
Nov. 2022 Assistant to learned counsel for the appellant present.

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel learned Assistant Advocate

General for respondents present.

Perusal of record reveals that security and process fee have

not been deposited nor written reply/comments submitted by the

respondents but inadvertently on 13.06.2022, the case was^adjournedSCANNiEO
KPST

Peshawa^ 05.09.2022 for arguments. On 05.09.2022. the case was adjourned

through Reader note for today. As comments have not been filed,

therefore, learned AAG is directed to make sure submission of

comments within 10 days positively, failing which their right for

submission of comments would be deemed as struck off To come for

arguments and further proceedings on 28.12.2022 before D.B.

(Fareel&.PaulJ 

Member (E)
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
)

;

28.12.2022 Due to winter vacation, the case is adjourned to 

05.04.2023 for the same as before.

I','
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23.11.2021 Proper D.B is not available, therefore, case is adjourned

/ for the same as before.to

Reader

!.

1;

Clerk of counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Arif Sal'eem, 

Stenographer alongwith Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Shah, Assistant 

Advocate General for the respondents present.

13.06.2022

Clerk of counsel for the appellant stated that learned 

counsel for the appellant is unable to attend the Tribunal today' 

due to strike of Lawyers. Adjourned To come up for arguments 

before the D.B. 05.09.2022.

(SALAH-UD-OrN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

Due to leave of the Worthy Chairman, the Bench is 

incomplete. Case to come up for the same on 15.11.2022 

before the D.B. _

05.09.2022

\ry^^R^ader
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PreliminaryCounsel for the appellant present^02.07.2021

arguments heard.

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 after receipt of notices, positively. If the written
;

reply/comments are not submitted within the stipulated

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

compliance. File to come up for larguments on

23.11.2021 before the D.B.
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Since the Members of the High Court as well as of the 

District Bar Association Peshawar are observing strike today, 

therefore, the case is adjourned to 30.12.2020 on which date
to come up for preliminary hearing before S.B.

___

22.10.2020

r

(Muharfima^jarinal Khan) 
Membe?Xlti^+^ial^__

None for the appellant present.
Adjourned to 29.03.2021 for preliminac/Ti^aring

30.12.2020

before S.B.

(Mian Muham 
Member(E)

Nemo for appellant.

Appellant/courisel ' be ■ put on notice for 

^ / 7 72021 for preliminary hearing, before S.B.

29.03.2021

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

N
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■o Due to public holiday oh account of GOVID-IQ, the casel^;* .01.04.2020 i;

' •‘I
is adjourned to 24.06.2020 for the same. To come up for ' 

the same as before S.B.
■■■.! ■®C ' \.

Reader

>

•24.06.2020 None for the appellant present. On the last date of 

hearing the case was adjourned through Reader note. The 

office, shall, therefore, issue notices to the appellant and his 

counsel. To come up for preliminary hearing on 31.08.2020 

before S.B.

A

\MEMBER

31.08.2020 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present and requested 

for adjournment as counsel for the appellant is not available 

today. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

22.10.2020 before S.B.

Member (E)



iForm- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Case No.- 1716/2019

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

21 3

The appeal of Mr. Atif Bangash presented today by Syed Mudassir 

PIrzada Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order pleaseA

09/12/20191-

REGlSmSS^ \

Th s case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be 

put up There on 1-a
2- fo

A

CHAIRMAN

Nemo for appellant.
Notices be issued to appellant/counsel. To come up 

for preliminary hearing on 18.02.2020 before S.B.

08.01.2020

Chairman'^

8.02.2020 Learned counsel for the appellant present and seeks 

adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary 

hearing on 01.04.2020 before S.B

Member



BEFORE THE KHY3ER PAKHTOQN KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal _ ^ 2019

Atif Bangush S/o Farid Hussain Bangush Ex-SI KDA Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

: 3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. (Respondent)

INDEX

Sr Description of Documents Annexure Page
No
1 Memo of Appeal 1-4
2 Affidavit 5
3 Address of. the Parties 6

Copy of impugned Order along with representation '4 : A •

Copy of Naqal Mad No‘ witU B II-/5
Wakalatnama

App^ant

Through

9 //!-/ 19Date ■ Syed Mudasir Pirz^a 
Advocate HC 
0345-9645854

i



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Atif Bangush S/o Farid Hussain Bangush Ex-SI KDA Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT. (Respondent)

MPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 16-08-2019-
VIDE OB-NO 1019 IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT AfO.-3 WITHOUT THE AID
OF ENQUIRY ILLEGALLY AWARD THE PUNISHMENT OF REVERTED FROM
THE RANK OF OFFG :S.I TO SUBSTANTIVE RANK OF ASI
IMMEDIATED EFFECT AND THE APPELLANT FOUND UNFIT FOR ANY
INDEPENDENT TASK THE APPELLANT PREFERRED DEPARTMENTAL
REPRESENTATION DATED ^ c? -2019 BUT THE SAME WAS NOT
ENTERTAIN NOR CONSIDER TILL TO DATE ^

WITH

Respectfully Sheweth
y

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant on the 

following grounds:-

Facts:

Briefly facts of the case are that the appellant while serving as SHO PS KDA Kohat 
and was served with the show cause notice where in the following allegations 

raised against the appellant

i-!n wake of prevailing situation and foolproof security arrangements during the 

event of Eid-UI-Adha all officers/officials were directed to remain on duty and ail 
kind of leaves were banned during the Eid days till further orders 

approved leave plan.
as per

ll-That despite the lawful orders he willfully violated the lawful orders and 

query / information he was not available in his area of responsibility found in his 

house and called for duty.

on

iii-That his area of responsibility is most sensitive in view of location of vital 
installations/offices, posh residential area and residence of high dignitaries and 

there was apprehension of any untoward incident. Thus he has violated the 

lawful orders,.exhibited disinterested in discharge of duty and seized inefficient.

IThat the appellant submitted to the reply of show cause notice issued on I 3- 

08-2019 and reply was submitted on I 6-08-201 9 which was not considered 

and with remarks that the reply is unsatisfactory. (Copy of impugned order and 

show cause notice along with reply is Annexed as annexure A)

y



2:- That the appellant was never ever remains absent from his lawful duty on the 

event full day as per Naqal mad No: 3], dated: 12-08-2019, (Copy Annexed as 
annexure B).

3-There is nothing on the record which connect the appellant with the allegation 
nor proved because the appellant was on duty and proper security arrangement 
were made by the appellant along with other police officials:

4:-That an unjust has been done ‘ with the appellant by not giving ample 

opportunity of cross examination as well as not heard in person nor properly 

enquired the allegation without following the prescribed rules relating to enquiry 

proceedings as per Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014).

5:~That nothing has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt that the appellant 
has committed any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police department.

6:-That there are numerous good entries in the service record of the appellant 
which could be verified but this fact has not been taken in consideration while 

awarding the major punishment which is against to the canon of justice.

7:-That the appellant was neither provided an opportunity to cross examine the 

witnesses nor to produce defense evidence and the enquiry proceedings 

accordingly defective. Furthermore the requirements of rules regarding enquiry 

have not been observed while awarding the impugned punishment.

8:-That the appellant dragged unnecessarily into litigation which, is clearly 
mentioned in 2008 SCMR 725.

9:-That while awarding the impugned major punishment the enquiry report has 

not been given to the appellant which is very much necessary as per 1991 PLC 

CS 706 & PLC 1991 584.

10:- That the very un just done with the appellant by not entertain the 

departmental representation til! to date.

Grounds:

A-That during service, the appellant has always served the police dept: strictly 

.on merits, the worthy senior police officers always expressed satisfaction on the 

performance of the, appellant and never made any complaint against the 
, appellant.

B-That no enquiry officer was appointed nor any enquiry was conducted against 
the appellant.

C-That the punishment of the reversion from the rank of Sub-Inspector to the 

Rank of ASI Is one sided, unilateral and repugnant to the well established 

principles of law and justice^

D-The punishment awarded without charge sheet, statement of allegation and 

proper enquiry is against law has got no legal effect on the rights of the



■■ ^

appellant.
E-That the competent authority has acted as complainant and judge at the same 

time, thus the impugned order has become illegal and of .no legal effect.

F-That the allegation leveled against the appellant is false, unfounded and 
baseless. .

C-That the appellant was given no right to defend himself even though the 

respondent No 3 was duty bound to collect the CDR data of the appellant if the 

appellant was absent from his lawful duty the location will show the presence of 
the appellant in the PS but this fact was not consider till to date.

H- That under Article 10-A of the 1973 Constitution transparent, just and fair 

enquiry is the fundamental right of the appellant. The impugned order of 
punishment is deviation from the fundamental right of the appellant. Thus, the 

impugned order has become unlawful and ineffective on the right of the 
appellant.

I-That the competent authority has exceeded from his lawful powers on one
hand and by his conduct has manifestly expressed malafide against the appellant 
to punish him at any cost on the other.

j-That such an unfounded and false allegation has tarnished the good image / 
reputation of the appellant in the eyes of . his family members, friends and the 
society at large.

K- That the appellant is,absolutely innocent and he has been punished for 

fault on his part.
j

L- That the punishment being not in accordance with last and the principles of 
justice deserves to be set aside.

no

M- That if deemed proper, the appellant may kindly be heardiin person.
. s •

;>■

Pray:

In the view of above circumstances it is humbly prayed that the 

impugned order of Respondent No-3 date 16-08-2019 may please be set 
aside for the end of justice and the appellant may please be graciously restored 

in rank of Sub Inspector with all back benefits, p .

h •w
Appellant

Through

Syed MudasiKjP[cz^da 
Advocate PHC 
0345-9645854

Date ^ / I U-/ / ^
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Certificate:-

Certified that no such like appeal has earlier been filed in this Hon able Service tribunal as 
per instruction of my client.

List of Books

1Constitution of Pakistan 1973

2;- Police Rules .

3:- Case Law according to need.

!! i!

(

*
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■ Before the khyber pakhtoon khwa service tribunal peshawar.
I •

Service Appeal 2019

AFFIDAVIT

I ,Syed Mudasir Pirzada Advocate .as 

' per instruction of my client do here by 

solemnly affirm and declare that all the'

contents of accompanying service

appeal are true and correct to the best

of my knowledge and belief and

nothing has been concealed from this

Honorable Tribunal.

Advocate

i



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Atif Bangush S/o Farid Hussain Bangush Ex-SI KDA Kohat

' (Appeilant)

VERSUS

1. . INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

■ 2.

3. (Respondent)

ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Atif Bangush S/o Farid Hussain Bangush Ex-SI KDA Kohat

RESPONDENTS

1; INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KPK PESHAWAR.

2, DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT
3. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

!!

Appellant

Through
v*.9 / Syed'lVIudasir^ir^ada 

Advocate pFTCT^ 
0345-9645854

Date



V Oi‘''JF'Ic:22; OX- x'AXjui

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICES 
KOHAT

Tel: 0921:-9260116 Fax 9260125

ORDER
Muhnnv^aJ Afif BanU" h undifr “h e Khyberp^a^hlunkhwf'i'' y^^'T ®'

(jimendment 2014). nyoer Kakhtunkhwa, Police Rula^. 1975

with Show Cause Police u'ndeMheru^s'ibTd official was served

/. Ill woHn rif i^mvuMlnrj nilur^ti . .
during jj, offTcers/orn nocurlly n„„„„n,.,r,n|.:

°f leaves were banned h '" 'o remain on
per approved leave plan. ^ clurrng the Eid days till further orders

orders arid on^* Orders
responsib,.-,v^ rou^od^^r nis‘h?Jre"an3

dignuSn^^L'ndres'^d®'"

sliLTiScient.'^"^"" ®><hfc^ted ^sinteVsT°n"^dischai^of 

official willfully vtoiafed‘'thrial;vfLTordere*and''le‘^^^ accused

special occasion which could cause any untew^rH -P°s«f^9 a
founS"nefficienT.''Thereforf sCb Tnsplctorand

reverted from the 
mediate effect and he \s

//.
he wiljfully violated

r.=?t available
called for duty.

the lawful 
iri bis area of

r

proceedings . 
rank of Offq- 
found unfit for i

Announr.^H
16.08.2niQ

POLICE OFFICER 
KOHATOB No. ^

Date,^ _ /2niQ
No _/PA dated Kohat the_______2019

Copy of above to the Regional Police officer. 
favour of information please 
District Account Officer. Kohat 
Reader/P.O/SRC/OHC for necessary abtion.

KoVnskt f

2.
3.

E OFFIC
KOHAT
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BEFORE THE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KQHAT REGION
0(A<vw-e^J KQHAT.

SUBJECT: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER__ OF
DPO KQHAT VIDE OB NO 1019 DATED 16-08-2019 IN WHICH THE
APPELLANT WAS AWARDED MAIOR PUNISHMENT OF REVERSION FROM THE
RANK OF S.l TO ASI WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT WITH REMARKS THAT THE
APPELLANT IS UNFIT FOR ANY INDEPENDENT TASK WITHOUT FOLLOWING ’
THE PRESCRIBE RULE AS WELL AS WITHOUNT ANY LAW FUL lUSTIFICATION.

Respectfully Sheweth

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred by the appellant on the 

following grounds:-

Facts:

Briefly facts of the case are that the appellant while serving as SHO PS KDA Kohat 
and was served with the show cause notice where in the following allegations 

raised against the appellant

i-ln wake of prevailing situation and foolproof security arrangements during the 

event of Eid-UI-Adha all officers/officials were directed to remain on duty and all 
kind of leaves were banned during the Eid days till further orders as per 
approved leave plan.

I!-That despite the lawful orders he willfully violated the lawful orders and on 

query / information he was not available in his area of responsibility found in his 

house and called for duty.

iii-That his area of responsibility is most sensitive in view of location of vital 
installations/offices, posh residential area and residence of high dignitaries and 

there, was apprehension of any untoward incident. Thus he has violated the 

lawful orders, exhibited disinterested in discharge of duty and seized inefficient.

1That the appellant submitted to the reply of show cause notice which was not 
considered and with remarks that the reply is unsatisfactory. (Copy of impugned 

order and show cause notice along with reply is Annexed)

2:- That the appellant was never ever remains absent from his lawful duty on the 

event full day as per Naqal mad No: 31, dated: 1 2-08-201 9, (Copy Annexed).

3-There is nothing on the record which connect the appellant with the allegation 

nor proved because the appellant was on duty and proper security arrangement 
were made by the appellant along with other police officials.

4:-That an unjust has been done with the appellant by not giving ample 

opportunity of cross examination as well as not heard in person nor properly 

enquired the allegation without following the prescribed rules relating to enquiry 

proceedings as per Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014).



5:-That nothing has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt that the appellant 
has committed any misconduct or tarnished the image of Police department.

6:-That there are numerous good entries in the service record of the appellant 
which could be verified but this fact has not been taken in consideration while 

awarding the major punishment which is against to the canon of Justice.

7;-That the appellant was neither provided an opportunity to cross examine the 

witnesses nor to produce defense evidence and the enquiry proceedings 

accordingly defective. Furthermore the requirements of rules regarding enquiry 

have not been observed while awarding the impugned punishment.

8:-That the appellant dragged unnecessarily into litigation which is clearly 

mentioned in 2008 SCMR 725.

9:-That while awarding the impugned major punishment the enquiry report has 

not been given to the appellant which is very much necessary as per 1991 PLC 

CS 706 & PLC 1991 584.

Grounds: f
/

A-That during service, the appellant has always served the police deptt: strictly 

on merits, the worthy senior police officers always expressed satisfaction on the 

performance of the appellant and never made any complaint against the 

appellant.

B~That no enquiry officer was appointed nor any enquiry was conducted against 
the appellant.

C-That the punishment of the reversion from the rank of Sub-inspector to the 

Rank of ASI is one sided, unilateral and repugnant to the well established 

principles of law and justice.

D-The punishment awarded without charge sheet, statement allegation and 

proper enquiry is against law has got no legal effect on the rights of the 

appellant.
E-That the competent authority has acted as complainant and judge at the same 

time, thus the impugned order has become illegal and of no legal effect.

F-That the allegation leveled against the appellant is false, unfounded and 

baseless.

G-That the appellant was given no right to defend himself.

H- That under Article 10-A of the 1973 Constitution transparent, just and fair 

enquiry is the fundamental right of the appellant. The impugned order of 
punishment is deviation from the fundamental right of the appellant. Thus, the 

impugned order has become unla-wfu! and ineffective on the right of the



I-That the competent authority has exceeded from his lawful powers on one 

hand and by his conduct has manifestly expressed malafide against the appellant 
to punish hirr^ at any cost on the other.

J-That such an unfounded and false allegation has tarnished the good image / 
reputation of the appellant in the eyes of his family members, friends and the 

society at large.

K- That the appellant Is absolutely innocent and he has been punished for no 

fault on his part. '

L- That the punishment being not in accordance with last and the principles of 
justice deserves to be set aside.

M- That If deemed proper, the appellant may kindly be heard in person.

Pray:

In the view of above circumstances it is humbly prayed that the 

impugned order of DPO, Kohat date 16-08-2019 may please be set aside for 

the end of Justice and the appellant may please be graciously restored in rank 

of Sub Inspector with all back benefits.

(Appellant)

Muhammad Atif Bangash
ASI/Ex-Sub Insp: No. 

Kohat.
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(ya5?crJ?uIc_S(2LlSPK P<a!cc Rules
1.975JrA

SusW^^p;0°‘^hm.?nsfdcK7rvr,'f^^^ Jjfnee.,_j,„0,:,.

That in tuaJca nf prcvaifing situation CitXfl foofproof J?cc(frii7
arrtxngGnxco.ts rJiirinp ovcnts of Bid XJI Adha 

xocf'G directed to renia.in
<iU officcr.'i/officiah:

cJxtty und all kind of leaveson
were banned 

orders ns per approved leave plan.
you toillftilly violated tHe tatoful 

you were not avaitahle in

dtirinp the Bid days till further
Tha^t despite the laivful 

orders <xrxd on
orders

yucry / information 

area of responsihility, found in
j- your

your house and called for dxtly.
most sensitioG in vieiu of 

posh residential area and

That your area of responsibility is
location of vital installations / offices, 

xcsxderxca of high dignitaries and there was apprehension of any 

Thus you have violated the lawful orders, 

exhibited disinterest in discharge of duty and eeiMd in^fficlcTk.t.,

x^ntoiOard incideixt.

Th^ni. by reason of above, as sufficient material is placed before;. 'Cnr 
i.mdersigned, therefore it is decided to proceed against you in gcner?i\ 
Police proceeding without aid of enquiry officer:
7'hat f:he misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order of 
discipline in the Police force.
That your retention in the Police force will amount to encourage in 
efficient and unbecoming of good Police officers.
That by taking cognizance of the matter under enquiry, the undersigned 

competent authority under the said rules, proposes stern action, 
against you by awarding one or more of the kind punishments as
as

provided in the rules.
You axe. therefore, called upon to show cause as to why you shouM not .

accordance with the Khyber Pakhtiinkhwa Police |be dealt strictly in.
Rules, 1975 (Amendment 2014) for the misconduct referred to above. .
You .should submit reply to this show cause notice within 07 days of the \ 

of Uic notice failing which an ex-parte action shall be lalcen j
(

receipt 

against you.
You arc 

heard in person or not. 

ft rounds of action are

byou wish to befurther directed to inform the undersigned
\

also enclosed, with this nobce.

Ii

«o. 9^*// ,ICE OFFICER,
/PA ^

Dated,/5- / 2019
KOHAT
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