
10.11.2022 Appellant alongwith counsel present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Arif Saleem Stenographer for the respondents present.

Copy of application for amendment of appeal is handed 

over to learned Additional Advocate General. Learned A AG 

requested for time to reply on application. Last chance is given. 

To come up for submission of reply and arguments on 

21.12.2022 before the D.B.

I

-N
(Fareeha Paul) 
Member (E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

0^^

2C' Dec, 2022 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan,

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Arif Saleem, Steno for the respondents •

present.

Representative of the respondents submitted reply to application

for amendment in service appeal, copy of which handed over to learned1 s?f. ^ counsel for the appellant, who seeks time for preparation for arguments.

f To come up for arguments on application on 03.03.2023 before the D.B.

a
/

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Salah Ud Din) 
Member (Judicial)

dr
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Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Naseerud Din Shah, 

AAG for the respondents present.
24'*^ June, 2022

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment as 

the brief. Adjourned. To come up forhe could not prepare 

arguments on 01.09.2022 before the D.B.

QChairman(Fareeha Paul) 
Member(E)

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present. 
Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah learned Deputy District 

Attorney for the respondents present.

01.09.2022

Learned Member (Judicial) Mrs. Rozina Rehman is 

on leave, therefore, arguments could not be heard. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 11.10.2022 

before the D.B.
7

(Salah-Ud-Din)
Member(J}

Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammadih" Oct., 2022
.‘li

Adeel Butt, Addl. A.G for the respondents present.

Senior counsel for the appellant is not available. His junior

for^argiimentsrequests for adjournment. Adjourned. To come

lU.l 1.2022 before the D.B.on

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member (E)

i
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

'• .. Se:'V!C0 Appeal No. 685/2018
Sameen Gul

-i.

Appellant

K’-5vbef

VERSUS uim-y N;>-

2Jr-2^DaCud
Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents

REPLY TO APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT IN SERVICE APPEAL

RoKpectively Sheweth:- 
i'-'relin’iiiiarv Objections:- ■ >-'i

1. That the application is not maintainable in its. present form.

That the the appeal has been material for hearing and at this belated stage the 

application is bad for aw / rules.

2.

REPLY:-

No comments.

That the applicant / appellant was bounded to annex copy of order dated 

28.02.2018. with his re-joinder, but he deliberately failed, hence at the stage the 

application is not maintainable.

IricorrecL, the applicant / appellant was in knowledge of the order in question

he was informed by the dealing hand of respondent No. 3.

Incorrect, the applicant / appellant was knowledge of the impugned order.

The applicant / appellant is estopped to file the instant application for his 

act, as he was fully aware of the order in question. In addition, the applicant has 

not filed any affidavit with his application regarding not knowing the order in 

question.
I

Keeping in view of the above, it is prayed that the application may graciously be 

rejected on merit.

I .

2.

o as

4.

5. own

r\
Insp !Ctopt?erra3i^f Police 

Iwyber P^htunkhwa,
I {Respondent No. 1}

) .

(Respondent No. 2)

District
Kohat

(Respondent No. 3)



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHT.UNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

« 0

Service Appeal No. 685/2018 
Sameen Gul Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that coritents of parawise comments; are correct and 

true to the best of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from 

this Hon: Tribunal.

'^^^ector Gen^l o^olice, 

(hyj^^alJMkhwa,
/ (Respondmt No. 1)

^naiiMlfce Officer, 
•^Kohat

(Respondent Mo. 2)

District TOUpS^bmte 
Kohat

■(Respondent No. 3)

' 'C
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iNSl’iiCTOR GKNKRAL OF 1*01.ICK 
KHYHFR FAKirrUNKHWA 
Ci:N'nML POLICE OFFICE, 

PESHAWAR.
/18, iliitcii Peshawfir (lie /‘^/2()18.

\-y V ';h* #'

40

<'V< ----

IR^imiliTPoIici; OnF-cr, 
Kolial Region, Koiia!.

ruc

'I’EAI- lEX-COOK CONS rAHEF. SAMEEN GUI. NO. 701)AI

''.■bani.i ;

l-A-Con.sla'bic Samcen Giil No. 7111 ol'Dislvicl l\)licc Eolial had siibmilled appeal

General of Police. Khybor Pakhlunkhwa, l*cshawar for rcinslalcnici-.l • • 

amineci al Cciilral Police Oriicc, Peshawar anrl Hied
K! ihc W-a'lliV Inspectoi 

service. Hi;; appeal
Uinpeienl aulhonly being badly iiiiic barred lor about 03 years and 10 iiKMaihs.

was processed / e.s:lie.'.

’ ■

Tlie applicanl nray please be inlbrnied aecordinety.

{SYEO /JA AEI SHAH), 
Registrar,..

inspector General of Ibrlicc. 
Khvber PakhUinkhwa. Peshawar. .
•or

7^ ■ce*^
Ha

/

eA_V t

I nirtriopywcOiTIccn
1)1 .liltW

I '.V.n;
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
. •

4
'I

Service Appeal No. 685/2018 
^Sa,moe^ Gui Appellant■ j

•-

VERSUS /

Inspector General of Police. 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others .........Respondents<

AUTHORITY LETTER

Mr. Arif Sateein steno (Focal Person) of this office is hereby 

authorized to file the parawis'e comments and any other registered-documents in • 

the Honorable Tribunal on behalf of respondents / defendant and pursue the 

appeal as’well.

■?

District PoliceoTneer, 
Kohat \

(Respondent Nom

i f
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Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Addl. AG for respondents present.
10.01.2022

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment on the ground that he has not prepared the 

brief. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

25.02.2022 before the D.B.

1
(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 

Member(E)

25.02.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the 

Iribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 

17.05.2022 for the same as before.

Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Arif Saleem, 
Steno alongwith Mr. Noor Zaman Khattak, District Attorney for 

the respondents present.
Learned counsel for the appellant submitted application 

seeking amendment in the instant appeal. Copy of application '
\
\ handed over to learned District Attorney, who sought time for 

reply and arguments on the said application. Adjourned. To . 
come up for reply and arguments on application as well as 

arguments on main appeal before the D.B on 24.06.2022.

17.05.2022

(Sa*fah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)
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Mudassir Pirzada Advocate counsel for appellant15.10.2021

present.

Kabir 'Ullah Khcttak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Ishaq Gul D.S'P (Legal) for respondents present.

Perusal of record would reveal that last chance was 

given to learned counsel for appellant for arguments but again a 

request was made for adjournment in order to submit an 

application seeking amendment in the appeal. He was directed to 

submit the application by today but to no avail, therefore, case is 

adjourned by way of last chance to 18,10.2021 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Junior to counsel for appellant present18.10.2021

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Ishaq Gul D.S.P (Legal) for respondents present.

Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case is 

adjourned to 10,01.2022 for arguments, before D.B.

(Rozina'Rehman) 
Member (J)

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

t
•

\'

.

. JI
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02,08.2021 Learned counsel for the appellant present.

Mr. Riaz Ahmed Paindakheil, Assistant Advocate General for 

respondents present.

Again a request was made for adjournment by learned 

counsel for appellant. He has not placed on file copy of the 

departmental representation as ordered by this Tribunal vide order 

dated 04.02.2021. Last chance is given. To come up for arguments 

on 15.10.2021 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

(Auq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

r

; ;:.Lif'U!!sf) Khaliak tear.'t^d Ad<^i+Y’.atAd'/ccate Gei'ersi 
a!-j:.g.-.iih 43haq-5ui'0,i»>..A(Lcr.3j) Cor r€&:^ndOfrts present.

, ."vcrd' vvc
civon- L" -r.5srried-cr=!jr.5e! fox.-'^ppelJ-a/kf^r, v-r

order
r-jaji.^?t;o/.-c-s..;K;uq.ainsr'.'J; 

the i-p;
‘•'Jicurnec! .Dy,.VrsV
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::-Xi to'-n.-i-cv-jli,
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Due to non-availability of D.B, the case is adjourned 

04.02.2021 for the same as before.

24.11.2020

/-

04.02.2021 Counsel for the appellant and Add. AG alongwith Arif Saleem 

Stenographer for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted that the copy of 

departmental representation is not on file and he is going to produce its 

copy for which he sought time. Time is allowed. To come up for the copy 

of departmental representation as well as arguments on 1^04.2021 

before D.B.

hr-
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (E)
(MUHAMMAD JAMAL KHAN) 

MEMBER(Jr''~-~'^—
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Due to C0VID19, the case is adjourned to 

^ ^/2020 for the same as before.
‘5-.2020

Due 10 summer vacation case to come up for the same on 

05.10.2020 before D.B.

04.08.2020

Appellant in person present.

Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General aiongwith Arif • Saleem, Stenographer for 

respondents present.

05.10.2020

• Former requests for adjournment that his counsel is 

busy before District Courts at Kohat. " ' r

4 Adjourned to 24.11.2020 arguments before D.B.

\
(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 

Member (E)
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)

. A



Due to general strike on the call of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Bar Council, learned counsel for the petitioner is not available . 

today. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General for the respondents present. Adjourned to 12.03.2020 for 

further proceedings/arguments before D.B.

22.01.2020

an Kundi)(M. Amihah)
MemberMember

12.03.2020 Appellant in person present. AddI: AG alongwith 

Mr. Arif Saleem, Constable for respondents present. 
Appellant submitted rejoinder which is placed on file. 
Appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up 

for arguments on 12.05.2020 before D.B.

r

)

A

Member Mem ber
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24.09.2019 ; Appellant in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG for 

the respondents present. Appellant requested for adjournment on the ground 

that his counsel is not available today. Adjourned to 29.11.2019 for reply 

and arguments on restoration application before D.B.

(Hussain Shah) 
Member

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

29.11.2019 :■' • Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Kabir Ullah
! •
Khattak learned, Additional Advocate General alongwilh 

representative Inayat Ullah H.C present and submitted reply.

Arguments heard. File perused.

The instant application for restoration of service appeal 

'iNo.685/2018 was filed within time. Flence in the interest of
, I

justice, the same is allowed and the main service appeal 

bearing No. 685/2018 is restored. No order as to costs. To 

•• icome up for arguments on the main service appeal bearing No. 

■’685/2018 on 22.01.2020 before D.B. File of the instant 

.application be consigned to the record room.
J

Member Member

. *
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:yForm-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

177/2019Appeal's Restoration Application No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of 
order

■Proceedings

S.No.

3T1

The application for restoration of^appeal No. 685/2018 

submitted by Syed Mudassir Prizada Advocate may be entered in 

the relevant register and put up to the Court for proper order 

please.

1 •

1, ,
REGISTRAR W 

This restoration application is entrusted to D. Bench-1 to 

be put up there on / I “f

ft

1I2

Counsel for the petitioner present.17.05 2019
CHAIRMAN

Due to demise of his father, learned Member of the

Bench (Mr. Hussain Shah) is on leave. Adjourned 

09.07.2019 for further proceedings before the D.B.

to

Chairman

Petitioner absent, he be put to notice for 24.09.2019. Notice 

of the present application be also issued to the respondei ts for 

reply. Adjourn. To come up for reply and arguments ( n the 

date fixed before D.B. Record be also requisitioned.

0‘'.07.2019

Memoer
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OL.04.2019 Nemo for appellant. Add!. AG alongwith Ishaq 

Gul, DSP (Legal) for the respondents present.

It is already past 4.00 PM and no one is in 

attendance to represent the appellant despite repeated 

calls. '

Dismissed for non-prosecution, 
consigned to the record room.

File be

Chaikmn I

ANNOUNCED
01.04.2019

/
- s

i

) t ■t
yi-

■'1
■ ^

I '

■ ■'}

f'
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■4''(7 Neither appellant nor his counsel present, Mr. Arif 

Saleem, ASI alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addi: 

AG for respondents present. Written reply not 

submitted. The above named representative made a 

request for adjournment. Granted. Case to come up tor 

written reply/comments on 05.11.2018 before S.B.

10.09.2018

Chairman

Due to retiremerit of HoiTble Chairman, the
* ’S

Tribunal Is defunct. Therelbre, the case is adjourned. To 

come up on 2P.12.2018. Written reply not received.

05.1 1.2018

READDR

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 
Khattak learned AAG alongwith Ishaq Gul DSP present and 
submitted written reply. Adjourn. To come up for rejoinder if any 
and arguments on 15.02.2019 before D.B.’'//

20.12.2018

Member

15.02.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabiurllah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. 

Bilal Ahmed IT.C for the respondents present. Learned counsel 

for the appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To 

come up for arguments on 01.04.2019 before D.B

s

(Hussain Shah) 

Member
(Muhammad Amin KTian Kundi 

Member ’■



y.v
29.06.2018 Learned counsel for the appellant present and seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

19,07.2018 before S.B. .

Member

Appellant absent. Notice be issued-to him for 10.0.2018. 

To come up for preliminary hearing on the date fixed before S.B
19.07,2018

Member

$

0

?

Mr. Syed Mudasir Pirzada, Advocate counsel for'the
i

appellant present and heard in limine.

10.08.2018

Contends that major penalty of remoyal from service 

has been imposed on the appellant on the ground that he 

was charged in a criminal case whereas later on the 

appellant was acquitted by a competent court of law. .

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is 

admitted to full hearing, subject,to all legal objections. 

The appellant is directed to deposit security and process , 

fee within 10 days. Thereafter, potices be issued to the 

respondents. To come up for written reply/comments on . 

10.09.2018 before S.B.

rocesal
■ Appe'lanl 

Second eS '

/Chainhan
, >

.. '
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Form-A

FORMOFORDERSHEET
Court of

685/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Samin Gul resubrhitted today by Syed 

Mudassir Pirzada Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman fpr proper order 

please.

18/05/201'8- '1

REGISTRAR

2- This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing 
to be put up there on C>i }o^\\Q .

CHAIRMAN

Counsel for the appellant Syed Mudasir Shah 

F’irzada, Advocate present and made a request for 

cdournmen! to 29.06,2018. Next dale convenient to him is 

yranled. To come up for preliminary hearing on 29.06.2018 

before the S.B.

01.06.2018

0
/Chairman

■T.
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. The appeal of Mr. Samin Gul Ex-cook Constable No. 701 District Police Kohat received today 

i.e. on 27.04.2018 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
2- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.
3- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.
4- Departmental appeal having no date be dated.
5- Copy of revision petition is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
6- Annexures of the appeal are not in sequence which may be annexed serial wise as 

mentioned in theimemo of appeal.
7- One copy/set of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect may also be 

submitted with the appeal.

ys.T,

/2018.

REGISTRAR^j 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Sved Mudasir Pirzada Adv. Kohat.i

V
-f-

i.

i

? '
" 0

i, ,
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r BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOQN KHWA SERVICE TRIBLJNAI PFc;hawar

Service Appeal 2018

Ex-Cook Constable Samin Gul No-701 R/o District Kohat

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLIEC KOHAT REGION KOHAT

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.3.

(Respondent)

INDEX

Sr Description of Documents Annexure Page
No

1 Memo of Appeal 1-5

2 Affidavit 6

Address of the Parties-.3 7^ r

-
Copy of impugned Order dated 15-01-2014. departmental 
representation dated 09-02-2014 & Rejection order dt 07-03-2014

4 A 8-9''o
4

'5 Copy of Order dated 05-04-2018 of respondent No-1 aniongwith 
representation before respondent No-1 dated-01-02-2018

B

Copy of FCN, Charge Sheet,& Disciplinary action6 C
t

Wakalatnama

Through

ralviuda^ Pirza^ 
Advocate HC 
0345-9645854

Date 27/ 04 / 2018

!■



^ before the KHYRFR
PAKHTOON KHWA SERVIOF TRibunai PF.c^MAWAp i.

1

IService Appeal 2018 iV

Ex-Cook Constable Samin Gul No-701 R/o Distriot Kohat T'r;

(Appellant)
VERSUS

? :

1: -INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.

2.>DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLIEC KOHAT REGION KOHAT 

3:-DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

1

s<'

' 1

(Respondent)
f.
H-

1
i:,

SERVICE

WITH

WAS ' I

Pray;

may please be re instated in the service with all back benefits are blessed with 

any other remedy as the honable tribunal deem

' Respectfully Sheweth,

With great veneration the i 
following grounds;-

:i
• '.k
■ ■!

’ rproper . : y
II

instant appeal is preferred by the appellant on the
5

Facts:

“::r - r-
appellant along with other four accuseddated 22-06-201 8 u/s « P.O 9C-CNSA 
13.A.0 PS Jungle Khel Kohat.

j

That on the above 

resulting in the removal from
count, the petitioner was proceeded against departn)entally 

service by respondent No-3 dated 22-06-201.3
1

U

'K
■ - i S:i’ii:■*



nk

,(
1

vide order bearing OB-69 dated 1 5-01 -2014(Copy of Impugned Order annexed 

as annexure A).

That the petitioner preferred an departmental appeal before the respondent No- 

2 against the impugned order of respondent No-3 but the same was rejected on 

05-03-2014(Copy of rejection order & representation is annexed as annexure B)

That the allegation were not inquired by enquiry officer in accordance with law 

and the appellant was served with the FCN, Charge Sheet & Disciplinary 

action.(Copy annexed as annexure C)

That the petitioner face the trial before the court of learned ADJ-V Kohat and 

after prolong legal battle earned an 

case.

That the allegations were not inquired by enquiry officer and the appellant was 

removed from service from service with immediate effect from 22-06-2013 

without giving any opportunity of fair hearing and
initiated. Feeling aggrieved by the appellant from the impugned order of the 

respondent No-3 the appellant preferred representation for giving 

opportunity of being heard in person but the same was not entertain nor 

accepted .

;■

V

I
acquittal in the above mentioned criminal !ir

proceedings have been •

!the

.]

Grounds: •i:
] .

That since the appointment of appellant in the police department 
performed duty with honesty and sincerity and devotion 
department . during course of enquiry none from any other police official 

examined in support of the charges leveled against the appellant. No

a.
in the police

■

was
allegation mentioned above practice by the appellant nor proved against 
any cogent reason against the appellant. That the enquiry officers vide in 

their findings not personally heard the present appellant .

That the enquiry officer has mentioned in his finding report that the 

appellant was found guilty of the charges and appellant reply is
but till date the appellant was

b.
II
!:!unsatisfactory without any cogent reason

the opportunity of being personally heard nor any written reply 

the record which proves that the respondent have given any
not given 

is on
opportunity for his defense.

1 :

%
That the above mentioned enquiry officer has not given any legal 

consideration to the actual facts of the case 

police officials were examine by enquiry officer.

That during the course of enquiry the enquiry officer has mentioned in his 

finding report that the appellant was directed to submit his wriuen reply

c.
of appellant nor the other

d.

, i

if>r



A

but no lice is crawling /creeping on his ear, but the same was falsely 

mentioned in enquiry report by concern enquiry officer in fact no single 
• document has ever been served to the appellant and self stated that 

appellant has badly failed to narrate satisfactory reply to the charge sheet 
etc.

r
t.

That there is no cogent evidence on the record which proves that the 

appellant ,^has commit any offence of mentioned above etc and the 

appellant not heard in person in all respect and the respondent No-3 
Kohat has acted whimsically and arbitrary, which is apparent from the 

enquiry report submitted by the enquiry officer.

;n.e.
;;
■]

I

i

f. That again the biasness of the respondent NO-2 clearly prove by not 
entertaining the representation of the petitioner .keeping in view the 

decision of apex court the respondent No-2 were duty bound to record 

reason of rejection ‘when departmental appeal was submitted to the 

competent authority was bound to decide the same with in reasonable 

time after application of independent mind ,by giving reason such was a 

requirement of law as well as of the principal of natural justice 2009 

(PLC)(CS) 77

;■

i
.{

. i

That it is clearly mention in 2003 PLC CS 1468 that any instruction issued 

in violation of Rules would be illegal and void .
9-

h, That it is worth mentioning here that these facts have also been intimated 

to respondent No-2 but in vain.

That the impugned order is not based on sound reasons and same is not 
sustainable in the eyes of law, the same is based on wrong assumption of 
facts.

I.

i

That the departmental enquiry was not conducted according to the rules.J. c

k. That the penalty has been imposed on extraneous consideration which is 

not the subject of the occurrence but the appellant has been penalized.

That the impugned order is out come of surmises and conjecture.

That the impugned order is suffering from perversity of reasoning, hence 

liable to be set aside.
m.

I :

That order of the respondent is very much harsh in nature.

That some other grounds will be agitated at the time of arguments with 

the prior permission of the Honorable highness.

n.

io,
1 :

Prav:
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In view of above submission it is requested, by accepting, of instant appeal 
the impugned order of Respondents NO-3

v:
may set aside and the present 

appellant may please be re instated in the service with all back benefits and 

blessed with any other remedy as the honable tribunal deem proper.

I

’ ■

iDated:
l\ .

!

(Appellants) ■ ^
\

I
1

iThrough
^.'

■—

Syed Mudasir Pirzada 

Advocate HC.
District Courts Kohat 
0345-9645854

'! '

b

\

Certificate;- [

.1

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

-I'; ;

List of Books
'4

K

1:-Constitution of Pakistan 1973 ;;

2:- Police Rules

3:- Case Law according to need. V- ■5
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\

'i

i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAI PESHAWARA,
\

Service Appeal 2018

i\
'l '
■■k

c.

AFFIDAVIT

l:,Syed Mudasir Pirzada Advocate ,as 

per instruction of my client do here by
r

• solemnly affirm and declare that all the
j

contents of accompanying service
I

appeal are true and correct to the best

I ,

i •

Of my knowledge and belief and !'■

nothing has been concealed from this

honourable Tribunal

i

Advocate
1

I
i

I

I

%

i

t' r

k

;
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR. ? I

i' •
I

!
Service Appeal 1 •2018

'; I •)
■ J

Ex-Cook Constable Samin Gul No-701 R/o District Kohat i'■•yl

I \

■■I

(Appellant) '\
i

VERSUSr
•:

; t

fir- '
(I
I1 INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR;

1 '

DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

3 'J
I
I

2.

3. (Respondent)
■: i
• ;
t. I

ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES
i-•n.

APPELLANT «
-)

Ex-Cook Constable Samin Gul No-701 R/o District Kohat!
I

•i

I

f ; -
RESPONDENTS

1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.

2. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT

3, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

r •
1

Through5
.^1/ h r

\yy>. • <
Syed Mudasir Pirzada 

Advocate HC 
0345-9645854

Date

'.'V

y

i;

\
.w-

;'
V
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I
.-> ■ Tais o.-dcr .. passed on dsc depamacntal enquh-y aga^t Cook 

constable Samln Gul No. 701 of this district Poltce under Poltcc Rule 197b.

• s iii..'.,
!'!■ t-i':'

■ ! t"

<i ■

i,!; .that the above named

constable while posted at PS Cantt. was involved/arrested
22.06.2013 U/S 09 C CNSA/3/aPO/13AO PS Jungl

areof the departmental enquiryBrief facts ride'
. • !rii'

<-r1 \ [ ■ ,defaulter cook
FIR No. 396 dated

1
.1 1 'I;'!"

case ri;:'
Khcl'Kohat.

and Mr. • i: •

He was served wPdr charge sheet/summary of allegations 

1'hnn DS^ Ciw Kohat was appointed as Enquiry .
r: “ cnR. Phe enquiry ^ “

recommended that he ts found ^llty of the charges leveled agatnst.

|V' II

irv Officer to proceed 1

|1

andLai
ao,ai

■ i

11

■■'f !■I

involvement, rn possessing narcotics/weapons nas been

was
j

rHis J! 1'

1.

1 ;
j

PS Jungle Khel m raid. By his gross j ;
department. Therefore, he is 1 /r ,

room by SHO Khan Ulltuh and his'team of 

misconduct, he has brought d.badiname to. the 

removed from service with effect tom 22.06.2013.
:* , •

^ .•
1

* 1

.
1

t

05 No. OFFICERdistrict POL }

iS'O/^ /2014 KQKAT i 1Date H
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^ -H- \o . .
KOHAT

: •'

A- 'P

prii ICEDEPARTMENX.

I P;ORDER.;
5S8d on the appeal preferred by Ex; Cook Cons able 

requested for sotting aside .
t This order is passsc

□''Strict Poiice, wherein he“:icevideDPOKohatO;BNo.S9,dated15.0f.OH

that the official whllb posted at Police Station Cantl
Is. 09-CNSAyd/4-PCf-;c-AO, 'cc.

the
..pj

Gul No. 701 of '-^ohat 

punishment order oi remove! from
Sameen

was
Facts are
FIR NO. 396, dated 22,06.2013 u 

. ,-,nich speaks offndisdplino; disinterest in of,.cal dot,tnvoWed / arrested vide cas - 

■Slaiion Jungle Khel Kohat. 

misconduct.

and amounts

gross itionsHO was sarved with charge sheet aiongw.th statement of a,log 

and Mr Lai Parid Khan DSP City. Kohat was appointed as e
inveCkjate the opnduot of defaulter offitoi.

iqu'.ry

Police Disciplinary Rules
proceed against him departmentniiy end to

iThe enqui^'officer conducted a

under 

officer to transparent enquiry,, giving full
msnt.dad film for departmental punish

accused official and recommen
opportunity of hearing to the eal lorthe said order, he preferred the instant apP

Aggrieved from

foinstotsment in serfice. =ard incalled in Orderly Rcom and r,
misconduct and 'cculd nut: Therefore, the defaulter was 

• railed to submit any plausiuio n-p.;-1"' to hiC
O5.03.2OM, bnperson on 

satisfy me undersigned. I'sigrieo 

sh'idow of 

voea! is

. the undeof above and available record

■ is proved without any

rdance with idw / rules. Hence, a

Therefore, iiwiew
ations leveled agaihs^f him

to the conclusion tnat the aliegcame
doubt.'Thc' order passed Ivy the DPO Kohat is acco:

hereby filed.

QZ.OZ.20U. i! of.poiloe. 
'!<.onat.

.spoctor Genera 
Kohat Region,'.

Dy:

/
f. •;‘20'|4.

the District Mi* s.iHce BKoriDs.alsb on
2-H 77 -/F.C, dated Kohat the 

Cep' tb
Mfitiio: Nor 3519/L.S 

Ev-Oook Constable Sameen GutNo

liK office 
posed.No.%

701 of Kohat d'sti'ici.

2.

/,
!

^ AlohalReg^d,
•z

: .
'5'-; ■

' .



MFQHE the provincial police officer. KHYRFR
PUKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

presentation -REQUESTING FOR RF.-TNSTATEMENT IN SERVICE

Respectfully Sheweth,

With veneration, the petitioner submits the instant representation before your 
honour for judicious and sympathetic consideration.

i. Briefly stated the facts the petitioner while serving as cook constable in 
Kohat Distl: Police, was falsely implicated alongwith four others in a criminal 
case vide case FIR No. 396 dated 22-06-2013 u/ss-3/4 PO/9 CNSA/13 A O PS 
Jungle Khei Kohat.

2. On the above count, the petitioner was proceeded against departmenially resulting 
m the Removal from service by DPO Kohat w.e.f 22-06-2013 vide order bearing 
OB No. 69 dated 15-1-2014 { Copy of the order is enclosed herewith).

3. The petitioner preferred an appeal before the DIG of Police Kohat Region against 
the above cited order of DPO Kohat but the same was filed vide order dated 05- 
03-2014 ( Copy of the order is enclosed herewith).

4. The petitioner and the co-accused faced the trial before the

are

. ... . , ^ . ......... - court of Learned
Additional Sessions Judge -V- Kohat and after ardouse, expensive and prolong 
legal battle earned an acquittal m the above noted criminal; case vide judgement 
dated 16-01-2018 ( Attested copy of the judgment is enclosed herewith).

5. According to Chamber’s 21 Century Dictionary the word “ acquittal” means a 
declaration m court of law that someone is not guilty of the crime of which he/she 
has been accused.

6. The illegal involvement of the petitioner in the business of narcotics etc was the 
only ground on which the petitioner was Removed from service by DPO Kohat 
and the said ground has now disappeared Ibrough acquittal of the petitioner by the 
court of law.

7. With the acquittal in the criminal case, the petitioner has re-emerged as a fit and 
proper person to continue with his service.

PRAYER:- In view of the above discussion, it is prayed that the order passed by DPO 
Kohat vide OB No. 69 dated .:15-01-2014 and the order of DIG of Police 
Kohat Region dated 5-3-2014 may kindly be set aside'and the petitioner re
instated in service w.e.f 22-6-2013 with all back benefits.

The petitioner shall always pray for your long life, health and prosperity.

Yoiirs Obediently

EX-Cook Constable Same'en Gul No. 701 
S/OKhadiGul
R/O Mohailah Shenwari Jungle Khel Kohat



Phono No: 9260112. 
Fax Ng i_9_2^mi 4..

From: - The Rcj^ional Police OlTicer, 
Kohat Region, Kohat./

To: The District Police Officer, Kohat.

No. ,/EC, Dated Kohat the ./2018.
;

Subject: - APPEAL.
! MEMO:

An appeal, preferred by Ex-Cook Constable Samecn Gul No. 
701 of Kohat district Police, was*^examined and filed by W/RPO Kohat being 

badly time-barred and also his previous appeal has been rejected vide this 

office order Endst: No. 2437-38/EC, dated_07Ji3_2a44.

He may be informed accordingly please.

V^r75
■ R^onal Police Officer, 
-g^^ohat Region

/ ".JCC omceiv
i'-ciiat

D'

.'J

V;.-
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE MOTYr.P.
"»•* 1.

I, I, Muhammad Saleem. District Police Officer. Jiv..-.

serve you Cook rij.i.competent authority under the Police Rule .d975
:

Samin Gul No. 701 as fallow:-
t

The consequent upon the cornpletion of enciuincs
against you by the Enquiry Officer, Mr. Lai Farid Khan DSP Citv. Kc inu- 

On going through the findings and recommendatio: ; 
Enquiry Officer, the materials-on the record'and otlner connected

' i

satisfied that the charge against you is proved and you have 

following acts/omission specified in Policie Rule 1975.

I I

2.=•

i:>a ■ • .'nr.

Ci.S'Ci i ■

•‘Arrested 39i6FIR No.in case date d
9CCNSA/3/4PO/13AO PoHce Station Jungle Khel”.

As a result thereof I, as competent authd'ritv, have 

decided to impose upon you the penalty of major punishment ; 
Rule 1975,

22.06,20 1 “ 11/ sJ.

3.

t: 1:on

You are therefore, required to Show Cause as to w'hv th,: a 

penalty should not be imposed upon you, also intimate whether 

bc heard in person.

4,

voi

5 If no reply to this notice is received within seven i'/'i -. .. 
delivery in the normal course of circumstances, it will be considc,- 

that you have no defence to put in and in that case 

taken against you.
an ex-parte i.cuc I 4i

Copy ol finding of the enquiry officer is enclosed.6

I

■I )

No /PA - DISTRICT POLIGS (h'PlCC 
KOHh TDated.^'S - ^--/2013
/

[|



J•i
•I
:r {*,

/v1: \ ■ .^) 1-
tr

CHARGE SHEET.

I DILAWAR KHAN BANGASH. DISTRICT POLICE
■'-L '

CookgFICER. • .KOHAT as . competent authority, hereby charge yoi

nstable Samiiii Gul No. 701 committed the following irregularities;-

Arrested in case FIR No. 396 dated 22.06.20 !3 u/s 
9.CCNSA/3/4PO/13Ad Police Station Jungle Khe!.

By re^ons of the above, you appear to of

Jr misconduct under Police Rule-1975 and have rendered yourself liable lo all .or 

I any of the penalties.

I 2.

You are therefore, required to submit your written 

defence within 07days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet Jo the enq\.iin officer.

Your written defense if any should reach the Enqu-irj- 

Officer withiri the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed ihai you 

have no defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shall oc taken 

against you.

3.

A statement of allegation is ehclosed,• 4.
Sit,

V
i

h L)•Si-V X"'fm DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
KOHAT

•



■ •v

:• ^ ''mii'4
>•= 

...:#

/■-

-2-
X' .

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I. DILAWAR khan BAWr,A«H, DISTRICT 1 !Oy C 5
as competent authority, 'am of the opinion tha:. Cook 

^table Samin Gul No. 701 has rendered'himself liable to be proceeded 

nst as he committed the following acts/omissions under Police Rule IQ75:

;n
H ER, KOHAT

m
* STATEMENT OF ALLEGATTOWS

Arrested in case FIR No. 396 dated 22.06.20 13 u/s 
9CCNS^/3/4PO/13AO Police Station Jungle K1 c- j.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said

accused with reference to the above allegations, Mr. Lai Farid Khan DSP City,
# Kphat is appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer shall in accoi'dance

^2.j:

■f with provision of the Police Rule-1975, provide reasonable opportunuy of 

M hearing to the accused official, record its findings and make 

4 days of the receipt of this order, recommendations
within twenty five 

as to punishmejit c r other
A

appropriate action against the accused.

I
The accused official shall the proceeding on the

!
'■1 date, time and place fixed by the enquiry officer.1^'.•rf'U

■ ^

■M DISTRICT POLICE OF FICER, 
\ / KOHAT

/

/PA^ dated p-M.
No. /2013.

Copy of abbve is forwarded to: 
jVlr.^ Lai Farid Khan DSP Citv. Kohat:- The Enquiry Officer for 
initiating proceedings against the accused under the provit.ions of 
Police Rule-1975.

1.t]
&'
f'.-

f
2. —Constable Samin Gul No. 701:- The concerned oificiai- 

officer’s with the directions to appear before the Enquiry off cer, 0:1 
the date, time and place fixed by, the enquiry officer, for the
purpose of enquiry proceedings. '

1
. 1

.4- ‘
■4* «• ,• .
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BEFORE THE HONORAiBLE KHYBER PAK-HTUNKHIVA 
' SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service appeal Mo. 685/2018 
Ex-Cook Constable Samin Gul No. 701 Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, and others Respondents.

Pa'rAWISE COIVIIVIENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS,

INDEX

AnnexureDescription of documents pagesS N
01-02Parawise comments1

03Counter affidavit2.

04ACopy of FIR No. 396/2013 PS Jungle Khel3.

05-17,Additional documents, i.e enquiry file and order 
of departmental appeal dated 07.03.2014______

4.

•*
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Service appeal No. 685/2018 
Ex-Cook Constable Samln Gul No.-■? 701 Appellar

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, 
KhyberPakhtunkhwa, and others

iy-. . Responderf'

>?'

Respectively Shewpth .

Parawise comments are submitted 

Preliminary ObiectinnQ-.

'ki-'
as under;-

i
That the appellant has got no cause of action. 

That the appellant has got no locus standi.

a.

b.

That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form 

That the appellant has not come to this Hon

c.

d.9

■ Tribunal with clean hands.
That me appeal is badly time barred and liable to be dismissed

■;

e.I in limine.
{ FACTS:-.iT- 1. Correct,f-. regarding enrollment of appellant as cook constable and his arrest

criminal case vide FIR No. 396 dated 22.06.201,3 u/s 9 CCNSA, 3/4 PO 13 AC 

Police ■

»>•

p/.
!!■

Station Jungle Khel Kohat. Copy 

Correct, the appellant during his initial span of service 

in criminal activity. Therefore

ti ls annexure “A”
2. .

i.e 3 years indulge himse
i he was proceeded with departmentally i

accordance with law & rules, which culminated into his removal from servic-
vide order of respondent No. 3 dated 15.01.2014. 

The appellant was heard in31 - person by the respondent No. 2. who failed tc
submit any plausible explanation to his

misconduct. Therefore, the departmenta 
appeal of the appellant was correctly rejected by the 

Incorrect, the appellant.

t

respondent No. 2.4.
was associated with the inquiry proceedings by the 

person by the competent authorities, and affordedinquiry officer, heard in
ample

to rebut the allegations levelled
(

opportunity of defense, but the appellant failed

and proved against him.
5 Irrelevant, criminal and departmental proceeded are distinct in nature. Both the 

authorities are not binding on the decision / proceedings of any 

The allegations / charges levelled against the a 

shadow of doubt by the inquiry officer 

submitted in the above 

defense by the concerned.

other authority, 
ppeflant were proved beyond

6.
any

and competent authorities as well. As

para, the appellant was afforded ample opportunity of

t



1
t

♦

\ .
I

/
j-

L \
'f'--

r- >♦
, L i

Vh •^ laaoas ■ >f>
) ■

©jiiieLCis ojinbay JON dq sivJr 
8i.o;: 300 K uo-peiuvw zc^Bj 100 nt-os?i....i^y qi nooo

•■-N

l!
Ii

i;, ,,• *V‘ ^ *

> r

% ; •:
s?tfeia '^fl.'^oe Aijea io> yao;yr.'upj -g

■» , 1: ,
Cj a ' ' *

id.y}iQ eoifc^i P pB4U« p iiifocJ aseaid
8C‘:ZZZt]£££0 PemuW qpuw laucio^ iuei.a>na-» af> .

\ 6u|)|ms )Od(qns
p ioi}a](juioo JO/ ieijo>{ ©jjuso /u8LUUjaju|\e pejinbej eje suba uosud x p '210Z
jar uiasciQ g uo psuuB|d uaaq eBL| siotAUoo\ gg Bujuisuioj |0 6u!)/!i|S aseqd puopss

m ! 'Sl-Og jaqujaoaQ g uo asBijd isjij u| paia|dujoo uaaq seq uepJei^ uosud lejjuao oi
}ei aj;u:)o ;uaii;ujaiu| ujoj/ (sjauosud x ggt ;o jno) sjauospd x oz }o Suiyiqs

\ »
/a- 81.03 ioqujoAON 0£ P^t^P OAIHyj‘(lU|) SO/DI J/8/3S30 Jaqujnu japai jno oi jagynj

®l!®r H^IO oj sejjueg tuauiuiejuj woj/ sjOjAUOQ /o Dup/mg ;fq »g

\ Adoo aoy/o
J^OVr ■ sdJ03 L t OH

iego>< jaou/o so’IOd PPlSjO 
eppesjBLjo J3PJH0 ^o'lOd PMISi'q 

)BMS jaojyo aO!|Od lO'JJSlQ 
lBqo>j ajiuao luamujajui aBjegoui

JB/. BMsad ifMq>|unjq)jBd JaqAq)!' JuampedoQ^jjei/vfBqpi

1

Z

I 1.

or;



y. 2^GROUNDS:-

Incorrect; the appellant during his initial stage are service i.e 3 years indulged 

himself in criminal case, 

b. The appellant was proceeded with departmentally in accordance with law / 

rules, provided defense opportunity by the inquiry officer and he was heard in 

person by the competent authorities. Hence, all codal formalities of the inquiry 

have been fulfilled accordingly.

Incorrect, ail the facts .were brought on record by the inquiry officer and the 

appellant was held guilty of the charge, |
incorrect,

incorrect, the appellant was arrested by local Police and recovered contraband.
I

f. Incorrect, the departmental appeal of the appellant was proceeded in 

accordance with law & rules. Furthermore, reference of precedent of superior 

court is irrelevant.

g. Irrelevant, the appellant quoted reference of reported case in appeal is bad in, 

eyes of taw. However, it is submitted that each and every case has its own 

circumstances, facts and merits,

h. Irrelevant.

Incorrect, the orders were passed in accordance with law & rules, 

j. Incorrect, the departmental inquiry was conducted according to law & rules.

Incorrect, the appellant was involved / charged in criminal case i.e recovery of 

narcotics, arms and ammunition. •

Incorrect,

Incorrect. i

Incorrect, retention of appellant being charged in criminal case would earn bad; 

name to the department. , ' i

The respondents may also be allowed to advance any other grounds at the time 

of hearing.

Keeping in view of the above that the appeal is, without merit and no! 

substantiated/badly time barred for about G4 years. It ,is. therefore, prayed that the 

appeal may kindly be dismissed with cost please.

a.

c.

d.

e.

I.

k.

m.

n.

0.

\

Dy: Inspector of Police, 
Kohat Reg^nJjJohat

• (Respondent

ice,
r Pakhtunkhwa,

{Respondent No. 1) ■

.1
Ifrfcer,

Kohat
(Respq^nt No, 3)y->

. .t

. -
-.ft



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service appeal No, 685/2018 '
Ex-rCook Constable Samin Gul No. 701 Appellant,

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police. 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, and others Respondents.

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise 

comments are correct and true to the best of our knowledge and belief. 

Nothing has/^een concealed from this Hon: Tribunal.

Inspector General of Police, 
Kh^er Paklilulil^vva,

(Respondent No,i)

Dy: Inspector G)W\l of Police, 
Kohat Reflion^hat
(Respor)^nlm^ .

olice Officer, 
Kohat

(Respondent No. 3)
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rV |?-'22-9260274 
I ■•■-02-9260275 5“

ThoI Siiperintendeni of Police 
Investigation Wing, Kohat./

^■"'e C

The Disiricl Police Officer, 
Kohat.

/ Diary ;'j

Dated —
i

?

i. »•
/GC Dated Kohat the. /20I3.;

i
i
I -

informationrject:

^femo;
/

.f
It is to inform your good-self that accused Samin 

Khan Shinwtiri Jungle Kliel Kohat 

Police Station Cantt, has been 

. 9CCNSA./3/4PO/I3AO Police Static

S'oKhadi Gul R/o V!oh; PurJhi 

.presently serving under your command as Cook r<or.sicbJe in

arrested in case FIR No. 3% dated 22.o6.201,t U'S

a Jungle Khel,

!\/

G/
SUPERINTENDENT OF ‘OU( E

investigation wing, bOHAl
i '

No. t

f

I

SIIEGT.'cmu,^
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CHARGE SHERTa:

r
I DILA^R KHAN BANGASH. PISTRIC1 POLICE

compereni: authorUy, hereby cliarge ' y ■■i.i Cook 

commilited the lollowing irregularities;

f; >FFICER. KQHAT as’>
:r

Constable Samin Gul No. 701
,a,

'S

22.06. h)J3 u/s
w
:i.'

Jungle K'hel.h-
i

2. .By reasons of the above,<% you appear to yuilty of
misconduct under Police Rule-1975 and have rendered yourself Habl 

any of the penalties.
■ ti; ail lorgijj

Sit
3. You are therefore tet^uired to submit voi.'. r written
defence within OYda.ys of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enqui,

Your written defense if 

Officer within the specified period, failing, which 

have no defense to 

against you.

>

'.'■i'ficei.
any should reach tin Cnq'-hrv 

It shall be presumed that 

case ex-parte action shall .hi takeri
vou

/ put in and in that

.• 4. A statement of allegation is enclosed.

DISTRICT P0'ETCE7>FPICER,
KOHAT

■

. ____ Nolict. Ck.ift Slirci. llvptiraliM Orta iDlvc H A R (I B illBCTiulfdor

■ , V_
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PISCIPLIWAPV

:• ■ PILAWAR KHAN BANGARHi DISTRICT _ TOLICE/riCER. KOHAT 

Instable Samin Qul No.
as competent authority, am of the opinion - lu Cook

701 has
he committed the followi

rendered himself liab! 

nig acts/omissions under Poiice Ri
to be ■ ;riji:t-;eded 

ie i97,5:-
?.piinsi as

STATEMENT OF ALLECa^q^q

Syetiated do
9CCNSA/3/4PO/ ,13AO Police 

For the

Oh u/s
Station Juntilc .-.I',;:'],2.

purpose of scrutinizing the/ cond'j n ■j\ said/ accused with reference to the 

Kpfaat is appointed 

with

above allegations, Mr. Lai Farirt 
as enquii7 officer. The

U7Citv,

<- ■.'■■r'. iariceenquiry officer shall i 

provide reasonable 

record its findings and make, within i

in c
provision of the Police Rule-1975, 

hearing co the accused official 

days of the

oppe r-;i:v\' uf

receipt of this order, - 

appropriate action against the accused.
recommendations as to punishmci r r

The'accused official ohall jouj the proceed! e, 

by the enquiry officer.date, Lime and place fixed

/

\

DlWRICT POLKfiroppiCER 
KOHATNo, , dated

Copy of above is forwaixied to~
Mr^Lal' Farid ir^nn 
initiating proceedin 
Police Rule-1975,

The concerneo: official./
the date, t.me and'by tl
purpose Of enquiry, proceedings, ^ ^ enquiry oificelor the

« Z../2013.
1.

^SP__City:^JvQiiat;- The Enquiry -'ilfirer for 
against the accused under the pn visions of ■

2.
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3^^1/17-06-2013^^y'7704-05/PAy:l^^^UJ)/

- l uCd/u’^uZ L -lW^|/^2lJyjJy^^/22-06-2013;...y

14;30c3y^/^0rt^.J>r^(7c^(X<'^^J';/,(/^;./-

^ X; byj, (J T; I j1^21 t U'

c_J:^LA:lP^j>t/^c_|^^UDSP/'Ll/2_u^:y-^J(X^>iL^^L/i^L^|''L/2.^USHOy-JJ-:

t/(J W c'^-j' (^ ‘ ^y l<^ Z_ >f

SHOy'/J^UiC^LjlJ'l/jt^l^.L-jt^y. 

b/Jyj/y;^;,^

(/byytj/U^^SiS--S^J'i)(^/d/u^^j^,^ijb 

0/
Jl^y r'jbrfl.jC^xy i<

>^-Li^lrUr'l'yyy

usHo^y.i>jLt^^i^yyL)v^^yy,t,LrojLuyr
y

i^9C CNSA/3/4 PO / 13AO|'^22-06-2013^jr'396Q 

u dVif y w ^c_ y2l c'y irt y^X f>7J c; (. r

- L ^ 1, ly y y f-v? i/L ^ y t;

i^t/^ li'ly U J L ji F i R y j L ^ f>^^ 

Jj^ (J j t iy!y

yy(('UU)t:,)yi(7

-^JvLHi
70iyj^^

yy/Q
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DaPARIHENfJLL MQIflRI AGilKST 

^OK COKST4SAMIK StJT.,
»

Gook Constable SaBin #iiL Mo *701 whale 

Police Station Jnnsle Khel Kohafi Allegation wer -, 
the 'said accused Constable has 

! Mo.396 dated 22.6^2013 U/S 9 0MSV3A/P0/13A0 

Jungle Khel,K:©hat.. ..

In this connection he 
undersigned was appointed 

departaental.enquiry against.him,.

pos at
hat 

FIS
P© ice Station

r'

beeh arrested'in

was charge sheeted :nd bhe
€?iductas enquiry officer to

m
The above naned accused Constable, 

I.O. cf the
3H0,P3 Mingle Khel, 

were -AiniMnied, 
ar'-> *„'hieh

case and ether Felice official 
heard in .persen and recorded their, statements 

enclosed in enquiry file.h
k
i Cook-Constable Sarnia »ul N0.70I. stated in-fc 

that he has been not involved in the said 

been registered agaiiist-hiEi..falsely. ..

1 .statement 
case, f'hft ease has-s

*
ij

SHO ®f PS ^P^ngle Khel’stated that the said adauset 

eoofc ©onstable has been arrested red handed 

recovered his poasestion one Kalashinkov,05 ohar-er.iao 
7iS2 bore, ©haraa 04 Kg, 03 bottle tenoher 

bore. Aca«oehaB;been registered against him vide cH.se FIR 

dated 22^6^2013 9/S 9 eHfiA/3/4/PO/l3
Kohat.

I.O. of the

1 in b Lf! house jinda
% rounc

'ant"©:'!?* pistol 50

A® P:! Jungle Khe]

ease Sr Sadda Khan, -ASI 1« 
bashir Hussain ©f PS Jungle Khel
fm

9^00 Kb .n and LKO 

supported the V'-r-ion of

Service record of the »aoed Constable 1 je perused. 
He was enlisted in Police department on 12;04 2^'^cr fiteori 

and bad entry...is.,niii,...-

Prom-the enquiry
'.-Skidr".Constable. 1

so-far-conducted-it pis ved that 
is guilty of charges, but case is

the 

ui-..d-3r trial

f •'

in the Gotirt of law. Therefote 
hand nay be ordered to’^e ' itwould be batter if enquiry ij 

kept pending till the < e&i.3ion, ofthe Court order.
Submitted please.'

JaAL farm ) 
y "Circ: Sihat,

at, 2 b

/ ■ f ■ M. M— •
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

Muhammad Saleem, District Police Officer, Kobir:1. 1,

corfi]3etent: authority under the Police Rule 1975 sen^e vou Cook Coi 

Samin Gul No. 701 as Cailow;-
1

'Fhe consequent upon the completion of enquij'ies eon 'U i.'-. 

against you by the Enquiry'Officer, Mr. Lai Farid Khan PSP City, Koha .

On going through the findings and rccomineodotioris 

Enquiry Officer, the materials on the record and other connected papm •, 

satisfied that tlTC charge against you is proved and you have commii vl

2.

;a
\

following acts/omission specified in Police Rule 1975,

“Arrested Jj./SFIR No. 396 dated 22.06.2013 

9CCNSA/3/4PO/13AO Police Station Jungle Khel”.

in case

• As ,a result thereof I, as competent authority, have i.cr ; 

decided to impose upon you the penally of major punishment unde ['dim. 

Rule 1975; •

3

You are therefore, required to Show Cause as to vdiy the a 

penally should not be imposed upon j'du, also intimate whether you i .-i-re "■v, 

■be heard in person.

.'Saui4. ■ l

If no reply to this notice is received within seven (7) rk-r 

dcliven^ in the normal coui'se of circumstances, it will be considered/p. - •; -mcL;. 

that you have no defence to put in and in that case an ex-pa.rte action ; ;.;i: J'’ 

taken against you.

o

6 Copy of finding of the enquiry officer is enclosed.

./.;57?9yNo /PA DISTRICT POL O -‘i^fCER.
Dated;^V-^--/2013 KOHAT

.1
ii

rA-i.__/ ' /
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ORDER
•'

i

This order is passed on the departmental enquiry'’against Cook 

Constable Samin Gul No. 701 of this district Police under Police Rule 1075.

Brief facts of the departmental enquiry are that the abc.vi; named 

defaulter cook constable while posted at PS Cantt, was involved/arrested vide 

FIR No. 396 dated 22.06.2013 U/S 09 C CNSA/3/4P07 13AO PS Jungle 

Khel Kohat.
case

He was' served with charge sheet/summary of allegations and Mr. 
Lai Farid Khan DSP City, Kohat was appointed as Enquiry Officer to proceed 

against him departmentally. The enquiry officer has submitted his fir dings and 

recommended that he is found guilty of the charges leveled against him.
2

'• .f
■:\

He was served with Final Show Cause Notice. The defaulter Cook' 
Constable was called in OR on 09.01.2014 and heard in person^ His reply was 

perused and found unsatisfactory. He has been found guilty of the cl iarges. His 

involvement in possessing harcotics/weapons has been recovered from his 

by SHO Khan Ullah and his team of PS Jungle Khel in,raid. Bv.his-gross 

misconduct, he has brought a bad name to the department. Therefore, he is 

removed from service with effect from 22.06.2013.

• U

room
■t3

•■'2

OB No.
/S-o/ ^ ^OFFICER,Date /2014 DISTRICT POLIC 

KpHJAT

- /- /d7

. ' ,•*

,UvI
t

i
1

s f

!
1
i F:\P»Worh :tH3Vln>l, Stiow NWl«.,CK.ri, Sh«tl, Orih' 2013\0 H D f R 2»n.«ec

f '
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: Cook Conii-abie 

aside
appeal preferred by 
in lie requested for netting

69. baled 15.01.2014.

This order is passed on the 

.n- of ■•^ohat District Police, wherein .
„;.'.ov. from service Vide DPOKoh..O,BN

the
i/

Gul No.Sameen 
punishment order was:*ie,wOi,e posted e.Poi,ceS.e.ionCan«

09-CNSAIi/4.PO..P-AO,
ana am

.t'oliccthat the o
dated 22.06.2013 u/s

j disinterest

Facts are 
c F,iR No. 326 
i,pich speaks of indiscipline

luriisin ufi'lciol dutycan-;ivecl / arrested vide
Jungle Khel Kohal.

misconduct.^

llIVsJ

.St?5<ion
,t of 3"eg ^ihons 

ointed as .enquiry 
offitlial.

hset aiongwith statemengross
served with charge Hi

He was
■ Rules and Mr. Lai t'arid Khan
sthirndepartmentallyandto..

DSP City, Kohat was app
conduct of defaulterPolice Disciplinary inve.stigate theunder

officer to proceed again transparent enquiry, giving in"
“ gedhimfordeparlntontaipumsimtcnt.

instant appeal

officerThe enquiry
accused official and rocommen 

Aggrieved from

loropportunity of hearing to the referred thethe said order, he p

and hinsiotemontin servi-oe. Orderly Rcom
;o h:c misconduct und cc.dd

called inre I the defaulter was
pOusibie reply

Therefore 

• laiied to submit any05.03.201-1, buor;pV-.-UOi-

satisfy m-e undersign-e ■ icbla'raconll. the undarsigi.uP
Ci-tOdOW 0;

afipeai 'S

d.
of above and avati-

. -icsl him is proved without any 

/ rules. Hence

in viewTherefore
leveled -agan.

■ is accorciarice
dji the alieg^-°hs 

ne DPO Nohat is
to ttie conclusion tn 
The order parsed by the

.'wlVn lowcame 

doubt, 

hetreby filed. '\

AtJi'4plJHC&4-.
"05.03.2014 •

f Police.Dy: inspector Genera!'I,
'^ 'Cohat Region, NO m.l.

■ /

/

,pe District Police t-lce
•.5l9/L.3,d3loo i3.t.f...2U''‘r-

yOf of Kohat dfSlhct.-

Kohat U'e -lie office 
;iosed.Mo,zp.tZ:J4

Gul NoCon-stable Santeen /Dock C 4'
&2.

[V. ipspaoPtri^ 

^'AohalRegfbn, i>ihhat.
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if I^ Tiir: COURT or FAiirrM afzal khan,
AdditionnI Sessions Jiidizc-V. Kolmt,

I: .Ji •: I

II ■'ll

Cf'.su No:
Diilc; oflnsLiiiitic'n: 
D;uc of Dcci.';ioii:

02/AO 
04,I2.20[3 
! 6,01.20 IS ii!

i
■g'

%
. St;ilL' iliroLigli Kliainillaii K.lian S lO of PS Khcl. Kohiii

.................................{coiiiplaintiiil)
&

;>J

VERSUS!
■ V'
t

!- Sainccn s/o Khadi Gul 
2- Sanicori s/o Karim Kiiati 

SFamoon .v/o Zaliccr mi Din
4- llama}’ooii s/o Karim Klian
5- Wascciii 5/0 Kai-im Khan. 

U! r/o Juuyje Khd. Kolui!

j A a
!. a' li

■fhi •A.:!

:.N
/

(Accused Facing Trial)
Present: 'V

f

Mr: Slialiab Alani Sluiii. APP for Slate 
Nlr. lbrar/\lani Adx'ocaic, ibr acctiscd

I

CASF. FIR NO. 396 DATED 22.06.2013 ll/S 13 AO OF POLICE
■STATrON .lUNGLF. KHEL. KOHAT

f.

•lUDGiMFNT

I
1. Accused, named above, have been charget! in ca.se FIR No.396 dated

22.06.2013 ti/s i3 AO ofPS Jiiftglc Khcl. Kohat. I

!v -1
2. Brief lacl.s oftlie ease, as per fiittrasila Hx:P\V-i/l based FIR 1:.\:P,A, arc

!•!

that SHO Khaijullah of l'’S Jungle Kite), Koluil rcpoitcd ihai he |•ccci^'cd
MrT- ‘ ----------------------------------

sp.v inforniaiion that Samccii s/c Kliadi Gul is busy in selling ofnarcoiics
/■

; ■

i.e. ehar.s and \\-ine in front of his house situaietl at Moiinlhih I’urdil Khan, ;

jungle Khcl. Kohat. On that infoianation, Itc along vnli otho' police party
%

pi'Oecccied to tliC spot. Me further I'eported that near the house ofSaniecn.

Ite o^■er i'JO'verei.i one person cltily artned and (i'om his pos.session, he
/'.7 G.,

■•■■.'OFA
.xy'-s ••''/v./V, M;

. .>
.'Ab''

•X

r-
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2L- Kakislinikov bearing No.56-iH26002 b6 along
recovered one'

bore■ounds of 7.62120and three spare chargers containing
■;

g chars garda wcigliing 1200 gramsiiand one plastic bag containin

n llinhcr search of said person, he alsonve bottles of local tincture. C

p,„ol30borc be ringNo.A-VSll aiD„g®lhn»d chaigev.
recovered one

1
bore. Upon interrogation, the said

containing 02 rounds of the same 

person disclosed his name

L:
Samcen s/o Khadi Gul r/o Mohallah Purdil‘1

r 1 as

lhai Ire along with his relativesKhan, Jungle KItcl, Kohai and disclosed

and Siiamoon make tincture and deal m the
Samcen, Uamayoon. Waseem

disclosed iha; others arc busy in makinghebusiness of narcotics.
I ■

iraband inside the house.'con
1 in the room wlio!;• cused Samcen, found four per-sonsraided the house ol

illling bottles from iincturo

ac

powered. On 

from his ti'ouscr fold.

and they N'.xrc over
.‘■lwere

lipersona
No.2020 along rvith lixcil/sparc chaigci

fold of accused
30 bore pistol bearingone

bore, from trouser12 rounds ol same

30 bore pistol bearing No.4563 along with fixed charger

Cold of accused Waseem

4.containing
o. .31-iamayoon one

containing 02 rounds of same bore, from" trouser

30 bore pistol bearing No.77/

fold of accused Shamoon one 

ccovcrcd. On further search ol room

'.0

4
■a

alone with t'vo rounds of same bore ^2
[2one

and from trouser 

two
,ccovcrcd 45 bo.bco of locol bncorc. dO cm,by boulcs, one

iflc single barrel i 2

■ ■ - . 3v rounds of 12 bore and chars

1!30 bore pistol along with 

; from big box, he

C •i:

rounds v\erc i
rifle double

bore bearing No.l 12a
barrel bcarinc No.7777. one i

bandoliers eonsammg aaith twoalone \\
' ■■.*

• rams ^^•as separated from recovered......
. 5/5 "f ::n?lY,:arda weighing 2800 gramsI AT",! \f \ , \

t
' (
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sm
-Tapka" and sealed

scaled

h boulc and ti'Oni

contraband and tinctures

^ncl 4/4 miliilitc'r ti'om 

■eels

cac
chars

bwere

separate pai
and thus instant■I

irrestcd from the spot.•I into other parcels. Accused were

the accfiscd.
4 «),

PIR was rceisicrcd againsvj
submitted by the 

nmoned. Compliance

complete challan was
3, Ancvcompl.ronorii>v«us=uon,

of
\ccuscd v^'crc sui15.09.2013.onprosecution

section'265-C Cr.P.C. were
framed•and forma! charge w'as

and claimed trial.

JVl
carried out

leaded not gtilhy 3
w'hci'cin ibo>' P .<5;

against the accused. 3
oxddcncc. Prosecution

directed to produce'• \vai5Thereafter, prosecution 

produced as many as

4. Gist of prosecution

Rhunullah

information that the accused facing

I
four witnesses.

ievidence is; L*J
receiving

SHO (coinplainantl ai: 5. PW-I contraband, he
m ■•A { •

li'uslicci 10 ibclady constable Bcnish r t-S'with police olTicials and one
along ■:>hfound accused Samcen

U-,cv reacl-.cd. they■Wheni.o. near his hiouse.

i
spot accused and recovered 

and 120 live 

plastic bag of

■ered the, They over-pO'’.
5/0 Kitadi Gul on the spot

chargers ;A;3,hn,kovUongWhn3Cd,nd U.rccspa.c 

,„„„cls of 7.62 bore and fvon, .be .■|gb. h..nb

Cba.sgar0aan0beebo...eaoi..nc.u.e..l-

f!

one ITa
,1

;1

black colour containing fixed IV:„ Mo.A-7811 containing
i.l’bij

■« 5iol of 30 bore bearing
recovered one pi ! ;of thefrom trouser

rounds ol' the sameAviih two live'i charger along

cused. They we.g

.arda and I'ound 1200 grams.

other relatives
recovered chars

Pro accused v.iro told iim.i my

, of Karim Khan. Shamoon

and also involve in selling

iwiahed thef.
■J ac

InicrrogatedI'lo ctirsonh; s/o
Wasim. soni-iamayoon..„amely Samcen.

Zaheer ud Dim my co s
9 '.Vineillaecrs preparei ■■b

fri ''

A .

D
v:
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In makin:4 conlrnbnnds Inside the

inside thKi"
and all ofihcm are bu; 

raided ihe house of

chars
and round four persons sSanicen

So, ibcy
from cane. They \boulcs via Kail‘(Surahi)

Kta„ and found one pislol-of 30..borc
\15u-ho ^vel'e filling cnipiy \‘room

•I

owered Samcen s/o Kanm 1over p mm
'along ''Viih 12 live 

of l-lamayoon ihcy

2V5bearing No.:020 coniaining fixed and spare chaigcis 1'I
\

fron'i U'OLisci DiVom his irouser.

5iol No.4563 comainsng

*n, • rounds ol same

covered one 30 bore pi
fixed cl'.argcr along wilh 

plmol of 30 borc'bcaring 

r accused

in'i
! re

bore. rcco\'creu one 

rounds of same bore

livC' rounds ol same

with two live

two
IVoin irouser o

Mo.777 along
live rounds ofstol of 30 bore along wlih i^o

Wasim and recovered one p.
i; , They could noi produce anyi of accused Shamr.oon

,„uuncd nnuf and nnuunnd.on. On ludhef sunned

>
from ibe irouser sesame

license regarding 

Inside ihc room be rcco 

wine, one

Mo.l 125 along 'vuh uvo

garda rveighing 2800 grams

1 iI'e
iboulcs of45 boUlesofDesi wine, 20 empty

nfle single barrel of 12

of 12 bore and

'7 rvi
bore

double barrel No.77/7,

bandoliers, toiai 35 live rounds

one 'i; rife
litM

insidewhich was presentfrom a box
‘Mchars FSL and sealed in parcels 

from each

N5separated for Iptchars Nvasthe room. 5/5 grams
!Niseparated via SNuangc IVNvciv ^vhile 4.''4 ml was

Mo.l and 2, rcN^cnvcn
.3 -0 53’ror FSL while rest of the f7-wine and sealed in parcels No

bottle of ,,M'No.54 and 55, respectively and 20 empty

contraband

bottles in parcel

was
asila INiPW- P, he drafted mur 

through

n^cntionccl contraband. ;

n
N.i

constable Bashii :■
■of the easePS for registration

He took into po.s.fCS5iou fnu ubovc

and ammunitions 

accused vide card of arrest Lx.

L.7(and sent to
i-ib

l-lussaln Ll'K bll|7;,;;jnV-|/2. MC Nmemovide recovciy

■

k '1

armswine. ■p\V-l/3. He drafed application y

ested thearr

(

f
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-i1 mmV,

Ex:PW-IM'I0 rSL. He dralk} application Ex:PW-l/5 lor gelling opimYl

o!' invcsiigaiion by K.BI staff, be 

wliich is l-.x;PW-i/6.

P1
of Arms Expcri. After completion 

submitted cotnpicte cliailan against the accused.i amrill I

•asila and .other relevant \-iKhan SHO stated that FiR-, mui6. P\V-2. Sada \:?i
investigation.'He proceeded tolianded or'or to him lordocuments were

he pi-epalcd Ihc site pla:, Ex:PW.2/l. on ihc po.nialion of

161 Cr.P.C. Thci'cartcr. he 

of Mo'harrir and other 

3, he

[)

the spot wliei'e

tf; also reeorded statements of PWs u/s !
SHO. He '

to itolice -station and recorded statements

ll/s 161 Cr.P.C. He interrogated the accused. On 2j.06 201

ion £x:P\V'-2/2 before ihc court and

IS cameiivf 'i'i'S
witnesses

produced tire accused vide application

tlav eustods- uns granted to all the

I

accused. Ho interrogated the 

ll/s' 161 Cr.P.C. On the following 

for their confessional statements vide

■: Ione
■i

. '7 accused and recorded their statement's
r.'K

day. he produced all the accused
•r .

2/3 but they refused to confess their guilt and sent ID f
application ExtiAV

"1

l:x:PZ, rvhich is m.judicial lockup.’ He also received the i-'SL report 

positive. After completion of in'cestigation .he handed ON er the case file to t,
li

Sl'IO for submission of challan. UX\I- n:
f'i ■receipt ofmui-asila, 1 chalked out FIR

7- P\V-3, l/.har Ali SI stated that on I

r
(■ I

Lx:PA.
1

.ilone 'viih sei/.inglie NNas iii'escniKhan .'\S1 stated that 71
7. p\V-4, Bego .5.

..the seizing oriicer rccoN'crcd and wlofllccr/complainani. In Ins prcsciiLC
C ‘/■f

Kalashnikov along Nvhii fixed and three spare ifi:onelook into his possession
■'AiVom the nghii imnd ir

rounds of 7.62 bore and

Ic ban of black colour containing chars garda anddiVo'^'
cliargcrs and 120 

covered one ]rlaslic

N'O f.;
"■A!

re

A. ■. . A
'■t.l ■4

i
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pi.iol of 30 boi'c bcarin- No.^d oneboulcs of ti)KUa-c, also rccovcix
live rounds of the sami:\^^

, The seizing ofllcci-welshed

7811 containing Hxed charger along with i^'■o
\”-1

bore from trouser of the accused facing trial

and' found the the same
V
\aof 1200 grams.

____the recovci'cd ehars gaicla

Complainant cursorily 

other relatives namely Samoen, Hamayoon,

> . 
\'

who told him that hisinterrogated tlic accused
%

of Karim KhanWasim sons !^1
;; and also ■winevillagers prepares/o Zaheer ud Dm. his coShamaoon

involve in selling chars and all ofthem are busy m 

inside the house. So, they raided the house

making contrabands 

of Samecn and found lour 

bottles via kaif (Suraiti) 

Karim Khan and found one

ii
i

1li
;i mwho ■'Vere filling emptyi' inside the roompersons

iVom cane. 'liiey o^■er po

pistol of 30 bore bcarrng No,2020 oomaboog 

along witli 12

ii■ ?
wered Samecn s/o I! m

lit Si
t<7 fixed aiicl spare chargers 

from the trouser of S'live rounds of same from his trouser,

30 bore pisinl No.4363 containing fixed
:bVt’fl

the'' recovered oneMamayoon
ccovcrcd one pistol olIbOi'c. r :-.2liv'C rounds ol same iicharger filong v.'ih i^vo

rounds of same bore fromtwo li^'e ii s.30 bore bearing No.777 along with if%
pistol of 50 bore rdong with

i Shamaoon. They 

and

fV''.'. 'r.ficcused Wasim and recovered one

die trouser ol' accusco

trouser o! a
I
•,'rounds of same Irom •■.v; .ytwo live i'bi .

the recovered arms

the complainant

license regarding ' 'V

could not j)roJuce any 

mnmunilion. On further searen
■i

h inside the room

rificboulcs of wine, one

2 bore No. 1125 along 

end chars garcla 

inside the room, o.'b

V;

recovered do boulcs of Dcsi wine, 20 c.up.y

double barrel No.77/7, 

bandoliers.

weighing 2S00 grama front a

chars was separated lor

yi
;■ ,

rific single barrel of 1one
; .

rounds of i2 botetotal 55 live
with tivo

box iviiieh was present 

br FSL and sealed m ^
I'. •

No.l and 2
*i:U Cv 1 1 Uivi."

;Nh''l1 urams \4 V'
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rcspoclivcly while 4/4 inl was scparaicd \-ia syringe from each bou' 

wine and scaled in parcels No.3 io 53 for FSL ^vhi[c rest of tlic contra 

was sealed in parcel No.54 and 55 Ex:P-i lo Ex:P-2, respectively ar
I

empty boilics in parcel No.56 Ex:P-3. The seizing orficer prepared the

mm^iii
reeoverv memo Ex:PNV-l/2.

■0. Alter tlic completion of prosecution evidence, statcmcni.s ot accused ii/s 

342 Cr.P.C. 'verc recorded wherein all tlte incriminating evidence has 

been put to tiie accused facing trial to allorcl tlient an 0|rportunity to 

explain the circumstances, accused facing trial discarded all the 

allegations leveled against them b>' the prosecution, however, they did not 

opt to be examined on Oatli or produce defence evidence.

9. Arcumcnis hc.ird and record perused.

i

I
Ii
1

/7'i
?

I

1 0. .As pci [^|■oseelUion version, m msiaiil case |>rusecuiion was duly botiiul lo

that alleged recovci'ics were made t'rum ilie ])osscssion of accused, 

named in the I'lR. and the proceedings were conducted in accordance with

the FIR and murasila.- In

prov e

Silaw as well as according to the version set up in

this respect, siatcmcnt of complainant rcct'rded as PW-i. would reveal

could not remember exact day and 

He has admitted th.u the place of occurrence, as

that the complainant ot the instant ease
i

date of the occurrencc-

onc is on the mainthe mtirasila, consists ol two pai's.allcged in

residential house liaving females andsirecty'road wlicrcas other is a

at at the lime offolk liv mu there. Complaiijant has also admitted lli

available outside the hou.se but has not

women

occui-rence many people

explanation as io why ilio;. were noi a.ssooalcd 'wiih the

wore I'

i
I^ivcn an>' r.Q9\

I i ■

i j ('\ !.•
. V'. f

I ■n

I
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i.VClO
been

cioaibi

cdin'CIc^al pi'O'^ 

,^adc. Ad dae

naannci'

never
.■able has

-hlcb faers

ihe
Isai PVv'Scrcaies ilXN'CVCvenescourse d reco of rbedac udcgcsN'hen andi.he unae

covrobovared

mode

vccovcvics

adop'-ed av In daeodacr beeneach norhave
norhave wereihc hnesscsPm-rhen-norc.

vhc Court

wicuaion

^ of occurrence.

which roona 

jiblc to reply

,nah The pvoseoccui-rencc- 

pi'oduce

unable

Theduring
d before n ilac pl^*^V. vegardang , ofdetailsthe fi-onaf. m describe as to\vcr'. I aias„ could not•,ohl5Statcnacnt. he avasd neitherlainant. effeci 

m the house.

econap wereveries
..dlcgcd reco 

of the

thehouse
inai avitnesstotal voonas d marganannuntber

version

carding andreg modethe coiaap' 

the pto^'^

hac ft^caarding 

hinas

xvhereItuationW.lnasa cation sure
elf is,rted Iofheernot and seiv-lng 

coupled u'

' in tlae

ode andhave %recovery mt\n\t the V*',factofmanner 

regarding

not ’Vidoesf occurrence d Bl"-’

as narrated m mode•m tlae,veries doubts li
P,manner •hveh creates of anyhcncfi' Idind. w tbcdent nai

a P'-t' nd i- b^‘ 

the accuse

al to alleged aappe V..' t

d facing ^'-'iai.i- as
■1•and iaaanner dedto Us case ftbe csten prove 

ubt bcnce.

•i failed to
hasable ftcutioiareason whiled\scussaon,.P'°^

iai'bcyou
of doof above-s shadou'

d tlae Ls'icev S/O Bhadi\2.1rt tn mcly Sa'ttc"'^d faciugaccuse( trial naia-a i.mst the . accused frreins s/o•J
■{ dDin.HcBB'O^'^f sanacbenefit o

,/o Barana . 

d Wasecna

Zalacov uS:0Shanaoon
im Kha't- acquitted foni

arc,/o Karhaa Khan1. '^0?-A'i t a--'

i aaaKaviiaa Khan v \
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I .r I RF:FnRF THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA 5?ERV1CE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

f'/
i
i ySs!■

Senyice Appeal :;oi8bt
L

i-

o

Ex-Constable ivluhammad Tahir No- 964 District Police'QRF:? Kc.Hat[j.

# ''

(Ap|)ellbnt|p<'^/m /
f: VERSUSF';'Irs|r r-lNSPECTOF: GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.

2::-DEPUTY INSPECTOR. GENERAL OF PQLIEC KOHAT REGION KOHAT

3;-DlSTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT,

it
H'r
:■

f

(Respondent)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHY3ER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE 
TRIBUNAL ACf~1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED.04-01-2017 
VIDE OB-NO IN WHICH THE RESPONDENT NO:-3 UPON. THE FINAL 
SHOW CAUSE NOTICE DATED 25-10-2016 DISMISS THE APPELLANT FROM- 
SERVICE ON THE BASIS OF FAKE CRII^tlAL CASE DATED 06-09-2016 AND 

------------ ------------------- DEPARTMENTALPREFEREDAFTFR ACQUITTAL APPELLANT_____________
REPRESENTATION DATED 16-02-2018 AND THE RESPONDENT GIVEN 
FALSE CONSOLATION THAT REPRESENTATION WILL_BE_ACCEPTED BUT 
THE SAME WAS REJECTED ON DATED 11-05-2018_^ ,

t

-

Pray:

In view of above submission it is reciuested, by accet^ting of instant appeal 

the impucned order of Respondents may be set aside and the .present appellant
with all back benefits are blessed withplease be re instated in the serviceI'nay

any other remedy as the honable tribunal deem proper ,

Respectfully She'n'eth',

With great veneration the instant appeal is preferred oy theoappellant on the 

following grou.nds;-
• (

’N'

\
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,PESHAWAR.
s*

'/Appeal No, 768/2018 /
■J:i -.•J IIDate'of Institution ... 01.06.2018 aC'V' //

04.10.2023.Date of Decision. V

. Muhammad Tahir Ex-Constable No. 964 District Police QRF-7, Kohat.
... (Appellant).

VERSUS V

Inspectot General of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police, Peshawat/and.two others.
...(Respondents)

. • . • ^ i'

Present.

ipior appellant.Syed Mudasir Pirzada, ■ v.^

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 
Addl. Advocate General

"V

iF;orrespondents.

....... .chairman
,^'!^EMBER(E)

MR AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 
MIAN MUHAMMAD,

.-’i

)

JUDGMENT

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN. CHAXRMANi-The appellant named above 

invoked the jurisdiction of this Tribunal through;.'service appeal

described above in the heading challenging thereby the penalty

* ■ *'

imposed upon him in pursuance to the disciplinary proceedings 

under E&D Rules, purporting the same being against the facts and 

law on the-subject.

- i

■A)

a

r'^ A.'
T-hr

\

Eirief facts of the case are that the appellant while serving as Constable 

in District Police Kohat QRF, a criminal case was registered against him , 

alongwtih other accused vide FIR No. 677 dated 06.09.2016,111/5 9C'CN5A R.5

^FTCSTEte

2.-

^ ■

U';0Si-

1 r.
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Pirwadaha^ Rawalpindi! the appellant was proceeded aga|pst departmentally 

and was dismissed from service on 04.01,2017, f-eelind aggrieved, the 

appellant filed ■ departmental appeal on 16.O2;2018'whichnwas rejected on 

11.OS.2013, hence the present appeal on 01,06.2018, '

The appeal was admitted for regular hearing on 19.09.2018.' Notices- 

were issued to the respondents for .submission of'written reply/comments. On 

20 12.2018, the respondents have submitted written reply/comments refuting 

the claim of the appellant with several factual and legal objections and asserted

for dismissal of appeal with cost. '.

/3.

4, We have,heard arguments of learned counsel for the parties and have 

also gone through the available record with their assistance;

Obviously, the plea which the respondents-.havd'tthed to establish5,
against the appellant through parawiSe comments and arguhjents at the bar is

case. It has been asserted on.inly linked with his involvement in the criminalmai
behalf of the respondents that the appellant being membef^-bf disciplined force

and earned bad name to the.. ‘J indulged himself in criminal activity/narcotics case

department; and thaf.departmentai and criminal proceedings-are of distipct in

work'side by side and decision of the criminal court if anyhs not 

the departm.ental proceedings. It was also'argued on behalf of
5 nature and can

!'
binding in

respondents that Rule 5 (3> KP Police Rules; 1975 {-amended 2014) empowers

take disciplinary action without necessity of^thethe coinpetent authority to 

formal inquiry through appointment of.an inquiry officer. It is observed that the
I
5

impugned order dated 04.01.2017 tells about the reasons;which .-predominantly _

satisfy the competent authority for decidingiiposition of major

ATTESTED '

Is
prevailed to

7^
/Kliyii

fA
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3

from the fact

28 -dated

frdfh'‘''.tde competent 

sent at home

the appellant, originates

vide DD,:.No.absent from official dut/
penalty

reported as

date -without any i' 

authoriW; and secondly that

I that he was
or permissionleave

06.09.2016 till
notice was,;when show cause

nfinement of appellant

was got

i reported vide FIR-
' • « 
Rawalpindi. It 's

informed about CO
his relativesof the appellantaddress. which .•infofmation

narcotics case
Jail Rawalpindi in a

in Adiala. the occurrence;!found involved.inV
confirmed and he was 

No.677 dated, 06.09.2016 u/s 9-C 

worthy that the date of absence

I K*.

CNSA P.S Pirwadahai.

of the appellant as noted vide DD NO;V 28\

note of the criminal case
date of registration

ft can be safely presumed that absence of the
■ ?'

06.09.2016 onwards and the

■■ is also the same. So
was

• against him IS

was

in case Flff No.- 677 dated 

CSR 194 .
of histhe consequence

appeilan'i
06 09 2016 of P.S Pl—l Rawalpindi and not a

ier «.e heading of Committals to Prison provides that a Govern 

under the , . -fted to prison
.When IS Charged in a criminal Offence or debt and

;■ * 2
criminal

wiiifui: absence.

ment servant

shall

Oe considered as under suspension from the date

vernment sewant to prison
charge of aon-..’v

and committal of a go

offence will be

CSR 194 also

released on

if'the charge against'him

y^idate of his arrest.

is not arrested

-.d fromconsidered automatic suspension . V

Government servant is
such aprovides that in case

bail, the

suspend him by specifc

as Government

\j
may

ected witlvhis position

comi)etent' authority
or IS

is conn
involves;order, or

not necessitate
toe provision of CSR 194;does

In any case, 

action more 

competent authority

moral turpitude 

disciplinary 

ap[)el!ant,

of thecasethe. present
than suspension... In

exercised __
s Ar-TESTfSJ

of the saidan\ its poweffiin excess
• the

CSC
72:. ‘

■-'N

rj
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I''
provision of:CSR:i94...No ground for disdpli 

by the competent authority in 

decision of the criminal 

that the'criminal 

and even acquittal of the 

disciplinary proceedings; but

inary action in the manner as tal<en 

•case of the appellant Was made
t

r* out prior to/
against.the appellant. We are mindful of the-fact 

proceedings and departmental

case
I

proceedings can go parallel ■ ■ 

accused has no bearing upoh the departmental ■ ;

every criminal 

circumstances. In our view, if a Government servant i 

connected with his position as such, 

simultaneously in departmental proceedings and

Charge .'has its 'different;

. IS charged for an offence ■ 

can be proceeded

f'

j ■

H he against
;i

in crirninal proceedings
^ account of the charge of an offence. The case of the- appellant Is not

on

one
involving^ the charge against him connected with his position, as Government

servant. Therefore, it was not .justifiable to
proceed against him for imposition 

and Discipline Rules. Needlessof punishment under Efficiency 

certified
to say that 

passed by thetHafiz Hussain Azhar

/

copy of judgment dated 06.'02.2018 

Shah’, Additional Sessions Judge/Judge 

Narcotics Case No. 164 of 2017 has

'T1
,1

Special', Court CNS Rawalpindi in
r/T

been produced during the

arguments and placed'on fild.-The said judgment relates to'
course of-

ease FIR No. '677
dated 06.09.2016 Offence ,u/s 9-C of the CNSA, 1997 idf Police 

Pirw'adahai, Rawalpindi which

1

Station

was taken as ground for 'disciplinary action
T'j.

against the appellant. According to operative part of the ■ judgment, it is 

iTiiserably failed-'to prove .itsprovided that the prosecution has
case against

accused/present appellant beyond 

doubt goes in favour of accused, therefore'.

any shadow of doubt whereas slightest

extending benefit of doubt.

accused Muhammad Tahir son of Munammad Munir iTacguitted.from the case.

When the criminal case taken as ground for disciplinary- action against the

ATTtlSTED I

tjTnhtuuiivv* 

ffesiiuwfe'i;' .r,
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5/. *
% p *f- n:-

;•j:;

having worked for.ppe„ant.'has fa.ed at.Wa, of-t^e accused, the sa,d .rouno na ^
and imposition Of majqr .penalty upon

f
i-
i

disciplinarv action'against the appellant 

n,. nas:vanlsned: we, tnecefoce,. hold .that thetmposipon 

. dismissal'from seivice

ofithe penalty of!

more tenable.upon the appellant remained no 1

the appeal at hands is accepted, 

is reinstated into service
discussed above,For what'has been 

the impugned order is set 

from the date of his absence

of the appellant till passing

6.
aside and the appellant

the period commencing from the date
, However ;

iro of this judgment .sffili be treated as .I

of absence 

leave of the kind due in 

• respective costs. File

with law. partes arerleft to bear their :
accordance 

be consigned to the record room.

r

fjAN TAREEf^)
b'-

(AHMA^
Chairman

\ ✓

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
Member(E)

announced
04.10.2021
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BEFORE THE HONOABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No: 685/2018

Appellant.Samcen Culs Ex-Constable No: 701/ Kohat Range

Versus

The Inspector General of Police 
KPK Peshawar and others

Respondent.

Rejoinder for and on behalf of appellant to the comments, filed by respondents

Respected Sheweth,

Rejoinder to the comments of respondent are as under.

Reply to Preliminary' Objection

1Thai Para No-1 in preliminary Objection is incorrect because the appellant has good cause of action and 
balance of convenience is also in favor of present appellant and the appeal with in time.

2:-That Para No-2 is incorrect to the appellant has been removed from service then after competent authority 
tribunal has jurisdiction to entertain service appeal as per law and proper law is made for it.

3:-'l'hat Para No-3 is incorrect .the appellant has properly file departmentally appeal to the respondent above but 
in vain having no other alternate remedy except the instant appeal and remaining.

4:- That the Para No-4 is incorrect, the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order having no alternate 
remedy hence approach to the honorable tribunal with clean hand..

.3- fhat Tara No: 5 is incorrect, the appellant has file the department representation which was not entertain 
hence approach to this tribunal for the redressal of his grievance with in lime as per report of officials of 
respondents

Facts Rcply:-

1 :-Facis Para No- 1,2 of the facts is already admitted by respondents hence no comments.

2;-Facts Para No- 3 of tire facts is incorrect no personal hearing nor any opportunity to cross examine the 
witness even though that not provided the enquiry finding to the appellant by respondent No 2

3:-Facts Para No- 4 of the facts is incorrect there is no proof of ample opportunity of hearing nor allowed to 
explain the facts and all the proceedings were conducted on buck of the appellant nor to produce evidence in his 
defense.

4: -Facts Para No- 5 of the facts is incorrect the respondent have no answer in his defense the enquiry officer 
report is self explanatory f.,.

N'

»- •

1



:).-l'acis Para No- 6 oJ Ihe facts is incoiTect and will discuss at the time of arguments with the permission of 
honourable tribunal .

>■’

6:-l'a'>.tS Para No- 7 of the facts is incorrect already discussed in Para 2 oflhe facts above

Reply to reply of grounds:-

1 :-'fhat the Para No-1 of the grounds is incorrect appellant being innocent acquitted from all the charges.

2:- 1 hat Para No- b is incorrect appellant was not heard in person and respondent have not annexed any single 
documents of codal formalities,

3:-lhat Para No- C of the grounds of comments of respondents is incorrect that enquiry officer never 
completed his enquiry till the decision .

4;- That Para No- D is incorrect on the basis that the respondent have no answer to reply the grounds of the 
appellant hence need no comments.

5:- That Para No- E is incorrect Whing available on record which proof the stance of the respondent and 
ignored the enquiry officer report conclusion .

6:- That Para No- F of the grounds of comments is incorrect no speaking order is mentioned in rejection of 
appeal so far as the decision of superior court is binding I'or every

7 :- l hal Para No- G of the grounds of comments is incorrect to the extent that all the decision of courts 
binding one and having guidelines for future .

8;-That Para No-H will discuss at the .time of arguments.

9:-1 hat Para 1, J. of the grounds is incon-ect no proper enquiry was conducted nor statement of any relevant 
persons recorded in this regard the whole proceeding become defective.

10- That Para K is incorrect to the extent that no single piece of evidence is available on record wliich 
Connect the appellant with guilt also acquit from the charges.

even

one.

arc

11:-! hat Para L,M is incorrect it respondent above have no answer to respond before honourable tribunal 

12:- That Para N is incorrect the appellant having good service record and no single bad entry .

13: That Para 0 is incon-ect the respondent are not enlitled after submission of there comments .

Praytr:-
On acceptance of this rejoinder the appeal may kindly graciously bcj^ccpted and appclianl may please 

be reinstated in service with all back benefits as the enquiry officer already 
acquittal hence the instance is with in time and it is also prayed that 
honorable tribunal respectively award please. X s

pnding the enquiry for 
iW remedy as deemed proper by thean

ppellan
S'

Through
Syed Miulasir Pirrada 
Advocate District Courts 

Kohat



BEFORE THE KPKSERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 685/18

^ Sameen GUlA/o yo/ R/o e

Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.etc

Respondent

APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION OF SERVICE APPEAL WHICH WAS

DISMMISED FOR NON PROSECUTION

Respectfully sheweth.

1. That the captioned Service Appeal \A/as pending in this hon'ble court 

and was fixed for submission of rejoinder as well as for arguments.

2. That due to inadvertent omission and misunderstanding the clerk of 

the counsel of petitioner noted date of hearing 01 \05\2019 instead 

of01\04\2019.

3. That due to the reason the correct dote was not conveyed to the 

appellant which led nonappearance of the appellant before this 

hon'ble court

4. That the nonappearance of the appellant or his counsel is not

intentional but due to the misunderstanding of the date noted in the 

diary of the counsel.

5. That appellant appeared on 25\03\2019 the dated recorded in the 

diary of the counsel and on inquiry it was revealed that the appeal has 

been dismissed for non prosecution on the previous date i.e.



01\04\2019

6. That becoming to know the factum of dismissal for non prosecution 

the appellant has filed the application promptly without any delay

7. That if the appeal was not restored to its original numbers the 

appellant shall suffer irreparable loss, law does require a lis to be to be 

adjudicate upon on merits rather that to be dismissed on mere 

technicalities, hence this petition.

it is therefore respectfully prayed that this hon'ble court may be 

pleased to accept this petition and be further pleased to restore the appeal 

dismissed for non prosecution on its original number so as to be disposed on 

merits in accordance with law.

APPELLANT

THROUGH
/

ASYED MUDASIRM

ADVOCATE

HIGH COURT PESHAWARy'

AFFIDAVIT.

AS PER INSTRUCTION of my client that all the contents of this application are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has , 

been concealed from this honorable court /
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before the KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SFR\/|CE TRIRIIMAI PFgMA'A/flp

Service Appeal 2018

Ex-Cook Constable Samin Gul No-7bl R/o District Kohat
.'V'

(Appellant)
V''!-v^.';- 3-'is .‘-,..;/i:ii*vftVERSUS ,',) vt' ''': ;itjrF'ji-j j

JLJrM:ifUr:-INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR.

2,:-DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLIEC KOHAT REGION KOHAT 

3:-D)STRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

Ls Cc
I

(Respondent) >
■ igrrrn—r

the RESPONMNT given false CONSOIATinM 
THAT REPRESENTAtlON WILL BF AC.r.PPTtzn 
REJECTED ON DATED 0W-03'-2014 . “

:

• 5

i
BUT THE SAME

f
T

^rav:

01.04.2019 Nemo for appellant. Addl. AG alongwith Ishaq 

Gul, DSP (Legal) for the respondents present.

It is already past 4.00 PM and 

attendance to represent the appellant despite repeated 

calls.

no one is in
e c • z • c: o iz a
H £ E ?-?? b :5 ;=■
o, O. -
‘•S O

c--; 3 ff 
«• o

I

')Clfj C-
I

Disrnissed for 

consigned to the record room.
non-prosecution. .File bea

i*»' {, iic
* ^

■ ! (

•S O ' t
■>

r; !tI
3

Member Chairman(
O

V-X \2'?"T' ?riFANNOUNCED
01.04.2019
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBITM AL. PESHAWAR

Restoration Application No. 177/2019 
in Service Appeal No, 685/2018 
Sameen Gui Applicant/Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents

REPLY ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENTS.

Respectively Sheweth:-
Reply on behalf of the respondents is submitted as under:-

Preltminarv Obiections:-

a) That the application is-not maintainable in its present form.

b) That the applicant is estopped to file the instant application for his 

conduct.

c) That the applicant is not based on facts.

d) That application is time barred.

own

/ •

FACTS:-

Pertains to' record, hence no comments,

2. Incorrect, the applicant / appellant did not appear before the Honorable 

Tribunal on the date fixed, despite the Honorable Tribunal has called several

, times as mentioned in the order dated 01,04.2019. Annexure A,

3. Incorrect, the applicant / appellant deliberately did not appear before the 

HonorableTribunal on the date fixed.

4. Incorrect, counsel for the applicant also did not appear. Further added that the 

counsel for the applicant was engaged in other service appeal by different 

appellants' and his appeals were also dismissed in default. Copies are 

annexed for kind perusal.

1.

Ca



<»

5. This para |s totally contradictad to the para No. 2 of the application, wherein 

the counsel for the petitioner submitted that his cierk recorded / noted date of 

hearing 01.05.2019 instead of 01.04.2019, furthermore, this para is also 

illogical as,appellant mentioned that he appeared on 25.03.2019 in the tribunal 

wherein, he came to known that his service appeal has been dismissed on 

previous date i.e 01.04.2019 due to non-prosecution of service appeal by the 

appellant. Date 25.03.2019 come before 01.04.2019, then how it could be 

possible that his service appeal has been dismissed which yet to be come 

01.04.2019.

Incorrect, the application is delayed:

The applicant is responsible for his own act.

on

6.

7.

In view of the above, it is submitted that the application is contrary to facts. It 
is therefore, humbly prayed that the application may be dismissed with cost please.

Dy: Inspector^Bef^Iof Police, 
Kohat

^fespondent No. 2}

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

(Respondent No. 1)

District Poll

(Respondent No. 3)
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jEFQRE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAI PFSHAwap ~

r;i
V’

Service Appeal

slli ^ j?| ■
2018

Ex-Cook Constable Samin Gui No-701 R/o District Kohat

w-
I

(^^j.pellaal^^cc^‘^^>'' 
’..........'

• Kbvfv^.^•''1^ i«;? *■ 1.in '.'.’ft ■ 
r'l:VERSUS

f'

1:-iN3PECTOR,GENERAL OF KPK POLICE PESHAWAR 

2.:-DEPUTy INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLIEC KOHAT REGION KOHAT 

3:-DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

Diitcii:

(Respondent).1

■ ^•;

APPEAL

EFFECT FROM 22-06-2013 THE APPELLANT PREFPRRFn “
Representation and the responhent muPM pa, oc
that REPRESENTATION WILL RF
rejected on dated ols.n^i.yniA'

i

i

departmentai
- CONSOLATION 

ACCEPTED BUT THE SAME WAS
''
i

Pray: f

j:

.. ij

01.04.2019 Nemo for appellant. Addl. AG alongwith Ishaq 

Gul, DSP (Legal) for the respondents present.
Cl cc?ir.]

;4' Lio. s H, '•'J n It is already past 4.00 PM and■,s.. 6- c* •rT
I'; 'r- no one is m

attendance to represent the appellant despite repeated
•>1 c'

j ."'I

S?;* ; ■

ffi

calls.i< • i
.0 }

•'}!

Dismissed for non-prosecution. File 

consigned to the record room.
be

y

-V/l?X. I Ch:■'}
’■%/JCMember Chairman

\\JX j ANNOUNCF.D
01.04.2019

4i
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THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTHUNKHWA, PESHAWAR. i •

BEFORE

A.W.P.ProTtefift 
Serried Tribunal
Oiity MolUS.
«a.«<iZ?-ia;£57S

!''' ■• h- ■72015Service Appeal No.
\-.'

|).0

(Appellant)Abdul Majid Ex-constable belt No. 1202, Police Departffte^ttot^

VERSUS ;

1 Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Kohat Range Kohat

3. District Police Officer, Kohat.
(Respondents)

/i

■ AGAINSTappeal m/. . of the service- to.m.. .rr KHYBERPAKHTUNI<Hm 
nROFR nF»lSlVll*^^AL OF. THE APPELLANT BY RES^NDENT No .3.2&1.

IMPUGNED >

nn.vrDciMaPPFAl ecT AQinP THF IMPUGNED ORDERS OF DIS-MISSAL OF THE 
apppuInt and Tn RF-INSTATE HIM RACK IN POLICE SERVICE WITH ALL BACK BENEFI^ i

i

Appellant absent. Learned eiunsel for the appellant absent. 

Mr. Usman Ghani learned Dis'trict Attorney alongwith Inayat
appeared on behalf

29.07.2019

Ullah H.C present. Case called but no 

of appellant. Consequently the present serviee appeal is hereby

dismissed in default. No order as to costs. File be consigned to 

the record room.

one

O..

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Membermad Hassan) 

Membero
'>A

ahnOUNCED., 
29.07.2019

Of
,'1

i’ i

'a
%

A
UsM -r: -'r%. ;
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before THF kHYRFP pontoon KHWA SFRVir.P td,bunal PFSH^wad'

Service Appeal <^IS^

Ex-Inspector/ SI Ghulam Murtaza S/o Gh

Khybcr Pakhtukhwa 
Service Trlbunnl£U

177i': 20-^6'/I Diai-y No.(

%U-9-2^/^Dated
ulam Mustafa R/o Khattak Colony Kohat

(Appeliaijt^^^-v ■■j-r

VERSUS N

N'-:i
\ •'1. INSPECTOR GENERAL OF KPK POLICE

2. deputy inspector general of police kohat region kShat

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER KOHAT.

1

PESHAWAR. ?•

• • / -‘.*'.‘.r

.'.'1

3.
(Respondent)

HtCOMMENnAJION FRnTpf?JuMINARV^fuL!^°''^..,!!t’^^

^presentation nA^rr nFPAA.Tua.,^^i

THE SAME WAS REJECTED ON HATi^n oA .. o..7----------- i^^itPTED_mJI

TO

-^^•1 1.2018 Appellant absent, 
absent. Mr. Kabir UHah 

General alongvvith Mr. 

I'cspondcn'is

r^carned

Khattak learned 

Jshaq Gul DSP legal 

no one

counsel for the appellant 
Additional Advocate

e 7! k; J-.
-1.tsi i'. oft.* representative of' • Li s.LIr: L.'n - pi CwScnl. J'lowcverf5 •*> appeared on behalf of 

' l^arlier, the pre.senl
appeal was also dismissed for want of proseeut.on vtde

•s'?•:: r,. r-'
appellant despite of

serviceI
t:

ordcj-i

dated 12.01.2017I

Consequently the present service 

dismissed in dcfauli. No orderI ;.
appeal is 

consigned to
. 4

as to costs. I-ilc be7 ra the record room.;

I

r
Ctrf be: tyrr^

f

DN! Memberi ''.J\\
I

rViCnvT'a 
re .t,.,' yiiNnn;^!, 
i vciiawar

ANNOUNrivi'i
22.1T20T8M ;
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e.r BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, K.P.K, PESHAWAR^.1
»•
li-v f
«< , f.

¥■ :
! Service Appeal No. ( 2014i'-.& /-I) g..: :g^p./i),- '4i-' irV

^■5

m i
Inspector Mazhar Jehan S/o Jahan Khan R/o Barh Tehsil & District 
Kohat (Presently) Counter Terrorism Department Police Line Kohat

tvai 5}-

>
I
f
I ■

(App^

//jfVERSUS isf c/:i

’m

1. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region
2. Provincial Police officer / Inspector General of Police KPK 

Peshatvar
(Respondents)

APPEAL U/S 4 of Service Tribunal Act 1974 

against the impugned order No. 1714 /EC dated 

Kohat 12-02-2013 of the respondent No. 1 who 

awarded punishment for-feature of 2 

approved service of the appellant.

years

PRAYER:

On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned order dated 12-02- 

2013 awarded punishment mentioned above of respondent No. 

1 to the appellant may kindly be set-aside and also other 

suitable remedy may kindly be granted.
ATTESTED

EXAMINER 
Kiiybcr ?r-’:h!iirJd;wa 

Service Ti'ibunai,

i---------
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h behalf• of, the appellant. Mr. Riaz AhmadNone present on
Paindakheil, Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Ishaq Gul, DSP (Legal) for the

15.04.2019
t.

respondents present. Notice be issued to' appellant and his counsel for
attendance and arguments for 13.06,2019 before D.B.

:n^khan kundi) 
MEMBER

(M. A(HUSSAlN SHAH) 
MEMBER

None present on behalf of tlie appellant. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional AG for the respondents present. Called several times till

behalf of the appellant nor he was

. Therefore, the appeal in hand is dismissed in default.

13.06.2019

4:00 PM but no one appeared on

present in person 

File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
-13,06.20 la\

(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

mad HASSAN) 
MEMBER

c-.-
O r •» .

.'•va

of Pres

C-qiying

Taui;__

oft';-:-
Dfitc

Dar

16 -N:off
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t c.'
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.685/2018

Ex-Cook Constable Sanieen Gul No.701

Appellant

VERSUS

TGP ETC.

Subject: APPLICATION FOR AMENDMENT IN ABOVE 

MENTIONED SERVICE APPEAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:

I Appellant state as under:

1. That the present appeal is pending before the Hon’ble Tribunal.
2. That in the present service appeal the. appellant does not annexed the 

order dated 28.02.2018 bearing No.671/2018. (Copy of the order 
annexed).

3. That the order mentioned above were communicated to the appellant on 
30.04.2018.

4. That the appellant was not in the knowledge of issuance of the 
mentioned order, hence, not mentioned in the present service appeal nor 
in the prayer of appeal.

5. That due to the above inadvertence, not included in the service appeal.

Therefore, it is requested that the same may kindly be allowed for the
ends of justice and obliged.

Dated: 17.(^5.2022

^^:^^^^jpellant through 

Syed Mudassir Pirzada Advocate
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BEjiQRE THE PRQVINCIAI. POLICE OFFTCKR^
PUKHTHNKHWA. PESHAWAR

KHYBER

I

PRESENTATION-REQUKSTING FOR RE-INSTATF.MFNT in SERVICE

f^ CJ^ IMRespectfully Slicwcth,

With veneration, the petitioner submits the. instant representation before your 
honour for judicious and sympathetic consideration.

Biiefly stated,the facts are that the petitioner while serving as cook constable in 
Kohat Distt: Police, was falsely implicated alongwith four others in a criminal 
case vide case FIR No. 396 dated 22-06-2013 u/ss-3/4 PO/9 CNSA/13 A O PS 
Jungle Khel Kohat,
On the above count, the petitioner Vv-as proceeded against departmentally re.sulting 
m the Removal from service by DPO Kohat w.e.f 22-06-2013 vide order bearing 
OB No. 69 dated 15-1-2014 ( Copy of the order is enclosed herewith)
The petitioner preferred an appeal before the DIG of Police Kohat Region against 
the above cited order of DPO Kohat .but the same was filed vide order dated 05- 
03-2014 { Copy of the order is enclosed herewith).
The petitioner and the co-accused faced the trial before the court of Learned 
Additional Sessions Judge -V- Kohat and after ardouse, expensive and prolong 
legal battle earned an acquittal in the above noted criminal'case vide judgement 
dated 16-01-20^8 ( Attested copy of the judgment is enclosed herewith). 
According to Chamber’s 21 Century Dictionary the word " acquittal” means a 
declaration in court of law that someone is not guilty of the crime of which he/she 
has been accused. , ■ •
The illegal involvement of the petitioner in the business of narcotics etc was the 
only ground on which the petitioner was Removed from service by DPO Kohat 
and the said ground has now disappeared through acquittal of the petitioner by the 
court of law. |
With the acquittal in the criminal case, the petitioner has re-emerged as a fit and 
proper person to continue with his service.

PRAYER^ In view of the above discussion, it is prayed that the order passed by DPO 
Kohat vide OB No. 69 dated ,15-01-2014 and the order of DIG of Police 
Kohat Region dated 5-3-2014 may kindly be set aside and the petitioner re
instated in service w.e.f 22-6-2013 with all back benefits.

The petitioner shall always pray for your long life, health and prosperity.

1. <.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. J

7.

1

Yours Obediently

EX-Cook Constable Sameen Gu! No. 701 
S/OKhadiGul
R/0 Mohallah Shenwari Jungle Khel Kohat

. %


