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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Case Title:

>

CHECK LIST
L

S# ___________ __________ CONTEigg /
ThisAppeal has been presented by
Whether counsel / appellant/ respondent/ deponent have 
signed the requisite document?
Whether appeal is within time?
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed 
mentioned?

YES NO1
/2

3
4

5 Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is 
correct?___________
Whether affidavit is appended? '

7 Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath 
commissioner?_________ '
Whether Appeal / Annexures are properly paged?

9 Whether Certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the 
subject, furnished?

10 Whether annexures are legible?
Whether annexures are attested? ^

jj__Vgmther copies of annexures are readable/ rlpar?
__Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/ DAG?

14 Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is
------ gttested and signed by Petitioner/ Appellant / Respondents?
jj_ jyhether number of referred cases given are correct?
Ih Whether appeal contains cutting / overwriting?

Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the 
appeal?_______________

_18 I Whether case relate to this Coui^ “
-1^ Whether requisite number of spare copies are attached?
^ j^hether complete spare copy is filpH in 
_21 Whether addresses of parties given arp rnmni^i-»7 “
.22 Whether index filed?
. 2 3 Whether index is correct? ^ ^
_g^_Whether security and process fee deposited? On
25 Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal 

Rules 1974 Rule 11, Notice along with copy of Appeal and 
annexures has been sent to Respondents? On _

26 Whether copies of comments / reply / rejoinder submitted?
____ On ‘

Whether copies of comments/ reply/ rejoinder provided to 
I opposite party? On

It is certified that formalities /documentations as required in the above table 
have been fulfilled.

6

8

7^
7^

17

z:z

Signature: - 

Dated; - ^

Name:-



^ BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
. SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

i

/
oAppeal No

Muhammad Irfan,Constable No. 542 District Police Abbo'tabad 

R/0 Village Gajjal, Tehsil Havelian District Abbottabad.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbotfabad.
3. District Police Ofncer, Abbottabad.

(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL

INDEX
S/No. Description of documents.______

Memo cf appeal & condonation 
application.

Annexure Page No.
1. 01-

2. FIR dated ' 7-07.-2021 io- U“A”

3. Application for grant of leave. 
Order dafed 28-01-2022 of DPO 

Application for grant of order 

Copy of Court Order 28-11-22 

Departmen-gl Appeal 29-12-22 

Order dated 08-03-2023 of RPO 

Wakalatncma

“B” /•2-.
4. "C" lA
5. "D" rr^6. II

7. Ilpn

8. “G" 3ii
9.

APPELLANT

THROUGH

(MUHAMMAD ASLAM TANOLl) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 

AT PESHAWAR
Dated:/^r03-2023

!
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVCE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

bAppeal No

Muhammad Irfan Constable No.542 District Poiice Abbottabad 
R/0 Village Gajjal, Tehsil Havelian District Abbottabad.!

(Appellant)

VERSUS

. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwd Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Poiice Officer, Abbottabad.

(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT
1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 28-01-2022 OF THE DISTRICT
POLICE OFFICER ABBOHABAD WHERBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN
DISMISSED FROM SERVICE AND ORDER DATED 08-03-2023 OF
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER ABBOHABAD WHEREBY HIS
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS BEEN FILED/REJECTED.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL BOTH
ORDERS DATED 28-01-2022 AND DATED 08-03-2023 OF THE
RESPONDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE
RE-INSTATED IN SERVICE FROM THE DATE OF DISMISSAL WITH ALL
CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS ON RENDITION OF
ACCOUNTS.

Respectfully Shev/eth:

That appellant while posted as Constable in 

Anticorruption Establishment Haripur a case! FIR No, 708 

dated 17-07-2021 U/S-302/34 PPC was registered at PS 

Havelian wherein he was not charged but later on 

complainant in his statement U/S;l 64 Cr.PC dated 05- 

09-2021 (after about 50 daysjcharged appellant falsely 

with maafide intention. (Copy of FIR doted 17-07-2021 

is attached as Annexure- “A”).

1.

i
i
-1



t

2. That after his false involvement in above case, the

complainant party extended threatens to appellant

v^ith dire consequences. Due to these threats appellant

was under pressure and compulsion to shift his family to

a safe place. Appellant was in' need of leave thus he

submitted application for grant of 04 months Earned 
■ ' ■ ! ■ ■ 

Leave. But appellant did not receive anything from his

office,, with regard to sanction or rejection! of applied
i

leave. (Copy of leave application is as Annexure (“B").

;
3. That the allegation as mentioned in the FIR was 

incorrect baseless, with malafide and erimity being 

appellant a relative of accused family otherwise he is 

totally innocent. !

4. That on the basis this false involvement ;the District ’ 

Police Officer Abbottabad vide order dated 28-0172022 

dismissed the appellant from service without any proof

and justification against the law, departmental rules
1 * ' ’

regulations and facts. (Copy of Dismissal Order dated
28-01 -2022 is attached as Annexure-“C”).

That appellant was granted bail by the' Additional

Sessions Judge Abbottabad at Havelian vide order No.
1

05 dated 28-11-2022. (Copy of court order date 28-11- 

2022 is attached as Annexure-“D").

5.

6. That though appellant was dismissed from! service 

28-01-2022 but copy of the same was never addressed 

and issued to him. When appellant reported;for duty he 

was tpld that he had been dismissed from service. Then

on



.

I

<•

after grant of bail on 28-11-2022 he appliedifor dismissal 

order through written request dated 17-1‘2-2022 and 

order, was given to him. (Copy of application is 

attached as “E").

;
1

r
!

ii

7. That department inquiry was not conducted. Neither 

charge sheet nor show cause notice was issued. Copy

of inquiry report, if any, was not provided. Even
i' . ■

opportunity of personal hearing was ndt afforded. 

Appellant was condemned unheard. !

f

!

8. That appellant aggrieved of the order dpted 28-01- 

2022 of the DPO Abbottabad, preferred a 

departmental appeal dated 29-12-2022 i before the 

Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad
i'

which was fiied/rejected vide order datedj 08-03-2023.

(Copies of departmental appeal and its rejection order 

dated 08-03-2023 are as Annexure-“F & G”); hence 

instant service appeal on the following gr'ouhds:-
< 4 * ' i

■!

.1

.n
i

j
i

1
I

i
I

GROUNDS:- i
?

A) That both the impugned orders dated 28-01-2022
t .

and 08-03-2023 of the respondents ; are illegal, 

unlawful against the departmental' rules and
. I

regulations, facts and principle of najtural justice 

hence liable to be set aside.

■1
j

5
t ■

■i

\'
I.

i
•i

B) That' proper departmental inquiry:. was not 

conducted. No charge sheet or show cause 

notice was issued.. Copy of inquiry report, if any, 

v/as also not provided. Even opportunity of

i

j

I

•I t



V, T. '

i

personal hearing was not’ afforded: to the 

appellant rather he was condemned unheard
■ I .

against the principle of natural justice.!

C That the respondents have not treated the 

appellant in accordance with law, departmental 

rules and regulations and have acted in violation 

of Article-4 of fhe consfitufion of Islarriic Republic 

of Pakisfan 1973 and unlawfully issued impugned 

orders which are illegal, unjusf, unfair, hence nof 

susfainable in fhe eyes of law. |
i

D) That appellate authority has failed to abide by
* • I * .'

the law and even did not take into consideration 

the grounds taken by appellant in thp memo of 

appeal. Thus act of respondent is corjtrary to the 

law as laid down in the KPK Police Rules 1934 read
? I ,

with section 24-A of General Clauses Act 1897
I

and Article-10 of the Constitution j of Islamic 

Republic of Pakistan 1973. j '

A

i

That appellant has rendered‘more than 15 years 

service and always discharged his assigned duties 

.with.devotion, honesty and never involved himself 

in any such omission & commission 'as alleged 

against him. Allegations are incorrect, false and 

fabricated based on malafide which remained 

unproved and unsubstantiated till to this day.

E)
1
i

5

-1

i
1

•r

F) That under CSR rule-194 the respondents were 

bound to have waited the outcome of the 

criminal case from the Trial Court. Butdhey failed1

■j

■ (



personal hearing was not afforded to the 

appellant rather he was condemned unheard 

against the principle of natural justice.'

C) That the respondents have not treated the 

appellant in accordance with law, departmental 

rules and regulations and have acted in violation 

of Article-4 of the constitution of Islamic Republic 

of Pakistan 1973 and unlawfully issued impugned
I

orders which are illegal, unjust, unfair: hence not 

sustainable in the eyes of law.

D) That appellate authority has failed to abide by 

the law and even did not take into consideration

the grounds taken by appellant in the merho of
i

appeal. Thus act of respondent is contrary to the
1 I

' law as laid down in the KPK Police Rulejs 1934 read 
_ ■ i '

with section 24-A of.General Clauses Act 1897’
I

and Article-10 of the Constitution | of Islamic
I

Republic of Pakistan 1973. ' i ■

E) That appellant has rendered more than 15 years 

service and always discharged his assigned duties 

with devotion, honesty and never invojved himself
t

in any such omission & commission ;as alleged 

against him. Allegations are incorrect, false and
I

fabricated based on malafide. which remainedy I

unproved and unsubstantiated till to this day.

F) That under CSR rule-194 the respondents were 

bound to have waited the outcome of the
I

criminal case from the Trial Court. ButI they failed

I
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\ • .'i?

• ■:

?

to follow these mandatory rules. And in a hasty 

rrianner without observing , the law governing the 

terms and conditions of appellant's service, 

respondents have dismissed him from service.

i

G) That instant service appeal is well within time and 

■this honorable Tribunal has. got every jurisdiction; to 

entertain and adjudicate upon the lis •!

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant 

service appeal order dated 28-01-2022 and order dated 08-' 

03-2023 of;the respondents may graciously be sphaside and 

the appellant be re-instated in service from the date of
I

dismissal v/ith all consequential service back benefits. Any 

other relief which this Honorable Service Tribuncpl deems fit 

and proper in circumstances of the case may also be 

granted.

;■!

:i
i

■ I

fA ‘ j
i AppellantA

:4
'••1

Through•J.

Muhamnnad Aslam jTanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
At Abbottabad^

;

Dated: 1'S;'03-2023t.
r

• ( I
VERIFICATION

(

It is verified that the contents of instant service appeal are true ' 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nofhing 

has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal..

5 ,<■

■

6

}

t
♦
' t

Dated: -03-2023 Appellant
i
/

I
I

j i



BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Appeal No

Muhammad Irfan Constable No. 542 District Police Abbottabad 

R/0 Village Gajjal, Tehsil Havelian District Abbottabad.;

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Abbottabad.

(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Irfan, appellant do hereby solemnly declare and 

affirm on oath that contents of instant service appeal, are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

has been suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.

f4-
Dated;/^03-2023 Deponent/Appellant

Identified By:

(Muhammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
At Peshawar

Dated: 7^ -03-2023 Appellant
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BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Appeal No

Muhammad' Irfan. Constable No.542 District Police Abbottabad 

R/0 Village Gajjal, Tehsil Havelian District Abbottabad.,'
(jj^ppellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pokhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Abbottabad.

i

I

(Respondents) :
L

SERVICE APPEAL j.

I

CERTIFICATE:

t

It is certified that no such appeal prior to this one on! the subject 

has ever been filed in this Honorable Service Tribunal dr any other 

court.
i

Dated: J>03-2023 Appellant

i;
/

\

a
j

t
s

I



BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Muhammad Irfan Constable No.542 District Police Abbottabad R/O Village Gajjal, 
Tehsil Havelian District Abbottabad .....(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer. Abbottabad..................................... .(Respondents)

APPEAL SERVICE

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING SERVICE APPEAL BEFORE THIS 
HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

Respectfully Sheweth:

That applicant./appellant has filed,today service appeal, which may be 
considered as part and parcel of this application, against orders dated 28- 
01-2022 and 08-03-2023 of the respondents whereby appellant nas been 
awarded penalty of dismissal from service and his departmental appeal 
has been filed/rejected.

That impugned orders have been passed in violation and derogation, of the 
statutory provision of law, rules and regulations governing The terms and 
conditions of semce of the appellant, therefore, causing a recurring cause 
action to applicant/appellant can be challenged and questioned 
irrespective of a time frame. ‘ !

I

2.

3. That impugned order passed by the respondents on 28-01-2022 and 08-03- 
2023 are illegal, without lawful authority and whimsical ir) manner. The 
applicant/appellant filed departmental appeal well in time and has 
rigorously been pursuing his case, dismissal order passed on i28-Cl-2022 but 
its copy was provided on 21-12-2022 and that too on specific written 
request of applicant/appellant, hence this service appeal. The delay if any, 
in filing service appeal needs to be condoned.

4. That this application is being filed as an abundant caution for the 
condonation of delay, if any. The impugned orders are liable to be set 
aside in the interest of justice. '

PRAYER

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant service appeal 
impugned order dated 28-01-2022 and 08-03-2023 of respondents rnay graciously 
be set aside and applicant be. re-instated his service. Any other relief which this 
Honorable Tribunal deems fit and proper in circumstances of the^ase may also be 
granted.

1 -

!
Applicant i

(Muhammad Aslam Tanofi) 
Advocate HighiCourt 

At Haripun

.1
Through

Dated:l/^03-2023
i

VERIFICATION
,1 It is verified ihaf contents of instan- service application/appeal are true and correct to the best pf nay Jcnowledge 

and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. 'Vlf^
Dated:/ S02-2023 AVpIicant'

(•



-
ymm;•

•i•I
ImnmE <ll ■'

' N1i>! i V
3 ^•/2ii.D:’,2ir2Woin) Sloie JobVZIrnnii^ No 0.2

, '••'-'■'...4—tOf

c;pa3i>i(WM.i.

f . •i

\
'^m\ .1.> ■;

' 3a:
• ' r

U(^±'J :

■ '-m-,
■ li!?- '. m *

■■■ '/'S-/

liT.,. -<i■ t
) / '> •

J ;
r* V, likf :—u07-: I:.f;0^4^0 0'■7 r

<32.) v j: mbA-f ■si! ;
(

'. i.,.Z-:,. ',. .a,.^-->.

,0 0 ~: Z' 9\’AlO ^-^-9

\) ./

’ .i- ''•■.•i?aoi-<99^^>6/3-9
r

Bi. JSZ / !'.■

I7i» »
•1 /

■ / 7> ^ " '1^/^ ^ Ui^ 1?.,^ A L. li;■> ? S■•••S .r
. t

t

f

•^1?*

U^y>7 (.K <L 6 ^ J ^/! 1 i------ iJ__S. 1
17

Si^ ■ ■ '' “ '

^.• 7. 1,..
::«c„

t
A' ' •■

’• <'o^jf “7^7^ j,dyrdjr^Qh

Ad ■ fdi ^J^(Iid7

^.zj7yi^MAdAA%AbA'S:TM

.Az X S (J^TddK^^ ‘^d- d i
' ‘ ' >713.^..ourk- d 

y Ay^doAiL-dyd^!<zA^y^i^fAi~r-/
A" a><,

■cdvf [d ^
•^-A-^ -

J/ J i pX] '<t.__d (dj^ddd(jgZ^CJy^fJ> CSy^'^ .

d-(\»V
XA r'^'^ ?,U'’ 7--^• '»...

/
■

)y//A /ytCAdddA^f^
*" / , ' • ' 

s'! ••■•■.•' /-•' ; .-' '■■'); • A f's .'C^

AakL- . 7'''' ' '

-■-]
-yy 7-v

kAbit7 n i

v>^-/ />* hA>,' ■ '~2} 'd•1..;:

7'

t :; t f ■ '■ 7"^ 
JA- ■■

/’ A/ A A
f C..^'
c

.•'A

■ ^ I.
-■/

/;/i‘:-.^ / .•7'./ fp

/ I

KAd/'x^y" (J/^U>,i/
■'/!7;7<...,

■! • >
77^'f t/L^-* -.'

n ,-

IvA-ttAAt•;•
>^"-r/’ : A^ A 7^_jAd 7 •-'/ ?

<d. ‘ '7 ^-':
Kb-7 a r ...>

A

• f ?.

"I-,

“*•'

■* • .•', •^■f7w> diC
■x/A'd-' r<-:-r.:-'"■:•--------f.r

1- / ,• .w'

k-r
•kH 4 t



/\jj^ ^j^l/ ^'JOltt/)Qy

ZJI^MJ>) (S^^£^U}f--J;> ijW’ 

LJ(A'-'■‘^'

- ■ ''. ,

■?.A/ ^5 f1 ~'' i j[ 3.J,
-J'-.— ' ( ■/ y

•C-’ >
\

- aa ■--
-> 1„^-- !

-f) s..a rj d-O'i.- '■;/;/J '1ij^rt 
%—*

-J ■■/■ -.' •;-
’/^~J

(■ -- ’■'•

-A,
"f

0 L---- ,r^ y.^p --
—.

__-ly-t> /
i P '^-:-

> , : i i 0 :p ir-> / I(JL
a.-'wy / X/

--r^ ••''. ^i' . * ..if

/-^■.■^ A/ ■~y-rJ(‘''

“^.xyi'Ap/.yy \ -

yy '00 0^0A
ay -^y-dyy

-:y
h 'M•V(i■•' .> C- /•./ yy

■::>//ya0 ■- ^

iiy y0:-y//0-' y 0 '->

‘jy/y .'i:iC:-,y ; •••C-' f.

L m(yip00 .-->
i\

/ -' //y <!P/p^ yyjP^cyyv ^ 

yjy) yyu y/j/jt? 'Pp

Pm yflv
i 1 j> A fz '•^‘’

,jf, tyy yV.
.ii^'.

ili/yly /7 > '■

o<y:? Cisy ^./AD ■J2d2-) y
i /Up aa ayaiA

"' t '

a.‘>.f

/.

..y
IIH ■:$ ,f, 
--...■ - (1

■•i;/•

A
/

y:3 ': H-vn

i

:

•—— .yy___ _11
;•ii lU'Ia>fajvuLc(;;fcjtyiuy,^,^ -11 .> P-i
^ftii))!l{!4;,.'i;i;^i(^:„ p: ik. V/...



. f KJ > /
,Cf ;16^'/ /- ( y/ y--' ’-^ 4'

/

/
vf" a,ih ^f

f-

J .
:J

P 'T:1

,j¥^ ir-/-/; p ^ py: pp r'’P\n/i 'r^ 1^6 
/ 2/

^ Uj
■> ^ ^ 

(J-'V

:7 •

4>y /•'■->r-nI t
P LiPP/ r'? 3 •? P ■r. /.. .\

ci ‘P ,/ 3;;-’ (y/y • /// ji

i±3.'P1

-- / '/a.^ ^2
;/ Jyp. o- ' //-',

yt j /iLP^P ^\ j'~ C--.>r r’ (P-- - i /> u
,5

y?. uiI ay r a y.y•'1 y/ r/jo P'.y

/(f ..
6- ; ''ily 6-- ''',) a:\ \yV '/'

,•.05 • /y^ 4y . i>^'^ y / :ptp \: / li/r- .;• ' n

j-'X L-o
/ ;■■P P y_

>•f X7 O ✓ iA (
:VJ

V

6> (f ^'yc

3

(j^p LaJ 'j;-
I

O

■' u/^ Op /Ot^■Oa
X itP-

-i

/05,

i-

I

V

3

y

%•;

'
J



■ f V

I

j
\iL: \

ORi>.EK-

This'.ofl-ice order wiJl dispose of Uic depcutraenial enquiry against
Consiabie Jiirm No.542 of Anti CoiTupti While posted at ami corruption, eslabiishment 
repatriated to this district due to involvement in case vide I'lR No.708 dated 17-07--202I U/S 
302 P?C PS I-laveiian. Your this illegal act earned bad

on.

for entire police dejjartment as 
js lautamoLiat to gross misconduct

name
well as in the eye of general public, which 

being a rnemher ofdisoipline force.
on your part

He Avas is.sLied Charge Sheet along v/itli siiuci'peiii oi aUegations and 
appointed as inquiry Oflicer but i,e did not bother toMr. Sajjad KJmi, SDPO Havdiau was

. ' ‘eply in response to charge sheet Enquiry Officer called
fiiiqiuiy proceedings ' but he failed to 

. deparli-nental

him to join in
appear in Enquiry proceeding. He conducted

-■nqiiny against the delinquent o.l'ficial and recorded 
Abler conducting deparimenial

Statements of all concerned, 
enquiry, the Enquiry Officer subnuLied his findings, wfierein '

Ex party aclion against him.
allegations have been proved against him by taking
Coirscquenil}', he rei ved with Final Show Cause Noiice, in 
Siibimi Ins wriiiei, explunalioin Hewvas simnr.onej to 

but he again liiiled

was
response'to which he did not 

appear in Orderly Room on 26-01-2022
m appear in OR.

liieretore, in exevcise of the powers vested .he nndersigned Fol.ee

(Amended 2014), 1, Zahoor Babar, Afridl (PSP) Dish'iet Police

as a compelenl aulhority, a,„ eonsu mned to award him major ponishmeni , 
sgi-v icc-.yvhfi immediate effect.

Oisciplimiry Rules-1975 

0 rihcei-, z-\ b bona bad 

01 OtsiiikssaS feuni

Order announced.

Oisi^^tce Officer, 

Abbottabad ’
^2-15"-^/dmedNo.--H

•/01/2022.

Coj)y to;

1- PaviOfficer 
EC'

3, 013 ■{(’

JV'fA-
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; IN THE COURT OF RAJA MUHAMMAD SHQAIB KHAN, 
AnniTIONAL Sr.SSIONS JUDGK, ABBQTTABAP AT HAVELIAnA

\

Bail Petition No. 515/4-A of 2022 
Muhammad Irfan.....Vs......State

\
;

•V

I\
A\ ;\

i‘

\Order—05 -r
\28.1,1.2022

APP Lubna Shehzadi for Slate, accused/petilioner through
\

VMaider Ali Advocate present.learned, counsel Malik
f
L

■ \
Complainant alongwith his learned counsel Qazi Muhammad2 j,

Arshad Advocate.

Accused/petitioner Miiluininiad Irfan s/o Muhammad :
!•.

Zaman Caste Tanoli r/o Kajal, Tehsik Mavelian & District i:

I;Abbottabad, seek his post arrest bail in case FIR No. 708 dated

17.07.2021 under Sections 302/34 PPC of Police Station
;;

Havelian, Abbottabad.

f.:Arguments on behalf .of the accused/petitioner i:

already heard, while arguments for the complainant heard today.

Record depicts that present acciised/petitioner has not

1:been directly charged in the FIR. The present accused/petitioner

was although, charged in the statement of complainant ti/s 164

i!Cr.P.C .on 05.09.2021 as Irfan police official for purchasing a

y
new pistol I'ty deceased Talnr Melnnood anti murder of bis son 

with the help of present accused/petitioner. The main accused i:;
i

was already been released on bail by the court of learned ASJ-

Vli Abbottabad vide order dated 08.09.2021. There is no
i

recovery and confession on the part of the accused/petitioner.

The alleged occurrence is unseen without any reasonable linkage

f1

IV



n
m: of the. pi'esenlkccused/pentioner with the commission

investigation is complete to the extent of present '

h
i.
'L.

same
■ I

accLised/petilioner and he is no more required for any other

Lpurpose. ■; llfel
In view of above, bail petition is accepted and .theI "=11

accused/petitioner is directed to be released subject to furnislies

bail bonds in the sum oi Rs.200,000/-, w.th two sureties each in

7 the like amount to the satisfaction of this court. Requisitioned 

record be returned. File be consigned to Record Room after
i'

1
t

necessary; completion.
i

Announced
28.11.2022 ;

:>
(Ra ja Muhammad Shoaib Khan)

Additional Sessions .Judge, 
Abbottabad at Flavelian.
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BEf-Om Till RgGSONAL POLICE Omcm HAZARA RKGIQ^^(

X- AEBOTTABAD
{Deparimenfal Appeal by Mohammd lifan PC No. 3^2 Di^rict Police Abbotlabad)

i

DEPARWENTAi APPEAL AGAiNST OUDER PAYED 28-01-2022 BSSUED 
BY DaSIf^:^CT POLICE OFFICER ABBOITABAD V¥HEREEY APPELLANT
HAS BEEN OaSMISSED FROM SERViCE,

PRAYfiiR: ON ACCEPTANCE OF il^STAHT DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
Order dated 28-01-2022 n\a\ kie^dly ' be set asbde aud
APPELLANT EE RE-INSTATED IN SERVICE FROM THE DATE 'OF
DISMSSSAl WaiH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

Respecied Sir,

With most respect';and .reverence the follov/ing tew lines are • 

submitted for your kind consideration and favorable orders:-

That appellant has served the police department for 

about 15 years. Appellant always performed his 

assigned duties with zeal, zest, devotion, dedication ■ 

and honesty to the entire satisfaction of his officers 

and never provided a chance of reprimand. 

Appellant has meritorious service record at his credit.

. 2.’ That appellant- while .posted as Constable in 

Anticorruption Estabtid''.ment Haripur and performing 

his duties was falsely charged on 05-09-2021 by, 

complainant in his statemento/s-l 64 Cr.PC in FIR No. 

708 dated 17-07-2021 u,/s-302 PPG PS Haveiian and 

was subjected to threatens of dire consequences by
COnipiainant pciriy. Due to these threats the 

appeifani was constrained to shift his family consist 

upon iTiinor. children and old ailing parents to a safe 

piece, Appeiionf sr-’brniifed appOzotion to the DPO) 

Abbottabad for grant of 04 months Earned leave on

li iAJfV\'



V- S

the expectation of its sanction and himself remained 

busy for settling his family at a far-flung safe area 

and managing edible and other daily use items for 

them. Appellant received nothing from department 

with regard to sanction or otherwise of his leave.

That allegations leveled against the appellant in the 

statement u/s-164 Cr.PC dated 05-09-2021 in FIR No, 

708 dated 17-07-2021 (after 50 days of FIR) were 

false, fabricated and baseless againsr the facts and 

after thought with malafide intention, just to cause 

him'damage In his service for being a relative of th^

3. ;

accused ffomiV otheiWise appellant had nothing to

involve, himself in criminal case. There is no wrong on ,
■ Oh* P \

the part of appellant.
■

4. That as per District Police Officer Abbottabad he on 

receipt of inquiry report vide his order dated 28-01- 

2022 dismissed the appellant from service. (Copy of 

dismissal order dated 28-01-2022 as affached as “B").

5.' . That though appellant was dismissed from service on 

28-01-2022 but copy of the dismissal order was never 

addressed fo him. When appellant appeared before 

the DPO Abbottabad for duty he was informed that

lis services has been dismissed. Appellant made
several visits to DPO Abbottabad office for his 

dismissal order but every time he was not delivered 

the same on one or the other pretext. At last 

appellant had to submit written application dated



07-12-2022 for issuing dismissal order which was then 

gave to him on 21-12-2022. (Copy of the application

is attached as “C").

ya:

departmental inquiry wasThat no proper 

conducted. Neither a Charge Sheet nor a Final Show
6.

Cause Notice was issued to appellant. He was also 

not given a copy of inquiry report, if any. Even the 

appellant was not provided the opportunity of

persona,! hearing and . he was awarded major 

punishment of dismissal from service' in 

violation of law, departmental rules S. regulations, 

tacts and principle of natural justice.

serious

That the :departmental authorities under rule CSR- 

194-A were .bound to have kept the appellant under 

suspension and waited for the out come of the Trial 

Court in criminal case against the appellant. But 

they in hurry dismissed the appellant without 

following the above cited rules.

7.

That the appellant appeared before the ASJ

Abbottabad at Havelian and submitted post arrest%
bail application which was accepted and the 

appellant was granted bail vide order dated .28-11- 

2022 copy of which was issued on 21-12-2022. {Copy 

of the bail order is attached as “D").

8. ’

i .

That appellant is totally innocent and ^ had-

devotion,
9.,

discharged his official duties with 

dedication and, honesty but s1i!l he was awarded

LC
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with major punishmeni of dismissal from service 

without any •cause or justification. There is nothing 

wrong on the part of appellant.

/X

That if the< appellant is provided with a chance of 

personal hearing, he will really prove himself as 

innocent by explaining all the facts and 

circumstances of the matter.

lOC;

In view of the aforementioned facts it is earnestly requested 

that order dated. 28-01-2022 of the District Police- Officer, 

Abbottabad may- kindly be set aside and appellant be re

instated in- service from the date of dismissal with all
' / A

consequential service back benefits. Appellant shall pray for 

your good health and long life. Thanking you sir in anticipation.

Yours Obedient Servant •
,A ■ !1

(Muhammad Irfan).
S/O Muhammad Zaman 
Constable No. 542 

, District Police Abbottabad
I

: ; Address: Village: Gujjal,
Tehsil Havelian 
District Abbottabad 
Mobile No.0313-59125911

Dated: '29-12-2022
i

I

.!
JfZd: /•I

t ;

/M,-;

1

I

I

I

A



i
0

IiX Ol-rici: OK THE KK.CIONAL POLICE OKKICKU 
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O 1^ I) !■ R
ruis order will dispose ol' deparlmental appeal under Rule ll-A ofKhybcr 

I'akhuiiiklr.va Police Rules. 1975 submitted by Lx-Constabie Muhammad Irfan No. 542 of
J i . ^

Disirici .-'tbbouabad against the order of punislimeru i.e. Dismissal from Service awarded by 

District Police Oflieer .Abbotlabad vide Order Book No. 27, dated 23-01-2U22.'

Brief facts leading to the punishment are that the appellant while posted in Anti- 
Corruption Bsiablishment repatriated to Abbottabad District due to involvement in case FIR No. 

70fi. dated 17-07-2021 ii/s 302 PPG PS Havelian, His this illegal act earned bad name for entire 
police department as well as in the eye of general public.

flic appellant v.'as issued charge sheet with statenienf of allegations-by District 
Police Dflicer, .Abbottabad and SDPO Flavelian Abbottabad was deputed to conduct departmental 

enquiry. The Tiiqiiiry Officer in his findings held the' appellant responsible of misconduct. 
Consequently. District .Police Officer, Abbottabad awarded him major punishment of Dismis-sa! 
from Service. Hence, the appellant submitted this present appeal.

.After receiving,his appeal, comments of District Police Olliccr, Abbottabad were 

sought and examined/perused._ The undersigned called the appellant in OR on 07-03-2023 and 
heard him in person, where he has been given reasonable opportunity to defend himself against 
the charges, however he failed to advance any ju.stiUcation in his defense & from tlie peru.sal of 
his seioicc record it transpired that he was dismissed .second time from service, 'rims, the 
di.scipliii:ir_\- action taken by the competent authority seems genuine and the appeal is liable to l)c 
dismissed, fherefore. in exercise of the-powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule I 1-4 
(a) of Kiiybci Pakhiunkliwa Police Rules, 1975 (amended 2014) the instant appeal is hereby 
filed/rejecieil with immediate effect.

*5.

IXHIR AV AN (PSP) 
Regional Police Officer.

Ha^iara Region. Abbottabad.

Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Abbottabad for information and 
neces.sar}- action w/r to his office Memo: No.48/PA, dated 09-01-2023. Service Roll and Faiiji

iMis-sal coniaining. enquiry file of the appellant is returned herewith I'or record.

f. .

i

,



' H/ .*•;

IfmIKi
\^1^.

(MIE 7'

.^s>>'

3;ij5v.yj> Z

Pi fVx
j^Zlu/3

Si ■

J*^
./I ji - vr ■■:. ^ f ^

/
■1i

..i ■jJVA'.K^jzlj/zJi/i ^'-/ccA 'toi
. i!

i!

L.
-r^\%

I" Ir>Ar,Jyys\{f' ';■[-- A/t'^- Ax t z J;s'<>-:.<,:x

LjufhiAJl-r. 4t;z
f' l3-*/»

■"!

;
• r-‘1—:*;p-

r'^

1

■:;i^

'fc ii

1:A5 i;y yL-3i'V^.^U^y-.^(JjX^bfi£ iM'6^^J
1.^.4' tJ^U ^ i9s (A/"5 i..-"'

‘1 15
J

=jt-»'.-/

\^j/'

tol7 ;,:-_iI-I:5 '
■’.P?n'J3!^'fi!W7M:ET?ir;cra;l ^ 'br\nKini?ffi-n'raKWT,’Wsfe'^iTiE^Ss».wr^^ fi4r'7<rniJ'!TG-.T.'-;.sjn:

. i'

r<j-•■v

' ^ '
(siI

i


