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Mardan.
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2. Regional Police Officer Mai-dan.
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4. Additional Inspector General of Police HQrs KPK 
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTTTNKHWA SF.RVTrF
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

I So-}Appeal No. of2023

Tariq Gul Constable No. 2133 District Police Officer 
Mardan.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3. The Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.
4. Additional Inspeetor General of Police HQrs KPK 

Peshawar.

Respondents
9-

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974. AGAINST 

THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
15/11/2021 WHEREBY MINOR PENALTY
OF FORTFEITURE OF TWO YEARS
APPROVED SERVICE HAS BEEN
IMPOSED TO THE APPELLANT AGAINST 

WHICH THE APPELLANT FILED 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ON 10.05.2023
WHICH HAS BEEN REJECTED 26,06.2023 

ON NO GOOD GROUNDS

Prayer:

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned 

■ order dated 15.11.2021 to the extent of minor 

punishment of forfeiture of approve service for 

Pvo years and order dated 26.06.202.3 may kindly 

be set aside and forfeiture of approved service for 

two ye^s of the appellant may kindly be restore



favor of the appellant alongwith all backm
benefits.

Any other remedy which this, august tribunal 

deems fit that may also be onward granted in 

favor of appellant.

Respectfully Sheweth:

FACTS

^ THe appellant respectfully submits as under:

1) That the appellant has been appointed 

Constable with respondent Department since long 

' time.

I

as

2) That after appointment the appellant performed 

his duly regularly with full- devotion and hard 

work and no complaint whatsoever has been made 

against the appellant..

3) That initially the appellant has been dismissed 

from service on 09.12.2020 against which the 

appellant filed Departmental appeal which has 

. been rejected on 15.01.2021. (Copy of impugned 

order, . Departmental appeal & rejection order 

attached as Annexufe-A, B & G) .

*. •

are

4) That the appellant submitted revision petition 

against the impugned order in response of which 

de-novo inquiry has been conducted against the 

appellant and for tliat very purpose the appellant 

has been reinstated for the purpose of de-novo



inquiry proceeding by. the respondent No. 1 by 

pursued of the order of worthy Additional

mspector General 'of Police HQrs Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar office notification No. 

2171-80/2021 dated 18.06.2021 on 28.06.2021. 
(Copy of reinstatement prder is attached as
Annexure-D).

5) That on 15,11.2021 the impugned order

extent of minor punishment as well as leave 

without pay has been issued against the appellant 

whereby minor punishment of forfeiture of two 

years approved service has been imposed to the 

appellant. (Copy of impugned order is attached as 

AnnexureE).

to the

6) That the appellant submitted Departmental appeal

on 10.05.2023 v/hich has been rejected 

26.06.2021
on

good grounds. (Copy of 

Departmental appeal and; rejection order

on no

are
attached as Annexure-F & G).

7) That feeling aggrieved the appellant submitted the

instant Service Appeal before this Hon' able

Tribunal inter alia on the following grounds.
'h .

GROUNDS

A). That the impugned order dated 15/11/2021 to 

■ the extent of minor punishment and order 

dated 26.06.2023 are void ab initio orders



because it has 

the codal formalities
passed without fulfillingeen

D) That no show cause notice has been issued to 

the appellant by the respondent Department.

E) That it well settled principal of law 

can be condemn unheard because it is
no one
against

the natural justice of law and this respect the

appellant relied upon the Judgment reported 

on 2008 SCMR Page 678.

F). That no statement, of witness has been 

recorded and no opportunity of cross 

examination has been provided to the
appellant.

G) That there is no prove and evidence regarding 

the alleged allega,tion level against the 

appellant.

H) That no departmental and regular inquiry has 

been conducted against the appellant.

I) Any other grounds will be raised at the time of 

arguments with prior permission of this 

able Tribunal.
Hon'

It is therefore most humbly prayed that On 

.acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated 

15.11.2021 to the extent of minor punishment of 

forfeiture of approve service for two years and order 

dated 26.06.2023 may kindly be set aside and forfeiture



,
i i/%

t’
i

* » .
!'

of approved service for two years of the appellaht may 

kindly be restore Lo fayor of the appellant alongwith all 
back benefits.

t

;

I

Any Other remedy which this august tribunal 

deems fit that may. also onward granted in fav.qi^ 

of appellant.
V*.

I
I ;

V
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Dated
K

»pellantfi

Through i/i'. > .

Kabir tjlfah Khattak

\
Advocates, High Court, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.t

Appeal No. of 2023

Tariq Gul Constable No. 2133 District Police Officer 

Mardan.
f

Appellant
i t

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Mar4an.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan. -
3. The Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.
4. Additional Inspector General of Police HQrs KPK 

Peshawar.

Respondents
i

11 1

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant
i

Tariq Gul Constable No. 2133 District Police Officer 

Mardan.
:

1Respondents .#

1. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3. The Inspector General of Pblice KPK Peshawar.
4. Additional Inspector General of Police HQrs KPK 

Peshawar.
/ - \.'1/^'Appellani

Through
ir Ulla ttak

iI

RoeedaKhan
Advocates, High Court, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVTCF 

TRIBUNAL. PESH A W A R
i

I

Appeal No. of2023 :

Tariq Gul Constable No. 2133 District Police Offi 
Mardan.

I icer

Appellant

VERSUS
>

1. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
3. The Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.
4. Additional Inspector General of Police HQrs KPK

Peshawar. - :
•j'

Respondents
i

i.
1

affidavit
;

I, Tariq Gul Constable No. 2133 District Police Officer 

Mardan do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that

the content of the above application are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

kept secret and concealed from this/Hon’bli fibunal.

'EPONENT
!

//

*

/
f:
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;



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTITNKHWA SFRVTrP 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No.
•i ~ of2023

Tariq Gul Constable No. 2133 District Police Officer 
■ Mardan.

Appellant
VERSUS

,1. District Police Officer Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer Mardan.

, 3. The Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar.
4. Additional Inspector General of Police HQrs KPK 

Peshawar.

Respondents•••••••••••

APPLICATION FOR CONPINATTON OF DFT AY
IF ANY.

:■

Respectfully Sheweth:

Petitioner submits as under:-

1. That the above mentioned appeal is filing before this 

Hon' able Court in which no date is fixed for fixed for 

. hearing so far.

> 2. That, the impugned order dated 15/11/2021 to the

extent of minor punishment and order dated

26.06.2023 are void ab initio orders because it has 

beenpassed without fulfilling the codal formalities.

3. That there is no prove or evidence regarding the 

allegation level against the appellant. .
* •

4. That there ^e so many judgment of the Supreme Court 
of Pakistan thaf cases should be decided rather then on



■

technology which provides that the cases shall be 

decided on merits rather than technicalities.

5. That there are so many judgments of the Supreme Court 

as well as specific provision of law that limitation has 

been counted from the date of communication.

\

6. That any other grounds will be raised at the time of 

arguments with the prior permission of this Hon' able» 
court.

i

It is therefore, requested that the limitation fieriod (if 

any) may kindly be condone in thejnterest of justice.

1Through

nattakK^bir UIIj
f • >1*/ r-ST;

^^^/^oeld'a Khan 
Advocates, High Court, Peshawar
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DistRICt POLICE OFFICER, 

lySARDANr •

• tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937*9230111
• ••-•• 'Emaih-dDOfTidnlnidmall-com '

t

/'PA
' , Dated // //>_/2020' N<\. j /

:•
ORDER ON ENQUIRY OF CONSTABLE TARI0 GUL N0.2133I ■

f;
This order will dispo-se-off a.. Departmental Enquiry under Police Rules 

1-075. initiated against'the subject official, under the allegations that while.posted at Guard Main 

Gate new Telisii Rating L^book Entry Duty (riov/ under suspension Police Lines) was placed 

under suspension & closed to Police Lines vide this,office OB No. 1475 dated 03-09-2020, issued 

vide order/endorse'ment, No.4575*77/©SI d'ated,.08-09-2020, on account of a complaint by Lady 

Constables Yusra No.2756, Shumaija No:.2906, Fatima N6.1315, Maria Np.3275 &■ Aneela 

No. 1328 vide DD report-No.lO dated '02-09-2020 Police Lines Mardan, complaining therein tliat 
unknown' person from Mobile Nos: 0315-8899993‘.& 0313-7592974 is immorally disturbing,

■;

I

.an

Ihcih.

Tlie matter was initially enquired into throiigh DSP/HQrs Mardan, who
1/ .

aficr do'in'g ijiezr.cedriir. -'submitted-lrls findings to this^offic’c vide' his office-letter No.427/KQrs 

dated 03-00-2020.. holding responsible Constable Tariq Gul. No.2133 .of misconduct &
■ recoinmcndcci ■ for proper .departmental actionv so he was proceeded against departmentally

■ ihfougli Mr. Adnan Azam SDPQ Rural Mardan vide this; office Statement of Disciplinary 

, , 'Action/Charge Sheet No349/PA dated 11-09-2020, who (H.O) after fulfilling necessary process,
Z .Cibmitted his Finding Repo.t to this office vide his office letter No.l015/ST dated 20-11-2020, 

recommending the alleged official fonmajor punishment. . 'C.

Constable Tariq Gul was heard in OR on 09-12-2020, who failed to satisfy 

• Ih.c unciersigned, therefore, awarded, him major punishment of dismissal from, seiwice with' 

. .. iinmedialc cn'cct, in.'exercise of the power vested in me under Police RuIes-1975.

*
i

:■ ■

Finn! Order

t

■[.: OB No.- • ' 

.DatedA^.A"> .2020...
/

■)

■A--'-,.z■ (Dr. ^fii^ UlIahXPSP 
District Police Officer

Mardan
• ' . Copy forwarded Tor information & n/action to:r

k)' The DSP/HqI^ MardaZ 

2).Thei’.O&E.GfPoliWoffice)Mardan. ;

f

....

f

V

i

. G •

.■r ii

#



) ■

>\ • /\ , m'■)

) ■•
t

C>:j3^' ♦
d* , ..

I

•§

•;

'-.iji

.' (jv)2i
. '';■ '■ ' ■ ..f^' -

?? --OA

L

.*
f

.?. •ri

020.^^>'431 6-1.8/p A/:09/12/2020^>j^2203/^OB 11/1-^/'=:

-,.. .. ,09/12/2020..^
U-

^^•dBko2203y^i^ir.(

•i-

y* ?
■ t

. i;•

:!;
/I

;>j^4316-18PA

L/' >' ■ •

..jT

•* 'c.

-wil-(

11-

,eS,;i2/2020^.^OBNO/22034J/''i^t _u. I /
7" /** r

3- (J

(

I

1

• * ■J^\
}

,/i >J1
2133/lWi?i.X5^^'^'.* .

;.■•

i
■:\..



m
t

' / ■,
•'

'This6rderwilldispos:e-off.the;tiepartrilentaiappeal|3referredbyEx- 
Constable-Xaricf Gdr Nb^; 2133 bf.Mardan District Poltce against the order of 
District Police Officer, Mardan., Whereby he was awarded fnajor punishment of 

; dismissal from service vide QB; No.; 2203 dated. 09.12.2020, The appellant was 
' proceeded against departmehtaliy- on: the: allegations' that he while posted at 
. Guard Main Gate new T^hsil katIang:yound-.4nvblvdd in ey^teasing-by sending 

. filthy messages to Lady Gon§tabies.:.The complainant Lady Constables made 
. ' ‘ cbrnplaiht alleging therein that an unknown'person. , frbm .Mobile Nos: 0315- 

S899993 & 0313-759297f sendspbnoxi.ous.messages ft) them.
In order tp probe into , the "allegations^ the matter .was 

- enquired into through Deputy Superintendent of Police Headquarters, Mardan, 
who afier^doing the heedful, submitted his findings: to District Police Officer, 

Mardan and he.ld responsible the delinquent .Officer of the. misconduct because 

both the above- mentioned numbers- were Jn his . use. Hence, he was 

recommended fbr formai departrhentab proceedings. .
- Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against 

hirn. He was issued. Charge Sheet albngwlth Statement of Allegations and $ub 
- • Divisional Police Officer (SDPO) Rural, Mardan v/as - nominated as Enquiry 

Officer. The Enquiry Officer after fuifilling codal formaljtjes, submitted his findings, 
,'srating therein that the .allegations leveled against hirb had been proved. He 

recommended the delinquent'Officer for major punishment.
He was also provided opportunity of self defense by summoning him 

.lrr.the Orderly .Room' by the District, i^blice Officer, Mardan pn 09.12.2020. but he 

. . failed to advance any cogent'reason in his. defense. Hence, he was awarded- 

; major punishment of dismissal from Service vide 08; No. 2203 dated 09.12.2020.
Feeling aggrieved from the; order of District Police Officer, Mardari, 

the appellant preferred the, instant ,appeal. He was.^surnmoned and* heard in 

person in Ordeny Room held irlthis office on 1Zbl.202i.
From the peaisai of the enquiry file and service' record of the. 

appellant, it has been found that allegations against, the appellant have, been 
. proved beyond any shadovy of doubt. Being a member of disciplined/uniformed 

; force, the involvement of the detnquent. Officer in such like, irnmoral activities 

brought a bad name for entire Police force in the. eyes ot general public^ besides 

effecting other members, of Police force. Moreover, the appellant was under

if;

■f ■ ^
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retention of
tosafeguarri/proteottheHono■

Id not present any,':ogen* .

cornpei®^^

:J nender pot in the instant case.

.fl ““-"“X "*”
unbecoming of a discip interference.
’ nmoet^rit'authority does not ^ . i g^er a**®*"’

al hearing, h® .®ou
passed by the 

earlier, punished ^
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on various■ \
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nduct of appellant IS 

ed by. the

S.St Regional 
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his office Memo-. No. 362/

Re^je^alE
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.No._^
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PFFlCe OF THE
district police 

iWAROAN
■.Ema,|dpo_mardan@yahoo.com .,
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S'OFFICE OF THE 

^ DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
marpan

Yv
■ -'N}'

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: dPomdn@Qmail.com'

Dated P /// /2()21

ORDER ON ENQUIRY (DE-NOVQ) OF CONSTABLE TARIO GUL N0.2133

•••• • Tltis order will dispose-off a Depaitmental. (De-novo) Enquiry under l^olice

Rules 1975.,initiated against the subject Police official, under the allegatwns that while posted at

Guard'Main Gate hew Yehsil Katlang Logbook Entry Duty (Now PS Lund KJtwar), had awarded 

major, punishment of dismissal fronr service after fulfilling'necessary departmental process on 

account of involving in iminoral activities by sending filthy messages to Lady Constables 

Through Mobile vide this office OB No.2213.dated 09-12-2020.

. ,'\llcr. lYteciing deparlmentai appeal .by Worthy RPO Mardan, he- 

. (Constable Tariq ,Gul) ha.s knocked the door of CPO Peshawar for'rerinstatemenl in service. . 

where his appeal was accepted &. reinstated in service by Appellate Board vide CPO Peshawar 

..Notification-No':;217]-80/2rdated lS-06-2021 and with the directions'to the undersigned to 

conduct De-novo enquirv against the appellant. • • • . • •
Y - ■ -g.. ■ ' ■

■ ;■ Y 
'Y' ■

• of- De-noyo enquiry 

Y. brder/endorsemenl No.4211-12/EC dated 29-06-2021 with proceedings him against- 

'departmenlally (De-novo) through Mr. Rqkhanzeb Khan SDP<0 Takht-Bhai, who (E-O) after, 

fulfilling necessary process, submitted his Finding Report to this Office vide his Otfice letter 

No.99.r' S'l; daicd 21-10-2021. recommending the alleged official, for minor punishment.

In complian’ce, the alleged-official was reinstated in service till- the conclusion 

vide this office OB No.IIOj- dated 28-06-2021, issued vide

. t

Final Order

Constable-fariq Gui was heard in O.R on 03-11-2021, during which, he has

■ failed to present anv plausible-reasons in, his defense, therefore. 1' agreed .with,the suggestions of

punishment of forfeiture his (02). years approvedEnquiry Officer by' awarding him' minor 

' service.'He is re-instated in s.ervice from the date of dismi.ssal & counted his.intervening/oiit of •

in exercise of the' ■' 'service period towards service'as .-leave without ^ay with'immediate.effect, 

power vested in me under Police Ruies-1975.

;' OBNo.,,.:2../YCY-
■ !)aicd \_ .0- '■ if

/
. /■

■ 5; /;k7_'
(Dri SlfiduMh) PSP 

. District Police Officer 
Y^^VIiirdai]

2021-

-Cop>- forwarded for information & n/aclion to:-

• l)iThe;SDPOTakhi-Bhai.' •
. 2)''l-hV.PO & E.C (fmlice Office) Mardan.

■4} The OSl (Police'Office) Mardan with ( . ') Sheets.

mailto:dPomdn@Qmail.com
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