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21.09.2017 Counsel , for the appellant present. Learned Deputy 

District Attorney for the respondents present. Counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 27.! L230!7M7efofe.D:B!'

i

•i

►

Member
(Judicial)(Executive)

27.11.2017 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG alongwith 

Mr. Muhammad Saddique, ASI for respondents present. Due to 

general strike of the Bar arguments could not be heard. Adjourned. 
To come up for arguments on 06.02.2018 before D.B.

Member irman

06.02.2018 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Usman 

Ghani, District Attorney for the respondents present. 

The learned counsel for the appellant wants to withdraw 

the present appeal. .

Dismissed as withdrawn. File be consigned

to the record room.
;

Member

ANNOUNCED
06.02.2018

;

S
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Rehan, S.I alongwith Additional 

AG for respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant requested

17.10.2016

for time to file rejoinder. Request accepted. To come up for rejoinder and 

arguments on ^0 — f^f.7 before D.B.

(PIR BAraSH SHAH) 
MEMBER

•1^; •(ABDUL LATIF) : 
MEMBER

. ■

10.01.2017 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for respondents 

present. Rejoinder submitted which is placed orf file. To come up for 
arguments on 29.05.2017. a /r-

(AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

(Mu: MA ^cMIR NAZIR) 
mEK-------------

^..•4

MEN

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Farman,-ASI alongwith Mr. Muhammad 

.Ian Deputy District Attorney for the respondent present. Counsel for the appellant 

requested for adjournment. Adjourned. I'o come up for arguments on 21.09.2017 

before D.B

29.05.2017

’“i

f- *
'^Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

^Member -

(Gill Zc^Khan) 
Mem^r

..1
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t22.02.2016 Counsel for the appellant and AddI: A.G for respondents 

present. Requested for adjournment. Last opportunity granted. To 

come up for written reply/comments on 30.3.2016 before S.B.
t

•:

Ch n

30.03.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Assistant A.G for respondents 

present. Written reply not submitted despite last opportunity. 

Requested for further adjournment. Last opportunity is extended 

subject to payment of cost of Rs. 1000/- which shall be borne by the 

respondents from their own pockets. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 31.5.2016 before S. B.

s*

i

f'

n

31.05.2016 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad

'fariq, SI alongwith Addl,. AG for the respondents present.

Written reply by respondents submitted. CA')st of Rs. 1000/-

paid and receipt thereof obtained from the appei-h^tr .^’fhe

appeal is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and linal’hearing for
V/ ^

17.10.2016.

Chairman
■'x

I c: ’
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None present for appellant. Notice to appellant be issued for 

preliminary hearing for 13.10.2015 before S.B.

29.09.2015

I

1

i
Agent of counsel for the appellant present. Requested for 

adjournments as Mr. Ashraf Aii Khattak Advocate has been appointed 

as Public Prosecutor. Adjourned to 27.10.2015 for preliminary hearing 

before S.B.

13.10.2015
S'.

?•
v:

1

r
?
{
{

•: V-

n

1

I .
i

Ms. Uzma, Advocate on behalf of appellant present and 

submitted Wakalat Nama. Learned counsel for the appellant argued 

that the appellant was serving as ASI when subjected to inquiry on the 

allegations of avoiding registration of a criminal case and compulsorily 

retired from service vide order dated 10.2.2015 against which 

departmental appeal was preferred which was partially allowed vide 

impugned order dated 2.4.2015 and the punishment was converted 

from compulsory retirement to stoppage of increments for two years 

with cumulative effect and hence the instant service appeal on

27.10.2015
ftSi

L'

.V •

■0^il
r

li ^
i
I. •'

c:.' .■.1.C 27.4.2015.
I: • r 6

That neither any proper inquiry was conducted nor charges 

levelled against the appellant established,

Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to deposit of 

security and process fee within 10 days, notices be issued to the 

respondents for written reply/comments for 22.2.2016 before S.B.

t.:'.

isK

W
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'4 Counsel for the appellant , present. During preliminjp|^ 

hearing submitted application for amendhrient in appeal which is 

allowed. Amended appeal be submitted in the prescribed manners on 

10.6.2015 before S.B.

27.05.2015

Ch€irman

5 10.06.2015 Agent of counsel for the appellant present. Amended appeal not 
/ubmitted. Requested for adjournment. To come up for submission of 

amended appeal on 4.9.2015 before S.B.

r
' ( Ch^man

6 04.09.2015 Fresh Wakalat Nama submitted on behalf of the appellant. 

Requested for adjournment. Amended appeal be submitted within a 

week where-after the same be relisted for preliminary hearing before 

S.B for 22.9.2015.

Chairman

None present for appellant. Amended appeal submitted. To 

come up for preliminary hearing on 29.9.2015 before S.B.

22.09.2015
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Amended Service Appeal No. 405/2015

Muzaffar Khan, ASI, Police Line, Karak Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Respondentsaind others

INDEX
S.No Description of Documents Annex Pages

I Service Appeal with affidavit
ICopy of Naqal

1. 1-7
2. A 8
3. Copies of the charge sheet and 

statement of allegation______________
B 9-10

4. Copy of reply C 11
i Copy of inquiiy report5. D 12-14

6. Copy of reply to final show cause 

Copy of impugned order dated 
10/02/2015
Copy of departmental appeal_______
Copy of the impugned order rejection 
order dated 02/04/2015_____

E 15
7. F 16

8. G 17-20
9. H 21

10. 02^

Appellant

Through

Dated: |lS/0f/2015 Saqib Wazir
Advocate High Court 
Peshawar.

■- V



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

V

Amended Service Appeal No. 405/2015

Muzaffar Khan, ASl, Police Line, Karak Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer,
Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat.
3. The District Police Officer, District Karak

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT.

1974 R/W POLICE RULES. 1975

(AMENDED. 20141 AGAINST THE

IMPUGNED FINAL ORDER OF

RESPONDENT NO. 2 DATED 02/04/2015

PASSED ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPRAT.

OF THE APPELLANT PREFERRED

AGAINST THE ORDER OF RESPONDENT

NO. 3 DATED 10/02/2015.

%



On acceptance of the instant appeal, this 

Hon’ble Tribunai may graciousiy be 

pleased to declare the impugned order of 

No.2 dated 02.04.2015 and 

10.02.2015 of respondent 

illegal, unlawful, and without

PRAYER:

respondent
order dated
No.3 as
lawful authority and set aside the same 

and also re-instate the appellant on this 

original position with all back benefits.

Respectfully Shewethi

Assistant Sub-Inspector Police1. That appellant was posted as
station Yaqoob Shaheed, District Karak and on

appellant remained as Acting SHO for a
at Police 

transfer of SHO,
short period.

2. That on 06.12.2014, Mr. Rahim Yousaf S/o Mr. Gul Rais, 
' resident of Village Shadi Khel, alongwith Junaid Mehmood 

his nephew came to Police Station and told that Junaid 

Mehmood was abused and manhandled by colleagues

boys during routine playing.

3. That appellant summoneu mt; k—■/
the Police Station, but in the meanwhile elders of the locality 

intervened into the matter and patched up the matter.

4. That appellant time and again
lodging report but he was

the matter was brought into the notice of the then

I asked the complainant for 

not ready for lodging report,

therefore,



a
I

District Police Officer, Karak; who advised making entry in 

daily diary about non-registration of case by complainant.

5. That in compliance with direction of DPO Sahib, report was 

recorded in the daily diary, vide S.No.21, dated 06.12.2014. 
Annex "A").

6. That later on the Incharge Rescue-15 Kohat has allegedly 

conducted inquiry into the matter and DPO Karak issued 

charge sheet to appellant on the. basis of report of Incharge 

Rescue-15.
f.

7. That appellant was served with charge sheet and statement 

of allegation (annex "B") to which he submitted reply (annex
"C”).

8. That slipshod inquiry (annex “D") was conducted without the 

active participation of the appellant as per requirement of 

law and rules.

9. That the prosecution failed to bring an iota of evidence 

regarding the charges leveled against the appellant.

10. That appellant was served with final show cause to which 

he submitted reply (annex “E") and that too without 

providing the copy of alleged inquiry.

11. That respondent No.3 without assigning any legal and- 

factual reasons awarded the appellant with major 

punishment of compulsory retirement, vide order dated 

10.02.2015 (annex “F”).

12. That being aggrieved of the penal order appellant 
preferred departmental appeal (annex “G”), which has now

'i.i



been modified by respondent No. 2, vide order dated 

02/04/2015, wherein he converted major penalty of 

compulsory retirement into stoppage of increments for two
years with cumulative effect (annex "H”), hence the present 

appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:

GROUNDS:

A. That respondents have not treated the appellant in accordance 

with law, rules and policy governing the subject and acted in 

violation of Article-4 of the Constitution of Pakistan, 1973. 
Neither the prescribed legal procedure has been adopted 

the evidence so recorded, has been dealt with under spirit of 

law.

, nor

B. That the impugned order was passed without taking into 

account the finding report of Inquiry Officer. Inquiry Officer
has reported in clear terms that Rehim Yousaf and Junaid 

Mehmood were summoned and examined, but they fully 

supported the version of accused officer (appellant). Similarly, 
Inquiry Officer has held that appellant has twice consulted 

District Police Officer into the matter, therefore, the impugned 

order has been based on no evidence.

C. That the Inquiry Officer has wrongly reported the appellant 

has neither registered a case nor has referred Junaid 

Mehmood (child) to Medical Officer for examination. Inquiry 

Officer has based the impugned opinion on no evidence, but 

on presumptions. Therefore, the impugned order based 

hallowed opinion of Inquiry Officer is not sustainable.
on

D. That Inquiry Officer has failed to bring on record any evidence 

in support of the charges, therefore, the very foundation of 

impugned order is baseless.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Amended Service Appeal No. 405/2015

Muzetffar Khan, ASI, Police Line, Karak Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

and others Respondents
*

!

AFFIDAVIT

I, Saqib Wazir Advocate, Peshawar, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath, that the contents of the

accompanied Service Appeal are true and correct to the best

of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed

from this Hon hie Tribunal.

ADVOCATE^OOO

^ ^ Hi tari Public /
'■ \
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/ECNo.
fL^m f 1^/2014Dated,\, I

r.MARGE SHEET

Karak as competentI Atiq Ullah Khan Wazir, District Police Officer,
,o„ « K.=„, «.« SHO .S V„oo.

Khan Shaheed as follow; -

1.

i
ducted by l/C Rescue-15 

Kohat Region“From the perusal of preliminary enquiry con

Kohat received through worthy Dy. Muzafar Khan, Acting
Kohat Memo: No. 11555/EC. da ... avoided to register case against

Zubair s/o Farid Khan and Shahid Ur Re ^ 09-years
Takht-e-Nasrati on commission of se y against the accused, a
nahTely Junaid Mehrnood. inspite of regis t on of case ^ a

negligence in duty."

the accused 
misconduct/

B, ,«.n o, ,.ur co-»,.n - «m.»i=P. —» ”'“-2“ 

Rule-1975 (amendment Notification No. 3859/Leg ,

Police Department and have 

in Police Rule-

2.
: under Police disciplinary

27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
any of the penalties specified idated

rendered your-self .liable to all or
i

1975 ibid.

written defense within 

Officer

v.
therefore, required to submit yourYou are,

7-days of the receipt _ of this charge
" fV A/r^M/ns appointed for the purpose

Your written defense if any -

3. sheet to the enquiry
of conducting enquiry.

should reach the Enquiry Officers
have no

/

dekre to be heard in person.Intimate whether you
4 .

A statement of allegation is enclosed.
5

§r > 1\ DistrictVolice Offic^, Kara

i ^Tr



© m
ItniciniPLlN^'^'^ action i■&''

#•iKarak as competent 
j SHO P.S Yaqoob 

proceeded against on 
meaning of Police 
3859/Legal, dated

•District Police Officer 
, Acting

Atiq Ullah Khan Wazir
opinion that ASl Wluzafar Khan

himself liable to be
within the

I1.1. M'authority, is of the
Qhflheed ^ has rendered

ina act / commission
IP
k.:

Khan
committing the following No.Notification 

, Police Department. W
PitIctATFMENT OPALklG^Ii^

. 1-1555/EC, dated m ^ubair
SMl...a d.fcr.l.ly g“ sMdi K»l Tamw-

F.,M Kaa„ aad; , o«»d .( 0M=.» namely
commission of sexuai y against

junald Mehmood. Inspite of rs. 2,00,000/-(Two Lac) in the

ST.'rlnns S:S“'Lplin. end .meed.» P- ml.oonded.

negligence in duty.

li
Si

Kohat 
Kohat Memo: No 
P.S Yaqoob ,Khan

III
the accused, a

Nasrati on
fl
il

■ accordance
,6n No. 3859/Legal.The enquiry Officer j

5 (amendment Notification
Police Department may 

official, record his

2.
of the Police Rule-19with provision 

dated 

provide 

finding

of Khybjer Pakhtunkhwa
ina to the accused

27.08.2014) Govt;
reasonable opportunity of;heanng 

and make within 10-days ofjthe 

to punishment or other appropriate action

recommendation as
receipt of this order 

against the accused

the date, time andccusedofficial'shall join the proceeding on
The a

place fixed by the enquiry officer.
3.

•aP
olice Officer! KarakDistrict

^*9 ^ /^^ (enquiry), dated
No.

9 The enS Notification

of the ^os'S^S^Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, PoliceProvision
No. 3859/Legal, dated
/Department.

2. ASl Muzafar Khan, Acting
Shaheed.SHO P.S Yaqoob Khan

r

j1
t

r-
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K;„.:l^ :ni3 is in rcpoi.su ,0 your good self di.oyiron -ido o„dsi; No.On-Od.'EC dMed 01- 

j:„„r,n,o„,01 enquiries ogaios, ASl Moaafar Kl„n ASHO. ASi Parmao UMall. Sl.n 
Ullah ol- Police S.a.ioi.-Yaqoob Khai. Sliaheed were en.ri.sled to me .or 

i,censed on'ici'alG. The upshoi of the charges is that iVom ihc 
Kohai received through Wortliy Oy; Inspector

I

•} ;n I wherein tl'C
,i|, MIlC aiui \J-IC Miahid 

■ iiiini/ine the eoiuiuct of above named

• riisa! of rneliminaiA enciuio’^'^ohdiicted by I'C Rescue 
..eneral ofPolicc Koha: Region Kohai Memo: No.l 1555/EC d.aied 
V.S S'lKiooh Khan Shal>eed dellbcrniel.v.'.volded 10 register case . _
■ .r Uehman .-'o Rnsool Gul rs/o Shadi Khel on commission of sexuality offence wn. a c . |

..... . ..... aid Me....... Inspi.e of registration of case against the accused, a his

ies was alTeced a, Rs. 2, 00.000/- (Two Lad) in his presence and pol.ce 5.a,.on s a . ^ ,
ruing of his official respcsibililids and illegal suppoA to .he aecsed par.y. Tins ae.

- against sereiee disel|hine and an.ou... .0 groJs „mco..d..c.V.,cglig=nc= h. duty.

i •I8-12-201-1. ASI/ASHO Muzafar Khan

against Zubair s/o Farid Khan and Shahid

JibinieieSl in rlischa

\

Police Station and
.,,.ue, placed......lie. He s.a.ed in his slatcnen, .ha, on 06-12-20,4 he was prusen,

‘ o.eann.nc ........ Mch.nood. Rahinl Yodsar and. Ay.,b residenhs of Shad. Khd <

reponed lha, so.ne persons ofLis diMagCdasing and cpaducling .nsnh ol Jun,

.he n.a„er wi.h wonhy OPO. who direced hin.'.o arrest the accused when - 
■ . Mlaqa can.e ,0 Police Station and stahed negotiation wi.h complttinan, party, He request

„Sdging report ho, he did nd, .ady Idr lodging repoffi -Henec he again 
: ■ his direction he entered the report of complalnnm vide daily diary No.21.date 

allegation.

came to 
id Mehmood. So he discusses 

registered: Some elders of • 
to complainant for

case

•; . He denied the

also summoned. BothRahim Yousnf and Junid Mehmood 
esatnined and his s.a.entehts were recorded. They fully supported the

assure lha, he will be provide full support to Htem ifthey feel any pressure
• 4

disclosed the re.il facts.

were
Similarly complainant

version of accused oflicial.

from police or his‘ were

They wore

opponent hut they did not
, also conducted secret enquiry and reached •

■ During course of enquiry I perused ihc rccord
conclusion that th,; occurrence has been taken place hu. the complainant patty

regard the allegation leveled against accused officer.

ini and nisi arrest the

hide the real factsnow
to the
due to compromise patched up between the parlies. As

. conducting medical examination of the victimJ-
. tV /he was djily bound to register the case 

jicensed but he failed to do so. Hence I.he is rccomriicnded for depanmcnial punishment. ICS#

AN)
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This Order is passed on the'departmental enquiry against ASl Muzafar 

Station Yaqoob Khan Shaheed leading to the preser^t.‘Khan Acting SHO Police 
departmental proceedings is as follows:- ^ i.% .1

i^d-

According to the Charge Sheet, preliminary enquiry conducted by 1/C, 
Rescue-15 Kohat received through worthy. Dy: Inspector General of Police Kojj^t 
Region Kohat Memo: No. 11555/EC, dated 18.12.2014, ASl Muzafar Khan, Acting SHp: 
PS Yaqoob Khan Shaheed deliberately avoided to register case against Zubair s/o 
Farid Khan and Shahid Ur Rehman s/o, Rasool Gul r/o Shad! Khel Takht-e-Nasrat, op 
commission of sexuality offence with a child of 09-years namely Junaid Mehmood.
Inspite of registration of case against the accused, a compronnise ^

affected at Rs. 2, 00,000/- (Two Lac) in the presence of him and Police Station
dischargeing of his oflicial responsibilities and

1/

was
Staff. All those show his disinterest in 
illegal support to the accused party. H.'-

Sheet and Statement of allegation based on above allegations 
. Mr. Gul Jamal Khan, SDPO Takht-a-Nasrati 

the conduct of the said ASl with

■Charge
served upon the ASl Muzafar Khan !:>V

were
was appointed as Enquiry Officer to scrutinize 
reference to the charges leveled against him.

IT:IT:
1- •

Enquiry Officer conducted departmental enquiry and reported that the
have been proved. Hence, he is 

award of departmental punishment.
-15 Kohat

•id’
The

allegations leveled against the defaulter officer

W “= “T ■ , AS. 
alinsUhe T d Officer the contents of preliminary enquiry established guilt against ASl 
against the on departmental enquiry

: V

d ■■
Jii-.

d:

Muzafar Khan and supported the 
conducted by SDPO Takht-e-Nasrati

issued and properly served upon the 
Notice, the said ASl advanced 

in Orderly Room dated 10.02.2015.

Final Show Cause Notice was
to the Final Show Causedefaulter ASl. In response 

implausible reply and also heard in person
li
i;:in view of the position explained above, finding “ Offioe^r^a^s

well as findings of preliminary enquiry, perusal of record an ^ . ^ ^ 
formalities he is found guilty. Being cognizable offence, he did not registered case 
imely He mitigated the offence and barked out the cognizable offence He
“ d«. .0 , n,»b. d. Pdd, ftmil,. h. id —d .be n,.,» pbb..b«.«

Of compulsory retirement from service with immediate effect.

T

> •

f

6'C*OB No.
Dated /'O I t?T-/2015

District Police Officer, Karak

m
OFFICE OF T*^'= m.qTRlCT POLICE OFFICER, KARAK

/2015
Dy: Inspector General of Police ,Kohat, 

Memo: No. 11555/EC jdated
^/2 /Enquiry, dated Karak the 

Copy of above is submitted to the 
Kohat for favour of information w/r to his office

V'No.

f
I

r-.Region 
18.12.2014.

q
'I District RpH^iQff‘cer.; !:Cai;aki

\
''ITV;-"' I■j ;•

I
‘s r:

/■I
,'y' ■n\

a:3%EY“'i



Ayax '. G-I(p-
To

The Deputy Inspector General of Police 

Kohat Region, Kohat.

departmental appealSubject:

Respectfully Sheweth;
With profound regard, appellant submit Departmental appeal

Karak bearing OB No.60

was
the order of District Police Officer,against

dated.lO/02/2015, vide which Penalty of Compulsory retirement from service

imposed on appellant.

FACTS>

Assistant Sub-Inspector Police at Police 

transfer of SHO, appellant
1. That appellant was posted as

Station Yaqoob Shaheed District Karak and on

remained as Acting SHO for a short period.
of Mr.Gul Rais resident of2. That on 06-12-2014, Mr.Rahim Yousaf son

village Shadi Khel along with Junaid Mehmood his nephew came police

abused and manhandled bystation and told that Junaid Mehmood was

colleague boys during routine playing.
appellant summoned the opposite Party who attended the Police 

meanwhile elders of the locality intervened into the
3. That

Station but in the

matter and patched up the matter.

4. That appellant time and again asked the complainant for lodging report

ready for lodging report therefore the matter was 

of the then District Police Officer Karak who
but he was not 

brought into the notice

oi.1--



advised making entry in daily Diary about non registration of case by 

complainant.
5. That in compliance with direction of DPO Sahib, report was recorded in 

the daily Diary vide Serial No.21 dated.06/12/2014.

6. That later on In charge Rescue-15 Kohat has allegedly conducted enquiry 

into the matter and DPO Karak issued Charge Sheet to appellant on the

basis of report of in charge Rescue-15.

7. That allowing the charge Sheet appellant has avoided registration of 

case and managed compromising the parties inside the Police Station.

8. That the Departmental proceedings were initiated against which 

culminated in passing the impugned order. Hence this departmental 

appeal oh the following grounds.

GROUNDS:-

That the impugned order was passed without taking into account the 

finding report of enquiry officer. Enquiry Officer has reported in clear 

terms that Rahim Yousaf and Junaid Mehmood mere summoned and 

examined but they fully supported the version of accused officer 

(Appellant). Similarly Enquiry Officer has held that appellant has 

twice consulted District Police Officer into the matter. Therefore the

Impugned order has been based on no evidence.

That the Enquiry officer has wrongly reported that appellant has 

neither registered a case nor has referred Junaid Mehmood (child) to 

Medical Officer for examination. Enquiry Officer has based the

a).

b).

Attested
..>vv

oopvt
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evidence but on presumptions. Thereforeimpugned opinion on 

the impugned order based on hallowed opinion of Enquiry Officer is
no

not sustainable.

That enquiry officer has failed to bring on 

support of the charges. Therefore the very foundation of impugned

order is baseless.

record any evidence in
c).

made complained against appellant. Complainant

of appellant. Again the
d). That no one has

has categorically supported the version
taken after consulting the than District Policealleged action was 

Officer, Karak.

file which may suggest malafide on the part

attempt of concealing
That there is nothing on 

of appellant. Similarly appellant has made 

the facts as report was recorded in the daily diary.

e).
no

no one in presence of appellant 

conducted at the back of the
f). That Enquiry Officer has examined 

and the entire proceeding were 

appellant.

authorless complaint.

the basis of
That the law and rules do not permit action ong)-

Departmental action was taking against appellant

therefore the impugned order is not

on
The

annonymous complaint 

maintainable.

That long unblemished service is at the credit of appellant therefore 

award of harsh Penalty to appellant on the basis of baseless charge is 

against the disciplinary rules and natural justice.

h).

AKfestad 

Cop^



>.
It is, therefore, requested that the impugned order may be set 

aside will all back benefits.

Dated: 22.02.2015

Yours obediently

Muzaffar Khan (Ex-ASI) 
Village & P.O Shahab Khel, 

Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat 
0333-7009993

Attested

True

1

J-

\ ;
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This order is proposed to dispose of a departmental appeafe^^^d / 

of Karak distript Police against the punishment ofdeF&f;;.-..; ,:.. 

dated 10.02.2015, wherein he was awarded major
ice. The defaulter official

V, !
y

. hy Fxysi Muzaffar Khan 

DPO Karak vide O.B No. 60
punishment of “Compulsory Retirement” from service, 
seeks to set-aside the punishment order? and reinstatement in service.

Fact's are that the defaulter official while posted as A/SHO PS 

Yaqoob Khan Shaheed Karak, deliberately avoided to register the case against 
Z.ihnir s/o Farid Khan and Shahid-ur-Rehman s/o Rasool Gul r/o Shadi Khel 

for commission of imm'pral offense with a child of 09-years boy
a compromise between
of him and other Police

.'4i. •
i,-.

Takht-e-Nasrati
namely Junaid Mehmood. Inspite of;registration 
the parties was effected at Rs. 20o6oO/-:^ in the presence

staff. This act of the defaulter shows his disinterest in discharging of his

a case

Station
official responsibilities and illegal support to the accused party.

conducted through Incharge Rescue-15 

sheet alongwith summary of
A preliminary enquiry was

Kohat in which he was found guilty. Charge
also issued to him b|r;DPO Karak and SDPO/Takht-e-Nasrati

irv officer. On completion of enquiry proceedings, he was
allegations was
was appointed enquiry - 
awarded major punishment of compulsory retirement from service.

said punishment, he preferred theFeeling aggrieved from ' the 
instant appeal. Record requisitioned apd perused.

The appellant was heard: in person 
questions were asked to him^but he could not satisfy the undersigned.

above & available record., the allegations
the order of

in orderly room on 01.04.2015

cross

Keeping in view of the
proved. Ho\yever, taking a lenient view

passed by DPO Karak is hereby converted

with cumulative effect. The

leveled against him are 

compulsory retirement from service 

into stoppage of increments for two years 
intervening period is treated as leave withouTpay:

Order Announced

. MW
ISHTIAQfAMlVfAD lyjARVVAT)
InspeclonGe'heral^f Police, 
Kohat Region. Kohat.

/2015.

/
T' (DR.

No. .
c*v. i

/EC. dated Kohat the _5: ^

enclosed herewith.
,!

'A/

/^Mii

'/A'Ac)-
iARWAT)(DR. ISHTIAQAWIVIAI

A Dy: Inspector Genera/of Police
r" ^ Kohat Region, Kohat.
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The appeal of Mr. Muzaffar Khan ASI Police Line, Karak received to-day i.e. on 27.04.2015 is 

incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and 

resubmission within 15 days.'

1- Copy of show cause notice mentioned in para-10 of the memo of appeal (Annexure-E) is not 
attached With the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.

No. ys.T,
j

ij /2015Dt.
r

REGISTRAR >451 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ' ' M ' J 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

■ i Mr. Ashraf Ali Khattak Adv. Pesh.
: *

\

Re- k

f ^

- ;
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2015

Muzaffar Khan, ASI, Police Line, Karak Appellant

Versus

The Provincial Police Officer & ofhers Respondenfs

INDEX

S.No Description of Documents Annex Pages

1. Service Appeal wifh Affidavif 1-7
2. Copy of Naqal MadV "A” S-

Copies of fhe charge sheef and 

sfafemenf of allegafion
3. "B” 7-fo
4. Copy of reply //-"C”
5. Copy of inquiry reporf “D"
6. Copy of reply fo final show cause ti ^11

Copy of impugned order dafed 
10.02.2015

7. iipii

8. Copy of departmental appeal

Copy of the impugned rejection- 

order dated 02.04.2015

“G"
:.r.

9. "H”

10. Wakalatnama

Appellant
Through

_kuV-----
Ashraf All Khattak
Advocate, PeshawarDated: 24.04.2015

4
•’T

V

1
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

;r.
TpibuQfilService Appeal No. /201S

Muzaffar Khan, ASI, Police Line, Karak Appellant

Versus

1. The Provincial Police Officer, 

Khyber Pakhfunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, 

Kohaf Region, Kohat.

3. The Disfrict Police Officer, 

Disfricf Karak.................... Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

ACT, 1974 R/W POLICE RULES, 1975 

(AMENDED, 2014) AGAINST THE 

IMPUGNED FINAL ORDER OF
.• • ]

RESPONDENT N0.2 DATED 02.04.2015

PASSED ON THE DEPARTMENTAL

%Bd (filed. APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT PREFERRED

AGAINST THE ORDER OF RESPONDENTsQ
N0.3 DATED 10.02.2015.

d• 9
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PRAYER: On acceptance of the instant appeal, this 

Hon'ble Tribunai may graciously be 

pleased to declare the impugned order of 

respondent No.2 dated 02.04.2015 and 

order dated 10.02.2015 of respondent 

No.3 as illegal unlawful, and without 

lawful authority and set aside the same 

and also re-instate the appellant on this 

original position with alt back benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That appellant was posted as Assistant Sub-Inspector Police 

at Police Station Yaqoob Shaheed, District Karak and on 

transfer of SHO, appellant remained as Acting SHO for a 

shorf period.

2. That on 06.12.2014, Mr. Rahim Yousaf S/o Mr. Gul Rais, 
resident of Village Shadi Khel, alongwifh Junaid Mehmood 

his nephew came fo Police Station , and told that Junaid 

Mehmood was abused and manhandled by colleagues 

boys during routine playing.

3. That appellant summoned the opposite party who attended 

the Police Station, but in the meanwhile elders of the locality 

intervened into the matter and patched up the matter.

4. That appellant time and again asked the complainant for 

lodging report but he was not ready for lodging report, 
therefore, the matter was brought into the notice of the then

33sr-
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District Police Officer, Karak, who advised making entry in 

daily diary about non-registration of case by complainant.

5. That in compliance with direction ot DPO Sahib, report was 

recorded in the daily diary, vide S.No.21, dated 06.12.2014. 
(Annex "A").

6. That later on the Incharge Rescue-15 Kohat has allegedly 

conducted inquiry into the matter and DPO Karak Issued 

charge sheet to appellant on the. basis of report of Incharge 

Rescue-15.

7. That appellant was served with charge sheet and statement 

of allegation (annex “B”) to which he submitted reply (annex
“C”).

8. That slipshod inquiry (annex "D”) was conducted without the 

active participation of the appellant as per requirement of 
law and rules.

9. That the prosecution failed to bring an iota of evidence 

regarding the charges leveled against the appellant.

10. That appellant was served with tinal show cause to which 

he submitted reply (annex “E") and that too without 

providing the copy of alleged inquiry.

11. That respondent No.3 without assigning any legal and 

factual reasons awarded the appellant with major 

punishment of compulsory retirement, vide order dated 

10.02.2015 (annex "F”).

12. That being aggrieved of the penal order appellant 
preferred departmental appeal (annex “G”), which has now

. V. .
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been rejected by respondent No.2, vide order dated 

02.04.2015 (annex "H”), hence the present appeal, inter alia, 
on the following grounds:

GROUNDS:

A. That respondents have not treated the appellant in 

accordance with law, rules and policy governing the subject 
and acted in violation of Article-4 of the Constitution of 
Pakistan, 1973. Neither the prescribed legal procedure has 

been adopted, nor the evidence so recorded, has been 

dealt with under spirit of law.

B. That the impugned order was passed without taking into 

account the finding report of Inquiry Officer. Inquiry Officer 

has reported in clear terms that Rahim Yousaf and Junaid 

Mehmood were summoned and examined, but they fully 

supported the version of accused officer (appellant). 

Similarly, Inquiry Officer has held- that appellant has twice 

consulted District Police Officer into the matter, therefore, 

the impugned order has been based on no evidence.

C.That the Inquiry Officer has wrongly reported the appellant 
has neither registered a case nor has referred Junaid 

Mehmood (child) to Medical Officer for examination. Inquiry 

Officer has based the impugned opinion on no evidence, 
but on presumptions. Therefore, the impugned order based 

on hallowed opinion of Inquiry Officer is not sustainable.

D. That Inquiry Officer has failed to bring on record any 

evidence in support of the charges, therefore, the very 

foundation of impugned order is baseless.
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E. That no one has mode connplaint against appellant. 
Complainant has categorically supported the version of 
appellant. Again the alleged action was taken after 

consulting the than District Police Officer, Karak.

F. That there is nothing on file, which may suggest malafide on 

the part of appellant. Similarly appellant has made no 

attempt of concealing the facts as report was recorded in 

the daily diary.

G.That inquiry officer has examined no one in presence of 
appellant and the entire proceedings were conducted at 

the back of the appellant.

H. That the law and rules do not permit action on authorless 

complaint. The departmental action was taken against 
appellant on the basis of anonymous complaint, therefore, 
the impugned order is not maintainable.

1. That long unblemished service is at the credit of appellant, 

therefore, award of harsh penalty to appellant on the basis 

of baseless charge is against the disciplinary rules and 

natural justice.

J. That departmental appeal has not been decided by the 

appellate authority in accordance with Rule-5 of the Appeal 
Rules, 1986.

In view of the above explained position this 

Honourable Tribunal may graciously be pleased to set 
aside both the impugned orders as prayed for above.
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Any other relief, not specifically prayed for and 

deemed appropriate in the facts and circumstances 

of the case may also be granted. . ■
/

Appellant
Through

>-

Ashraf All Khattak
Advocate, PeshawarDated: 24.04.2015

AFFIDAVIT

t, Muzaffar Khan, ASI, Police Line, Karak, do hereby 

solemnly affirm' and declare on oath that the contents of 

the instant Service Appeal are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge and belief.

(
DEPONENT

V ,

a
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/ECNo
3'r Dated.K

r.HARGE SHEET i

•■;

, A« ufc. Kh.n W.zi,, Di..,lc. PCc «», K,,* .. =omp.«
ASl Wluzafar Khan, Acting SHO P.S Yaqoo1.

•I'authority, hereby ch^p 

Khali Shaheed as folipw;; -

\
\ \

'K
|!

■From m<p.-us.l d P""™'’.*™''’LTSon
KohPl received Ts irzOU you ASl Muzafar Khaa. Actiag
Koh'at Memo; No. 11555/EC da , avoided to register case against
SH® P.S Yaqoob KHan Shaheed de»'berately avoi

S/O Farid Kh.n fnd Shahid a^^d of 09-years

iJakht-e-Nasrati on coqimission of W against the accused, a
' :inamely Junaid Mehi|iood. Inspite o 2 OO 000/- (Two Lac) in the
ge.^p.o.i..P.»=g^--»tS« Silo, your disin...... in

■:;A^^:th; S imst sele discipline and amount to gross
the accused 
misconduct/

negligence in duty.

B, reieon .< you, c.,a„i..i.n , onria.i.A con.dMe n*^

Rule-1975 (amendment Notification o.

!

2.
under Police disciplinary
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This Order is passed on the" departmental enqufry against ASI Muzafar - 
SHO Police Station Yaqoob Khan Shaheed leading to the present

fa:

rfKhan Acting
I departmental proceedings is as follows:- ^\ VV

;;; ■

:
kt'r According to the Charge Sheet, preliminary enquiry conducted by 1/C 

Rescue-15 Kohat received through worthy Dy; Inspector General of Pplice Kohat ^ 
Region Kohat Memo: No. 11555/EC. dated 18.12.2014. ASI Muzafar Khan. Acting SHO . 
P.S Yaqoob Khan Shaheed deliberately avoided to register case against Zubair s/o 
Farid Khan und Shahid Ur Rehman s/q Rasool Gul r/o Shadi Khe! Takht-e-Nasrati on 
commission of sexuality offence with a child of. 09-years namely Junaid Mehmood. 
Inspite of registration of case against the accused, a compromise between.me parties 
was affected at Rs. 2, 00.000/- (Two Lac) in the presence of him and Police Station 
Staff. All these show his disinterest in dischargeing of his official responsibilities and
illegal support to the accused party.
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Charge Sheet and Statement of allegation based on above allegations 
served upon the ASI Muzafar Khan. Mr. Gul Jamal Khan. SDPO Takht-e-Nasrati

scrutinize the conduct of the said ASI with .
were

W-appointed as Enquiry Officer to 
reference to the charges leveled against him.
was

The Enquiry Officer conducted departmental enquiry and reported that the 
defaulter officer have been proved. Hence, he is 

for award of departmental punishment.

-/■

!> allegations leveled against the 
recommended by the Enquiry Officer 
Furthermore, from the perusal of preliminary enquiry conducted by I/C Rescue-15 Koha 
against the said officer, the contents of preliminary enquiry established guilt against ASI 
Muzafar Khan and supported the version of findings of the departmental enquiry 

conducted by SDPO Takht-e-Nasrati.

K-;?..•
f-f\

:?■

Final Show Cause Notice was issued and properly served upon the . 
defaulter ASI. In response to the Final Show Cause Notice, the said ASI advanced - 
implausible reply and also heard in person in Orderly Room dated 10,02.2015. ,

•i\
1

I
.«

•>
' t

In view of the position explained above, finding report of Enquiry Officer as ■
well as findings of preliminary enquiry, perusal of record and adopted ^ ®

.... found guilty. Being cognizable offence, he did not registered case , 
mitigated the offence and barked out the cognizable offence. He was liable 

member of poor family, he is awarded the major punishment

■H:-
formalities, he is 
timely. He i
for dismissal but due to a 
of compulsory retirement from service with immediate effect.

• ■%

• .V! 
J'* I-

r-
OB No.
Dated /.O/2-/2015 District Police Officer. Karak \

ft
\OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. KARAKV

/2015
the Dy: Inspector General of Police Kohat 

his office Memo: No. 11555/EC.dated
kZ• I /Enquiry, dated Karak the 

Copy of above is submitted to 
Region Kohat for favour of information w/r to 

18.‘12.2014. .

No.
.*>■

a*
: r-

m
*. '

District PpH^ Officer,-Karak .
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To. \

The Deputy Inspector General of Police 

Kohat Region, Kohat.

Subject: DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

Respectfully Sheweth:

With profound regard, appeiiant submit Oepartmentai appeal 

against the order of District Police Officer, Karak bearing OB No.60 

dated.10/02/2015, vide which Penalty of Compulsory retirement from service was 

imposed on appeiiant.

FACTS:-

1. That appeiiant was posted as Assistant Sub-Inspector Police at Police 

Station Yaqoob Shaheed District Karak and on transfer of SHO, appellant 

remained as Acting SHO for a short period.

2. That on 06-12-2014, Mr.Rahim Yousaf son of Mr.Gul Rais resident of 

village Shadi Khel along with Junaid Mehmood his nephew came police 

stBtion and told that Junaid Mehmood was abused and manhandled by 

colleague boys during routine playing.

3. That appellant summoned the opposite Party who attended the Police 

Station but in the meanwhile elders of the locality intervened into the 

matter and patched up the matter.

4. That appeiiant time and again asked the complainant for lodging report

tnit was not ready for lodging report therefore the was

brought into the notice of the then District Police Officer Karak who

:> A..

".am
.
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advised making entry in daily Diary about non registration of case by 

complainant.

5. That in compliance with direction of DPO Sahib, report was recorded in 

the daily Diary vide Serial No.21 dated.06/12/2014.

6. That later on In charge Rescue-15 Kohat has allegedly conducted enquiry 

into the matter and DPO Karak issued Charge Sheet to appellant on the 

basis of report of in charge Rescue-15.

7. That allowing the charge Sheet appellant has avoided registration of 

case and managed compromising the parties inside the Police Station.

8. That the Departmental proceedings were initiated against which 

culminated in passing the impugned order. Hence this departmental 

appeal on the following grounds.

GROUNDS:-

a). That the impugned order was passed without taking into account the 

finding report of enquiry officer. Enquiry Officer has reported in dear 

terms that Rahim Yousaf and Junaid Mehmood mere summoned and 

examined but they fully supported the version of accused officer 

(Appellant). Similarly Enquiry Officer has held that appellant has 

twice consulted District Police Officer into the matter. Therefore the 

impugned order has been based on no evidance.

b). That the Enquiry officer has wrongly reported that appellant has 

neither registered a case nor has referred Junaid Mehmood (child) to 

Medical Officer for examination. Enquiry Officer has based the

Trii'-i oopy(
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impugned opinion on no evidence but on presumptions. Therefore 

the impugned order based on hallowed opinion of Enquiry Officer is 

not sustainable.

c). That enquiry officer has failed to bring on record any evidence in 

support of the charges. Therefore the very foundation of impi^ned 

order is baseless.

V
d). That no one has made complained against appellant. Complainant 

has categorically supported the version of appellant, y^ain the 

alleged action was taken after consulting the than District Police 

Officer, Karak.

e). That there is nothing on file which may suggest maiafide on the part 

of appellant. Similarly appeflant has made no attempt of concealing 

the facts as report was recorded in the daily diary.

f). That Enquiry Officer has examined no one in presence of appellant 

and the entire proceeding were conducted at the back of the 

appellant.

g). That the law and rules do not permit action on authorless complaint. 

The Departmental action was taking against appellant on the basis of 

annonymous complaint therefore the impugned order is not 

maintainable.

h). That long unblemished service is at the credit of appellant therefore 

award of harsh Penalty to appellant on the basis of baseless char^ is 

against the disciplinary rules and natural justice.

Tr e Cop^
/
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It is, therefore, requested that the impugned order maybe set 

aside will all back benefits.

Dated: 22.02.2015

Yours obediently

Muzaffar Khan (Ex-ASI) 
Village & P.O Shahab Khel,

. Tehsil & District Lakki Marwat 
0333-7009993

i
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E3EF0RE THE KHYBER PAKHUTNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL KP, PESHAWAR
/

Appeal No. 405/2015 Titled

Muzaffar Khan ASI Police Line Karak (Appellant)

Versus

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat.

3. The District Police Officer, Karak......(Respondents)

PARA-WISE COMMENTS/REPLY TO APPEAL ON BEHALF OF
RESPONDENTS NO. 1 TO 3.

Respectfully Shiewith

Para-wise comments/Repiy to appeal on behalf 
of Respondents No. 1 to 3 are submitted as below,

Preliminary objections
#'

1. The appellant has got no cause of action to file the 
present appeal.
The appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean 
hands.
The appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
The appeal is time barred.
The appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of 
necessary parties.

2.

3.
4.
5.

Facts
1. Correct.
2. Correct.
3. Instead of waiting for the local notables to patch up problem 

or for turn of events, appellant was duty bound to register 
case on report of a cognizable offence.

4. the police officer then posted as ASHO mishandled a case 

of cognizable offence.
5. Incorrect. Instead, the alleged police officer did not register 

case as explained vide above Para No. 3, 4.
6. Preliminary enquiry was conducted by In-charge rescue-15, 

Kohat on the direction of senior officers which proved the 
allegations against the alleged police officer and hence, 
was charged sheeted.

7. Pertains to record.'
8. Incorrect. Proper departmental action including giving due 

right of hearing to the appellant was taken against the 
appellant.

9. Incorrect. The enquiry officer had recommended the 
appellant for departmental punishment.

r.r: ■■ ■
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10. Incorrect. The Final Show Cause Notice served upon the 
appellant contained full information regarding enquiry 
proceedings and finding.

11. Incorrect. The charges against the appellant were proved 
during enquiry. Also the appellant failed to submit any 
plausible reply in orderly room held on 01.04.2015.,

12. Incorrect. Instead, the respondent No. 2, taking a lenient 
view in the departmental appeal filed, has awarded the said 
order.

GROUND
A. Incorrect, proper departrYiental auilun under rules was 

taken against the appellant.
B. Incorrect, the said enquiry officer had recommended the 

appellant for departmental punishment.
C. Incorrect, the recommendations by the enquiry officer 

were made after perusal of record, conducting secret 
enquiry and giving full chances of defense to the 
appellant.

D. Incorrect, already explained vide above Para-C.
E. Incorrect, the alleged officer, at a responsible position as 

Additional SHO, failed to register a case in cognizable 
offence which reflects his negligence in official duty.

F. Incorrect, already explained vide above Para-E.
G. Incorrect, already explained vide above Para-A.
H. Incorrect, already explained vide above Para-A.
I. Incorrect. Instead, the order was passed taking a lenient 

view.
Incorrect, the appeal has been decided under rules 

after taking a lenient view and hence, the earlier order of 
compulsory retirement was converted to the present 
order.

■?"

J.

In light of the above facts and circumstances, it is 
requested that the appeal filed by the appellant may very kindly 
be dismissed.

Provincial Poljpe^micer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

(Respondent No.1)

Dy: Inspector pens
. Kohat Region, Kot^ 

(Respondent HoU)

if Police, District Police Officer, Karak 
(Respondent No. 3)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHUTNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL KP. PESHAWAR

TitledAppeal No. 405/2015

Muzaffar Khan ASI Police Line Karak (Appellant)

Versus

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat.'

3. The District Police Officer, Karak...(Respondents)Subject:

AUTHORITY

We the respondents do hereby authorize Mr. 

Muhammad Tariq Usman, SI Legal Karak to represent us in 

the above cited service appeal. He is also authorized to submit 

comments etc on our behalf before the Service Tribunal 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

./
“1

Provincial Potie^^fficer, 
Khyber PakhtunWIwa, Peshawar. 

(Respondent No.1)

District Police Officer, Karak 
(Respondent No. 3)

Dy: Inspector General of Polioe, 
Kohat Region, Kohat. 
(Respondent No.2) U V

i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHUTNKHWASERVICE TRIBUNAL KP. PESHAWAR

Appeal No, 405/2015.. Titled

Muzaffar Khan ASI Police Line Karak (Appellant)

Versus

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat.

3. The District Police Officer, Karak...(Respondents)Subject:

Subject: AFFIDAVIT

We the respondents do hereby affirm on oath that 

the contents of comments prepared in response to the above 

titled service appeal are true and correct to best of our 

knowledge and belief.

Provincial Police-Officer, 
Khyber PakhKiwkfiwa, Peshawar. ' 

(RespOl^ent No.1)

Dy: Inspector General of Polr 
Kohat Region, Kohat. y 
(Respondent No.2) I'

District Police Officer, Karak 
(Respondent No. 3)
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<4^ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

405/2015Service Appeal No.

Muzaffar Khan PoliceVersus

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE
APPELLANT IN RESPONSE OF THE
RESPONDENTS REPLY.

Respectfully Sheweth,

Preliminary Objection:-

All the preliminary objection are illegal & 

incorrect. No reason in support of the same is 

ever given as why the appellant has no cause 

of action. Stopped by his own conduct to file 

the present appeal, time barred and appellant 
has not come to this HorVble Tribunal with 

clean hands and concealed material facts:-
i

On Facts:-

1. Admitted, correct, hence need no comments.

2. Admitted, correct, hence need no comments.

3. Incorrect, hence denied.
\

4. Incorrect, hence denied.

5. Incorrect, hence denied.

6. incorrect, hence denied.

7. Admitted correct, hence need no comments.

8. incorrect, that no prqper departmental action

was taken against'the appellant.



9. Incorrect hence denied.

10. Incorrect that the final Show Cause Notice 

was served without providing the copy of

inquiry.

11. Incorrect not reply accordingly.

GROUNDS:-

All Ground A to J taken in the memo of appeal 
are legal, and will be substantiated at the 

time of hearing of the appeal. However all 
replies submitted the grounds are incorrect, 
false and misleading one. The appellant has 

wrongly been penalized and has not been 

treated in accordance with the law/Rules and 

Procedure hence his rights are badly violated.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the 

appeal of the appellant may kindly be 

accepted as prayed for.

Dated: 10/01/2017

Appellant 

Muzaffar Khan
Through

UZMA J}eD

Advocate, High Court 
Peshawar.
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BEFORE TjHE KHYBf R PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PSHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO.\ •

it ^Musaffar Khan ASI Police Line Karak.........

/2015

Appellant.

Versus

The Provincial Police Officer and others Respondents

Application for bringing suitable amendment in the Serivce
Appeal.

Respectfully Sheweth,

That jfhe titled appeal has been pending adjudication before this 

Honorable Tribunal in which this date has been fixed for 

preliminary hearing.

That erroneously the appeal has not been drafted in line with 

impugned order dated 02-04-2015 passed by respondent No.2 

passed on the departmental appeal of the appellant.

3. That error is floating on the very surface and does not need 

deep appreciation.

That the error is not intentional but due to lack of negligence on 

our part.

4.

It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of this
•-7

application, this honourable Tribunal rriay graciously be pleased
■ . . 'A' • . -■ ..r-j.
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to allow/permit the appellant to bring suitable amendment in the 

servifce appeal so as to bring the same in line with impugned 

order.

Appellant

Ashraf Ali Khattak, 
Advocate, Peshawar.

Through

Dated:

!■

....

i. ./
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PSHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /20I5I

Mujaffar Khan ASI Police Line Karak.. Appellant.

Versus

The Provihcial Police Officer and others Respondents

Affidavit.

I, Musaffai* Khan ASI Police Line Karak, do hereby solemnly affirms 
on Oath that the contents of the instant Application are true to the best 
of my Knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from 
this Honourable Tribunal.

Deponent.vcHAL/A

!

!
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