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TIIU HnwBT.I?. SBRVICF, TRTOUN^ 

PESHAW^
before

lb‘^7 /2023In Re S.ANo.

■ Ajmeer Shah S/o Qvtdrat Shah R/o Afghan Colony

Faqir Abad Peshawar.
AppeUant

VERSUS

General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa1. The Inspector
Peshawar.
^^apital City Police Officer Peshawar.

dent of Police City Division of Peshawar.
Respondents

KHYBER

3. Superinten

THEOF •

AGAINST ORDER—DATEB

---- 5fIS^nce_to_^

S. ■

1974

AS TWTC PERIOD
tFF.ATED A.ci T.FAVE without pay,

Prayer'
OR TTiTS APPEAL THErtM acceptance,

TTUPUGNED,^----
TWF. extent _QF
PASSBD^YTHE-^SPQNDENTjm

npnTCFS DATED__Qm^-2Q2fl^
lyflMOR PUNIS1B4ENT

MAY



W.RY OTlACinTTST.Y BE SET ASIDg AND

HQT.mxrfi OF iNfiREAMENTS FOR 

TWO YEARfi MAY KINDLY BE RESTORE IN

of the appet j ant along with

WITH

AT.T. RACK BENEFITS,
deemedREIJEFAKY OTHER

APPROPRTATE TN THE CIRCUMSTANCES

OP THE CASE NOT SPF-f^TETCAT.LY ASKED
AT.qo RE GRANTED TO THEFOR. MAY

APPET.T,ANT.

»

Rf»HpfifdFiillv Sheweth,

That the Appellant joined his service in police
constable on 19.07.2007 (Copy of

1.

department as
eniistment order is attached as annexure “A”).

t

That after appointment the-appeUant performed 

Ids official duty with full; devotion and hard

work and no complaint v^hatsoever has been 

.made against the appellant.

2

, That at the year of 2017/2018 whUe performing 

his official duty with respondent department the

ill and due to severe illness 

unable to perform his official

3

appellant becomes 

the appellant was
duty with respondent department.

* 7
C .
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;

4. That due to the reason mention in Para 3 the 

appellant has been dismissed from service

24.10.2018 on the ground of absentee against 

which the filed departmental appeal

19.11.2018 which has been rejected 

11.02 2019. (Copies of Dismissal order dated 

24.10.2018, departmental appeal & rejection 

order are attached as annexxu® B, C, & B ).

on .

on
on

That the appellant submitted revision petition 

06.03.2023 which has been decided 

01.01.2020 whereby the appellant has been 

reinstated in service while minor punishment of 

withholding of increments of two years has been 

imposed to the appellant as well as the period of 

absence has been treated as leave without pay. 

(Copy of revision petition and impugned order 

dated 01.01.2020 are attached as annexure “E &

6.
onon

i

F0.=
6. That feeling aggrieved the Appellant prefers the 

instant service appeal before this Honble 

Tribunal on the following grounds inter alia--
;•

anouNDS-

That the impugned orders dated 01.01.2020 to 

• the extent of minor punishment is come under
A.
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the definition of void order because it has been

assed without fulfilling the codal formalities.P

the absence of the appellant is not 

deliberately but d^®
B. That

intentional
‘ involvement of criminal case as well as domestic

nor

;
i

probleras.
I

I
d

i
t

sheet and statenaent of
served /

G. That no charge i

has been issued orallegation
communicated to the appellant which is clear

t

cut violation of rules-6(A-l) of Police rules 1975.

departmental and regular inquiry has 

been conducted by the Respondent department 

chance of personal hearing has been
this respect the

D. That no

and no
provided to the appellant in 

appellant relied upon the judgment dated 2008

SCMRPage:i369

can beX

E. It is a well settled maxim no one
condemned unheard because it is against the

this respect the

2 ■;

'
natural justice of law in 

appellant rehed upon 

2008 SCMR page:678.

judgment reported ona
•v

i

F. That the minor punishment imposed against the

under the definition of' appellant is come
f



action against which nocause a 

limitation has been counted.
recurrence

» .

other ground not raised here may 

graciously be allowed to be raised at the time of
arguments on the iiistant service appeal.

G. That any

therefore, most humbly prayed that
of this appeal the implied orders

OB
It W
acceptance
dated 01/01/2020 to the extent of minor 

punishment passed by the respondent No.l may 

very graciously be set aside and with holding of 

increments for two years may kindly be restore 

in favour of the appellant along with aU back

benefits.

Any other relief not specifically asked for 

may also graciously be extended in favour of the 

Appellant in the circumstances of the case.

Sepellant
Through Khattakiir

&

Roee'
Advocates, High Court 

Peshawar.

n

Dated- 0,^/08/2023

note:
furnished by my client, no such 

pon the same subject 

to the instant one,
As per information 

like appeal for the same petitioner
has earlier been filed, prior

, u

matter
before this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Adwcate.
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AimDAVIT• I

>

Shah S/o Qudrat Shah R/o Afghan ColonyI, Ajmeer bt
' Faqir Abad Peshawar, do

’ declare that aU the contents 

and correct to the' best of my

hereby solemnly affirm and

of the instant appeal are true 

knowledge and belief and 

ithheld from this Hon’ble

f-•c

I;
nothing has. been conceded or wi

r .

Court. .
1
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; deponent
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BEFOREJTHMQHBI^SERVICETKIBUN^
PF.SHAWAR
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. /2023In'Re S.A No. __—:

V* Ajmeer Shah

VERStJS
LG.P Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesbawar & others

;

i

AnrutESSF^ nv PARTIESI

%
:

i

PETITIQNER- «

Shah s/0, Qudrat Shah Wo Afghan Colony .
Ajmeer
Faqir Abad Peshawar. \

:
t i

:■\
ArtnPV.RSEP; PTf-^tPONDENTS

Superintendent of Police City Division ot Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer Peshawar. . \
; 3. The Inspector General of Pohce Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

5

; 1a..
2.

I

PELLANT! ■

•iThrough• t
i

Rbedda Khan
Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.
notPd: ■03/08/2023 .
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i^T .K SERVTf!K TRIBUNAL

PESH^V^
BF.FORE THE HO

^ •

/2023In Re S.A No.
.'j;

Ajmeer Shah

VERSUS
• I.G.P Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & others

if amAPPTJrATlON FOR CONP>nNATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sbeweth,
Petitioner submits as under:

That the above mentioned appeal is filing before 

this Hon’ble Tribunal in which no date is fixed for 

hearing SO far. .?

2. That the Appellant joined his service in police 

department as constable 19.07.2007.on

f 2017/2018 while performing his 

with respondent department the
illness the

3, That at the year o 

official duty
appellant becomes ili and due to severe
appellant was unable to perform his official duty 

with respondent department.

dated 01.01.2020 to the 

under the
4. That the impugned orders

extent of minor punishment is come

T .
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it has been passeddefinition of void order because 

ithdut fulfiUing the codal formalities.W1

punishment imposed against the 

the definition of
of action against which no

That the minor 

appellant is 

recurrence cause 

limitation has been counted.

undercome

>
6 That the said absentee is not intentionally nor 

- deliberately but due to the reason mentioned in

;

main appeal.

judgment of the supreme
of law that

7. That there are many
well as specific provision

counted from the date of
court as 

limitation has been
communication.

„ is, therefore, reqoesled that the limitatior 

period (if any) may kindiy be condone in^the interest of

justice.

(

Appellant
t

Through
i.;

Date - 0.^.08.2023
Kabir Khan Kbattak
&( .

Boee&TKEan 

Advocates, High Court 

Peshawar
:
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Afghan Col

^ilORDER.
Recmit/Constable
R/0_H|N0.59i 

Distt
ony

—PS-Fggir Ah;irt
is hereby enlisted as recruit/CoPesl-av;ar

nstabie in BPS-5
as selected by the recruitment Committee w.e.r and
allotted Constabulary,No 

Height 5' -73^” Chest 33"y34V’
/D/0 Birth 7 tFAdll cat ion 

His service is purely on temporary
. time without any notice.

3 1979S

' basis a,nd liable for termination at anyr ■

W.OFPOLICC- ■;rIKTENDEN\SUP ^
■jS/idJ- yuoRs-OB No..

2007.
' /Dated

••

• V
. 1
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f
ORDER

lliis office endsl-. Mo. O'j/PAWith reference to departmental enquii7 vide
dated 15.03.2018 against the Constable Ajmeer Shah No. 4060, posted at t

d SDPO Fat|irabad, 

transpired that he
initiated against him an

Proper departmental enquii^ was
ppointed as Enquiry Officer. During the ^ toliMli (10-Mo"ths & 23- ^

' ttend his duty during his

ion and was found gdilty of
in through 

d official

-.7 .•

was a
remained absent from his lawful duty 

Days), he taken the plea that he was
,„WoUbse«c.,hefanei»p,.«d« 

die charged level against him byte personal hearing
the undersigned for persona

to am and not in position
medical prescriptio

called time & a^am 

but the accuse

to appear beforeparwana 

failed to appear. thority he is
the date of

ces, being acompetentau

Service" fromthe above dreumstan
Punishment of Dism

t Keeping in view
ded the "Major

issal from3.
hereby ,awar

absence.- y

\

^ SerinteSt Of Police,
c4 Division, Peshawar.

\
'■j

and necessary action to.
^^^?pUtedPeshawar,the

for information
Copy

TheSP,/HQrs- 
PO,CRC,OASI. 
pMC with enquiry

ccp Peshawar. ,

port for record. ^1
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OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

ppgHAWAR
Phone NO. 091-9210989

Fax No. 091"921259/

\33
OBBVJL

Vhis ORlcV \vill dispose off the dcparlmcniai appeal prclcrred^y
awarded the major p—tor

\pnccr Shah No.4869 who
SV/Ciiy Peshawar vide OB No.31j1, dated 15-10-2018.

was

while posted »t
from 24-04-2017 to 19.03.2018 a«

that, herhe allegations leveled against him were 
Phavipura Peshawar absented himself from his lawEhl duly 
months i& 23 days) with out leave or prior permission of the compe

2-: • w.c
tent authority.

and•Peshawar

after conducting proP^^ 
examining the findings of 

.submit his reply Whin the
ndation'ofthe enquiry officer

of allegations by SP/City
. He was issued charge sheet and statement

officer.’ The enquiry officer.■ -j-'

DSP/Faqirabad was appointed as enquir>'
• submitted his report. The compe

tent authority after
. departmental enquiry' su notice but he failed 10

issued him final show casuc
temauarorilymlighloftherecomm^the enquiry officer

sdpulaled period. He„c=tta. compe
^,rdedhimtheVn^orpunishmenlofd.sm.ssai from service. _

with his.
,,011: The relevam record

heard in porson invie .was
lanation. During person

his appealtosct aside

.dated 15-10-201873 l>oreby

4-

thc punishment order
rejected/dismissed.

exp

^ 2019
jhawar the ^ils-—dated PCS

=Cbp.csfel information
.No., andiVatolhc:-

entry inhisS.RolUSP/City Posha^f- necessary
2. BO/OASl/CRCTor making

1/3. PMC. along with FM 
4. Official concerned.

; *.
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tjfr
OFFICE OF THE

Inspector general of police
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
dated Peshawar the

I

lu
ORDER

of Revision Petition under Rule. 11-A of Kh;
‘ j Ms'order is hereby passed tb di^ose

Wli« (—d 20«)
«smis!=dfron>.setvm,bj.SHCit^,P.!h™..a;PB^»^^^ ■ ■

.e.f24.04.20lito 19.03.2018 for a period of 10 montlis & 23 days.
vide OB No. 3131, dated 15.10.201:

petitioner-vvas-:
. altegatToiiVof absence from duty w

was also dismissed'from service by SP/Saddar Circle. Peshawar 
■ ^ taking aivex-parte action ba. the allegations that ije while p

from duty w'e.f 20.03:2018 till date of dismissal fr|)m service 

days. His appeal was rejected by Capital City Pojice 

dated 11.02.2.019.

osted at Police Station Urrriar absented hin
'17 10.2018 for a period of 06 inonths <. 

Peshawar vide order Endst; No. 316-21
i.e.

Officer,

was heard in peBoard was held on 08.04.2019 wherein petitioner 

During hearingpetitioner contended that his absence was not deliberate but he was ill.

^ service is converted into Withholding of mcremen

Meetirig of Appellate

is hi

reinstated in service and penalty of dismissal from
. „ o,« ..4. P-V:

Thisbrder is issued With the approval by the Competent Authority. ^

(ZAIB ULLA H KHAN)
AIG/Establishment,

For Inspector General of Police, 
Kliyber Palditunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

1-

. ‘

' ;■«

. . \
.Copy of the above is forwarded to the.

bne Service Roll. One Fauji Missal and One enqu 

office Memo: No. 9697/CRC, dated 27.03.

No. S/YC-

. ^ i. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar, j
: of the above named Ex-FC received vide your

ed herewith for your office record.return
2. Supdt: of Police, City Peshawar.

PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPQ Peshawar.
PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtuijkhwa. Peshawar. 

PA to DlG/HQrs:' Khyber Pakhtunkhwa; Peshawar.

PA to AIG/Legal, Kliyber Palchtunkhwa. Peshawar.

7. Office Supdt: EiV CPO Peshawar.,

3.

4.,

•5.

6.


