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Counsel for the appellant present. Muhammad Jan learned16.01.2023

District Attorney for the respondents present.

Miss Fareeha Paul, learned Member (Executive) is on

leave today, therefore, case is adjourned to 13.04.2023 for

arguments before the D.B.

(Rozina Rehma) 
Member (J)
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24‘" Oct., 2022 Lawyers are on strike today.

To come up for arguments on 2L11.2022 before the
L .

Office is directed to notify the next date on theD.B.

notice board as well as the website of the Tribunal.

Q
(Fareeha^aul)

IVrember(E)
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman

%

•*»21.11.2022 • Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif

Masood All Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents

present.

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant requested for

adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the appellant is

not available today due to strike of lawyers. Adjourned. To come up

for argume^s^n 16.01.2023 before the D.B.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

\
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Learned counsel for the appellant present, Mr. 

Naseer-ud-din Shah, Assistant Advocate General for the 

respondents present.

13.05 2022

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not 

Assistant Advocate Generalsubmitted. Learned 

requested for time to submit reply/comments. Last

opportunity is granted to respondents to submit 

reply/comments within 03 days, failing which the right 

of respondents to submit repty/comments shall be 

deemed as struck off by virtue of this order. To come 

up for arguments before the D.B on 18.07.2022.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

Due to non-availability of Bench, case is adjourned to 
15.09.2022 for the same as before.

18.07.2022

15.09.2022 Appellant alongwith counsel present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak, learned Additional Advocate 

General for respondents present.

Reply on behalf ■ of respondents No. 1, 2 & 3 

submitted which is placed on file. A copy of the same is 

handed over to the learned counsel' of the appellant. 

Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder, if any, and arguments 

on 24.10.2022 before D.B.

A

(Fareena^aul) 
Member (E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments29.10.2021

heard. Merhorandum of appeal and the copies of record

annexed there with have-been perused.

This appeal is admitted for regular hearing subject to all

just legal objections. 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, or extension of time is not

^ sought through written application with; sufficient cause, the 

office shall submit the file with a report of non-compliance. File

to come up for arguments on 24.02.2022 before the D.B.

24.02.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the 

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 

13.05.2022 for the same as before.
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Form- A 4 •*

\ 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. Gul.bhar Khan resubmitted today by Mr. Taimur Ali 

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

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

08/09/20211-

\ ^

REGISTRAR 7
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-

Up there on

V
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

VI

APPEAL NO. /2021

;

Police Deptt:V/SGul Bahar Khan ; ;

INDEX

PageAnnexureDocumentsS.No. 1
01-04Memo of Appeal1.

05Affidavit2.
06-11A,B&CCopies of letter/memo dated 

23.01.2020, ETEA form and list of
3.

ineligible candidates
12-14D&ECopies of charge sheet along 

statement of allegations and reply to
4.

1'-'

charge sheet
15-19 •F,G&HCopies of inquiry report, show cause 

notice and reply to show cause
5.

20ICopy order dated 23.09.20206. i'^
21-25J,K,L,M&NCopies of departmental appeal, order

dated 29.12.2020, revision, 
application and order / dated 

30.06.2021 .

7.

f26Wakalat Nama8.
;i

I

APPELLANT

THROUGH:

TAIMUR ALI KHAN 
(ADVOCATE HIGH COURT)

Room # Fr,8, 4^*^ floor,
Bilour Plaza Saddar Cannt:
Ceil # 03339390916 '

■V
•:,v

I

____



RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH: 

FACTS:
That the appellant was appointed as Constable in the respondent 
department in the year 1998 and is performing his duty with great 
devotion and honesty, whatsoever assigned to him and no -.eompliant 
has been filed by his superiors regarding his performance.

1.

That the appellant has passed A-1 Course and also other professional 
courses and was eligible for B-1 Course. The respondent department 
conduct B-1 examination through ETEA and in this respect 
applications were invited Rom the candidates for B-1. exam which is 
evident from the letter/memo dated 23.01.2020, however in that 
letter/memo age limit was not mentioned for B-1 examination and as 
the appellant has passed A-I examination, therefore he applied for B-I 
examination, however he inadvertently wrote his date of birth as

ETEA form for B-1

2.

07.07.1977 instead of 07.07.1980 .in
which was declared ineii.aiblc for B-ldue . loc.xam.inatioii,

examination and was not allowed in examination. (Gopies^ ol 
letter/memo dated 23.01.2020, ETEA form and list/6f ineligible 

eandidates are attaehed as Annexure-A,B&C)

were issued to theThat charge sheet along statement of allegations 
appellant. The appellant submitted detailed reply to charge sheet in 
which he gave the real facts about the issue and clearly mentioned 
that he has no knowledge about the age limit require,d for B-1 
examination and inadvertently wrote his date of birth as 07.07.1977 
instead of 07.07.1980 in ETEA form for B-1 examination. (Copies of 

charge sheet along statement of allegations and reply to charge 

sheet are attached as Annexure- D&E)

3.

That the inquiry was conducted against the appellant and :the inquiry 
officer recommended suitable punishment for the appellant and then 
show cause notice was issued to the appellant which was. replied by 
the appellant and took the same stance as already has taken by the 
appellant in reply to charge sheet. (Copies of inquiry report, show 
cause notice and reply to show cause are attached as Annexure-
F,G&H)

4.

5. That although inquiry officer recommended suitable punishment for 
the appellant, but respondent No.3 imposed major punishment of 

reduction to lower stage of time scale for the period of two years 
upon appellant vide order dated 23.09.2020 only for inadvertently 
writing of wrong date of birth in the ETEA form as the appellant has 
no malafide intention and inadvertently wrote his date; of birth as 
07.07.1977 instead of 07.07.1980 in ETEA form for.B-1 examination 

as he has no knowledge about the age limit required for B-1 
examination and due to age factor he was also not to ..allowed to
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appear in examination. (Copy order dated 23.09.2020 is; attached 

as Annexure-I)

That against the impugned order, appellant filed departmental appeal 
which was rejected on 29.12.2020. Then the appellant filed revision 
under Rule 11-A of Police Rules 1975 (Amended) 2014 .'xyhich was 
also rejected on 30.06.2021 and same was communicated to the 
appellant on 30.07.2021 through application. (Copies of

dated 29.12.2020, : revision,
attached as

6.

departmental appeal, order 
application and order, dated 30.06.2021 are 
Annexure-J,K,L,M&N)

:i:

■li

That the appellant has no other remedy except to file the instant 
appeal in this august Tribunal on the following ground^ amongst 
others.

7.

GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned order dated 23.09.2020, 29.12.2020 and 
30.06.2021 are against the law, facts, norms of justice and material 
record, therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

on

B) That the appellant has no malafide intention as he has no l^owledge 
about the age limit required for B-1 examination and inadvertently 
wrote his date of birth as 07.07.1977 instead of 07.07.198| in ETEA ^ 
form for B-1 examination and only on that mistake very harsh

of time scale.fhas beenpunishment of reduction to lower , stage 
imposed upon the appellant which is against the norms of justice and 

fair play, therefore the impugned orders are liable to be set aside.

C)That the appellant has already been declared ineligible for B-1 
examination due to age factor, therefore, there r'emain no ground to

the basis that he has written wrong date ofpenalize the appellant 
birth in the ETEA form for B-l examination.

on
V-;

;
D) That only mistake of writing wrong date of birth in ETEH form has

done by the appellant in the ETEA form and major punishment of 
reduction to lower stage of time scale for the period of two years is 
too harsh for only such mistake, which is not tenable in the eyes of 

law and violation of superior courts judgments. '

E) That the appellant being a low paid employee is suffering badly for 
such a harsh punishment for only mistake and if the impugned orders

not set aside, it will effect his current salary as well as Kis pension.

F) That the appellant seeks permission of this Flonourable Tribunal to 

advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

are

v-f-'

•
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It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.
/ ■

\

APPELLANT 
Gul Bahar Kh^^;

•• ■?

THROUGH:'
i
.'nM

JipbVN
(ADVOCATE fflGlflCOURT)

TA •:/
:
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CERTIFICATE: ,
It is certified that no other similar service appeal between the ^parties has

been filed earlier.
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before the KHYBER PARHTUNKHWA SFRVICF, TRTRTT^at

PESHAWAR 4
^;•

\
SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2021

• A'

I
Gul Bahar IGian y/s Police Qeptt:

!»\ ■

I' IAFFIDAVIT :c.:
.1 . ■

I, Gul Bahar Khan, Constable No.l612, Capital City Police, leshawar 

(Appellant) do hereby affirm and declare that the contents oftfiis service 
appeal are true and correct and nothing has been 
Honourable Tribunal. concealed ;; from this

;■
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DEPONENT-?

■ ii (.,-r;

I ;

Gul Bahar KHdn 

(APPELLANT)
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OFFICE OF THE , .

KHYBER PAKilTL’T4KHWA 

PESHAWAR
datedPcshawaLthc-------

C

gi:^/01/2020Zi^NO.
To: Capital City Police Ofl'iccr.

Peshav.ar

Head of Police Units,
In Khyber PaVdilunkliwa.

District Police Officers,
In Khyber Pakhtenkhwa.

rONDUC'P OF A-f '^ND B-I EX

As approved ov the competent authority, the process of B-1 & A-1 Exams i 

to be carried out as per below schedule;-

The

All

All

AMS ?f-20 ETEA
Subject:
Memo: 2020,

are
Diitf

2F’ January 20^ 

14*" February 2U2b 

20'*' February 2020

”28^ February 2020
08** March 2020 

"22*^ March 202U 

20''’ Marcli 2020~

^29"’ March 2020

S. Niryiytrscriplion
t t'M ui on

^-----ru^r^'iir5nbniis>io« of application with oTxSPOllC^_______ _
cflvibSr^PpacalilTns by O^I.OHC with ETEA

BTEA to OASis/Or4Cs for B *
Last date2
'ssuance of Kol. Nutrber slips oy4.

5;:----il^c^tiTeD^tTfor bT F.xamir.aliun at all centers_________
of b t on wwy^Kassi^^_________ _

--------------- —,W E TEA to 0\S!s't)flLs for A16.
i issuance of Roll Number 4ip> oy7.

for A1 Examination at all centerstentative Date

iTii^ other recorti to police department (.AQ

g. IS"* April 2020
By 25*'* March 2020 

By 20” April 2020
9.

Submission of m 

Subm ssion of mcr
10.
11.

HI KXaMi 202aTO APPL^ 'NF. for M

(ConsiaDlc.s) should visit ww
2. vv.ctca,£ilLEk »PP^y

i Eligible candidates
either At or B1 Exatv: 2020, ,^e a printout of the PDF generated

ii. After successful subruss.on o o ' ^ jjeposjl slip (having token:
Annlication form along wuh a presen A deiwsit Rs. 50Q/Histestf«-
number, Projec. code *^ribed 

(non rcfimdable) in ^ 1 „i,h UBL bank
r a^d copy of cnic ^

^;tiveOA5I/OHC office suomiUed

iv. OASl'OHC xMll ccuntersvg s • ^
candidate’s el.gibility. : A/.
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nwwmoinMViMil (soli copy]*1
tanned picUirclUiciiincMii nnd passport size »

i VU;jT.e keep >(j.ir c,
vou ill ilK* nine of c-nliiic applic^

llicroi'phly bell re
lorin 

u noi V
lining nmnnime U|)pl'«u>""* 

II your piiyincni i
crif’n-*d»si, Itcad the ;n.NirjclM ns

ihiill verily depirMleil lee at any staglit. l.ll'.A

20** March 2020
a announcement

iih regard4 A ««= P.bl«a, *»«« b. ,lv.a .l.»u,h "““"'“r..™.
in roll eullH may also be made al Police t-nc5 an o lec

wi

ofIM l-xamiiiations 202J
i„t„r.nalion may be conveyed to all the 

eligible for B-1 & A-1 l-vams. please,U is. llietelote, requested ibat tbe ab
tl.viriciH/un Is who arc

I VO
5.
canJiOiUes Mndcr >our respccir.c

PD •
{/.AlBlH-lvAlI KHAN) PSP 

AlCi/bsiablislimcnU 
!-or Inspector General of Police, 
Klivbcr Pakhlunkhwa, Peshasvar

CC.
WtSnQrs, Khyber, I'ak.Hunkhwa. Peshawar.

rs,( vo!GP Khyber Pakhumkhwa, Pcshaw'ar.
CbO .0 lot, i^ny ov i/hvher Pakhlunkhwa. Peshawar

delivery of the ieilcr.

I
2.

rnm^m.
:^4‘

■ r-ii;
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Dale of 
hirtH

".Dale of 
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0-1 Evs'^"- 
" "ineiigibib fo*'
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5^"TNanies 5-^fos.’. 01.0V.-201f••••:•• •
-Mur'a.mrnad 
Mawaz!' •-
Pazeer.; 
Ahmad'--.. 'L 

rzakir UHah- •;

1
Shakir Ullab --

. . . , '■ -•

J2------- Basir Jan-i051 ,

[\rtuhammad —■

ra (id a r Khao

t-ft" ^ Rahim Khan . 

.i'o SaiidYousaf
'I • ] 23A'i___ —_• • l-uT'-rsrShoaib-Ali _

25-11-200902.o;2.1?37.it-ioiosist-ioi
J *' inelipible for
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0.1 Evam '

loijitgib's
6-' Ev.t-«

19:.12'20'1121.V1.1989 
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1710112169359

05-11.2013-3
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10,09.201302.0'1.1992. 171013‘1'1636S9 j
-- ^— -r:rVTifMi '— /\-\ -29\.V^-20 \ R-i Fvpmrrroi.>S502351.
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(CCP)
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7-Ju1-80‘ PESHAWAR 
(CCP)

1612 . •ABDUR RAUF 
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-700Q.
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I
ORDER

This office order relates to the disposal of . formal 
departmental enquiry against Constable Gul Bahar Khan No.1612 of 
Capital City Police Peshawar on the allegations that he showed 
deceitful attitude haying knowledge that he was In-eligible for BI-' 
examination ;even ’then> he itried-to'deceive the department and 
ETEA. i

. In this regard, he was Issued charge sheet & summary 
of allegations. DSP Civil Secretariat 81. DSP-Coordination were 
appointed as Enquiry Officer.-They conducted enquiry proceedings &. 
submitted their finding/report that the alleged official used shortcut 
way to get promotion & such kind of action of Police Official 
demoralized the Police department. The E.O further recommended 
suitable punishment for defaulter official.

Upon the finding of E.O, he was issued final show cause 
notice which he received &. replied. His explanation found un­
satisfactory.

■n

I
i;;

From perusal of finding of Enquiry Officers & other 
material available on record, the undersigned came to ’ the 
conclusion that the defaulter official found guilty of this misconduct. 
In exercise of the power vested to me under Police & Disciplinary. 
Rules-1975. he is awarded the major punishment in reduction to 
lower stage of time scale for/perlgd of OZ-vears with immediate

r;

i;
effect;

I

i
ii
I

OF
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

iliOB. NO. ! Dated„^7.^?—72020
^ ?7/PA/5P/dated Peshawar the 'V/ ?;_72020 

Copy of above is forwarded for information & n/action to

No.

/ The Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
DSP/HQrs, Peshawar.
Pay Officer
OASI, CRC & FMC along-with complete departmental file. 

■/ Officials concerned. .5

i
i

V

0 ii
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oppc"*"
PESHAWAR

NO. 091-M1M8’
Fax No. 091-92125

capital

}

%
i?

I

a-1^ onPETLi : Constable Gulbalia’’ ^ 

of time scale fo'-.
r^enial appeal preferred by

Riduction to the lower stage
, dated 23-09-2020, . '

' ddr will dispose of the depa
^ : No.l6n who wasdwUed the major punishn^n^ ^^^^ 

: „ period of 02 year” b^SP/HQrs Peshawar wde .

i:J!
This: or

ik
3: shb'wefi dc'-eitfiil 

then he tried to deceive
allegations that httheeded against departmentally ot>

was in-eligible for B-l examinafon, even
i theHe was proce 

attitude having knowledge that he 

department and ETEA..

2’-

SP/HQrs; Peshawar and an
Peshawar was constituted

C»—» •«» “” .
„ .m.WK ™a.o. otl.. ~»..J ^ ^ II. ™p.
..b™»d «.l, f,ndW „„ IW Sto. N-to "
perusal Of the findings:ofthp;enqu.ryoffice...ss 

was found unsatisfactoW and hence was awa

3- ductingi proper enquiry

tent authority after 

which his repl;' I
illli

nishment.rded the above major pu 3!
I

explanation perused.

aside the punishmeni

'-ft1,cord along with hts 

, his apponl for setting
imO.R- The relevant re

He .was heard in person
any plausible explanation. Therefore

Is hereby dismissed/rejected.He failed to produce
awarded to him by SP/I?Qrs Peshawari. I .]fo

i
I

/aWaS AHSAN)PSP 
capital CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
^ PESHAWAR/ •.'1 .

g-
2020

/PA dated Peshawar the 

Copies for infomtation and n/a to the:-

i•V'
;:..;no.

1 SP/HQrs Peshawar.
OSI/CRC/EC-II/AS/FMC. 

3. Official concerned.,
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I

ly I OFFICE OF THE 
^SPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

: KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA i.
PESHAWAR. o ■ a'.

____ 121, dated Peshawar the. /2021.

:

No. S/ •i ■; .•
\ i

i
I

ORDER
: i'

This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of KJtyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 (amended^2014) 'submitted by Constable Gulbahar. No. 1612. The 

petitioner was awarded penalty of reduction to lower stage of time scale of pay for a period of two years by 

Supdt: ofPolice, HQrs: Peshawar vide OB No.,2363, dated 23.09.2020 on the allegations that he showed i i
ii m• ■;

i
i ;; deceitfiil attitude havihg knowledge that he w^ irieligible for B-1 examination, eveh then he tried to 

ij deceive the department^d ETEA^ His ^peal was rbjected by Capital City'Police Officer, Peshawar vide 

ii order Endst: No. 1647-53/PA, dated 29.12;20;20.V j y. ,
■ . Meeting of Appellate Board was held bn 03:.06.2021 wherein petitioner was heard in'person.

During hearing, petitioner failed: to advance any plausible explanation :4n rebuttal of the 

. charges; Therefore, the Board decided that his petition is hereby rejected.

i i i

II
allISd/-

KASHIF ALAM, PSP 
Additional Inspector General,of Police, 
HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Ii
"1;

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar. One Service Roll, one 

of the above named FC received vide your office Memo: No. 4772/CRC,. dated 08.03.2021 is 

returned herewith for your office record.

2. Superintendent of Police, HQrs: Peshawar.

3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.

4. AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. .

5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

No. S/

i;A
Fauji Missal arid one enquiry file

V-:

1:V
!:si^

•*

I
V

,LAH KHAN) PSP
tj)(£Stablisljmdnt,

For Inspects G^rl^al of Police, 
Khyber Pakljtt^^wa, Peshawar.

(Ir:
[Ii

to

i?s

. ;

I:
<f)
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VAKALAT NAMAh

i
72021NO.

(^/t/

IN THE COURT OF

(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

(Respondent)
(Defendant)

a
I/We,

Do hereby appoint and constitute Taimur AH Khan, Advocate High Court 
Peshawar, to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for 

. me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any iiabiiity for 
his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel on 
my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all 
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter. 
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any stage of the 
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

2^
ADated 72021

(CLIENT)

ACCEPfED^

/
TAIM&KALI KHAN 
Advocate High Court 

BC-10-4240
CNIC: 17101-7395544-5 
Cell No. 0333-9390916

OFFICE:
Room # FR-8, 4^^ Floor, 
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar, 
Cantt: Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No.7374 /2021.

Constable Gul Bahar No. 1612 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others ... Respondents. 

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1. 2&3.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS!-

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary and proper 

parties.

3. That the appellant has not come to Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands.
4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi to file instant appeal.
5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Hon’ble Tribunal.
7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of merit.

REPLY ON FACTS:-

1. Incorrect. Pertains to record, however the performance of appellant during service is 

not satisfactory.
2. Incorrect. The appellant committing cheating despite having knowledge that he is in­

eligible for B-1 examination even then he tried to deceive the department and ETEA.
Resultantly he was issued charge sheet with statement of allegations. DSP Civil 
Secretariat & DSP Coordination were appointed as Enquiry committee who 

conducted probe into the matter and submitted finding report that the appellant 
deliberately mentioned his wrong date of birth to get promotion and such action of
appellant demoralized the Police department. After completion of the enquiry 

proceedings, the appellant was issued final show cause notice to which he replied and 

after observing all codal formalities, he was awarded major punishment in reduction 

to lower stage of time scale for a period of 02 years, (copy of charge sheet, statement 
of allegations, enquiry report, Final Show Cause Notice are annexed as A,B,C,D)

3. Para is totally.misconceiving and the appellant was issued charge sheet with summary 

of allegations for committing misconduct, but his reply was found unsatisfactory.
4. Para is totally incorrect as explained above. Proper departmental enquiry was

conducted against him and the appellant failed to rebut the charges hence enquiry 

committee the appellant guilty of the charges. Lastly the appellant was issued final
show cause notice to which he replied, but his reply was also found unsatisfactory.



esi ,
. ^

5. Para-5 the Appellant has personally explained the facts of the case as police is a
-• ., ■*•;-**

disciplined force wherein such fault/illegality is not tolerated however deserving 

individuals are not deprived of their due rights what so ever. The enquiry committee 

after thorough probe into the matter pointed out the unlawful entries made in the 

record hence the competent authority rightly awarded Major punishment as per 

law/rules keeping in view the gravity of misconduct committing by him.
6. Incorrect. In fact, the punishment awarded to the appellant was found justified and 

lawful, therefore his departmental appeal was rejected having no substance in it. The 

appellant then filed revision petition which after due consideration was also 

filed/rejected.

7. That appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and limitation may be dismissed 

on the following grounds.
REPLY ON GROUNDS:-

A) Incorrect. During the scrutiny of A-1 and B-1 examination form, the appellant 
found over age as per requirement of ETEA. The charges levelled against him 

proved, as he deliberately wrote his date of birth incorrect while filling online 

application of ETEA, hence he was awarded an appropriate punishment as per 

law/rules.

B) Incorrect. The appellant has accepted his guilt in this para in the shape of misconduct 
which cannot be tolerated in police department. Further ignorance of law is 

as the appellant time and again states that he was unaware about age restriction 

therefore, after fulfilling all the codal formalities he was awarded the major 

punishment in reduction to lower stage of time scale for a period of 02 years.
C) Incorrect. An enquiry committee consisting two officers to scrutinized the record of 

OSI branch and CRC who after thorough probe in to the matter which revealed that 
pre planned mischief was done by police personnel including the appellant 
were found failed while appellant was averaged.

D) Incorrect, the appellant with malafide intention cheated while concealing his real date 

of birth despite having clear information that he is averaged for the subject 
examination of B-I.

E) Incorrect. The appellant himself is responsible for the situation by committing 

misconduct of cheating however he was treated judiciously and no violation of his 

right has been committed by the replying respondents.

F) Respondents also seek permission of this Honorable Tribunal to raise additional 
grounds at the time of arguments.

was
was

no excuse

as some
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PRAYER.

Keeping in view the gravity of slackness, willful negligence and misconduct of 

appellant, it is prayed that appeal being devoid of merit may kindly be dismissed with 

cost please,.

r\
Prpvinetftl P^li 

Khyher ^khtunh* *
e Officer, 

iwa, Peshawar.

Capital City^iB 
Pesh^j^

Officer,

Superintend! 
HQr

'olice,
^sUawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.7374 /2021. V *

Constable Gul Bahar No. 1612 of CGP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others ... Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents No. 1, 2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of oiu- knowledge and belief 

and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

n
Provinpal Ptfllce OiiikeiT 

Khyber/Pakntunkhwa, Peshawar.

\w \
Capital City Bdj^OfOcer, 

Peshawaiv^.^

SuperipMtIfnt of Police, 
HQrs, Peshawar.



CHARGE SHEET

I, Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City Police 
Peshawar, as a competent authority, hereby, charge that 
officials mentioned in the letter No.4492-93/OASI dated 28.02.2020 8^ 
other 03-official5 mentioned in annexure-B of Capital City Police 

Peshawar with the following irregularities. ,

"It has been proved in preliminary enquiry that you mentioned in 
the letter No.4492-93/OASI dated 28.02.2020 & other 03-officia!s 
mentioned in annexure-B showed deceitful attitude as all of you were 
in .knowledge that you are ineligible for BI-Examination even then upi 
tried to‘deceive the department and ETEA. This amounts to gross 
misconduct on you'r.part and is against the discipline of the force."

You are,, therefore, required to submit your written defence within 

seven days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer 

committee, as the case .may be.

Your written defence, if any, should reach the Enquiry 

Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be 

presumed that have no defence to put in and in that case ex-parte 

action shall follow against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

A statement of allegation is encloseq.

^■r A A? )? ■

SUPERINTENDENT OF TOl^E, 
HEADQUARTERS, PESl^AR

T\



DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I; Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City Police 
Peshawar as a competent authority, am of the opinion that 
officials mentioned in the letter No.4492-93/OA5I dated 28.02.2020 & 
other 03-officials mentioned in annexure-B has rendered themselves 
liable to be proceeded against under the provision of Police Disciplinary 
Rules-1975 . ' '

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

'Tt has been proved in preliminary enquiry that they 
mentioned in the letter No.4492-93/OASI dated 28.02.2020 &. other 
03-officials, mentioned in annexure-B showed deceitful attitude as all of
them were in knowledge that they were in-eligible for BI-Examination

Thiseven then they tried to deceiye the department and ETEA.. 
amounts to gross misconduct on their part and is against the discipline
of the force."

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with 
reference to the above allegations an enquiry is ordered and following 
Officer appointed as Enquiry Officers.

Mr. Niaz Muhammad DSP Civil Secretariati)

il) Mr. Arshid Khan DSP Coordination

The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975, provide reasonable opportunity 
of hearing to the accused officer, record his finding within 30 days of 
the receipt of this order, make recommendations-as to punishment or 
other appropriate action against the accused.

2.

The accused shall join thp proceeding on the date time and 
place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.
3.

V L/)
SUPERINTENDENT OF POlUCE, 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

U- /E/PA, dated Peshawar the / S> /r? Li /2020No.

,is directed to
finalize the aforementioned departmental proceeding within 
stipulated period under the provision of Police Rules-1975. 

Official concerned

/

piiiicsliiiicni rolJcr/Clui(|iCt slicci iicw

7^
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M Subject: INELIGIBLE CONSTABLES FOR B-1 EXAMINATION 2020

(/4^ IXTHROUGH ETEA of constable No.
crc^Unit

m ■ Memo:f
Please refer to your office letter No.98/E/PA, dated 15.04.2020 

on the subject cited above.

r»-*'
f

ALLEGATION:-

It has been proved in preliminary inquiry that they mentioned in 

the letter N0.4492-93/OASI dated 28.02.2020 & other 03-officials mentioned 

in annexure-B showed deceitful attitude as all of them were in knowledge 

that they were in-eligib!e for Bl-Examination even then they tried to deceive : 

the department and ETEA. This amounts to gross misconduct on their part 

and is against the discipline of the force.

PROCEEDINGS:-

To dig out the real fact all the Police Officials from annexure-A 1 

to 39 and annexure-B 1 to 03 were summoned whose was appear before 

the undersigned charge sheets and summary of allegations was received by 

them separately. The service record of the alleged officials were obtained 

from CRC Branch vide diary No.33 dated 05.05.2020. The A-1 and B-1 

passed candidate lists were also obtained from OASI Branch from year 2014 

to 2019.

Statements,of the officials of OASI Branch and CRC Branch were 

also recorded. After the completion of charge sheet time all the alleged 

officials submitted their replies one by one. All the alleged officials from 

annexure-A (1 to 39) and annexure B (1 to 03) were personally heard one 

by one and they were also cross examined.

During of checking the service record it was found that there 

some fake entries of A-1 passed examination in the service books.

Constable Wajid Ullah No.256 vide his A-1 examination has 

failed in the year 2018 under Roll. No.24678. .

Constable Ibrahim No.3199 A-1 examination failed in the
2018 under Roll No.24215.

Constable Qadar Ali No.5456 A-1 examination failed in the year

2019 under Roll No.19670.

Constable Nabi Amin No.1331 A-1 examination failed in the year 

2018 under Roll NO.23563.

Constable Imran Khan No.2630 A-1 failed in the year 2017 

under Roll No.00832.

are

1.

2. year

3.

4.

5.

m m



Constable Muhammad Bilal No.4325 A-1 failed in the year 2018 

under Roll No.22894.

Constable Sohail Adnan No.3974 A-1 failed in the year 2019 

under Roll No.20097.
l-j.

8. , Constable Bilal Ahmad No.2039 A-1 Failed in the year 2019 

under Roll No.20250.

B.

V >

9. Constable Rehman AN No.3530 A-1 Failed in the year 2019 

under Roll.No.18361.
■i

10. Constable Muhammad Sohail No.2555/CCP/349/EF A-lFailed in 

the year 2019 under Roll No.12407.

11. Constable Muhammad Afzal No.5088/278/FRP/HQrs: A-1 Failed 

in the year 2019 under Roll No.19122.

12. Constable Sadiq Shah No.3389 A-1 Failed in the year 2019 under 

Roll No.18930.

13. Constable Maqsood Ali No.2882/3785 A-1 Failed in the year 

2019 under Roll No.19151.

14. Constable Raheem Khan No.2522/428/FRP/HQrs; A-1 Failed in 

the year 2019 under Roll No.19505.

Constable Qayum Khan No.3693/2924 Latter No.466 Dt: 

08.02.2012 A-1 Failed in the year 2012.

Constable Arafat No.325/EF A-1 Failed in the year 2015 under 

Roll No.12550.

Constable Shahzad Khan No.544 A-1 Passed examination by 

ETEA vide OB 990 Dt: 20.04.2014 entry is present in the Service 

Roll but his name is not find in 2014 A-1 ETEA examination 

Result.

15.

16.

17.

18. Constable Baseer Khan No.3051 A-1 Passed examination 2013 

vide OB No.2309 Dt: 01.07.2013 entry is present in the service 

Roll but his name is not find in the above order book 2309.

Constable Shakir Ullah No.1575 A-1 Passed examination 2017 by 

ETEA entry is present in the service Roll but his name is not find 

in A-1 examination 2017 Result.

Constable Tauseef Ullah No.2873/CCP/5669/EF A-1 Passed 

examination 2018 by ETEA entry is present in the service Roll 

but his name is not find in 2018 examination ETEA Result.

Constable Kamran No.245/CCP/836 A-1 Passed examination vide 

PTC Hangu Notification No.1329/S Dt: 20.05.2013 entry is 

present in the service Roll but his name is not find in PTC Hangu

19.

20.

21.

•• ••
r



^ /
. # It is also worth mentioning that the 18 alleged officials have now 

fake entry in their service Roll. However they used shortcut way to get 

promotion illegally. '

The statements of all alleged officials were also examined. There 

was contradiction in their statements. Their replies are un-satisfactory. It 

was also found that the age of Constable Amjad Khan Belt No.4147, 

Constable Wahid Khan No.2526 &. Constable Gulbahar Khan No.1612, were 

found aged according to the criteria of ETEA. The copies of A-1 examination 

forms were obtained from ETEA office which was sent by alleged officials to 

ETEA Office for B-1 examination are attached with inquiry file.

Findina:-

After going through inquiry papers statements of the alleged 

officials and other material available on record. The undersigned came to the 

conclusion that all the alleged officials from annexure A (1 to 39). & 

annexure B (1 to 03) used shortcut way to get promotion. The Police 

department is a discipline force and such kind of actions of Police officials 

demoralized the name of Police department. All the alleged officials were 

ineligible for B-1 examination-

Their malafied intentions involved. All the alleged officials were 

given sufficient time to defend their self. They could not defend their self 

and all of them found guilty of gross misconduct.

AlKthe alleged official are recommended for suitable punishment.

(Niaz Muhammad) 
Deputy Superintendent of Police 

(Security), Civil Secretariat, 
Peshawar.gr- /U /R,, Dated /2Q2Q

?\\m

W/SP-HOrs:

-w
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capita!
Police Peshawar, asycompetent authority, under the provision of Poho; 
Disciplinary

I

Rules; 1975 do , hereby serve upon 

No.: Ji/SL the final show
you,

Constable cause .
t: notice.

The Enquiry Officer, DSP Civil Secretariat, after completion of 
departmental proceedings, has recommended iyou for suitable . 
punishment for the charges/allegations leveled against you in the 
charge sheet/statement of allegations. '

: And whereas the undersigned is satisfied that /ou

deserve the punishmentNo. ///^Constable
1in the light of the above said enquiry report.

Arid as competent authority, has decided to impose upon you the 
penalty of minor/rh.ajor punishment under Police Disciplinary Rules 
1975. : . .

1. . You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the 
aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon'you and also intimate 
whether you desire.-to be heard in person.

If no reply to this notice is received within 7 days of its receipt 
in normal course of;.oircumstances, it ^halT,\be presumed that you havt 
no defence to, put ifi.and in that caselas ex^arte action shall be take

2.

\against you. \
■ V.

\ • .•
■' /VI//•

/
.-.I l'

S-GPERINTEWENT OF POUTCE, 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

/pAf SP/HQrs: dated Peshawar the 

Copy to official concerned

liSiNo. :lJ2020.

_______

2^
r;;.'
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