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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service appeal No. 1628/2013

Date of Institution. ... 06.12.2013.

29.05.2018Date of Decision.

A ... Appellant)Sultan Raza Head Constable No. 2507, District Police, Peshawar.

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two 

others .. .(Respondents)

Mr. Yasir Saleem, 
Advocate For appellant.

Mr. Ziaullah,
Deputy District Attorney For respondents.

MR. SUB HAN SHER,
MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

A

JUDGMENT

SUBHAN SHER. CHAIRMAN:-

Keeping in view the minor punishment viz the request of the appellant,

stated here short facts of the case are, that the appellant while serving as Head

Constable had committed an illegal act for which enquiry was conducted in which
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he was found guilty of misconduct. As punisliment, he was reduced to the rank

of Constable.

Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed departmental appeal and finally2.

approached this Tribunal in service appeal No. 73/2011, which was allowed by

this Tribunal on 12.08.2011 and the case was remanded to the respondent

department with the direction to conduct proper departmental enquiry against the

appellant strictly in accordance with law with some other specific directions. On

I? the recommendation of the fresh enquiry, he was imposed minor penalty of

but with cumulative effect vide order datedstoppage of one increment

26.03.2012. The appellant being aggrieved from the said order, passed by

respondent No.3 assailed it before respondent No. 2, which was rejected on

07.11.2013 and now approached this Tribunal with the prayer that the impugned

order is against law as no period has been fixed and even not followed the

directions of this Tribunal given in its previous judgment dated 12.08.2011. He

requested this Tribunal to set aside the impugned order.

3. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney strongly opposed the contentions of

the learned counsel for the appellant by arguing that under Rule 4(l)(a)(v) of

Police Rules, 1975, the authority has the discretion to stop increments with or

without cumulative effect. Finally he supported the impugned order and requested

that the appeal may be dismissed.

4. No need to deeply discuss merits of the. case as in many judgments of the

Hon’ble Superior Courts, it has been held repeatedly that the punishment of

stoppage of increments must be for a specific period and not for ever or general im

nature.
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As earlier stated, the appellant Has been punished by withholding his one5.

annual increment but with cumulative effect which is not only against the spirit

of the judgments of the Hon’ble Superior Courts but even it is in clear violation of

Rule 4(l)(a)(v) of Police Rule, 1975 as well. Hence, this appeal is partially

allowed and the impugned order dated 26.3.2012 is modified to the extent that
i
tannual increment of the appellant is withheld for one year. In the circumstances

parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

(SUBHAN SHER) 
Chairmanr

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
Member

ANNOUNCED
29.05.2018
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Counsel for the appellant Mr. Yasir Saleem, 

Advocate, and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney for 

the respondents present.

29.05.2018

Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment^pf^^oday placed on 

file, this appeal is partially allowed and the impugned order 

dated 26.3.2012 is modified to the extent that annual 

increment of the appellant is withheld for one year. In the 

circumstances, parties are left to bear their own costs, 

be consigned to the record room.

File

r

ChairmanMember

ANNOUNCED
29.5.2018

vV
'\

I

* i■ «
J-K ,

■■■ . •.■'i'A



.
♦

^■0■■V'

■ 11.12.2017 Learned AAG for the respondents andMr. 
Yasir Saleem Advocate for the appellant present and 

submitted fresh wakalat nama on behalf of the 

appellant^which is pla^ on file and"requested for 

adjoiarnrnent. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 

on 05.02.2018 before ^3
(Muhamm^^Ffamid Mughal) 

MEMBER
(Gul Zeb 

MEMBER
m)

Sin'Ce 5*^ February has been declared as public holiday. Therefore, 
the case is adjourned. To come up for arguments oh 
27.03.2018Before D.B

05.02.2018

•rj

I*5?^
yI

27.03.2018 Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the appellant is 

also absent. Mr. Riaz Ahmed Painda Kheil, Assistant AG for

the responde_nts-..present. Adjourned. To come up for
Y'-

: arguments on 29.05.2018 before D.B.

!
V

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member
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03.03.2017 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

GP for respondents present. Clerk to counsel for the appellant 

requested for adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for 

arguments on 08.06.2017 before D.B.
;

(ATIM^HASSAN)
MEMBER

(MUHAMMA AZIR)

• ..'J

08.06.2017 Clerk of the counsel for appellant and Mr. Sheraz Khan, HC alongwith Mr. 

Kabir Ullah Khaltak, Assistant AG for the A'.’,C3S' I'cspondents present. Clerk of the 

counsel for appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 03.10.2017 before D.B.
;

1:

*
■o

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

t

(Gul Z& Khan) 
Mcmoer t.

03.10.2017 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Asst: AG for respondents 

present. Clerk to counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment as. 

counsel for the appellant is not in attendance. Adjourned. To come 

up for arguments on 11.12.2017 before D.B.

V■
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i /*.

;

(MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL) 
MEMBER

(AHMAD HAS SAN) 
MEMBER

;
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Raziq, H.C29.03.2016
I : iji; alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP for respondents preserit. Arguments

It %I could not be heard due to non-availability of.D.B. therefore,"^he
i

■ IS' case is adjourned to 21:.,06.2016 for arguments;.
I
I KI 1-!,■

I •man
2
t

■!
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I . \
Appellant in person and Mr. Ziaullah, GR ifor respondents 

pres^ent. Appellant requested for adjournment as his CQunsel is not 

available today before the court, therefore, .case is adjourned for 

arguments to Jf * before D.B.

21.06.2016I
I
I
/!

r

5.
1

BERMEMBER0
1

•t!r
:■

02.11.2016 Counsel for the appeIlant(Mr. Sajid Amin,
. . :5'. ' .• * ' yAdvocate) and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for respondents

^ present. Counsel for the appellant requested for 

•- . _ adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for arguments 

on 03.03.2017.

t
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(PIR B/tefISH SHAH) 
i MEMBERi

•!.'

(ABDUL LATIF) 
MEMBER
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Neither appellant nor counsel for the appellant present. 

Respondents are not present despite their service for the previous 

date when the case, was adjourned on note Reader. However, Mr. 

Muhammad Adeel Butt, AAG is present and would be contacting 

the respondents for written reply/commehts on 5.12.2014. ij\

08.08.2014

*•

t

No one is present on behalf of the appellant. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, AAG for the respondents present. The Tribunal is incomplete. 

To come up for written reply/comments on 25.03.2015.

y

05:12.2014

. 9

Reader

S5.03.2015 Agent of counsel for the appellant and Addl: A.G 

for respondent present. Requested for adjournment. To 

come up for written reply/comments on 15.4.2015 

before S.B.

i

c
Agent of counsel for the appellant and Mr. Hayat Muhammad, 

Reader to DSP alongwith-Addl: a:G .for respondents present. Written 

. reply ,submitted;.-.T.he'appea.l is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final 

hearing for 26.10.2015.

15.04.2015

Chairman

;/ **.

Clerk 10 counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad 

Raziq, l l.C alongwith Addl: AG for respondents:present. Arguments could not be 

heard due to learned Member (.ludicial) is on olTieial tour to D.l Khan. Therefore.

26.10.2015

z.the:case is adjourned to >_ for arguments

■

Member: '
r ■
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zia^llah, GP for^d^ 

respondents present. Preliminary arguments heard and case -

perused. Counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant has 

not been treated in accordance with law/rules. Against the order 

dated 26.03.2012, he filed departmental appeal on 07.04.2012 which 

has been rejected on 07.11.2013, communicated to the appellant on 

12.11.2013. Points raised at the Bar need consideration. The appeal 

is admitted to regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The 

appellant is directed to deposit the security amount and process fee 

within 10 days. Thereafter, Notices be issued to the respondents. 

Counsel for the appellant also filed an application for condonation of 

delay. Notice of application should also be issued to the respondents

k 27.02.2014

/

Seoin^V Xr-.

for reply/arguments. To come up for written reply/comments on
application onmain appeal as well as reply/arguments 

19.05.2014.

ember
Q\

This case be put before the Final Benct^ V for further proceedings.27.02.2014

i«i{

To
0^ S I\



Counsel for the appellant present. Prelimin^'arguments to20.02.2014

some extant heard. Pre-admission notice be assued to the

Government Pleader to assist the Tribunal for preliminary hearing

on 27.02.2014.
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\X:.* The appeal of Mr. Sultan Raza resubmitted today by Mr. 

Sajid Amin Advocate may be entered in the Institution register 

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary hearing.

U'
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' • V
This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on
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The appeal of Mr. Sultan Raza Head Constable No. 2507 DIstt. Police Peshawar received today 

’• *

i.e. on 06.12.2(H3^s mcomplete on the following scores which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant fofxdmpletion and resubmission within 15 days.

.'Mfitl'j
^l^Appeal^mayjbe got signed by the appellant.
;2?SAffidavitTnay be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.
^i^Copy of rejection order of departmental appeal mentioned in para-5 of the memo of appeal 

“•ftis rioTattached with the appeal which may be placed on It.

4-.iWakalat nama in favour of appellant is not attached with the appeal which may be placed

fh , h H '5; Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
6-!. FiveWore copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect may 

' jalso be submitted with the appeal.
i V * <*-*«*•

RECrSTRAl 
SERVICE TRIB 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

•1

Mr. Saiid Amin ^Adv. Pesh.M. m'
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
. I-

Appeal No./^^^013

Sultan Raza Head Constable No. 2507, District Police, Peshawar.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 

others.
(Respondents)

INDEX

2^HSL L

Memo of Appeal & Affidavit1
Office Order dated 29.09.2010 
and Judgment and Order dated 
12.08.2011

A&B2

^l-IZcEnquiry Report3
DOrder dated 26.03.2012 \34

Departmental Appeal and 
Rejection Order dated 
12.11.2013

E&F

Vakalatnama5

C
Appellant

Through

(SAJID AMIN)
Advocate Peshawar 
FR-3 fourth floor Bilour Piaza 
Saddar road Peshawar Cantt

j

. '♦x
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal 720 1 3

Sultan Raza Head Constable No. 2507, District Police, Peshawar
(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
3. Senior Superintendent of Police Investigation, Peshawar.

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the Order dated 
26.03.2012, whereby the appellant has been awarded the 
minor penalty of stoppage of one increment with 
cumulative effect, against which his departmental dated 
07.04.2012, has also been rejected vide order dated 
07.11.2103, communicated to the appellant on 12.11.2013.

Prayer in Appeal: -
j

1On acceptance of this appeal both the Impugned Orders, 
dated 04-03-2010 and 07.11.2013, may please be set-aside 
and the appellant be allowed all consequential benefits of 
service.

»
Respectfully Submitted:

1. That the appellant was initially enlisted as Constable in the 
Police, during the course of his service the appellant also got 
promotion to the Rank of Head Constable. Ever since his 
appointment, the appellant has performed his duties with zeal 
and devotion and there was no complaint whatsoever regarding 
his performance.

ff.e-suom)Ued to-^Rf 
lod filed.

2. That while serving in the said capacity, upon certain false and 
baseless allegations the appellant was awarded the major 
penalty of Reversion tor the Rank of Constable vide order dated 
29.09.2010. the appellant challenged the same before this 
Honorable Tribunal in service appeal No 73/2011, which 
accepted vide Judgment and Order dated 12.08.2011 in the 
following words, “/w view of the above^ the impugned order

was

ii
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V
dated 24.09.2010 is set aside and the case is remanded to the 
respondents department with direction to conduct proper 
departmental enquiry strictly in accordance with law and 
spirit of law, against the appellant and other responsible 
officers, including SHO concerned, by an officer not below 
the rank of Superintendent of Police, by providing proper 
chance of a defence to the appellant at all stages. All the 
proceedings may be completed within two months, from the 
receipt of this judgment. The appellant may be given proper 
chance of defence at all stages. Parties are, however, left to 
bear their own costs.
(Copies of the Office Order dated 29.09.2010 and Judgment and 
Order dated 12.08.201 lare attached as Annexure A & B).

3. That thereafter denovo proceedings were initiated, however 
without serving any charge sheet or Statement of Allegations a 
partial enquiry was conducted and the enquiry officer 
recommended the appellant for minor penalty of ''stoppage of 
one incremenP\{Co^y of the enquiry report is attached as 

Annexure C).

4. That the Respondent No 3 without applying his prudent mind, 
while agreeing with the recommendation of the enquiry officer, 
awarded the appellant the minor penalty of stoppage of one 
increment with cumulative affect vide Order dated 26.03.2012. 
(Copy of the Order dated 26.03.2012 is attached as 
Annexure D).

5. That the appellant submitted on departmental appeal on 
07.04.2012, which remained under consideration for long time, 
however it was rejected vide Order dated 07.11.2013, 
communicated to the appellant on 12.11.2013. (Copy of the, 
departmental appeal and rejection order dated 12.11.2013 are 
attached as Annexure E & F).

6. That the impugned orders are illegal, unlawful and.against the 
law and facts hence liable to be set aside inter alia on the 
following grounds:-

Grounds of Appeal:

A. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance 
with law thus his right secured and guaranteed by . law are 

badly violated.

B. That this Honourable Tribunal while remanding the case 
to the Respondents directed to conduct proper 
departmental enquiry strictly in accordance with law and 
spirit of law, however the Respondents while ignoring the



/w
direction of the Honourable Tribunal, again conducted 
the proceedings in haste manner. The appellant was 
never allowed proper opportunity to defending himself 
nor any witness has been examined in his presence thus 
the whole proceedings are nullity in the eye of law.

C. That the appellant has not been provided proper 
opportunity of hearing, thus condemned unheard.

D. That while conducting denvo proceedings against the 
appellant, no fresh charge sheet statement of allegations 
were served upon him nor any show cause notice has 
been issued to him, thus he has not been provided fair 
opportunity to defend himself against the charges.

E. That the enquiry report is in its self contradictory as at the 
one hand the enquiry officer '^^himself admitted that the 

sole allegation leveled by the complainant against the 
defaulters by producing unconsolidated evidence or 
witnesses of happening senses becomes uneasy to prove 
the guiW\ while on the other hand he recommended the 
appellant for minor penalty.

F. That the charges leveled against the appellant were never 
proved during the enquiry, the enquiry officer gave his 
findings on surmises and conjunctures.

G. That during the enquiry statement of witnesses were 
never exaniined in presence of the appellant nor he has 
been allowed the opportunity of cross examination.

H. That the enquiry officer had also recommended the other 
officials for punishment, however they have not been 
proceeded thereafter, hence the appellant has been treated 
discriminately.

I. That the appellant has not been served with show cause 
notice neither he has been provided the copy of the 
enquiry report before the imposition of penalty upon him.

J. That the penalty of stoppage of one increment with 
cumulative effect is also not sustainable as no period is 
specified for which the penalty would remained intact.

K. That the appellant has a long and spotless service at his 
credit thus if the penalty in tact remains it would be a 
stigma to the spotless carried of appellant.
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L. That the appellant seeks the permission of this Honorable 
Tribunal to rely on additional grounds at the hearing of 
this appeal.

It is, therefore, humbly stated that on acceptance of this appeal both 
the Impugned Orders, dated 04-03-2010 and 07.11.2013, may please be 
set-aside and the appellant be allowed all consequential benefits of 
service.

Appellant

Through

/?
SAJIDAMIN

Advocate Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sultan Raza Head Constable No. 2507, District Police, 

Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents 

of the above appeal are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and that nothing has been kept back or 

concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Deponent
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ORDER. >

HC Sultan Raza No.2507 was proceeded against’dcpartmcniallv-nn [lie 

grounds - that he while, posted on the strength of investigation wing as Moiairrir ■ 

Investigation at Police Station Guibahaia Peshawar illegally confined a person nemeiv

■ -Rahid Khan s/o Yar Badshah r/o hdasho Khel Mera Pekai, I'cshawar in Ikdiec Siaiion lor
%

the period of 4 days and released him after receiving illegal gratilication oT Rs.eOOfOir

He was placed under suspension and closed to Police Pines. Peshawar. 1 !e 

vva.s issued Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations. DSP Qaraar Yaman 

OS]Vlnve.sligation City Division and Inspector Shahid Hussain CIO PS: lauimbad, 

i’-eshawar were appointed as enquiry officers to conduct the departmental enquirv'against 

the delauller police official. On receipt of their findings report wherein the iinquin- 

Officers recommended the official for Major Punishment. He was issued final Show

was not sniisiaelory.

in person. C agreed with the recommendation of linquiry orfeers. 

therciore he is awarded the punishment of reversion from (he rank of-Hcaci 

lhcy_rank oifkinslable. He is re-instated in service from the date of .nispension and the 

period of suspension is treated as duty. On reinstatement in service he is hereny rKva.eP 

to ikiliee Station /Xgha-A11r1^r-Shah on the strength of investigatio

Cause "Notice and reply to final show cause notice received wiiich 

He was heard

7(kmsiahk' w

Wing.
/
i

S I!11
SENIOR SUPE^INTEWltof Of' P(.>Pl(f,. 

, INVESTIGATION, ]>h:Si lAWAlT ■

3X46O.B. NO. n
DT:

NO. >■ /PA, dated Peshawar, the

Copy submitted to the Capital City Police Officer. Peshawar ic>r Pc

j /COlO.
/

. information please.

2/ The Senior Superintendent of Police. Operation. Pesh: 
his office memo: No.943/P A. dated 10/08/2010.

I)SP/HQ. Peshawa.^'.
DSPAT) City Divis-on, Peshawar.

S/\- ■ Pay Officer.
OASl.
CRC. ' .
EMC along-with enquiry file for record.

awa: vv: -o

3/
4/

6/
.7/
8/

&
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL^^^^^CTaW^X
■ iiT/ - ■' m -

Service Appeal No. 73/2011 ^ \

.. - .15.1.2011 ■ ■4’/
12.S.2011 I’Ci^

-

Dale of Institution. 
Date of Decision

Sultan Raza, Ex-Head Constable No. 2507, MHC, 
Investigation P.S Gul Bahar, Peshawar. • (Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
2. Senior Superintendent ofPoiicc(Iunvcsligalion) Pdiawar.
3. Deputy Superintendent of Policc(Invcsligalion), City Peshawar.
4. Inspector (Chief Investigation Officer) P.S Faqir Abad, 

Peshawar. (Respondents).

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER NO. 1591- 
98/PA DATED 24.9.2010 OF RESPONDENT N0.2 WHO REVERTED . 
THE APPELLANT FROM THE RANK OF HEAD CONSTABLE TO 
CONSTABLE AGAINST WHICH THE APPELLANT PREFERRED 
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL ON 4.10.2010 BEFOPRE RESPONDENT 
NO.l WHO COULD NOT DISPOSE OFF THE DEPARTMENTAL 
APPEAL WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD.

MR. IJAZ ANWAR, 
Advocate . For appellant

MR. SHER AFGAN KHATTAK, 
Addl. Advocate General. For respondents

SYED.MANZOOR ALI SHAH, 
M*W<HAL1D HUSSAIN

MEMBER
MEMBER

i/ic

si. 73
- i ^

tn .lU PGM ENT

SYED MANZOOR ALI SHAl-L MEMBER .- This appeal has been filed by 

appellant Sultan Raza; U/S 4 of the Khybcr. Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, 

against the order dated 24.9.2010 of respondent No.2, whereby he had been reverted from 

the rank of Head Constable to that of Constable and against the'order dated 4.10.2011, 

whereby his department appeal was rejected. It has been prayed that on acceptance of the 

appeal, the impugned orders may be set aside and the appellant be restored to his 

substantive post of Head Constable.

V

//
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Ĵ . Brief facts of the case are that the appellant joined Police Department as. a 

•Constable on 15.12.1994 apd subsequently promoted to the rank of Head Constable. The 

appellant while working as Moharrir (Investigationi in Police Station Gul Bahar, 

Peshawar, was charged on the allegations that he had received an illegal gratification of, 

Rupees five lacs from one Rohid KJian (complainant). The appellant was issued charge 

sheet alongwith statement of allegations on 17.8.2010, which was duly replied by him and 

denied the allegations leveled against him. An enquiry was conducted in the matter and the 

appellant was. found guilty of misconduct, and he was- recommended for major 

punishment. Vide impugned order dated 24.9.2010. the appellant’was reverted from the 

rank of.Head Constable to Constable. Feeling aggrieved the appellant filed departmental 

appeal on 04.10.2010, which elicited no response within the statutory period, hence this • 

appeal.

Notices were issucil to the lespoiuienis. I hey liletl their joint written reply and- 

^cSj^led the appeal; The appellant also submitted his rejoinder in rebullal.
.T

Arguments heard and record perused.

'(^he learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant was awarded 

major penalty of reduction from rank of Head Constable to Constable on the complaint of 

Siie Rohid Khan son of Yar Badshah of Maira Masho Khel. In his statement before the 

enquiry committee, the complainant stated that tlic amount had been returned to him, and 

he had no dispute with the appellant. So, on this score alone the punishment awarded to

'A T. ;

the appellant is harsh and not commensurate with the charge leveled against the appellant.

given to the appellant to. crossHe further contended that no proper opportunity 

examine complainant (Rohid Khan) and other witnesses produced against him or to

was

produce evidence in his support, which were mandatory under Section 5 of the NWFP 

(Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa) Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000. The 

appellant only could not be held responsible for receiving such a huge amount and even 

SI 10 aiul other .slair Members ofl’oliee < iulbahar were not charged in the case and

only the appellant, being a lower in rank, was made a scape goat.

The learned A.A.G, on the other hand, argued that charge sheet alongwith 

statement of allegations was issued to the appellant, proper enquiry was conducted against ,
6.

him and a show cause notice was issued to him. 1 le was also licard in person but he tailed
was grave in nature andhr6 .

to pYOVfi,Jnnocence. 
already a lenient view had been taken against him. He requested that the appeal may be

He further argued that act o( tlic appellant

dismissed with costs.

The record reveals that departmental enquiry was conducted by Qamar Zaman, 

DSP(Invcstigalion) City and Shahid Hussain, Inspector, CIO P.S, Faqir Abad without
.7.

.. ■ . .g.-.-.—
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.affording proper chance of defence to the appellant. Even statements of witnesses were not 

recorded in his presence to cross examine them nor he v/as given chance to produce 

evidence in his support. The appellant being Moharrir of Police Station could not solely 

be held responsible for receiving such a huge amount from the complainant (Rohid Klian).

:

In view of^he above, the impugned order dated 24,9.2010 is set aside and the 

case is remanded'to the respondent department with direction to conduct proper
8.

departmental enquiry strictly in accordance with law and spirit of law, against the appellant 

and other responsible officers, including SHO concerned, officer not below the rank

of Superintendent of Police, by providing proper chance kr defence to the appellant at all 

All the proceedings may be complclccl wiiliin two months, from the icccipl of this 

judgment. The appellant may be given proper chance of defence at all stages. Parties 

however, left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record.

stages.
arc.

•iNNOUNCED
12.08.2011
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REFERENCE A i rACHED. No- P/\. ..

Dated: ft //c .201 1.
Subject: ENQUIRY REPORT.

Memo:
N

Kindly refer to your office Dy: No. 5026/PA. dated 15-09-2011 & also Dv 

No. :)295/PA, dated 20-09-2011, (returned in originals) regarding the above subject.

It is submiUed that it is a remanded enquiry agaiasi the then HC/Suilan 

Raza No. 2507 Muhanir investigation PS/(julbahar Peshawar nou posted all’SA'ijihra 

investigation wing.

Brier facts of the mstant casewnquiry are that tiw defauher ioined ihe

police deparirneiit as a Constable oh 13-12-1994 and subsequently promoted to the iank
\

Qt Ficad Constable. The defauher while working as Muhanir investigatioii 

PS/Gulbahar, Peshawair was charged with ihe allegations that he (Sultan Raza.) received 

sliegal graiillcalion of rupees live lacs trom one applicant Rohaid.Klian sd) Yar Badsliah 

r/o Maira Masho Kehl Badaber, Peshawar. Therefore, the W.SSP/Op: Peshawar marked 

die subject application to the ASP/Gulbahar Peshawar for inquiry & report.

Ihe ASP/Gulbahan Peshawar summoned the applicant (Ronaid iC! 

heard iinn m person as the applicant stated to the effect that he was kept in 

conllneiTieiU by the .Ml/HC Sultan Raza & lateron re!ea:sed after pavnicni 

lacs, ihe applicant also staled that he has also identified one Saifui Islam No„ 876 

associate who provided him food in Gulbahar Police Station. The applicant had further 

stated that he would produce two witnesses wdio-had paid the subject amount. On the 

lepoit submitted by ASP/Gulbahar the worthy SSP/Operalion Peshawar sent the subject 

enquiiv to the W.SSP/Investigati(.)n Peshawar for initiating a proper departmental enquiry 

against the defaulter HG/MI Sultan Raza No. 2507 of PS/Gulbahar Peshawar.

The defaulter HC/M! Sultan Raza No, 2507 was charge sheeted aiongwilh 

sum mar) of allegalion.s on 17.08.2010 vide SSP/!nvestigalion Peshawar off ceT/ndsi: Nci. 

1.267-098/PA, dated 17-08-2010. which was replied by the defaulter HC/Mi Sliiran Raza 

No, 2507 and denied the allegations leveled against hml

/
for the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said HC.'Ml Sultan Raza 

2307 6l PS/Gulbahar Peshawar with reference to the above allegations 

committee/enquiry offeers consisting Mr, Qamar Zaman Khan DSP/inv; City Division 

Peshawar and ClO/Inspector .Mr. Shahid Hussain of PS/Faqir Abad, Peshawar 

constituted under section (3) of the act.

m

lan)

inecai

u.' an

No. an enquiig

were

f
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Enquiry was conducted by (he above cited Police Officers against the 

defaultei h!C/Ml Sultan Raza No. 2507 of PS/Gulbahatr Peshawar in the matter (he 

defaulter was found guilty of misconduct and recorniuended for major punishment 
vide his office Memo: No. 1375/PA. dated 08-09-2010. The final show

was

cause notice was
issued by the W.SSP/Investigalion Peshavvar vide hi,s office memo: Nhn 1502.PA. dated

14-09-2010 to the deiaulter. 1 he reply oi lina! show cause was no! satisfacior>. 1 hcreiarc 

die detaultei (Sultan Raza No. 2507) was avvarded the punishment of i'e\ er.sion''h 

rank ot Head Constable to the rank oi'Constable vide his office No, 159i-98/PA. dated 

24-09-2010 besides he

itlV: lI'.C

was re-instated in service from the dale of suspension and the 

period of suspension was treated as duty. However. on re-instatement in ser-ricc die
delAuiter was posted to PS/Mathra on the strength of investigation vvmu.

Ihe defaulter HC/MI Sultan Raza No. 2507 of PS./'Guibahar Pcsliaccar 

submitted an appeal vide DSP/Legai office No. 2805-LB dated 11-10-2010. be.forc die 

W.CCPO Peshawar.

. On Perusal of record by the DSP/fegal revealed ihai punishm^in 

passed by me competent authority was in accordance with .After opi 

icmarks of the W'.SSP/Co-ordination tlie W'.CC'PO Peshawar issued L>rder side iii' 

oifice fmd^t. No. 819-24/PA. dated 25-04-2011 to the etfeci that llie defaulter 

m UR and was heard in person on 21-04-201 f but the defaulter could not defend himself 

-After perusal relevant record the defaulter was found guilty of charges and his apj.ieai 

rejected filed, >s

I

mti’J ,

was cal led

wa.s

Later on. the defaulter Constable Sultan Raza vvenl on appeal be.rore die 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar in the matter vide service appeal No. 

O'zOl !. against the order dated 24-09-2010 as he w'as re'-'erted from the rank of Head 

Constable to the rank of constable and against the order dated 04-10-2011. wTereh\. ins 

departmental appeal was rejccted/fded.

fhe learned counsel for the appeliani contended that the appedani 

awarded major penalty of reduction fram Head Constable to constable on the complaint 

of one Rohaid Khan s/o Yar Badshah i7o Maira Masho Khel Badaber. In his

was

statement
belore die enquiry committee, the complainant staled that the amount was being,returned

dispute W'ith the appellant. So. on this score alone the punishment 

avvarded to the appellant is harsh and not commensurate with the charge leveled aeaiusl

to him. and he had no

the appellant. He further contended that no proper opportunity was given to tlie appedani 

cioss examine complainant Rohaid Kiian and other wunesses produced auain.st hnn 

to produce evidence in his support, which were mandatory under.seciion (5) of ihc kPK- 

Removal from service (Special Powers) Ordinance. 2000. fhe appellant onh. ci.mlu nva 

be held responsible for the receiving such a huge amount and even SHO and odier .-.[aff

to or

I



V
members of police station Gulbahar 

being lower in rank, was made a scape goat
were not charged in the case and only the appeilant

further record re^\eals that depanmenuil
enquiry was conducted by the enquiry committee with out, affording proper ch 

defence to the appellant. Even statements of -vyitnesses
aiwc oi

were not recorded in his presence 

nor he was given chance to produce evidence in his support. Flie 

appeilant being Muharrir of PS/Gulbahar Peshawar could

ior receiving such a huge amount from the complainant ( Rohaid Khanl

to cross examine them

not solely be held responsible

Theielore, in view-- of the above, the impugned order dated 24-09-2010. -i
set aside and the case w-as remanded to the respondent department with dii-ecliun to
conduct proper departmental enquiry strictly in accordance with larv and spirit of how 

against the appellant and other responsible officers, including SHO,'concerned, iw 

Officer not below the rank of'Superintendent of Police, by providing proper chance

defence to the appellant at all stages. All the proceedings imv be completed 

monihs.

art

cd'

from the receipt or this judgment. The appellant may be gi\'en proper rha;
defence at all stages.

file enquiry papers received to iiie office of the undersigned 

The undersigned tried to contact the applicant/complaina.nt Rohaid Khan 

again but in vain. Lateron, the undersisned issued 

paiwany. and sent to CiO/Badaber to produce the applicant Rohaid 

undersigned for recording his statement. The applicant 

undei-signed and he was heard in person as well as his statement was recorded

on
15-09-201'I. 

ms mobile ceil time and
on

a proper 

Khan bcfoi'c the

was produced before the-

The statement of then SHO Atique Shah, VIASI Mukhliyar. C'iU Arao 

Nawaz. Constable Saifu! Islam No. 876'and Constable Tmld Ullah No. 3865 

recorded, the defaulters Sultan Raza No. 2507
Wore

as well as otliers were given I'lropcr
v-hance of cross examination. The complainant durinu the 

ot Police personneTs described that he
of idemiikation parade 

met the SHO .Atique Shah. MASi
Mukhliyar of PS/Gulbahar, so far Saifullah No. 876 and Hamid Ullah No

course

never

. 386o uere
concerned he (the complainant) had witnessed them but they did no! even talked to him. 

Die only.defaulter Sultan Raza No. 2507 who

broiigiit him to PS/Gulbahar and had a deal for demanding bve lacs rupees
wa.s charged by the complainant who

The complainant Rohaid was openly asked for' several times surface ail 

evidences like Liaqal his associate at the time of'

Police and those evidences bv whom the 

witnesses of that time when the amount

carrying him to PS/Gulbahar b;. ihc 

amount was'delivered to Police and ilie 

returned by the Police but the compia 
could not produce the eye witnesses. The complainant was given to much time to arrange 

the eye -vvitnesses/jirga members by the undersigned regarding the

c'.

was inan[

amount but he was
badly failed.



%
U is worth nientioning that during the course of cross examination the 

complainant w^as asked that was he brought by-ihe defaulter Sultan Raxa No. 2c(]7 bui im 

(complainant) replied that he could not ascertain.
I ^

CONCLUSION.

The complainant was provided a couple of weeks to assemble his 

associates, witnesses and relevant evidences i.e his compaitton Liqai and those who 

played role for his release for paying amount to Pojice and then after obtained tiie 

returned money. Ke neither pointed out the members of jirga as well as the venue nor he 

seemedieager or anxious and winded up with the expression that he has given an end tvi 

his complaint as he had already stated in his previous statement for not taking any action 

against the defaulters. ' ’ ' '
V

k'-'f this reason the solely allegations leveled b\- the compiainani ae 

the defaulters- by producing unconsolidated evidence or witiiosses of happennw 

becomes uneasy lo prove the guilt. Smee die miserable e\ym had taken place 

be unjusuioed to overrule the circuinstances.

Therefbre, die ■ undersigned recommend^lhe defaulter Sultan Raza- No. 

2.s0/ for minor punishment stoppages of one. aniiuai increment as w^e.li as for resloratinn, 
to, the. rank of Head Constable ifom the date of re4rsion vvhile other omcers/ofncials 

who should have not been The silent spectators of the incident and irresponsible atiiiiide. 

Ihe SHO Atique Shah, MASI Mukhtiar. Constable SailAl Islam No. 876 and Conslablc 

Hamid Ullah No. 3865 are recommended tor the minor punishment of censure.

Submitted please.

r
mat '.-•,•..-1)1

Ends: i_.wC

■ I NA ------- -r

Superiirfciidciit of Police, 
investigation, Peshawar. /

Worthy Sr: Supdt: of Police, 
fnvestiszatioim Peshawar.

V

/ •

A
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ORDER. •;*
■ ■“

HC Sultan Raza No.2507 v^as proceeded against departmentally on the 

grounds that he while posted as Moharrir Investigation at Police Station Gulbajiar, 

Peshawar illegally confined a person namely Rahid Khan s/o Yar Badshah r/o Masho
^__________ *; t

Mera Pekai, Peshawar in Police Station for the period of 4 days and rele^ed }iim, 

after receiving illegal gratification of Rs.SOQOOOA !

He was placed under suspension and closed to Police Lines, Peshawar. He
issued Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations. DSP Qamar'- Zaraan 

DSP/Investigation City Division and Inspector Shahid Hussain CIO PS:

was
I

Faqirahad,
Peshawar were appointed as inquiry officer^ to conduct the departmental inquiry against
the defaulter, police official. The Inquiry Officers recommended the official for Major 

Punishment. He was issued Final Show Cause Notice and reply to final show cause 

notice received which was not satisfactory. He was^^warded the punishment of reversion - 

from the rank of Head Constable to the rank of Constable vide OB No.3244 dated

24/09/2010 and re-instated in service from the date of suspension.

He filed an appeal before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal 
Peshawar against the orders dated 24/09/2010. The impugned order dated 24/09/2010 

set aside by the Tribunal and the case was remanded to the respondent department to 

conduct proper departmental inquiry by a senior officer. The inquiry was conducted 

through Mr. Hilal Haidar SP/Investigation, Peshawar who recommended the defaulter 

Police official for minor punishment of stoppage of one annual increment as well 

restoration to the rank of Head Constable from the date of reversion. I agree with the 

recommendations of Inquiry Officer therefore, FC Sultan Raza No.2507 is hereby 

restored to the rank of HC ftom the date of reversion and awarded the minor puni^ent
of stoppage of one annual increfflent with cumulative effect as defined in Police 

Disciplinary Rules, 1975.

was

as for

i

SQR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
INVESTIGATION, PESHAWAR. ’

se:
,.^.B.NO.

Dated^^^-3V2012. 

NO; /PA, dated Peshawar, the / /2012.
Copy submitted to the Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar for fi'o 

information please.
(

2. PO
3. CRC
4. . OASI

- FMC along-with inquiry file for record.5.
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f ORDER
;

order will dispose off departmental appeal of Head- 

constable Sultan Raza No.2507 who was awarded stoppage of one 

annual increment with cumulative effect vide 06 No. 1203 dated 26.3.12 " 

under Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 by SSP (Inv) Peshawar.

This

The allegations levelled against him were that he while posted 

as Moharrar Investigation PS Gulbahar, illegally confined a person namely 

Rahid Khan S/0 Yar Bad Shah R/0 Masho Khel Mera Pekai, Peshawar in 

Police Station Gulbahar for a period of 4 (four) days and released him 

after receiving illegal gratification of Rs.5,00,000/-

Proper departmental proceedings were initiated against him 

and SP (Inv) Hilal Haider Khan was appointed as the E.O. In his findings 

he held him responsible. After issuance of SCN by the SSP (Inv) 

Peshawar, he was awarded the above major punishment.

He was called in OR and heard him in person on 1/11/2013' 

but he could not defend himself. The relevant record was also perusedv'':i 

line competent authority has already taken a lenient view by awarding a 

minor punishment of stoppage of one annual increment with cumulative 

effect in such a gross misconduct. Hence the appeal is rejected/filed.

1/

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR.

V
1^3'“?'^ /PA dated Peshawar the ^ • //- 13No.

Copies for inf and n/a to the:-

1/ SSP/(Inv), Peshawar 

2/. PO 

3/ OASI
4/ CRG along with S.R. for making necessary entry. 

5/ FMC end: (/^A;)
6/J Official concerned. ^1

Appeal flic zafar etc



.'•O

1 J //

' r'ki _ -

_ -. J/i
, r-^

^ yx ^50. /

(jr.’cr''^:

J/j^
’^/y I (y V/X/..^/ -ir f'i^isjT

'y

^ lx tJ-^ (J^U 0 }>' /1 ity/z c^ ^

i£Jyj’

/ j^U Uyr J-f Ly-^^x^c^/yj  j_ fjx

kS>/:-J'~^ '-r^ Uj^yyfyr D-^lTiJ/^

_ y^/It L^ «t/

^'tyci

M .4/nol

i. .

by y
Uy

’ I
%
y!a^yy

yy
fgyp



f
%I

w“--
? •'

i

before the kpk service TRIBTINAT Kpy PF^u .../ A p

MATTER OF APPEAL NO. f/^7^ /2013
4

■ ;i'

> •
.-E

; sSULTAN RAZA 

VERSUS

PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER KPK AND OTHERS

>'««

• I

■ -f"'

■

;
APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF PET.AY

i

IF ANY IN FILLING THE TTTT Fn APPEAI '4...
-Jt

1
>2

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the tjtled appeal is pending adjudication and is fixed for hearing 

for today i.e. 27/02/2014. ? :

f

' t..! >:-I
//■

2. That the applicant pray for condation of delay if any in filing the titled 

appeal intfer alia on the following grounds:-
-I

a
• i

i

GROUNDS:-

\

I j

A. That the applicant never remained negligent in persuing his remedy, 

he duly filed departmental appeal against the impugned 

time, the/'eafter the applicant produced to Hangu 

inteimediate course, during his stay at Hangu he remained in contact 

but was not informed about the outoine of the appeal, lastly, his 

appeal was rejected on merit vide order dated 0//\ 1/2013 

applicant has filed the titled appeal well with in 30 days of the 

communication of the rejection order.

order well in 

for six month
‘

'Si

the
1

V

(

m> mcf
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B. That the proceeding.-eonducted-against the applicant are illegal and 

void, the appellant has not been proceeded against in accordance with

law, neither any charge sheet or show cause has been served upon him
i . .

he has been properly associated with the inquiry thus the
I

proceeding so conducted are defective and no period of limitation run
.|

against an: order based on such defective and illegal proceeding.

I

nor

f •

C. That the delay if any in filling the instant appeal is not willful but due 

to the above stated reasons.

D. That valuable rights of the applicant for involved in the instant appeal 

, hence the Idelay if any, deserves to be condoned.

E. That the I^uperior Court have always held, that causes be decided on 

merit rather than technicalities including limitation.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that the delay if any in 

filing the titled appeal may be condoned.

I

Applicant

.

^JID AMIN

Through

Advocate, Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT

I do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of the above application are true and correct and nothing has
I

been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

0 N'-E'N T
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.
f r'

•&/
Service Appeal No.1628/2013.

[

/ Sultan Raza Head Constable No. 2507 District Police, Peshawar
VERSUS.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

Senior Superintendence of Police, Investigation, Peshawar

Appellant.
-i;

1.
2.

Respondents.3.

Reply on behalf of Respondents 1. 2 and 3.

Respectfully sheweth:.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1. That the appeal is badly time barred.

2. • That the appeal is not maintainable for joinder of unnecessary parties and non-joinder of necessary
parties. I

I

3. That the appellant has not come to this honorable tribunal with |

clean hands.

4. That the appellant has no cause of action.

5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.

7. That the appellant has got no locus standi to file the instant appeal. i

Facts;-

First part of Para relates to record while rest of the Para is for the appellant to prove. !

First part of Para No 2 is correct to the extent that after conducting a proper enquiry the

appellant was awarded major punishment of reversion to the rank of constable from the rank of
• 1

Head constable vide OB No 3244 dated 24.09.2010, on charges of illegally confining and 

receiving illegal gratification of RS 5 lakhs. Rest of para pertains to court, hence needs no 
comments. I

Para No. 3 is correct to the extent that the appellant was already charge sheeted in previous 

enquiry on same charges. During a denove enquiry, the appellant's statement was recorded 

and he was given full opportunity to defend himself as charges leveled against appellant were 

stand proved, hence the punishment order of stoppage of one annual increment was passed in 

accordance with law/rules and as per directions of Honorable Service Tribunal.

Para No 4 is correct to the extent that after conducting a denove enquiry, the charges of illegal 

confining and receiving illegal gratification were stand proved, hence was rightly awarded the 

punishment order.

Para No 5 is correct to the extent that after due consideration appeal of appellant was rejected 

because the charges leveled against him were stand proved.

Para No. 6 is totally incorrect and denied. The punishment orders are In accordance with law 

and rules.

1.
2.

i

t(
i'

3.

4. ■ f

i

5.

6.

GROUNDS!-

Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law and rules.A.

B
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Para is correct to the extent that a proper denove enquiry was conducted against appeliant;as 
per the directions of Service’Tribunal KPK Peshawar. The statements of appellant along w|ith 

other concerned persons were recorded which revealed that the appellant got involved in 

Illegally confining and receiving' illegal gratification from a person namely Rahid Khan. 

Moreover, the appellant was provided full opportunity to defend himself.

Incorrect. The appellant was provided full opportunity to defend himself. The appellant was 

called to orderly room and was heard in person but he failed to defend himself. • : :

Incorrect. The appellant was called to orderly room and was heard In person but he failed: to 

defend himself. Hence the punishment order was passed as per law and rules.

Incorrect and denied. The enquiry officer after conducting a proper denove enquiry 

recommended him for minor punishment of stoppage of one annual increment as the charges 

leveled against him were stand proved.

Incorrect and denied. Para already explained above In detail. .

Incorrect. The appellant was called along with other witnesses and their statements were 

recorded in accordance with law and rules. Furthermore the appellant was provided full
i ,

opportunity of cross examination and to defend himself. ' ■
Incorrect. No discrimination has been done to him. He was treated as. per law and rules. ! 

Incorrect. The appellant was provided full opportunity to defend himself.

Incorrect. The appellant was awarded minor penalty of stoppage of one annual increment with 

cumulative effect vide OB No 1203 dated 26.03.2012, hence his punishment order clearly 

specifies the period.

Incorrect. First part of the Para is for appellant to prove while rest of the Para is incorrect as if 

the Govt servant clearly found guilty, the department is bound to award proper punishment. • 

Respondents also seek the permission of Honorable Tribunal to adduce further grounds, points 

at the time of arguments.

C.

D.

E.

i
F.

G.

H.

I.
J.

K.

1

L.

i.

PRAYER!-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts and submissions, the appeal of the
» ' * I

appellant devoid of merits, and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed. j
; I

^ Provincial Roiice Officer, 
^ Khytjer PaKhtunkhwa,

, Peshawar.

Capital! Citf^iice Officer, 
^ Peshawar.

Senior Supwintendept^f Police, 
lnvestlga(jo0s<1^shawar.

1

A
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.l628/2pl3.

Appellant.Sultan Raza Head Constable No. 2507 District Police, Peshawar,...
VERSUS.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
Senior Superintendence of Police, Investigation, Peshawar,

1.
2.

Respondents.3.

AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents 1,2 8t 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and 

belief and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

1

f

ProvincjaT^lice Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

I.!•
(!

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

Senior Simrintende^ of Police, 
Investlmlons^/F^shawar.

I
i

%

i
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POWER OF ATTORNEY
1>\^ i«t 9In the Court of

f
}For
} Plaintiff 
} Appellant 
} Petitioner 
} Complainant

xa.9

VERSUS
K PrC } Defendant 

} Respondent 
}Accused

VJ

Appeal/Revision/Suit/Application/Petition/Case No. of
Fixed for

I/We, the undersigned, do hereby nominate and appoint

YASIR SALEEM ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT

•hr^ my true and lawful attorney, for me 
to appear, plead, act and 

answer in the above Court or any Court to which the business is transferred in the above 
matter and is agreed to sign and file petitions. An appeal, statements, accounts, exhibits. 
Compromises or other documents whatsoever, in connection with the said matter or any 
matter arising there from and also to apply for and receive all documents or copies of 
documents, depositions etc, and to apply for and issue summons and , other writs or sub
poena and to apply for and get issued and arrest, attachment or other executions, warrants 
or order and to conduct any proceeding that may arise there out; and to apply for and 
receive payment of any or all sums or submit for the above matter to arbitration, and to 
employee any other Legal Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and 
authorizes hereby conferred on the Advocate wherever he may think fit to do so, any other 
lawyer may be appointed by my said counsel to conduct the case who shall have the same

my same and on my behalf to appear at

powers.

AND to all acts legally necessary to manage and conduct the said case in all 
respects, whether herein specified or not, as may be proper and expedient.

AND I/we hereby agree to ratify and confirm all lawful acts done on my/our behalf 
under or by virtue of this power or of the usual practice in such matter.

PROVIDED always, that I/we undertake at time of calling of the case by the 
Court/my authorized agent shall inform the Advocate and make him appear in Court,df the 
case may be dismissed in default, if it be proceeded ex-parte the said counsel shall not be 
held responsible for the same. All costs awarded in favour shall be the right of the counsel 
or his nominee, and if awarded against shall be payable by me/us

1

IN WITNESS whereof I/we have hereto signed at
day to_________the the year .5Exec^tant/ES^ecutants _____________

—^^"^Accep^M subj^ect to the terms regarding fee

YASIR-SALEEM C/

ADVOCATES, LEGAL ADVISORS, SERVICE & LABOUR LAW 
CONSULTANT

FR-3 &4, Fourth Floor, Biloiir Plaza, Saddar Road, Peshawar Caim



KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No 1130 /ST Dated 31/05/2018

To

The Senior Superintendent of Police Investigation, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

Subject: TUDGEMENT/ ORDER IN APPEAL NO. 1628A3, MR.SULTAN RAZA.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgment dated 
29/05/2018 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

REGISTOAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.

-


