Court at the time of submitting written 

reply, (copies of application is attached)

3) That respondent No.l without giving property 

opportunity of hearing awarded major punishment i.e. 

dismissal from the service, (copy of impugned order

dated 07/10/2013 is annexure ”A”)

That aggrieved from the order of respondent No. 1 the 

appellant filed departmental appeal before the 

respondent No.2 buf it is pertinent to mentioned here that 

the fate of departmental appeal has not been decided yet 

by respondent No.2i (copy of department appeal is 

annexure B)

4)

That aggrieved frorrl the orders of respondents the 

appellant approaching this Honorable Tribunal for the 

redressal of his grievances/ hence the instant service 

appeal on the following ground inter alia.

5)

GROUNDS:-

a. That the impugned order is void ab-initio, 

illegal, against the law, without lawful authority;
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b. That the inquiry^ so_ conducted against the 

appellant is illegal and against the law, and no 

rules have been followed.

;

That the appellant has not been given 

opportunity of hearing as per law and rules.

c.

\

That the appellant has not been afforded 

opportunity to appear inquiry and to cross 

examine the witnesses.

d.

That no shows cause notice and charge sheets 

has been given to the appellant.

e.

That the appellant has not been given 

opportunity personal hearings before passing 

the impugned office order.

f.

That the impugned order is arbitrary, unilateral, 

and whimsical.
g*

h. That some other important grounds may be 

argued at the time of arguments with the prior 

permission of this Honorable Tribunal.

Therefore in view of the above submissions, it 

is most humbly prayed that on acceptance of

this appeal the ordes- passed by Respondent

No.l dated 07/10/2013 be declared as illegal.



V
against law, void ab-initio by setting aside the 

same and the appellant may be reinstated on 

service with all back benefits.. Any other relief 

which is proper in the instant circumstances 

of the case and not specifically prayed for may 

also be granted in favour of the appellant.

Appellant
o

Through Counsel

SHAHIU.A»-===^ 

Advocate, High Court

CERTIFICATE:

(As per directions of my client) No such like Appeal earlier 

has been filed by the appellants on the subject rp^tterNbefore this 

Honorable Court. \ C® A

Advocate, High Court

r.'M-i'

' -k



f'
r-

r

Before The Service Tribunal Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa At Peshawar

-M of 2022Service Appeal No,

(Appellant)Sangeen Khan

VERSUS

District Police Officer Swat and others...; (Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Sangeen Khan son of Akbar Jan (Ex-Constable No. 2872, 

District Swat), resident of Mohallah Niymat Khel, Hazara, 

Tehsil Kabal, District Swat.

Respondents
District Police Officer, Swat at Gulkada.
Regional Police Officer / Deputy Inspector General 

Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif, Swat.
DSP City Circle Swat at P.S Mingora (Inquiry 

Officer)
Inspector General of Police Govt, of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa at Peshawar.

1.
2.

3.

4.

Appellant 

Tnro^h Counsel

ALI
Advocate, High Court

r
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Ca% Before The Service Tribunal Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa At Peshawar

-M of 2022Service Appeal No.

Sangeen Khan (Appellant)

VERSUS

(Respondents)Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others

AFFIDAVIT

\, Sangeen Khan son of Akbar Jan (Ex-Constable No. 2872,

District Swat), resident of Mbhallah Niymat Khel, Hazara, Tehsil

Kabal, District Swat, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on

oath that the contents of the above titled Appeal is true and correct

^ to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT

Sangeen'Khan

/
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