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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Saeed received today i.e on 1.2023 i.s incomplete on 

the following score which is returned to the counstd for the appellant for completion and 

i^-}e-.ubmissidn-within IS days.

^ 1- Memorandum of appeal i.s not signed by the appellant.

2- Copies of charge sheet/show cause notice, enquiry report and replies thereto are 
not attached with the appeal be placed on file.

3- Copy of departmental appeal is not attached with the appeal be placed or) it.
4- _ Page nos. 05, 06, 08, 09 & 10 of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by

legibie/better one. ■
5- One copy/set of the appeal along Vvhth annexures i.e. complete in all rc-spc-ci may 

also be submitted with the appeal.

I

^ /s.T,

2^/y//2023.

No.

, Dt.

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBU.NAb 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Yasir Saleem Adv.
High Court Peshawar .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. /2023

Muhammad Saeed, FC No 2811 Constable, District Police Khyber.
(Appellant)

Versus

The Provincial Police Officer, Kdiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

(Respondent)
INDEX

S. PageDescription of Documents AnnexureNo No
1 Memo of Appeal & Affidavit
2 Copy of the FIR A

Copy of the acquittal order 

17.04.2023
3 B 4,

Copy of the dismissal order 

03.06.2023
4 C 7
5 Copy of the rejection order is 

17.07.2023
D S

6 Copy of the order is 02.08.2023 E
P7 Vakalatnama.

Through

YASIR SAtEEM 

Advocate Suprerne Court 
of Pakistan& /:V tv-

YASIR
Advocate. HigH Court, 

Peshawar

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. /2023

Muhammad Saeed, Ex- Constable FC No 2811, District Police Khyber.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police, Officer Peshawar.
3. District Police Officer, Khyber.

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber ^ 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, against 

the otfice order dated 03.06.2022, communicated 

to the appellant after his release from jail 
acquittal in the month of April 2023, vide which

on

the appellant was awarded the major penalty of 

dismissal from service, against which his 

departmental arid revision petition 

concurrently dismissed vide dated 17.07.2023 and 

02.08.2023

were

respectively. The order dated 

02.08,2023 was communicated 18.10.2023,

Prayer in Appeal: -

On acceptance of instant service appeal, all the 

impugned orders may please be set-aside and 

the appellant may please be re-instated in 

service with full back and consequential 
benefits of service.
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Respectfully Submitted:

1. That the appellant, while performing his duties as Constable with 

the Respondents was falsely implicated in case FIR No 9, u/s 9 D 

CNSA, 11 A CNSA, dated 07.03.2022 PS; Central Mishtimala 

District Orakzai. f Copy of the FIR is attached as Annexure “A ”9

2. That after his arrest he remained in judicial Custody and trial was 

started. It is pertinent to mention that the appellant has been 

acquitted in said FIR vide order dated 17.04.2023 by the learned 

Session Judge,CJrakzai. (Copy of t(ie acquittal order lf,04.20^23,\is 

attached as Annexure ‘'B”)

3. That while he was in Judicial custody he was proceeded 

departmentally and was awarded, in his absentia, major penalty 

dismissal from service vide order dated 03j06.2022. ( Copy of the 

dismissal order 03.06.2023 is attached as Annexure “C’9

4. That after his acquittal order on 17.04.2023 the appellant visited to 

offite of respondent to join his duty he was informed that he has 

already been dismissed from service.

5. That feeling aggrieved the appellant preferred departmental appeal, 
however the same was rejected vide order dated 17.07.2023. (Copy 

of the rejection order is 17.07.2023 attached as Annexure “D’j.

6. That the appellant then preferred revision petition to the respondent 
No 1 whoever the same was also dismissed vide order dated 

02.08.2023. it is pertinent to mention here that the said order was 

communicated to the appellant oh upon his frequent request on 

18.lO.2023. ( Copy of the order is 02.08.2023 attached as Annexure

7. That the impugned Orders are illegal unlawful against law and facts 

ind without lawful authority, hence liable to be set aside inter alia 

on the following grounds :
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GROUNDS OF DEPARTMENTAL APPF AT .

1. That the appellant has not been! treated in accordance with law 

hence his rights secured and guaranteed under the law are badly 
violated.

2. That appellant has not committed any act or omission which could 

be termed as misconduct, he was falsely implicated which is evident 
from the fact that he has been acquitted from all the charged level 
against him by the court of competent jurisdiction. '

3., That all the protending (if any) was conducted in ihis ab^hc'e 

any witness was examine in his presence 

opportunity was given to the appellant by any means to
examine such witness. So all the proceeding were defective in ,the 
eye of law.

neither nor any 

cross

4. That no charge sheet was serve or communicated to the appellant, so 

it can be validly said that the appellant was condemned unheard. It 
wrongly observed in the appellate and revisional order that the 

appeal was time barred. The appellant was behind the bar till his 

acquittal and no order of dismissal was ever communicated to him. 
After his acquittal, when he visited to the office of Respondents to 

join his duty, he was informed about his dismissal, where after he 

obtain the copy of dismissal order and preferred his departmental 
appeal. So it cannot be said that his appeal against the dismissal 
order was time barred.

was

5. That the appellant has not been given free and fair opportunity 

defend himself against the charges leveled, thus the order of penalty 

is grave viblation of the principles of natural justice.

6. That the appellant also seeks permission of this Honorable Tribunal 
to rely on additional grounds at the time of hearing of the instant
appeal.

»

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this 

appeal the order dated 03.06,2022, 17.07.2023 and 02.08.2023 may

to
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please be sei-aside and the appellant may please be re-instated in 

service with full back benefits of service.

Appellant aThrough
I.

YASIR SAJbMEM 

Advocate Supreme Court 
of Pakistan

&
/w

YASIR KHALm<
Advocate High Court, 

Peshawar
■I

I

AFFIDAVIT

It is solemnly affirm and (declare on oath that the contents of the 
above noted appeal are true and correct and that nothing has been kept 
back or concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Depmrefr
.•K

0

r

»

‘ ;.
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OFFICE OF THE 
I i DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER ^ 

KHYBER

V: ••I
I A •»

y /PA-DPO Khvber ' . Dated ^^?/06/2022I-;.
»

DISMISSAL ORDER

FC Muhammad Saecd No. 2811 s/o Sayed Ahmad was suspended vide Order No. 884 - 
89/r'A-Dr’O KJiyber dated 21/03/2022 due to his involvement in Case FIR No. 09 u/s 9D-CNSA,

f

1 1a-CNS.-\ dated 07/03/2022 of Police Station Central Mishti Mela, District Orakzai.

'-■“^i^^Hiuiry was initialed against him vide Order No. 890/PA-DPO Khyber dated 
w probe into the matter. Chargeshcet and Statement of Allegations were issued against 
r.official. However, in the above-mentioned Case FIR, the defaulter was already under 

cu^u .i;,'.iii .Headquarters Sub^ Jail, Babur Mela, Hangu. Thus, vide Letter No. 1694/PA-DPO 
IjCiv.r.or dated 22/04/2022, chargeshcet and statement of allegations were served to the defaulter 
plTicial. Vlowever, he failed to submit any cogent reply iii his defense.

Further, a ground check was performed against the defaulter official. It was found that he 
iready nominated in another Case FIR No. 01 u/s 392/34 PPC, dated 06/01/2022 of Police 

0.../.VJ1 'fn'iih. District Khyber. And later nominated in above-mentioned Case FIR. Further it was 
le^d ih.u he was a habitual offender and had many complaints against him. Thus, Inquiry 
Oii.cei' recuinmended the Major Punishment of Dismissal as per rule.

Keeping in view of the above recommendation and in order to maintain regimental norms 
and discipline in the force, the undersigned is satisfied that the defaulter official shall be awarded 
wid; Major Punishment of Dismissal as per Section 4*b(iv) of Police (E&D) Ruies 1975 (With 
Araeiida'.cnls - 2014).|

:
1

21,0..'

ilia u>:tL;
:

1

I
I

:
KHAN (PSP)

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
lOIYBER

I

/PA, DPO Khyber

, 10.

DSr l lQrs/lU Lines, DPO Kliyber 
C. 011C DPO K.hyber for Record 
;!. AceounianL DPO Khyber lo stop his salaries 
l, Service Record Draoch. DPO Khyber for Service Book Record

0

Scanned with CamScanner
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V ,2ooi&No. S/

The C.'apiial C'ily Police Oniccr. 
Pc.shavvar,

\

)^i-:VISION IMTl ri ION.

I he Oompelcni Aiilhoriiv has examined and iiled the revision pclilit)n
-i Vy Kx-iv MuhaminacI Saced No. 2SII aaainsl ihc penally ol'.dismissal from 

siided h_\' l)P() Kh^'hcr vide Ordei' I'iiidsi: No. 27:l9/TAT)P() Khyber, daled
hl.T' being badly lime barred.

dlie applieani may please be informed aeeordinglx,

(AJ'SAli .J’AN) 
ivegislivir.

I'oi- inspeelor Oenei'a! of i-o!iee. 
Kh}bri Pakhuinkhwa. iT'shavvar.
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BETTER COPY PAGE# E-10

OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
Central Police Office, Peshawar

No. S/20016/23, dated, Peshawar the 02/08/2023

io
The Capital City Police Officer 
Peshawar.

REVISION PETITIONSubject:

Memo:
The Competent Authority has examined and filed the Revision 

Petition sujbmitted by Ex-FC Muhammad Saeed No. 2811 against the penalty 

of dismissal from service by DPQ Khyber vide order Endst 2709/PA-DPO

IChyber, dated: 03-06-2022 being badly time barred.

The applicant may please be informed accordingly.

-sd-
(AFSARJAN)

Registrar
For Inspector General of Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

I
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POWER OF ATTORNEY

'Tv, r\C'^^In the court of ■4

Versusry\ ■ ^ aj2 je^ p po

.Respondent/DefendantPetitioner/Plaintiff/Appellant

KNOW ALL to whom these presents shall come that I the undersigned appoirt:
]VXr, YASIR SALEEIVI, Advocate supreme court of Pa^

(herein after called the advocate) to be the Advocate for the Petitioner/Plaintiff/Appellant 
or Respondent/Defendant in the above mentioned case, to do all the following acts', deeds

Stan,

and things or any of them ,that is to say
1) To act and plead in the above mentioned case in this court or any other Court in 

which the same may be tried or heard in the first instance or in appeal or review or 
execution or in any other stage of its progress until its final decision.

2) To sign, verify and present pleadings, appeals,
; execution, review , revision, withdrawal, compromise or other petition or affidavits

or other documents as shall be deemed necessary or advisable for the prosecution 
of said case in all its stages.

3) To withdraw or compromise in the said case or submit to arbitration any difference 
or dispute that shall arise touching or m any manner relating to the said.case.

4) To receive money and grant receipts therefore and to do all other acts and things 
which may be necessary to be done for the progress and the course of the 
prosecution of the said case.

5) To engage any other Legal practitioner authorizing him to exercjse the power and 
authorities hereby conferred on the*Advocate whenever he may think fit to do so. 
AND I hereby agree to ratify whatever the Advocate or his substitute shall do in the

objections ,petitions .forcross­

promises. r
AND I hereby ag!]ee notito hold the Advocate or its substitute responsible for 

' reklt of the said case’and 'in consequence of his absence fi'om the'court when the , 
said case is called up for hearing
AND I hereby that in the event of the whole or any part of the fee agreed by me to 
be paid to the Advocate remaining unpaid., He shall be entitled to withdraw from 
the prosecution of the said case until the same is paid.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF I hereunto set my hand to these presents the contents of
which have been explained to and understood by me, this -------- day of

2023.

Executant/Executants

Accepted subject to the terms regarding Professional Fee v

EMYASIR S
'tW Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan

Legal Advisor, Services & Labor Law Consultant 
FR-4, 4th Floor, Bilour Plaza, Peshawar Saddar. 

Cell No. 0331-8892589 Email: yasirsaleemadvocate@gmail.com

mailto:yasirsaleemadvocate@gmail.com

