
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.475/2016

Date of Institution 

Date of Decision
21.03.2016
14.07.2021

Sartaj Ahmad, S/0 Hashim Khan R/0 Tehsil Drosh Village Ursoon 

District Chitral, Ex-Police Constable No.359 District Chitral.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Secretary Home and
!

Tribal Affairs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and five others.-

' ... (Respondents)

Yasir Saleem, 
Advocate For appellant.

Kabir Ullah Khattak, 
Additional Advocate General For respondents.

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 
ROZINA REHMAN

CHAIRMAN 

MEMBER (J)

JUDGMENT

ROZINA REHMAN. MEMBER : The relevant facts leading to the filing

of the: instant appeal are that appellant joined service in the Police

Department as Constable on 22.09.1996. Two private persons

submitted two different complaints against the appellant, therefore, he

was proceeded against departmentally and he was awarded major

penalty of dismissal from service.

We have-heard Mr. Yasir Saleem Advocate learned counsel, for2.

appellant and Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate
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Generali for the respondents and have gone through the record and the

proceedings of the case In minute particulars.

Mr. Yasir Saleem Advocate appearing on behalf of appellant,3.

inter-alia, contends that respondents failed to deal the appellant in 

accordance with law and that the matter has already been patched up

outside ;the court and there was no ease against the appellant but even

then, major penalty was imposed upon him. He argued that appellant

renderefd spotless and qualified service of more than twelve years.

therefore, entitled to service benefits and lastly he submitted that the

inquiry was defective as the PWs were never cross-examined and that
I

I

the appellant was kept in darkness and was posted to far flung Police

Station i Molkoh and was never accompanied with the Inquiry

proceedings and lastly, he submitted that the appellant was condemned

unheard as he was not given any opportunity of hearing and the

punishrhent does not commensurate with the gravity of offence.

Conversely, learned A.A.G submitted that he was found involved 

in criminal case vide F.I.R No.200 dated 05.02.2006 registered at Police 

Station Ichitral U/S 406 P.P.C and there was a civil case of getting loan

4.

and refusing to pay which was decreed against him while the criminal
I

case w'as decided on the strength of compromise which amounts to
j

admissi'pn of charges on the part of appellant. He argued that the 

appellant preferred departmental appeal which was dismissed on

10.08.2007 but the appellant instead of lodging service appeal, wasted 

time by giving application to different authorities which were turned down 

being irrelevant and infructuous. He submitted that the mercy petition

was dismissed on 07.05.2008 but service appeal was not filed in time.
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5. AS;per record, a complaint was filed by one Zafruddin against the 

appellant for breach of trust and fraud of salary of his son Islah ud Din

under training Constable at Hangu, whereas, civil suit was instituted by 

one Atta Ullah for recovery of Rs.24900/- against the appellant which was

decreed against him. On the complaint of Zafruddin, criminal case vide*

F.I.R No.200 of 2006 was registered in P.S Chitral U/S 406/420 P.P.C,

whereas, civil suit decreed against him and referred to his Department for

implementation. In view of activities and conduct of appellant,
I

departnpentai inquiry was initiated against him. He was issued show

cause :notice but he failed to submit satisfactory reply, hence.

departrhental inquiry was initiated and D.S.O Investigation and D.S.O

Circle Drosh were appointed as Inquiry Officers. The criminal case was

compounded with the complainant and censure was recommended by the

Inquiry ;Officer while in case of civil dispute, appropriate punishment was

recomrhended by the Inquiry Officer. Both these inquiries were disposed

of through single order by District Police Officer Chitral. The

recommendation of Inquiry Officer for the punishment of warning was 

not taken into consideration as compromise was considered irrelevant

while by committing fraud and breach of trust, he violated norms of

Police ffules, therefore, major punishment of dismissal from service was

imposed upon appellant vide order dated 16.01.2007. He then filed

departmental appeal, copy whereof is not available on file however, order

of Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar is available on

file as VAnnexure-C" which shows that his departmental appeal was filed

by the Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Range Saidu Sharif,

Swat vide order dated 10.05.2007, where-after, the appellant filed mercy



4

petition: on 03.05.2008 and vide order dated 07.05.2008 of Provincial

Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, the appellant was advised

to seek:remedy from Service Tribunal as there was no provision of mercy

petition! in the Police Rules. The appellant instead of filing service appeal

in the Service Tribunal, filed another appeal before the I.G.P Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar which appeal under Rule 11-A of Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 was rejected on the grounds of

limitation and merits as well.

6. As per Rule-3 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants (Appeal) Rules,

1986, a civil servant aggrieved by an order passed or penalty imposed by

the corhpetent authority relating to the terms & conditions of his service

may, within 30 days from the date of communication of the order to him.

prefer an appeal to the appellate authority. It is well-entrenched legal

proposition that where appeal before departmental authority is time

barredj the appeal before Service Tribunal would be incompetent. In this

regard reference can be made to cases titled Anwarul Haq v. Federatipn

of Pakistan 1995 SCMR 1505, Chairman, PIAC v. Nasim Malik PLD 1990

SC 951 and State Bank of Pakistan v. Khyber Zaman & others 2004i

SCMR 1426.

In view of the foregoing reasons, instant appeal is dismissed.7.

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

room.

ANNOUNCED.
14.07.2021

(Rpzina Rehman) 
/ Memb^ (J)

(Ahmad Sultan Tareeh) 
! Chairman
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Service Appeal No. 475/2016

S.No Date ofj 
order/ ^

i
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate 

and that of parties where necessary.

1 2 3

Present:14.07.2021

Yasir Saleem 
Advocate For Appellant

Kabir Uliah Khattak, 
Additional Advocate Genera! For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placed

on file, instant service appeal is dismissed. Parties are left to

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

ANNOUNCED.
14.07.2021

)

0
■2

(Ahmad Sultan Tareen) 
Chairman
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\03.202] The Worthy Chairman is on leave, therefore, the bench 

is incomplete. To come up for bearing on 16.06.2021 before 

the D.B.

eader

16.06.2021 Appellant with counsel present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General for respondents present.

Arguments heard. To come up for order 

14,07.2021 before D.B.
on

:

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member(J)

Chairman

/
/

/
/i

• //

/

/
/
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28.09.2020 Appellant in person present.

Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General for respondents present.

A request was made for adjournment as issue involved 

in the present case is pending before Larger Bench of this 

Tribunal. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

15.12.2020,b^re D.B.

l
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member (E)

15.12.2020 Appellant with counsel present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 
alongwith Sher Muhsin ul Mulk for respondents present.

Former made a request for adjournment. Adjourned. To 

come up for arguments on 21.01.2021 before D.B.

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

21.01.2021 Sher Haider Khan, Advocate on behalf of counsel for 

the appellant and Asif Masood AN Shah, DDA alongwith 

Sher Mohsinul Mulk, Inspector for the respondents 

present.

Former requests for adjournment due to engagement 
of learned senior counsel before the Hon'ble High Court 
today. To come up for hearing 

10.03.2021.
before the D.B on

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)

Chairman



>'•••

«';:rrv

?

.. .r
:/

H
,■> . .V'<- Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Addl: AG 

alongwith Mr. Sajid, Supdt for respondents present. Clerk to ■ 

counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment due to general 

strike of the Bar. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on. ' 

16.01.2020 before D.B.
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-^ i6.G3;.2020 Due to general strike on the call of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

; ::A. Bar Council, learned counsel for the appellant is not available 

today. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents 

present. Adjourned to 03.03.2020 for arguments before D.B.

“j
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(M. Amin l<han Kundi) 

Member
(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member
;%

■ .S :• •
f

A. ;
;
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,T :d3:'03.2020. - •i.
■r !i.

■ Additional AG alongwith Mr. Sajid, Superintendent for the 

resent. Learned counsel for the appellant

>
/ V V. 

V. .
V \ respondents

- seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments ‘

> .• •
.t

V

. r; '■S',
V•- ; ion 03.04.2020 before D.*: «

't'.*. ;
LuV.i' •

-1 (M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Mian Mohammad) 
Member

,•
. ,}

/: t

30;06.2020-: ^ : Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. 
Kabirullah Khattak learned Addl. AG for the 

respondents present.

v*'
V.

-!• A V

\
* V *•:*.

V ■ 'V' ’•I''.'; •' 
.'-' i.. v; j-.V- An application for adjournment has been 

submitted on the ground of illness of appellant. 
Adjourned to 28.09.2020 before D.B.

5,’
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Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Ziaullah, DDA 

for respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant 

seeks adjournment. Adjourned but as a last chance. To come 

up for arguments on 25.10.2019 before D.B.

18.09.2019

M^Tiber Member

>

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents

25.10.2019

present.

Record reveals that the impugned order was passed on 

16.01.2007. The departmental appeal was decided vide order dated 

19.02.2016 but the copy of departmental appeal is not available on 

-record. Respondent are directed to direct .the representative to 

attend the court and furnish copy of departmental appeal as well all 

the inquiry proceedings t^&hhrd in the instant case on the next date of 

hearing. Adjourned. To come up for record and arguments on 

09.12.2019 before D.B.

■

A/'-
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
(Hussain Shah) 

Member

* 4
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05.04.2019 Appellant in person and Mr. Riaz Paindakhel learned 

Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present. 

Appellant requested for adjournment as his counsel is not 

in attendance. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

29.05.2019 before D.B

•T
•

I

■ -X

1.

ember Ghairmnn

29.05.2019 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General for the 

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 18.07.2019 before
i*

D.B.

•tv

r;

't.

(Hus Shah) ( M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

¥
Member

'■i.

18.07.2019 Mr. Yasir Saleem Advocate submitted Walcalat nama

in favor of appellant. Mr. Muhammad Jan learned Deputy 

District Attorney Mr. Mubashir Hassan Head Constable for 

the respondents present. Being freshly engaged learned 

counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment.. Adjourned. I'o 

come up for arguments on 18.09.2019 before D.B.
■;

.-i

*
{IVf. Amfn Khan Kundi) 

Member
(Hussain Shah) 

Member

T

*
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1^ 05.12.2018 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,^^ 

Additional AG the respondents present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 09.01.2019-before D.B. \

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Appellant in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak09.01.2019 ■

learned Additional Advocate General alongwith 

Mohsin ul Mulk Inspector (Legal) for the respondents 

present. Appellant requested for adjournment as his counsel 
is not in attendance. Last opportunity is granted .Adjourned. 

To come up for arguments on 21.02.2019 before D.B.

Mr.

wvffember'ember

21^02.2019 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Paindakhel 

learned Assistant Advocate General alongwith Mr. Mubashir 

H.C for the official respondents present. Clerk to counsel for the 

appellant request for adjournment as counsel for the appellant is 

not in attendance. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

05.04.2019 before D.B.

ChauT lanMember
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Appellant in person and Mr. Sardar Shoukat Hayat, 

Additional^ AG for the respondents present. Appellant 

requested for adjournment on the ground that his counsel is 

not available today. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

08.08.2018 before D.B.

03.07.2018

(Muhammad Amin Kundi) 
Member

(Ahmad'Hassan)
Member

0S.08.2018 Mr. Akram Jan, Advocate put appearance on behalf of 

counsel for the appellant. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl: AG 

for respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant 

made a request for adjournment as his senior counsel is out 

of country. Granted. To come up for arguments on 

22.10.2018 before D.B.

o*^ Chairman

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents present. Due to 

retirement of Hon’ble Chairman, the Tribunal is 

incomplete. To come up for same as before on 05.12.2018.

22.10.2018

r
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01.01.2018 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

Deputy District Attorney for respondents present. Clerk to counsel 

for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

rejoinder and arguments on 14.2.2018 before D.B.

<£:: !r
(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member(E)
(M.Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member (J)

14.02.2018 Appellant in person and Muhammad Jan DDA for 

respondents present. Appellant submitted rejoinder which is placed 

on file. Due to general strike of the bar, the case is adjourned. To 

come up for arguments on 18.04.2018 before D.B.

(AhmaqHassan) (M. Hamid Mughal) 
Member(J)Member(E)

Counsel for the appellant and Addl: for 

respondents present. Counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments

18.04.2018

on 03.07.2018 before D.B.

\

(Ahmad'Hassan)
Member

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

' s i
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Mubashir Hassan, HC 

alongwith Addl. AG for the respondents present. Written reply 

submitted. Cost of Rs. 500/- also paid and receipt thereof obtained ‘ 

from the learned counsel for the appellant. To come up for 

rejoinder and arguments on 13.07.2017 before D.B.

22.05.2017

Hh
(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member

I
Counsel for the appellant and Asstt. AG alongwith 

Mubashir Hassan, H.C for the respondents present. Counsel for 

the appellant seeks adjourned to file rejoinder. Adjourned. To 

come up for rejoinder and arguments on 13.11.2017 before the 

H.B.

13.07.2017

%

Member

j •

>

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District, 

Attorney for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant seeks time to file rejoinder. To come up for rejoinder and 

final hearing on 01.01.2018 before D.B.

13.11.2017

r
(/
j(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) .. 

Member
(AHMAD HASSAN) 

Member

:• ■
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■ 27.02.2017iil' . i Clerk counsel for appellant and Mr. ■ Muhammad Adeel 
Additional AG for

submitted. Learned Additional AG

<• .li Butt,■j'' : I'{
respondents present. Written reply by respondents nota- II"!t

I

.f . ^

requested for further time for 
submission of written reply. Request accepted. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 28.03.2017 before S.B.

I
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I
lu- .'yIillI 28.03.2017 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG for 

the respondents present. Notice be issued to the 

respondents. I.ast opportunity granted. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 20/04/2017 before S.B.

.1 V :
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t
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(AHMAD. HASSAN) 
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Appellant ^in. ppr5^n^,^d .Hass^,

"Y '^^^EPn^daiTs .present.. .Written reply i

not submitted despite last opportunities. Requested for further 

adjournment. Last opportunity further extehded subject to 

■payment of cost of Rs. 500/^which 5ha]\ be' borne,;by 

respondents from their own pockets, lo come up for written 

rcply/commcnls on 22.05.2017 before S.B.

ilj ■ - V' • U : . »«4

20.04.2017n I

Ml,- :
iitVr ■’m;; Ifir
l|4M.rf'
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1^: Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel,^"' 

for the appellant argued that , the appellant was serving'as. 

Constable when subjected to inquiry on the allegations of 

Corruption and removed from, service vide impugned order 

dated 16.01.2007 where-against he preferred departmental 

appeal which was rejected on 19.02.2016 and hence the 

instant service appeal on 21.03.2016.

13.12.2016

■5

'i
/

■

That the appellant has put in more than 10 years 

pensionable service and as such the punishment is harsh 

depriving the appellant from pensionery benefits. 

Furthermore, allegations were not established during the 

inquiry.

I*

'If'' i- f

.r

*:
Aorella^t D' 
Seoul?

sited
iMocessFee -

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 24.01.2017 

before S.B.

'-I

!•

li

Ch^man
I

.1

1'^

J--
; .

24.01.20.17 Counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG for respondents 

present. Written reply not submitted. Requested for ac^ournment. 
To come up for written reply/comments on 27.02.2017//

T-- ^ ■ ■ (M.Amir Nazir)
. Member------

;

. A

' V
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■ vl27.09.2016 Counsel for the appellant present. Counsel for the 

appellant requested for adjournment. To come up for 

preliminary hearing oh 26.10.2016 before S.B.

■'1

J
I
■I

• A

Chairman
1
I

■ I

-i

I

i
-A

26.10.2016 Appellant in person present. Preliminary arguments could 

/ not be heard due to general strike of the bar. To come up for 

, | preliminary hearing on 28.11.2016 before S.B.

'4

.f
\ ■ -

I
Chairman

-i

i
¥

I

28.11.2016 Agent of counsel for the appellant present and 

requested for adjournment as learned counsel for the 

appellant is busy in Darul Qaza, Swat. Adjourned for 

preliminary hearing to jl'J'. 12.2016 before S.B.

• -?■
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i Form- At-m
FORM OF ORDER SHEETm

fl-:' Court of

m
47.q/2016m Case No._i

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate¥ . Date of order 
Proceedings

S.No.
If

321
I-.-
iS. 05.05.20161 The appeal of Mr. Sartaj Ahmad resubmitted today by 

Mr. Asghar Shah Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order 

please.

IB
E
¥i
m
I
is ■1i

REGISTRARM 2i This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up thereonI;'.
m
m •M'i
mit-I: Appellant in person present. Due to strike of the Bar 

learned counsel for the appellant is not available today befor ? 

the Court,.therefore, case is adjourned for preliminary hearing to

19.05.2016
AE
*

■

t Ci
18.8.2016 before S.B.it

m%u
r Memberi;
t’I

4C- -
mw
i
•4If

Counsel for the appellant present. Requested18.08.2010
I-4'-

for adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for 

preliminary hearing on 27.9.2016 before S.Bj I
f

f

€■

MemberI"
•

*iirf:

i'
'-»v





Ahmad sonb'f Hashim' Khan Ex-Police Constable No.359'‘Distt. ChitralThe appeal of Mr. Sartaj
received to''-day i e on 21.03.2016 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel

' ' - - . ' ' .'v ■ . ■ ^ „ 'V

for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.
X •>\•V \- \* .V V

Copies of charge sheet, Statement of allegations and show cause notice are not attached 
with the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Copy of departmental appeal is not attached with the appeal whichNmay be placed

1- \
V

•on it.

ys.T,No.

5 /2016Dt.
7

REGISTRAR-----
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Asehar Shah Adv. Pesh.
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.I^R pakhtunkhuwa service
. RTRTTTMAT. PESHAWAR

u-ir 2016Service Appeal No.

Sartaj Ahmad

VERSUS

Government of Khyber PaMrtunkhwa (KPK) through the Secretary
Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar

INDEX
PagesAnnexure: Description of Documents 

Memo of Service Appeal
S.No 1-4

1 5
Affidavit2 6i! Addresses of Parties3

7-9"A"Copies of recommendation by Enquiry
Committee ____________________
Copy of Order with Better Copy

4

10-11"B"
5

12"C"6 Copy of impugned Order

Wakalatnama7

Appellant/Petitioner

Through

Asghar Shah 

(Advocate Peshawar)
Office; 22-A Nasir Mansion 

Railway Road, Peshawar 

Cell No. 0342-9047344
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 2016.

Sartaj Ahmad,
S/o Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh Village Ursoon District Chitral, 
Ex-Police Constable No. 359 District Chitral.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through the 

Secretary Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pukhtunkwa Peshawar.

3. AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police Khyber 

Pukhtunkwa Peshawar. ■

4. Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Division Saidu Sharif 

Sawat.

5. District Police Officer Chitral.

6. Secretary Finance Government of K.P.K at Civil. Secretariat 
Peshawar.

Respondents

Appeal against the impugned Order bearing No, 1484/16
dated 19-02-2016 issued by AIG/Establishment for 
Inspector General of Police KPK/Respond^npN^o.S; 

whereby appeal of the appellant has been rejected both 

on the-grounds.of limitation as well as merit.

2^ r ay e r:

On acceptance of the instant Service Appeal the 

impugned Order bearing No. 1484/16 dated 19-02-2016 

issued by AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of

\

1
/
/

...
\

r/r/ir '

«
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Police KPK/Respondent No.3 be set aside and the 

appellant be re-instated in service with all back 

benefits.

Any other relief deem just and proper in the 

circumstances of the case including payment of service 

benefits for qualified service and outstanding salaries 

etc may also granted to the appellant.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Brief facts and grounds giving rise to the instant Service
Appeal are as under;

1. That the appellant joined Service in Police department as 

constable on i.e 22-09-1996 and was allotted Police No. .359 in 

Chitral District where he rendered spotless service and no 

adverse remarks whatsoever assigned to him^ from any 

quarter.

2. That the appellant served Police Department for more than 

twelve years with full commitment and professionalism.

3. That upon the complaints of two private persons asking 

therein loans allegedly payable by appellant one criminal 

and one civil cases were registered against the appellant.

4. That during the so called departmental enquiry two 

different reports were submitted one recommends for 

warning and another for punishment resultantly 

Respondent No.5 awarded the appellant major penalty of 

dismissal from service on 16-01-2007.

(Copies of recommendation by Enquiry Committee are 

annexed as Annexure "A" while impugned Order is 

Annexure "B')

5. That the matter remained under consideration before the 

highest brasses of Police Department for about a decade and 

lastly the impugned order was passed on 19-02-2016 by

&
.-f

■ ':t



Respondent No.3, (Annexure-"C"); hence the instant appeal 

amongst the following other grounds.

GROUNDS:

A. That from the very beginning respondents have failed to deal 

the appellant in accordance with law because at the time of 

imposing the penalty the alleged cases were already patched 

up outside the court and in existence of no case imposition of 

major penalty for allegation of such cases is against the 

established law.

B. That the appellate Committee has wrongly mixed question 

of limitation with question of merit which are one technical 

and one substantial in nature respectively.

C. That the appellant has admittedly rendered spotless and 

qualified service of more than twelve years and is entitled for 

pensions and other benefits.

D. That the allegations leveled against the appellant are not even 

related to act or omission done under colour of uniform of 

the appellant but pertains to private life of the appellant, 
therefore would not be based for dismissal from service.

E. That the proceedings of the so-called if seen at a glance, the 

inquiry was defective one the PWs have never been cross-
examined by the appellant and the appellant was kept in 

darkness and was posted to a very far flung Police Station 

Molkoh and never accompanied with the inquirywas
proceedings.

F. That the respondent No. 5 did not see the report of the 

inquiry officer who recommended the appellant for warning 

but the respondent No. 5 did not agree with the 

recommendation and major penalty of dismissal from service 

was awarded to the appellant for no fault on his part.

G. That the punishment is too severe and is not proportionate to 

the gravity of offence.
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H. That the appellant was given no chance of personal hearing 

and it is a demand of natural justice that no one should be 

condemned unheard.
1

1. That in light of the afore mentioned situation the imposed 

penalty is not only arbitrary and illegal but also harsh and un 

natural.

J. That the acts and omission of respondents is against the Civil 
Service Act 1973, Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules and 

applicable Fundamental and Supplementary Rules.

K. That he instant appeal relates to terms and conditions of civil 
servant and this honorable tribunal has been vested with 

statutory power to entertain the matter.

L. That any other ground be furnished when ever required for 

the assistance of this honourable Tribunal in support of the 

subject appeal with prior permission as required by 

procedure.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the instant Service 

Appeal be allowed as prayed for.u

Appellant

Through

Asghar Shah 

Advocate Peshawar

n
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWA SERVICE
i!

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 2016

Sartaj Ahmad

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through the Secretary 

Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT
n I, Sartaj Ahmad, S/o Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh Village Ursoon 

District Chitrab Ex-Police Constable No. 359 District Chitral/Appellant; do 

hereby solemnly verify and declare on oath that all the contents of the 

subject appeal; are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal. X

\

eponent

C.N.I.C No. 15201-6572672-3

Verified by:

Asghar Shah 

Advocate Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWA SERVirF. 

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 2016

Sartaj Ahmad

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through the Secretary 

Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar

ADRESSES OFFARTIES

APPELLANT;

Sartaj Ahmad, S/o Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh Village Ursoon 

District Chitral, Ex-Police Constable No. 359 District Chitral.

RESPONDENTS;

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through the Secretary 

Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pukhtunkwa Peshawar.

3. AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police Khyber 

Pukhtunkwa Peshawar.

1 4. Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Division Saidu Sharif 

Sawat.

5. District Police Officer Chitral.

6. Secretary Finance Government of K.P.K at Civil Secretariat 
Peshawar.

Appellant

Throught
A f

Asghar Shah 

Advocate Peshawar
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ORDER.

This !s a departmental enquiry under NWFP removal from service (Special Power 
Ordinance 2000) against Constable Sartaj Ahmad No.359 of this District police.

Facts leading to the initiation of this enquiry are that two complaints are by Zafrud Din 
from breach of trust and fraud of the salary of his son Islahud Din under training constable at 
Hangu and another civil suit instituted by one Attaullah for the recovery of Rs; 24900/- 
lodged/decreed against the accused constable.

On the complaint of Zafrud Din, Criminal case vide FIR No.200 Of 2006 U/S 406/420 
PPC was registered in PS Chitral while civil suit was also decreed against him and refered to 
this office for implementation.

The activities and conduct of the accused constable were found against the norms of 
discipline, good conduct and good gentleman-ship of the force, hence departmental enquiry 
vide order dated 15-03-2006 and subsequent changed by order dated 19-04-2006 was initiated 
against the defaulter constable.

He was issued show cause notice to which he failed any satisfactory reply hence proper 
departmental enquiry under ordinance 2000 was initiated and DSO investigation and DSO 
Circle Darosh were appointed as enquiry officers.

The enquiry officers after recording the statements of the complainant, in which he has 
compounded the case with the complainant has requested not to proceed further and 
recommended the punishment of warning while on the application filed by Attaullah for the 
payment of decreed amount conducting summary of enquiry. The enquiry officer DSP H/Q has 
lecommended for appropriate punishment. Both the enquiry files perused and are disposed in a 
single order being same and similar nature allegation.

The recommendation of the enquiry officers for the punishment of warning is not 
acceptable as in departmental proceeding compromise between the parties is irrelevant even it 
goes against the accused official.

1 he case against the accused is still in court and there is.sufficient proof on record to
prove the guilt of the accused in departmental proceeding. By committing fraud and breach of
trust he has clearly violated the norms of police rules, discipline and good conduct and proved
himself not fit for police service.

**■

-In the other enquiry, the enquiry officer has recommended for appropriate punishment. 
Perusal of this enquiry file also shows that the accused constable has committed fraud with the
applicant/plaintiff by not full-filing...................................... In short the charges and allegation
leveled against the accused have proved beyond any doubt hence exercising my power as 
competent authority award major punishment and dismiss the accused constable Sartaj Ahmad

No.359 from service with effect from 16-01-2007.

were

Sd/-
District Police Officer 
Chitral.

No.354-60 Dated Chitral the 16-01-2007. 
Copy to;-.

\
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?i OFFICE OF THE^^ "" ' 
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKJITUNKHWA
:T
nli
•.-;s Central Police Office, PeshawarI

/l\() , Dated Peshawar the// /<^^/^2016.No. S/
§

Ii; ORDER/
• This order is hereby passed to dispose of departmental appeal under Rule 11-A of 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975- submitted by ‘Ex-Cons.tablc-^Sartaj 
'fhe appellant was awarded punishment of dismissal Ifom service by DPO/Chitral vide order

Ahmad No. 359.

No. 354-60/E-II, dated 16.01.2007, on the following charges:-
1. That one Zafar-ud-Din has submitted complaint against the applicant for 

getting ajSumtof Rs. 5000/-‘pay of his son Constable Islah-ud-Din under
, -^;training>at PTC Hangu'on whiclTa criminal case vide FIR No. 200/2006 u/s 
^^'406/420 PPC was registered against the defaulter Constable at Police Station 

Chitral.
2. That one Attaullah initiated a civil suit for the recovery of Rs. 24900/- from 

the accused Conkable in^the court which was decreed against the applicant by 
the court and sent to DPO/Chitral for implementation.

His previous appeal was filed by RPO/Malakand vide order No. j203/F.,,

/

/

dated 10.08.2007.
^Jyleeting of Appeal Board was held on 03.12.2015, wherein appellant was heard in 

in detail. On'the examination of record it revealed that the appellant was dismissed in theperson m
year 2007, whereas^appeal has been filed in the year-2015, which is badly time-baiied and his 

petition is also withouf'any force and substance. His act of extorting money from people 

fraudulently brought bad name to-the department. Thus his appeal 

limitation and merit as well.

^ '

rejected on grounds ofwas

This order is issued with the approval by the Competent Authority.

\

(NAJEEB-UR-RAITMAN BUGVf) 
AIG/Establishment 

For Inspector General of Police, 
cr PakhtLinkhwa, Peshawar.|Gtyb

sz/'/fn-C^ /i6No.
Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

1. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif, Swat.
2. Disirict Police Officer, Chitral.
3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
4. PRO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkliwa, CPO Peshawar.
5. PA to AddI: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkliwa, Peshawar.
6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Kliyber Pakl^tunkliwa, Peshawar.
7. Office Supdt: E-tV CPO Peshawar.
8. Central Registary, CPO.

ATirSTE® 'A
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

Service Appeal No.47S of2m6.

-
:>

■''ji

- Sartaj Ahmad,
S/0 Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh village Ursoon District Chitral 
Ex-Police Constable No.359 District Chitral

Appellant

Versus

1. ̂ Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK] through the Secretary
Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3. AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.
4. Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.
5. District Police Officer (DPO] Chitral.
6. Secretary Finance Government of K.P.K at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

Respondents
Index

S.No. Description of Documents
Para wise comments

Annex Page No.
1 1,2
2 Authority Letter. 3
3 Affidavit 4
4 Counter Affidavit. 5
5 Previous conviction record A1 to A3 6,7,8
6 Dismissal Order B 9
7 Order dated 07.05.2008 C 10
8 Order dated 19.02.2016 D 11

ce Otticer,1

Chitral

4
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(1) t. I - f
BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA SKRVICE TRIBUNAT.. PKf^HAWAR "- m Service Appeal No.475 of 2016.V

Sartaj Ahmad,
S/0 Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh village Ursoon District Chitral 
Ex-Police Constable No.359 District Chitral

Appellant

Versus
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through the Secretary Home and 
Tribal affair KPK Peshawar.
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. 
AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.
Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat. 
District Police Officer [DPO] Chitral.
Secretary Finance Government ofK.P.K at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

1.

2.
3.

4.
5.
6.

Respondents

Parawise Comments on behalf of Respondents No.l to 6 

Preliminary objections:-
[1) That the appeal in hand is badly time barred.
[2) That the appeal is bad in the eyes of Law due to joinder of irrelevant parties.
[3) That the appellant has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.
(4} That the appellant has got no locus standi to institute the present appeal.

On facts:-
Cl] That para No.l relates to Service record and partially admitted as correct, but the 

services of the appellant during the service has never been satisfactory. He was 
found habitual absentee and involved in fraudulent practices. His previous 
punishment record are attached as annexure "A1 to A3”.

(2] The reply is as in para 1 above.
(3] Para No.3 is correct. He was found involved in criminal case FIR No.200 dated 

05.02.2006 u/s 406 PPG PS Chitral and a civil case of getting loon and refusing to 
pay by the applicant was decreed against him, while the criminal case was decided 
on the basis of compromise which amounts admission of charges on the part of 
appellant.

(4] That para 4 relates to enquiry proceeding and records and the order of respondent 
No.5 is quite clear, comprehensive and speaking one. The order is attached as 
annexure"B"

(5] That para No.5 is incorrect and misleading one.
Against his punishment Order the appellant had preferred departmental 

appeal to Respondent N0.4 which was dismissed on 10.08.2007, but the appellant 
instead lodging Service appeal before this honorable Tribunal wasted time by giving 
application to different authorities which were turndown being infructuous and 
irrelevant. His mercy petition had been dismissed by Respondent No.2 
07.05.2008 but filed no service appeal, the right to institute which had accrued 
11.08.2007 and lastly on 08.05.2008 as the case may be. The order attached as 
annexure"C"
The order dated 19.02.2016 by Respondeht No.3 as annexure "D" on behalf of 
Respondent No.2 is self exploratory.

on
on

* -



(2)
On grounds:-
A. That para A is denied. Reply is as in para NO.1,2,3 and 4 above.
B. That para B. is denied, being incorrect. There 

application/appeal to Respondent No.2 as the respondent No. 2 being final authority 
had already rejected his mercy petition on 07.05.2008.

C. That para C is not admitted. The appellant by his own conduct is not entitled to get 
any benefit. He could agitate this point by filling timely service appeal as at present 
the same has become time barred.

D. That para D is denied. The appellant being a member of LEA has involved himself in 
criminal and illegal activities.

E. That para E is denied. He has been given full opportunity of being heard and defence 
during the enquiry.

no scope of furtherwas

F. During the proceeding the allegations leveled against the appellant stands proved 
and the competent authority was not bound to agree with the recommending 
enquiry officer/committee.

The order of the respondent No.5 is self explanatory and speaking
G. That para G is not admitted. The punishment is well according to Law and act/ 

omission committed by the appellant.
H. That para H is denied. The appellant has been given full opportunity of being heard 

and defence.

one.

I. That para I is denied. Reply has been given in Para G.
J. That para ] is incorrect. Appellant being a member of Police force not comes under 

the ambit of civil Service Act 1975 and rules. He has been proceeded under RSO 
2000, which was the latest law to follow against the police personnel.

K. That para K needs no comments.
L. That para L is denied as the appeal in hand is badly time barred and wastes the 

precious time of the honorable Tribunal.

Prayer;
In light of these facts it is humbly prayed that the appeal may be dismissed 
with cost.

1. Government of Khyber PakhtunUhwa (KPK] through the Secretary,
Home Secretary 

Khyber Pakhttiakhwa
Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar. (Respondent No.2 &3) 

AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.

• .i

4. District Police Officer [DPO] Chitral.

5. Secretary Finance Government of K.P.K, 
at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.



(3]
BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA SERVICE TRIRIINAI.. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal Nq.475 Qf2m6.

Sartaj Ahmad,
S/0 Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh village Ursoon District Chitral 
Ex-Police Constable No.359 District Chitral

Appellant
Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK] through the Secretary 

Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar.
2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3. AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.
4. Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.
5. District Police Officer (DPO] Chitral.
6. Secretary Finance Government of K.P.K at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

Respondents

Authority Letter.

HC Mubashir Hassan Focal Person, legal Branch of District Police Chitral is hereby 
authorized/deputed to proceed to the office of Govt: Pleader, Service Tribunal, KPK, 
Peshawar in connection with the vetting of Service Appeal No.475 of 2016 titled Sartaj 
Ahmad,S/0 Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh village Ursoon District Chitral Ex-Police 
Constable No.359 District Chitral

1. Government of Kl^^BerPfflmtunkhwa [KPK] through th^e^ Secretary, 
Home and Tribal affair KPR^Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhw^ 
Peshawar. [Respondent No.2 &3] 

AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. District Police Officer [DPO] Chitral.

5. Secretary Finance Government of K.P.K, 
at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

'-:jj
Finance Dsparlv-cnt 

Cvvi: ofFJiper FnkhiuniJnoa Respondents



(4]
BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PKSHAWAR

^1^ Service Appeal No.7,^0 of 2016.

Service Appeal No.475 of 2016.

Sartaj Ahmad,
S/0 Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh village Ursoon District Chitral 
Ex-Police Constable No.359 District Chitral

Appellant

Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through the Secretary 

Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar.
2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3. AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.
4. Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.
5. District Police Officer (DPO] Chitral.
6. Secretary Finance Government of K.P.K at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

Respondents

Affidavit
We the following respondents do hereby solemnly affirm that the contents of 

Parawise comments are true to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been 
concealed from the Honorable Tribunal.

1. Government of Khkber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK] through the Secretary, 
Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar. Home Secretary

A^kAJljr A

2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar. (Respondent No.2 &3] 

AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. District Police Officer (DPO] Chitral.

5. Secretary Finance Government of K.P.K, 
at Civil Secretariat Peshawar. <

bectton Ufpcer {ut-w
i Finance Department
G...7f-'’/'^l!yli‘;;:.t’.'i?;('f.?'.'U'l7.a?....Respondents
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* before the KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA service tribunal. PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No.7S0 of 2016.

Service Appeal No.475 of 2016.

Sartaj Ahmad,
S/0 Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh village Ursoon District Chitral 
Ex-Police Constable No.359 District Chitral

.Appellant
Versus

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK] through the Secretary 

Home and Tribal affair KPK Peshawar.
2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3. AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.
4. Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat
5. District Police Officer (DPO] Chitral.
6. Secretary Finance Government of K.P.K at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

Respondents

Counter Affidavit.

Verified that the contents of Parawise comments/ reply are true and correct and 
noting have been concealed from the tribunal.

1. Government of Khytfer Pakhtunkhwa (KPK]
through the Secretary, Home and Tribal ,
affair KPK Peshawar. ______ ;

2. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. (Respondent No.2 &3] 

AIG/Establishment for Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. _______

Home Secretary

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. District Police Officer (DPO] Chitral.

p5. Secretary Finance Government of K.P.K, 
at Civil Secretariat Peshawar.

bectwn Officer (LiUll)
Piimnce Dejuirtmcut
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'iTiis a.clcparlmcntal cnqLiiry under NWl-P Removal filim service ( Special 
i’o\y6r)ordinanec 2000/- againsl consuililc .Sarlaj /'.hmad No. 359 (/flhis Oislriel Police.

l-ael.leading lo the inilialion oflhis ciK]uiry are (luii Iwo eomplainl.s are by - 
■^/.alTarud Din from breach of irusl and iVaud oi'lhi salary oHiis son Isialiud Din under 

irainin'g (.'onsi.abtc al I langu and another civil suit insliltilcd by oije7\llaullah lor .the -,. 
recovery of Rs. 24900/-were lodged/decrced the lecused Conslablc. ' . - - .

On ihe ctiiiipliant or/aflarud Din a criminal ease vide i'lR No. 200/2006- 
U/S 406/420 PPC,' was rcgislered in Ps Chilral whde the civil suit vvas also' decided
ai’.ainsl him and was relerreil lo'ibis onice for impleinerualion.- .

The aeiivil.ies am! eonducl ol'the a-,eu.setl (.3mslable 1 vvere I'ouikI against 
the norms ordiscipline good eonduefand good gentleman ship ol (he Idree. hence 
deparlmeniai emiuiry vide order dated 15/0.3/2005 and subseiiuenily changed by order 
daiC'.l 1 ‘)/0-'i/2006 was initialed againsl the defaulter C.’onsiabte.

! le was i.s.sucd Show (laiise Ntilice lo which he failed lo give : 
salisfaeiory reply hence proper deparlmenlat emu iry under ordinance_20()0 was initialed 
and DSP investigalion and DSP Circle Drosh weie appoinleti eiujuiry oMieers.

The encjuiry oflieers alter recording ihe slalemen.l ol complainanl 
. compliani in which he has eomppu.nded the case ami retiuesletl iiol to proCeetl lurlher 

have recornmended ihc punishment oJ'warning vv lile on ihe applieali.on lield by the . , . ' 
'Attaullah for (he payment ordecreed aijiounl con.lueling summary.ol eiKiuiry (he enquiry -
orilccr ITSiVI 10 has recamiinended for approprialj itunishnicnl. ' -

• Both the enquiry (lies perused and are disposerl o'H in ibis signal order 
• bein.g .same aml.simihtr nature.and allegation. . . . ' - "

The recommendalion ofenquiry o llcers lor the puiiishnicnL ol .warmng is; 
not acceptable as in deparlmentai proceeding ihe compromise between ihe parlies-.iS 
iiTclevanl even il goes againsl ihc accused olTicia-.

'i'he case, againsl the accused is slid in eogrl and there is sulllcieiit proo1 
record to prove the guill oflhti aecused in dcp.a'lmciilal proeceding. BycommiUmg . 

fraud and breach oflrusl he has clearly violalcd'Cie norms i\)licc'rules discipline and _
good conduct and proved hini.selfiH)l 111 for Polite Service. ■ . ' . • ,

ill Ihe Ollier enquiry ihe enquiry olTicer has reeimiinendcti for appixiprialc ■ '■ 
punishnienl perusal olThis ciKiuiry lile also show ihal-.lhe accused constable hiis 
comrnilled IVaud willi (he appligaiu/plaintilTby n >( lul lillmg is contacl ami involved 
himself in fraudnleni parlies.-! iis Service record •; also not up to ihe slamlard a.nd he has ^ , 
been avvarded 12 puni.sliineiil before:.

In light of above iacts al the accused wa." given iinal Show ('auso-fTaiee lo 
which he failed lo give any rcplv and neither dtir ng Ihe boiii enqi.iires he pranced any; . 
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Ammui^ iCi
The Prcmncial Police Officer, 

•NVJP Peshawar,
To : ' —^nrT Saitao Ahmad,

* • £x-lonsl;able No: 559'
Bisfct; Ohitral (Darush)

“II c ated Peshav;ar the

prom:

/3/2008,No

Subject:, THE H'lIJGNED ORDER DATED-10/^/200? PASSED BY 
THE WOFTHY DEPUTY INSPECTOR GiaTE-RAL' OP POLICE' 
MALAKAMD RANGE,SAIDU SHA^IP- SWATiMHEREBI THE 

. DEPAR'Ii'iailTAI, ENQUIRY^WiAS FJiiE}) .AM', THE MAJOR . ' 
PUNISHrElTT OP DISIGBSte*pRO»i:SEHraCE''PASSED' BY' g 
THE KINO, DPO GHITRA£ j»iAeJUP:mia5,BE,:SET' ASI0E-. . 
AND THE PETITIONER'BE> .&'IVEN '.4'CHANGE'KEEPING 
IN VIEW S®OTIESS OREmG&IPE .iONG .BMVICE AND . 
HAY BE REINSTATED HIM -IN,.BEEVICE .WITH ALL

\

BACK BENEPITS. ': -J
Memo:

Reference yovir 11©rc’5^l&e^tic&' NoiNi-l':dated
" • • ■ v'l' ■

I-
^/5/2008.

1
» ■' •• ••

There i3 no prpvisi6il^-;6,;f.’:•mer6y petition in 
the rules, however, you can seek.the remedy from'Service 
Tribunal NJPP Peshawao,

f ft/y1 .'i

(LIA^T Ki.AN)
AIG

itFOR provincial POJ-ICE OFFICER 
NWFP PE^ .

l->.
1..'

iH

L?-
r*.V

\ IV
• A

nI^

I

u -
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OFFICE OF THE
; I^SPECTORjGENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA - 
Central Police Office, Peshawar.

Dated Peshawar the^/0^2016. |

■ tS

m.i-mMM : .Ki
tO

/16,

^,. , ORI’ER

'■ IZ" .“""“loS tf.ft”""'?' «•“ ‘-P"" f»
training at PTC Hana,, Constable Islah-ud-Din under 14oS PPC w ® ^ FIR No. 200/2006
S "" Constable at Police sS

■ :=5asS£=---~ >
His previous^ appeal was filed by RPO/MalakJnd vide order No.. 3203/E, ■-?

•S
t* *’■,'

e-:va-'4mi'-I

K|

dated 10.08.2007.

Meeting of Appeal Board was held .,n 03.12.2015, wherein appellant was heard in 

ueison in detail. On the examination of record it rei^ealed that th 

year 200?, whereas appeal has been filed i 
petition is also without 
fraucfiilently brought bad 

iiniitation and merit as well.

. '-1

e appellant was dismissed in the - ■.?-
Is- m the y ■iar-20] 5, which is badly time-barred and his

any force and substance. His act of extorting money from people 

name

'■-ft

mmM
Si 

■■^11

to the department. Thus his appeal was rejected on ground's of

J1This order is issued with the approval by the Competent Authority.

.

■imti' ,S
(NAJEEB-UR-R^MAN BUGVI) 

AIGTEstablishmeut 
For Inspector Genera! cf Police, 

^Chyber Pakhtunkhwa. PesI

• -1

\\
No. sz/yfr^ fj> awar. " '.v-A .>/16,

'P.Copy of the above is forwarded to the:
. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Maia.kand Region, Saidu 'Shaiif r ,wat ^
2. District Police Officer, Chitral. ^ fki
3. PSO to IGP/KhyberPakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.

PRO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkliwa, CPO Peshawar.
5. PA to Addl; IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunk.wva, Peshawar.

PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, I 'eshawar.
7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

%■ i,'
1.

111fcisA,4. /

.6.
t-

8. Central Registary, CPO. wm
mmli
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Re In;

Service Appeal No.475/2016

Sartaj Ahmad

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through Secretary Home and
Tribal affairs and others

REPLICATION TO REPLY OF RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth:

Replication on behalf of appellant is submitted as under;

Answer to Preliminary Objections;

All the 04 preliminary objections induced by respondents are in 

correct because no reason in support of the same has ever given 

why the appeal is not been based on facts, why he has not come 

to this honourable tribunal with clean hands, what are the 

malarial facts which the appellant has tried to concealed from 

this honourable Tribunal, how the appeal of the appellant is 

time barred, why his appeal is not maintainable and how this 

honourable court has no jurisdiction to entertain this service 

appeal. Through the formatted preliminary objection it has 

been tried to avoid their responsibilities with effect to assure 

the appellant his basic right of appeal against their un just and 

malafide impugned order.

ON FACTS;

•»* —
1. Para No.l of the Comments is totally denied because the allegation 

leveled against the appellant were never proved against him. 
Furthermore no punishment has been awarded to the appellant by any 
criminal court of law. ^

V'



2. Para No.2 of the comment has already been admitted as correct, 
therefore self admission of fact needs not to prove.

■^^^herefore denied because on 
'^-ranted, in fact the

3. Para No. 3 of the comment is totalb 
the basis of baseless allegations f 
appellant was neither convicted nor

/
/4. Para No.4 of the comment is al 

order is void in nature.
the impugned'•-w

5. Para No. 5 of the comment is illegal and void because . firstly no 
limitation run against a void order and secondly the last impugned order 
is passed on 19-02-2016, which along with previous orders are 
impugned before this Honourable Tribunal through the subject Service 
Appeal.

REPLICATION ON GROUNDS:

A. Not correct, Para of ground of appeal is correct.

B. Not correct, Para of ground of appeal is correct because the authorities kept 
the appellant in shell for the reason known to them; secondly the.procedure 
adopted for the punishment was totally void and illegal.

C. Not correct, Para of ground of appeal is correct as explained above.

D. Not correct, Para of ground of appeal is correct.

E. -I) Not correct, Para No. E to H of grounds of appeal is correct. The detail 
reply has been given above.

J. Through the instant Para the respondents in their selves admit the proceeding 
under void Law which has been repealed .

Therefore, it is most humbly prayed that the instant replication be 
accepted in the subject Service Appeal.

V

Appellant

Through

Syed Ghufran-Ullah Shah 

Advocate High Court 

Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Re In;

Service Appeal No.475/2016

Sartaj Ahmad

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through Secretary Home and
Tribal affairs and others

AFFIDAVIT;
I, Sartaj Ahmad, S/o Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh Village Ursoon 

District Chitral, Ex-Police Constable No. 359 District Chitral/Appellant; do 

hereby solemnly verify and declare on oath that all the contents of the 

subject re-joinder; are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 

belief and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Deponent

C.N.LC No. 15201-6572672-3

Verified bv;

i

Asghar. Shah 

Advocate Peshawar
f

V
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BEFORE THE KHYBER FAKHTUNKHUWA SERVTrF
■ TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Re In;

Service Appeal No.475/2016

Sartaj Ahmad

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through Secretary Home and
Tribal affairs and others

REPLICATION TO REPLY OF RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth:

Replication on behalf of appellant is submitted as under;
i

Answer to Preliminary Objections: >

All the 04 preliminary objections induced by respondents are in 

correct because no reason in support of the same has ever given 

why the appeal is not been based on facts, why he has not come 

to this honourable tribunal with clean hands, what are the 

malarial facts which the appellant has tried to concealed from 

this honourable Tribunal, how the appeal of the appellant is 

time barred, why .his appeal is not maintainable and how this 

honourable court has no jurisdiction to entertain this 

appeal. Through the formatted preliminary objection it has 

been tried to avoid their responsibilities with effect to 

the appellant his basic right of appeal against their un just and 

malafide impugned order.

service

assure

ON FACTS:

1. Para No.l of the Comments is totally denied because the allegation 
leveled against the appellant were 
Furthermore no

never proved against him. 
punishment has been awarded to the appellant by 

criminal court of law. any
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHUWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Re In;

Service Appeal No.475/2016

Sartaj Ahmad

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (KPK) through Secretary Home and
Tribal affairs and others

AFFIDAVIT:
Sartaj Ahmad, S/o Hashim Khan R/o Tehsil Drosh Village Ursoon 

District Chitral, Ex-Police Constable No. 359 District Chitral/Appellant; do 

hereby solenmly verify and declare on oath that all the contents of the 

subject re-joinder; are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 

belief and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Depbnent

C.N.I.C No. 15201-6572672-3
./O' a J

Verified bv: r

Jii V* / V

I•V.
Asghar Shah 

Advocate Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRaBUNAL.
PESHAWAR

ServicG Appeal Nn. 475/2DIB

Sartaj Ahmad 

..........Petitioner
"Versus Govt of KPK

Respondents

APPLICATION FOR ADJOURNMENT

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the titled case is pending adjudication before this 

Honourable Court and is fixed for 30.06,2020,

2. That the petitioner is seriously ill thus he would not be able 

to assist this Honourable Court on the date fixed.

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance 

of this application, the case may kindly be adjourned, to any 

other date convenient to this Honourable Court.

Dated:- 30.06.2020 Petitioner
Through:-

Yasir Saleerti 
■Advocate, High Court, 
Peshawaj:^
/TThrough: -
Jibfan (Clerk)

a


