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PFF^PP unMOllRABLE KHYBEP pakhTUNKHWA SERVCE

TBIRIINAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No

(Appellant)Mohsin A!i, Constable No.383, District Police Mansehra.

VERSUS

1- Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboffabad.

3. District Police Officer, Mansehra. (Respondents)

SFRVir.E APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SFRVICE TRIBUNAL Agl

AMH ORDER DATFn 22-11-2021 OF REGIONAL
UA7ARA RPaiON ABBQTTABAD whereby penalty of
OF 03 YEARS APPROVED SERVICE HAS BEEN SET
HATED 21-07-?023 OF PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER KPK PESHAWAR
WHEREBY REVI'^IONAL PETITION HAS BEEN REJECTER

1974

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SER^'CE APPEAL ALL Tm
^PPFP<; HATPn 9«;-nA-7Q2T. 22-11-2021 AND 21-07-2023 OF Tjjl
RFSP^MPFNT^ r^RAOIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT.M
PFiFACPn Hl<; 03 YEARS STOPPED INCREMENTS WITH G^NT OF

'?RVICE BACK BFNFflT^ ON RENDITION

ACCOUNT.

Respectfully Sheweth;

GD Police StationThat while appellant posted os 

City Mansehra, he was issued a Charge Sheet which 

was duly replied explaining facts of the matter and

denying the allegations 

incorrect and baseless. (Copies of Charge Sheet and 

attached as Annexure-'A&B”).

leveled therein being

its Reply are



District Police Officer Mansehra. onThat as per
receipt of inquiry report he awarded the appellant 

punishment of “forfeiture of 03 years approved

2.

with
service and stoppage of 03 years increments without

cumulative effect” vide order dated 25-06-2021.

(Copy of punishment order dated 25-06-2021 is

Annexure- “C").

That appellant was posted at Kashmiri Bazar 

Mansehra to get closed the shops during lock-down. 

Appellant was present at the place of duty and 

performing duties to get closed the shops. All the

3.

shops' had been closed. However, 2/3 shops were 

Appellant, reached there and askedopened.
shopkeepers to close their shops. In the meanwhile,

ity staff doing their jobs also reached there andsecuri
they made videos. The blame that appellant has

from shopkeepers andtaken anything or money 

allowed them to keep open their shops is wrong,
due to' malafidebaseless and concocted one 

otherwise there is nothing truth in the allegation. The

allegation was denied vehemently being false and 

fabricated one. Appellant has discharged his duties 

honestly. There is nothing wrong on his part.

if

That proper inquiry was not conducted. No witness

produced before the inquiry officer to depose
was

4.
was
against appellant. Copy of inquiry report, if any 

not provided to the appellant. Show Cause Notice 

not issued. Even opportunity of personalwas also 

hearing was 

condemned unheard in

not provided. Appellant

serious violation of

was



departmental rules, regulation and principle of 

natural justice.
< !

That appellant aggrieved of punishment order of the 

DPO Mansehra filed a departmental appeal dated
5.

[

08-07-2021 before the Regional Police Officer,

Abbottabad ‘ which1 Region, wasHazara

filed/rejected vide order dated 22-11-2021. (Copies 

of departmental appeal and its rejection order dated

22-11-2021 are attached as “D & E").

That thereafter appellant filed a Revision Petition 

dated J 6-12-2021 before the PPO KPK Peshawar 

which! was also rejected on 21-07-2023 but copy of 

the same was neither address nor delivered to the 

appellant. Appellant filed an application dated 29- 

08-2023 and obtained Rejection Order. (Copies of 

Revision Petition, its rejection order and application 

are attached as Annexure-“F, G, H).

6.

Hence instant service appeal inter alia on ^ the 

following as well as other grounds:

7

GROUNDS:-

That all the three orders dated 25-06-2021, 22-11-2021 and 

21-07-2023 of'the respondents are illegal, unlawful against 

the facts, departmental rules, regulations and principle of 

I natural justice hence are liable to be set aside.

A)

■4-
That proper inquiry was not conducted. No witness was 

produced before the inquiry officer to depose against 

appellant in his presence. Copy of inquiry report, if any, was

B)

i



not provided. Show Cause Notice was also not issued. Even

not provided. Nothingopportunity ot personal hearing 

adverse could, be brought on record by inquiry against

was

condemned unheard in seriousappellant. Appellant was 

violation of departmental rules, regulations and principle of
!

^natural justice.

respondents have not treated the appellant inThat
accordance with law, departmental rules, regulation and

C)

policy on the subject and have acted in violation of Article-4 

of the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 and 

unlawfully issued the impugned orders-which are unjust, 

unfair hence not sustainable in the eyes of law.

D) i That appellate authority has also failed to abide by the law 

I and even did not take into consideration the grounds taken 

I in the memo of appeal and has rejected the departmental 

. I appeal. Thus act of respondent is contrary to the law as laid 

down in the KPK Police Rules 1934 read with section 24-A of 

General Clauses Act 1897 and Article-10 of the Constitution 

of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

E) ■ That the allegations leveled against appellant in the 

i disciplinary proceeding are incorrect, false, fabricated and 

the result, of malafide. Appellant never involved himself 

in any such activity as alleged against him. He is innocent 

and there is nothing wrong on his part.

are

That instant service appeal is well within time and this 

honorable Service Tribunal has got every jurisdiction to 

entertain and adjudicate upon the lis.

F)

0-



PRAYER:

it is, therefore, humbiy .prayed that on acceptance of instant
i .

seryice appeal all the three orders dated 25-06-2021, 22-11-2021 

and 21-07-2023 of the respondents may graciously be set aside 

and appellant be released his "03 years stopped increments”

with all consequential service back benetits on rendition of
. ■ i ■ .

account. Any other relief which in the circumstances of the case
I

this honorable Tribunal deems fit may also be granted.

Appellant

(Muhammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
At Abbottabad

Through

Dated:/^-09-2023

VERIFICATION

It is verified that contents of instant service appeal are true and 

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

bebn concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

^^-09-2023 , AppellantDated:

y

i



BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

(Appellant)Mohsin Ali, Constable No.383, District Police Mansehra.

VERSUS

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

SERVICE APPEAL

If- AFFIDAVIT
X *•

I, M^^itj^ihSppeli^ do hereby solemnly declare and affirm on 

'^t^^J^:^0rr1fents of instant service appeal are true and correctoa

to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been

suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.

Dated/1^-09-2023 Deponent/Appellant

Iderititied -

(Muhammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
ABBOTTABAD

/^09-2023 cr
Appellant■

Dated:
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RFi=nRF HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Mohsin Ali, Constable No.383, District Police Mansehra. (Appellant)

VERSUS\

1 Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhfunkhv^a Peshawar.
2:. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbotfabad.

(Respondents)3l Disfricf Police Officer, Mansehra.
* H

SERVICE APPEAL\

CERTIFICATE

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

has! ever been filed in this Honorable Service Tribunal or any other
k

COi^it.

^^-09-2023 AppellantDated:



R PAKHTUNKHWASERVCEBEFORE HONOURABLE KH
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

(Appellant)Mohsin Ali, Constable No.383, District Police Mansehra.

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboffabad.

(Respondents)3. District Police Officer, Mansehra

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

Respectfully Sheweth:
%

1. That applicant/appellant ha's filed today a Service Appeal which may be 
considered as part and parcel of this application, against order dated 25-06- 
2021, 22-11-2021 and 21-07-2023 passed by respondents, whereby appellant 
has been awarded penalty of ‘'03 years Increments stopped” and his 

I departmental appeal as well as Revision Petition had been rejected without 
! jurisdiction and abiding by procedure.

That as the orders of departmental authorities have been passed in violation 
and derogation of the statutory provision of law, departmental rules and 
regulation governing the terms and condition of appellant’s service and fact 
of the case, therefore, causing a recurring cause of action to the 
applicant/appellant can be challenged and questioned irrespective of a 
time frame.

•2.

That though appellant's Revision Petition was rejected on 21-07-2023 but 
copy of order was delivered on 29-08-2023 & that too on his written request. 
The appellant has rigorously been pursuing his case. Therefore, the delay if 
any, in filing instant service appeal is due to the forgoing reasons.

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

-It is, Itherefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of the instant application 
the delay, if any, in filing of titled appeal may graciously ^g^doned.

Applicant/Appellant

3.

4.

Through

(Muhammad Aslam Tanoli) 
Advocate High Court 

At Abbottabad
CoV-2023Dated:^

Affidavit.

It is verified lhat contents oWddritjServiag appeai are true and correct to the best of my 
knowiedge and belief an^friitig\h«^s tjeen concealed from thi^^^o^ble Tribunal

bated:^<4o9-2023 ‘ Appllcant/Appellant

' S



R PAKHTUNKHWA SERVCEBEFORE HONOURABLE KH
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

(Appellant)Mohsin Ali, Constable No.383, District Police Mansehra.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 
Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

(Respondents]
2
3. District Police Officer, Mansehra

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

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. , That applicant/appeliant has filed today a Service Appeal which may be
considered as part and parcel of this application, against order dated 25-06- 
2021, 22-11-2021 and 21-07-2023 passed by respondents, whereby appellant 
has been awarded penalty of “03 years Increments stopped" and his 
departmental appeal as well as Revision Petition had been rejected without 
jurisdiction and abiding by procedure.

That as the orders of departmental authorities have been passed in violation 
and derogation I of-the statutory provision of law, departmental rules and 
regulation governing the terms and condition of appellant's service and fact 
of the case, therefore, causing a recurring cause of action to the 
applicant/appeliant can be challenged and questioned irrespective of a 
time frame.

That'though appellant’s Revision Petition was rejected on 21-07-2023 but 
copy of order was delivered on 29-08-2023 & that too on his written request. 
The appellant has rigorously been pursuing his case. Therefore, the delay if 
any, in filing instant service appeal is due to the forgoing reasons.

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

•2.

3.

4.
• J

It isj therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of the instant application 
the|delay, if any, in filing of titled appeal may graciously ^^^doned.

I Applicant/Appellant
Through

(Muhammad Aslam Tanoii) 
Advocate High Court 

At Abbottabad
Dated: -09-2023

I Affidavit.
V,

It is verified that contents QTOtdnT^servjG.e appeal are true and correct to the best of 
knowledge and belief an^Jyofriihgi^hds tjeen concealed from tlj^onorable Tribunal.

my

Applicant/Appellant• Dated: -09-2023 m
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CHARGE SHEET

hereljy1, Asif B^h^tler (PSP), District Police OfRc^r, iYl^inselir^ as;£onipeienv AHMioriiy.

chiirge you - foU^^W^-
As per video reports pn social niecjia yPM cplist^lde lyiohsin Ho. 383 vvltile posted

as GO PS City have taken mopey and different articles from different shopkeepers and allow

llfeiii to open shops dorlng the current Ipckdoy/H- It shows that yon are corrupt and

irr|espotisible police official. It amounts to gross miscondMCt- '
One to reasons stated ahove you appear to he guilty of niisconduct under Khybei

paklnunkhavya Pplice Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended in 20ia) and have rendered yourself 
, 1

liable to all or any of the penalties specified in tite said Police Disciplinary Rules.
You are, therefore, required to subntit youf written defense within 0? days of the

receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry officer.
your written defense, if any, should reach die enquiry officer within the specified 

period, failing winch it shall be presumed that yoi) have no defense to put in and in that case 

expariee action shall fo|lovv againsfyOM-

Intimate whether you desire to he heard in person of otherv'^ise.

Statement of allegation is also enclosed.

I

Pistrict police Officer,
(yiansehra

>!■.-

.V; ri

•i

:

i
j

UHijiigpiuiii wm1

i I

:
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MANSEHRA DISTRICTmUCEDEPASIMWI .
■ •;•-

ORDER• '•

office order will dispose off the departmental enquiry proceeding 

against Conslat3le Mphsin No. 383 of Ihis district who was proceeded against 
djpartrneniqlly with IhP allegalion lhai “while he was posted as GD PS Cily 

Mansehra a video yirgi on social media through which i| has peen reported that 

he is taken money and difterenl arlides from shopkeepers and allow Ihem to

open 5hop5 during the current locKdown.
The Enquiry Officer i-e. Assistant Superinler\den1 of Police/SDPO

Headquarters Mqnsehra after conducting proper departmental enquiry proved 

that “after analyzing the video, it is dear that Conslqhle Mohsin No. 383 was not 

dding anything to ciose the shops rather he was ordering thing for himself. There 

intent shorn by Constable Mohsin No. 383 to close the shops and arrest

This
N*.

I-
u

}

i
r^; .i

r

■•j •

■:

was no
th3 culprits.. Enquiry office collect information through Intelligence sources all of 

them reported about Constable Mohsin No. 383 corrupt practices and declared

I

C^>nslable Mohsin No. 383, guilty for misconduct.

Upon receipt of departmental enquiry the defaulter Constable Mohsin No. 

383, was heard in OR on 24-06-2021, and proyided full length opportunity toI .
defend himself, but he could nol convince the undersigned by his verbal

I

arguments.

1

;;

/

I, the Djslricl Police Officer, Mansehra, therefore award him Major
I

punishment of “Forfeiture of 03 years opproved service and stoppage of 03
r

years increments without cumulative effect’' to the delinquent Constable
i

Mohsin No. 383, under Khyber Pakhlunkhawq Police, Dis^^tplinary Rules 1975 

{amended in 2014).

announced.
i

i

* I *

\

District Pplice Officer 
Mansehra

!

!;

\

I ; •:: «
I

:•
‘
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before the dig HAZARA
range abbottabadi

I

Aiy]SAI<; AQAIWPT Tiffi 9RDER Op ppo ^^SBHRA VIDE
TOP FORE

FEATURE , OF THRBE^ YEARS APPROAD SERVICE AHD 
STOPPAQB OF THREE YEARS IKCREMEMT8 WITHOUT 
CUMULATIVE EFFECT.

Respected Sirl

1. That, the appellant was served 'Adth a charge sheet 

stating therein the while posted on duty at ICashmiri 

Bazar Mansehra, he got opened shops by taking 

money from the shop keeper and hence the 

misconduct.

I

cattttA itAirr IS AWARDED puwiai
I '

S'

I-'

I

2. That, the appellant was posted over there to perform 

his duties to keep close the shops during lockdown. 

The appellant came to know that three shops were 

opened by the shop keepers. The appellant rushed 

over there and was asking them to close the shops 

when in the meanwhile official of security Cell came 

over there.
1

3. That, the appellant appeared before the Inquiry

Officer and disclosed all these facts to the inqmry

v;
ofiicer. The element of taking money or closing the ,

'■ V '

shops would be est ad the evidence; of
____
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,-dV>i; in Min,i-

; li-l* ;
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■i

f 4.Thut, the inquiry omcer mm nn^'.pr nn ui)lli‘,MHnn Hi
¥■

lacin V»v r<?it*HilinK ihnhave thrashed ihaav

1

slaleineid.s of shnp keopern.

W
*v

f. 5. That, the punishinciii hna ijocr. uwurdi d in the 

appellant without any concrolc Mni.i solid i.videuac.

•:

It is therefore humbly prayed that; on
acceptance of appeal the iinpugnccl order uu .y kiiuUy bo 

sei aside and the fore-feted service and increment may 

kindly be restored.

)■

^ated 08/07/2021

■Z: ;s=a==ss=c==2-se33i2r:ss.a25»csiae5ttes-**a*««-»«Mcc»iMaii«iS'»«

Mohsln No.383. ..... AppoUant

I

•mr
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OFFICE OE THE REGRTMAL EOLtCE OFFICER 
JiAZ/vRA REGION, AUBOTTABAO 

^0992-9310021-22 
0992-9310023 

F'^ii.;iioUnzi»u@i;Hiai].coni 
i ©0345-9560('.n7 

/ //_/20Zl

r.V

T"'.’
,•

■

gjiffF
•'V t

NO: S ’P / / FA

CniBER

This order will dispose olT departnicnUiI appeal under Rule li-A of Khyber
■ i

PaJditimkhv/a Police Rules, 1975 submitted by Constable Mohsin No.303 of Di.s'uicl Mausheia 
against the order of punishment i.a. joijiihiye of 03 yeats approved servict ami stoppage of 03 

: years increments without cmnuladvc effect awarded by DPO Manshcra viile 
. ' OB ilo.123 dated 25.06.2021.

'Brief,facts leading to tiie punishment are tiiat the appcliantj while posted as GD 

PS City Mansbera a video went viral on social meelia dnougb wliich it has )ecri iei;)Oilecl that he 

took money and different articles.from shopkeepcis and allov/ them to open shop.s during the 

cuiTent lockdown. ;■

The appcllaiil was issued char^'je sheet along with 

ASl- Plc|i's, Mansehra was deputed to conduct departmental enquiiy. The EO in his findings Jic!d 

the appeilant responsible of misconduct anjj recommended him lor major puni.sliment. Me was 

. . heaid in person by die competent authority, however he failed to advance any cogent reason in 

bis iefense. Consequently, DPO Manslicra awarded him puitishivienl of I'brfeiture of 03 years 

approved service and stoppage of 03 yeans ijicremenls vvithoiU cuijn>]r,i(ive effect. 1-lence, tlie 

appi^JIaiil submitted tins present appeal.
I •

Ailer receiving his appeal, comments of DPO Manshcja wcic sought and 
’examined/periised. T’he undersigned called tire appellantiin OR and iteavd liim, in pcr:;o.n. Tire 

punishment awarded by DPO Manshcra seems harsh, therefore, the ur.dej'signed takes lenient

■y of allegations andsnmina

view and in exercise of the powers confetTcd upon the undersigned iindei- Rule 11-4 (c) of

IQiyWv Paklllui'lkliwa Police Hules, 1515 puuisKutent of forfeihue of 03 years approved service 

is hereby set aside with .immediate effect, however stoppage of 03 years hicremcnts wHhoat 

cumiilaiive effect will remain intact.
/ \N,X

d) IH (
Tv! ir/vai.s jsiaz (i“SP) 

REGiO.F'iXl OFFICER
HAZyUTA 'REGION, AESBOTTASiAO

d-, /7 Yh\oE'2i AS^.
A'e Odio/ \. '

/PA, dated Abbottabad the ///. 8 /2021.No
/

CO
1. Dl’O Mans lera for information imd necessary action with reference to his office Memo 

No I4599/GB dated 11-08-2021. Servi<^RoU and Fuji Missal containing enquiry lile of 
tlic appellant is returned herewitliNor

. \
1
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.ixIcr-is'jicivHy pussc;Lr.U).;dis|Misd of Jioyisjon; IVlilion, unUct^^ 1 1.-A or iCliybiM' 

iwM l\ilia::l<L!lc-1975 (amciulud 201^) submiUccl KC Moh.sin (No. 3H3. i'lic .mMilionor wiis

years ima'cineols by Dl’O

vide Oli Ho. I21. (m!0d 25;06.202l-on Ihe iiMegalioiis ihal be white posted as Cli) l*S (.'iiy

reporled ihal (he appellnnl luid lakcii 

iliiiiny, the lockdown in

;_S;y;^v:yv.AiV;, '.-V - •|•his I
• ^

' rakhtunk
i ' au'iiVded LinishnuaU ()i‘ rprlcilure or03'years approved service & stoppage ul 03
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