
.Vc'-i'/c'c Api.Vii! So.495h'202! "Sinviir Khan versus Snpe.rinkutdciU of Police 
Hqrs: /•’I’.vVnicf/' other" Sen.'ice Appeal So.4952-202! titled "Oa:i l-'azal Dad 

Saperiiitendcni of Pallet: Heps: I’eslhinar S others" Service Appeal 
\a.49.5J'2fl2l titled "Fasi I'd Uiii wi::i;s Sapfniiiendunr of Police Hqis: Peshavrar 
■S other" Service .-Ippea! h\\4954'2l>2l titled "P.ooh UUah versus Snperintendem oj 
Polite hlops: Peshawar t<!’ other" and Service A.ppeal No.4955''202! titled "Saveed 
I'Hall Is. Superintendent of Police. Hors: h'eshawar and other" decided on 
to.iP'.2024 by Division Pencil comprising (f Mr. Kaliin .irshad Khan, Chairman. 
i.ir:d \h: Mnhainiiiiid Akhar Khan. .Mtiinher K.xecinivc. Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Service 
i'rdniitcii. Peshtnrar.

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,PESHAWAR

BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN

... CHAIRMAN

... MEMBER(Executive)

Service Appeal No.4951/2021
Date of presentation of Appeal...................
Date of Hearing.............................................
Date of Decision...........................................

13.04.2021
10.07.2024
10.07.2024

Sawar Khan S/0 Roshan Khan, R/o Chaghr Matti, Peshawar,
{Appellant)Constable No. 1866/428, FRP Hqr: Peshawar

Versus

1. Superintendent of Police, Hqrs: Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar....... {Respondents)

Service Appeal No.4952/2021
Date of presentation of Appeal...................
Date of Hearing............................ ■................
Date of Decision...........................................

Qazi Fazal Dad S/0 Qazi Zahir Shah, R/o Badaber, Peshawar 
Constable No.3751, Police Line, Peshawar

Versus

13.04.2021
10.07.2024
10.07.2024

{Appellant)

1. Superintendent of Police, Hqrs: Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar....... {Respondents)

Service Appeal No.4953/2021
Date of presentation of Appeal...................
Date of Hearing.............................................
Date of Decision..........................:...............

Fasih Ud Din S/0 Muhammad Yousaf, R/o Musazai, Peshawar, 
Constable No.2612, Police Line Peshawar

Versus

13.04.2021
10.07.2024
10.07.2024

{Appellant)

1. Superintendent of Police, Hqrs: Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar....... {Respondents)

Service Appeal No.4954/2021
Date of presentation of Appeal...................
Date of Hearing.............................................

13.04.2021
10.07.2024O)aom
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Sc/'-u'V Appeal Na.--l9.)'-20-l nileJ "Su'.iar Khan iv/-.v».s Siiperm/ciiJaii! of Police 
IPirs: FdshfiM ar <£• oilier " Sennee Appeal Ko.-1952 202! lUlecI "Qazi Fazol Dad 
versus SnpcrinrencJeni aj Police Uijrs: Peshawar rfl: o/hers" Service Appeal 
.\o.•1955/2021 rilled "Pii.si i'd Din versus Supenniendenl of Police Heps: Pcslmvor 
(V oiinir" Sfi-vice Appeal \'o.-f95A'202/ tilled "liooh UUah versus Siiperinlendem of 
i'olice Hqrs: Peshawar <!v other" iinJ Service Appeal Ha.2955/2021 tilled “h'aveed 
Jllah I'.v, Superintendent if Police. Hqrs. I'cshawar and other" decided cn 
10.07.2024 by Division Bench annwisinp of Mr. Kaliiii .Irsitad Khan. Chairman, 
and Mr. Miihaniniad Akhar Khan. Member I'.xeeinivc. Khyber Pakhtnnkhwa Service 
Tribunn!. Peshawar.

10.07.2024Date of Decision

Rooh Ullah S/0 Sultan Muhammad, R/o Chaghr Matti, Peshawar, 
Constable No. 1924, Police Line, Peshawar ...

Versus

1. Superintendent of Police, Mqrs: Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.......

(Appellant)

(Respondents)

Service Appeal No.4955/2021
Date of presentation of Appeal..................
Date of Hearing.............................................
Date of Decision...........................................

Naveed Ullah S/0 Muhshtaq Ahmad, R/o Regi, Peshawar Constable
(Appellant)

09.04.2021
,10.07.2024
10.07.2024

No.5449, Police Line, Peshawar

Versus

1. Superintendent of Police, Hqrs: Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar....... (Respondents)

■ Present:
Mr. Arbab Saiflil Kamal, Advocate.... 
Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney

For the appellant 
,For respondents

APPEALS UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST ORDER 
DATED 20.01.2021 OF RESPONDENT NO.l, 
WHEREBY, APPELLANT WAS AWARDED 
MAJOR PUNISHMENT IN REDUCTION TO 
LOWER STAGE OF TIME SCALE FOR A 
PERIOD OF ONE YEAR, CANCELLATION OF 
PASSING OF LOWER COLLEGE COURSE 
AND WITHDRAWAL OF ENTRY OF A1 IN 
SERVICE ROLL OR OFFICE ORDER DATED 
18.03.2021 OF R. NO.02, WHEREBY APPEAL 
OF APPELLANT WAS REJECTED/FILED FOR 
NO LEGAL REASON.
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Sen-ice Appeal No. '951/202! lillcA "Sawar Khan versus Siilierinieiidenl of Police 
llip-s: Pe.->ha\rar t'e oilier" Sen-ice Appeal No.4952/2021 titled "Qa:i i-'azai Dad 
ver.ai.s Siiperiiiiendeni of Police Hqrs: Pesfur-.iar A/ olhei.s" Service Appeal 
No.4955/2021 li/icd "Fasi Ud Din vcrsiis Superai-endeiii of Police lUpsi Peshawar 
A aiher" Service Ajipcal No. 49540021 titled "Pooh Llllah versus Siipei intcudjrii of 
Police Hqrs: Peslunvar A other" and Service ApiK-.a! No.4955/202 i tilled ' hhiveed 
Ullah I'v. Siiperinlendcni of Police. Hqrs: Peshawar and other" ileaided on 
10.07.2024 by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kaliin Ar.shaii Khan. Chairman, 
and Mr. iMuhainmad Akhar Khan. Member E.xecmive. Khvbrr Pakhtunkhva Service 
/rii’unai. Pe.shawar.

1

CONSOLIDATED JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN: Through this single

judgment, the above five appeals, are jointly taken up, as all are

similar in nature and almost with the same contentions, therefore,

can be conveniently decided together.

Brief facts of the cases as per averments of the appeals, are2.

that appellants were serving in the Police Department as

Constables; that on 25.09.2020, they were issued charge sheets

on the allegations of fake entries in the A1 and B1 Examinations;

that they submitted replies to the charge sheets and an inquiry

was conducted to probe into the matter; that as a result of the

above proceedings, they were given penalty of reduction to lower

stage of time scale for a period of one year and cancelled their

Lower College Courses vide impugned orders dated 20.01.2021.

Feeling aggrieved, they filed departmental appeals but the3.

same were rejected, therefore, they filed the instant service

appeals.

On receipt of the appeals and their admission to full4.

hearing, the respondents were summoned, who put appearance

and filed written replies to the instant service appeals. The

defense setup was a total denial of the claim of the appellants.
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Sc-v/cc Appeal So.495! ■1)': 1 lillcJ Sawar Khan \Suparintcncknl oj 1‘olke 
Hrp's: Rc.-ilunvar othe, ' \‘i vii.c Appeal So.A'fi} 20..'I lill-.ul '(Jazi IKtzal Dad 
wr.'n^ Siiperintcinleii! ,J I’anu llqr.<- /Vj/wic.?.- r'J- nilni-i" Service Appeal 

I‘■>S<■'2U2I nih il '■ 'd Km i'.-/ '/(v Supermu’ihknl c/Palicc Hqrs: Peehauar
K /a;Spr\ me i/ipeai \ ■ i .'I'ji niL--! 'Rmhi ‘ V/.v'/ yersip, Stipennlcmwn/ nj 
/'fi’/c,. //./rv; Pea'iiivar <\ ailn r" .-na'Si-nae .'ippcnl 202! litK'l '.Kayecd
( Oa/i /'.s. Snpcnnleiidciii I'-hue. Ih/r.s: ^\•'.lla'-rar wh! aiher" JecldcJ I’l: 
1(1.O'.2024 hy Division I'c’ieh umiprisnig of Mr. Kiiliiii .UsIu-jJ Khcm. Chairman, 
aII. I Mr. Khihaininud . \khai Khiin. Member K.w’ciiini. Khyher PakhUnikhwa Service. 
Trii'iinal. Pe.diavar.

We have heard learned counsel for the appellants and5.

learned District Attorney for respondents.

The learned counsel for the appellants reiterated the facts6.

and grounds detailed in the memo and grounds of the appeals

while the learned District Attorney controverted the same by

supporting the impugned order(s).

The reply of the respondents shows that the appellants7.

were found having unlawful managing and manipulating to make

fake entry of A1 and B1 Examinations, and for the purpose, the

respondents conducted inquiry. We have perused the inquiry

report, which is bereft of the details regarding anything

unearthing the facts as to how unlawful management and

maiiipulation were made by the appellants to make fake entry.

especially, when nobody from the concerned school/training

center was examined, which issued result, nor any record was

sought to be produced by the concerned who issued the results

and so much so, there is nothing pointed out in the inquiry report

as to how the alleged acts of omission or commission were 

brought in the knowledge of the authorities. All these factors 

render the inquiry report of no avail.

Therefore, we allow these appeals and set aside the 

impugned orders by remitting the matters back to the respondents 

for conducting proper inquiry, answering the above points. Copy

8.

Oi
DD

Cl.

\



- SeiTicc Appeal No. ''J5h'202l iUlcd "Sowar Khan ver.yn.c SiiprrinkiitJriil oj Police 
h'l/r.y: Pe.y/iairar A oilier" .Sen’Ice Appeal No.49S2''202l lillea "Oa:i l-'azal Dad 

Stiperinlcndeni of Police Hqrs: PeshoMar &■ others" Service Appeal 
No. 495.1/2021 liiled "l•'^l.'••i Ua‘ Din ver.nis Superimendeni of Police Hqrs. Peshawar 
A i.iiier" Service Appeal No.4954'202i tilled "Rooh IHlah versus Siiperniiendeiil oj 
Police Hcjr.i: Peshawar ('I- olhe.r" and Service Appeal No.4955/2021 titled "NaveecI 
lillali I'i', .Snperinicnckni of Police. Hetrs: Peshmvar and other ' decided on 
10.O'/.2024 by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kaliin Arshad Khan. Chairman, 
and Mr. Muhammad Akkar Khan. Member ExecuUve, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 
Triiniri;il. Peshawar.

*

of this order be placed on files of all'the connected cases. Costs

shall follow the event. Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under 

our hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this I0‘^' day of July,

9.

2024.

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
Chairman

MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN
Member (Executive)'"Miilazein Shah*
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S.A #.4951/2021.
ORDER

lO'^’ July. 2024 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan,

District Attorney for the respondents present and heard.

Vide our consolidated judgment of today placed on file, we2.

allow the instant appeal and set aside the impugned order by

remitting the matter back to the respondents for conducting proper

inquiry. Costs shall follow the event. Copy of the judgment be placed

on files of connected cases. Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our 

hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this I0'‘^ day of July, 2024.

3.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
(Muhammad Akbaf Khan) 

Member (E)Shah*


