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1 All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar 
KPK Service Tribunal and not 
any official by name.

KW/Bm pak^nkWa

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Ph:- 091-9212281 
Fax:-091-9213262Dated 3^ /^/2024VSTNo.

The District Police Officer, 
District Abbottabad

JUDGMENT IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1720/2022,
TITLED JAVED IQBAL -VERSUS- THE PROVINCIAL
POLICE OFFICER. GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR, AND OTHERS

Subject

Dear Sir,
’I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of judgment 

dated 23.04.2024, passed by this Tribunal in the above mentioned service appeal for 

compliance.

End As above.

(PIR MUHAMMAD KHAN AFRIDI)
REGISTRAR

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 

PESHAWAR.



v'.. Serx'ice Appeal No.1720/2022 titled “Javed Iqbal versus Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
Peshawar <fi others", decided on 23.04.-2024 by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan. 
Chairman, and Mr. Muhammad Akbar Khan. Member Executive, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Sen’ice Tribunal, 
Peshawar at Camp Court, Abbotiabad.

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
AT CAMP COURT, ABBOTTABAD

BEFORE: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN 
MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN ... MEMBER (Executive)

... CHAIRMAN

Service Appeal No.l 720/2022

Date of presentation of Appeal
Date of Hearing......................
Date of Decision.....................

30.11.2022
.23.04.2024
.23.04.2024

Javed Iqbal, Constable No.465, District Police, Haripur 
.............................................................. .........................{Appellant)

Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Abbottabad {Respondents)

Present:
Mr. Muhammad Aslam Tanoli, Advocate..., 
Mr. Shoaib Ali, Assistant Advocate General

For the appellant 
.For respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 
AGAINST ORDER DATED 07.01.2022 OF THE DISTRICT 
POLICE HARIPUR WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN 
AWARDED PENALTY OF DEDUCTION OF TWO 
YEARS APPROVED SERVICE AND ORDER DATED 
14.06.2022 (ISSUED ON 07.11.2022) OF THE REGIONAL 
POLICE OFFICER HAZARA REGION ABBOTTABAD 
WHEREBY APPELLANT’S DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL 
HAS BEEN FILED/REJECTED.

JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN CHAIRMAN: Brief facts of the case, as
a

enumerated in the memo and grounds of appeal are that appellant was

serving as Constable in the Police Department. While posted at Police

Post Panian, District Haripur, he was issued a charge sheet on the

O) allegations that he had arrested two persons but had not made any entryoo
03

Cl_



a.Service Appeal No. 1720/2022 litled "Javed Iqha/ versus Provincial Police Officer, Kliyber Pakhiunkhwa, 
Peshawar <$ oihers". decided on 23.04.2024 by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan, 
Chairman, and Mr. Muhammad Akbar Khan, .Member Executive, Khyher Pakhiunkhwa Sen-ice Tribunal. 
Peshawar at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

in the Daily Diary of the said Police Post. Resultantly, appellant was

awarded penalty of deduction of two years of approved service.

Feeling aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal, which was2.

rejected, hence, the instant service appeal.

On receipt of the appeal and its admission to full hearing, the3.

respondents were summoned. Respondents put appearance and contested

the appeal by filing written reply raising therein numerous legal and

factual objections. The defense setup was a total denial of the claim of

the appellant.

We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and learned4.

Assistant Advocate General for respondents.

The learned counsel for the appellant reiterated the facts and5.

grounds detailed in the memo and grounds of the appeal while the

learned Assistant Advocate General controverted the same by supporting

the impugned order(s).

The allegations against the appellant Javed Iqbal are that he, while6.

posted as Muharrir, Police Post Panian, District Haripur, on 10.11.2021, 

Head Constable Saeed Shah T/C PP Panian, picked up two innocent
Ur

(9
* ’ m

citizens namely Noman S/0 Raja Khan Afzal R/Q Narhtopa and

0 Li Ihtesham S/O Jahangir R/0 Narhtopa, and did not make any entry in the

Daily Diary. The factum of making no entry in the Daily Diary was duly

admitted by the appellant in his reply to the charge sheet and statement of

allegations by stating that he had not made entry on the direction of the ^

fN
Incharge of the Police Post. The matter was enquired. The appellant wasOJ

00
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1: ] ^ ^ Service Appeal No. 1720/2022 tilled "Javed Iqbal versus Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, 

Peshawar & others”, decided on 23.04.2024 by Division Bench comprising of Mr. Kalim Arshad Khan, 
Chairman, and Mr. Muhammad Akbar Khan, Member Executive. Khyber Pakhiunkhwa Ser^’ice Tribunal. 
Peshawar at, Camp Court. Abbollabad.

also associated with the inquiry proceedings. He could not substantiate

his contention of not making the entry at'the instance of the Incharge of

Police Post during the inquiry. Fact remains the same that the appellant

was duty bound to make entry in the DD of the Police Post of every event

of which he was a part. Admittedly, in this case, he has not performed his

duty or has not done his job as was required from, therefore, he was

rightly proceeded and v/as properly penalized.

Seeing no merit in this case, it is dismissed. Costs shall follow the7.

event.Consign.

8. Pronounced in open Court at Abhottahad and given under our 

hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 23''^ day of April, 2024.

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN
Chairman

Camp Court Abbottabad

I
I7MUHAMMAD AMAR^HAN

Member (Executive)
Camp Court Abbottabad

*Mulazem Shah*

^2:
* /
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B.ORDER
23“^^ Apr. 2024 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Shoaib All,

%
Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

2. Vide our detailed judgment of today placed on file, instant

service appeal is dismissed. Costs shall follow the event.

Consign.

3. Pronounced in open Court at Abhottahad and given under 

our hands and the seal, of the Tribunal on this 23''^ day of April,

2024. H 1 '

' 4

/
(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 

Member (E)
(Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
Camp Court, Abbottabad

*Mulazem Shah"

■J
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11.12.2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Israr Shah, ASI

alongwith Mr. Habib Anwar, Additional Advocate General for the

respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment

on the ground that he has not made preparation for arguments.
#.

' Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 23.01.2024 before ther. /
-f

D.B at Camp Court Abbottabad. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

r ■

(FareehaflPaul 
Member (E)

Camp Court Abbottabad

(Salah-^d-bin) 
Member (J)

Camp Court Abbottabad
*Naeem Amin*

1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Syed Asif 

Masood Ali Shah learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith 

Ahsan Khalid, H.C for the respondents present.

23.01.2024

Former requested for adjournment on; the ground that he 

has not prepared the brief Adjourned. To come up for

2.

arguments on 23.04.2024 before D.B at camp court, 

Abbottabad. PjP given to parties'

KPST
(Rashida Bano) 

Member (J)
Camp Court, Abbottabad

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E)

•KiileeinUllah'
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S:aNo. 1720/2022,
%

.26.05.2023 Mr. Ibrar Ahmad, Advocate as proxy on behalf of learned

counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asad All Khan, Assistant

Advocate General for the respondents present.

Mr. Ibrar Ahmad, Advocate sought adjournment on the ground

that learned counsel for the appellant has telephonically informed him

that he is not feeling well and is unable to appear before the Tribunal

today. Adjourned. To come up arguments on 28.08.2023 before the

/D.B at Camp Court Abbottabad. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.
/

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

Camp Court Abbottabad^,

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E)

Camp Court Abbottabad
*Naeem Amin*

2g‘''Aug, 2023 I. Mr. Arshad Khan Tanoli, Advocate as proxy on behalf

of learned for the appellant (via video link from Abbottabad)

present. Mr. Muhammad. Jan, District Attorney for the

respondents present.

Mr. Arshad Khan Tanoli, Advocate seeks adjournment2.

on the ground , that learned counsel for the appellant is not

\ 0^ available today. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on

11.12.2023 before D.B at camp court Abbottabad. P.P given to

the parties.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(SalahTJd Din) 
MemberXTudicial)

*Acln<m Shah *

a
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■'>A- \Counsel for the appellant present.25:01.2023

This was fixed for preliminaiy hearing oncase

27.01.2023, but was requisitioned on the request of learned

counsel for the appellant for today.

Preliminary arguments heard. Record perused.

Points raised need consideration. Instant appeal is

admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal objections.
.'■a;;

The appellant is directed to deposit security fee within 10
*• *.

days. Thereafter, notices be issued to respondents for

submission of written reply/comments. To come up for

written reply/comments on 31.03.2023 before S.B at camp

court Abbottabad.
3 O Ak. ^ S; O

KPST' A
(Ro^a Rehman) 

Anber (J)
Camp CourrsAbbottabad

31.03.2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif Masood Ali

Shah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Ahsan Khalid, H.C for the 

respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents submitted which 

placed on file. Copy of the

are

handed over to the appellant. To come up
J

for rejoinder, if any, and arguments on 26.05.2023 before D.B at

same

camp

court Abbottabad. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

. KP31' .

;;A-
(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 

Member (E)•'1.
A
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a
FORMjOF ORDER SHEET
illCourt of

■ilf 1720/2022Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

■'IR f
Date of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Javed Iqbal presented today *by
mi

Mr. ^Muhammad Aslam Tanoli Advocate. It is fixed for
m-prclimihary hearing before touring Single Bench at A.Abad 

Sdffjz^ Notices be issued to appellant and his counsel 

for the date fixed.

1

30/11/20221-

on
or?

By the lorder of Chairman (;P©S

RE^TRAR ^

N

I

ll 't"



KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CHECK LIST

Case Title:
NOYESCONTENTS ^

This Appeal has been presented by
Whether counsel / appellant/ respondent/ deponent have
signed the requisite document?____________ ______________
Whether appeal is within time? _____________________ _—
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed

S#
1
2

t/
3
4

mentioned?__________________________________________
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is5

/correct?
Whether affidavit is appended? ______________________
Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath
commissioner?________________ __________ ____________
Whether Appeal / Annexures are properly paged?__________
Whether Certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the
subject, furnished?___________________________ _________ ,
Whether annexures are legible?______________ ___________
Whether annexures are attested?___________________ ____
Whether copies of annexures are readable/ clear?_________ :
Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/ DAG?________ __
Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is 
attested and signed by Petitioner/ Appellant / Respondents?
Whether number of referred cases given are correct?_______
Whether appeal contains cutting / overwriting?___________
Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the

6
7

78
/9

y
tx

10
11
12 y13
14

15
16

v/17
appeal?

i/Whether case relate to this Court?__________^________
Whether requisite number of spare copies are attached? 
Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover? 
Whether addresses of parties given are complete?________

18 y19
20

y21 zWhether index filed?____________________ ______________
Whether index is correct?______ _____________________ ___
Whether security and process fee deposited? On —__
Whether in view, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal 
Rules 1974 Rule 11, Notice along with copy of Appeal and 
annexures has been sent to Respondents? On 
Whether copies of comments / reply / rejoinder submitted?

22 y23
i y24

25
v/

26
On

/27 Whether copies of comments/ reply/ rejoinder provided to
opposite party? On_________________________

It is certified that formalities /documentations as required in the above table,
have been fulfilled.

Name:-

Signature: -

2c ~Dated: -



1/
BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
/t- /Ko-

■r

Javed Iqbal Constable No.465, bi^rS^ice Haripur^®®'^^J

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhfunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboffabad.
3. Disfricf Police Officer, Haripur (Respondents) • ^

SERVICE APPEAL

INDEX
S/No. Description of documents.

Memo of appeal & condonafion
application. _____________
Order Charge Sheef & ifs reply
Order dafed 07-01-2022________
Leffer dafed 06-01-2022 

Deparfmenfal Appeal 02-02-22
& Order dafed 14-06-2022______
Wakalafnama

Annexure Page No.
0]-o7

2. “A&B”
3. "0"

"D”
//

4. /2.
5. “E&F"

6.

APPELLANT

THROUGH

(MUHAMMAD ASLAM TANOLI) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 

AT PESHAWAR
Dated; 30-11-2022
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVCE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
iriSiuttad

Appeal m^urK V,,.

Javed Iqbal Constable No.465, District Police Haripur.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhfunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboffabad.
3. Disfricf Police Officer, Haripur (Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT
1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 07-01-2022 OF THE DISTRICT POLICE
HARIPUR WHERBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED PENALTY OF
DEDUCTION OF TWO YEARS APPROVED SERVICE AND ORDER DATED
14-06-2022 fISSUED ON 07-11-20221 OF THE REGIONAL POLICE
OFFICER HAZARA REGION ABBOHABAD WHEREBY APPELLANT’S
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS BEEN FILED/REJECTED.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL BOTH
ORDERS DATED 07-01-2022 AND 14-06-2022 OF THE RESPONDENTS
MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE RESTORED HIS
TWO YEAR DEDUCTED APPROVED SERVICE WITH ALL
CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

Respecffully Shewefh:

1. Thaf while appellanf posted as Constable at Police Post 

Panian (District Haipur) was issued with a Charge Sheet by 

the District Police Officer Haripur which was replied by the 

explaining all facts in detail and denied 

allegations straightaway being incorrect and baseless. 

3o Uj ^ %r>'^(Copies of Charge Sheet and its reply are attached as 

Annexure-“A & B”).

£

That ultimately the appellant was awarded with the penalty 

of “Deduction of two years of approved service” by the 

District Police Officer Haripur vide order dated 07-01-2022.



\3
- Ik

(Copy of impugned order dated 07-01-2022 is attached as 

Annexure-‘‘‘ty’).

Ttiat in fact on the night between dated 10 & 11-11-2021 at 

0S:45 hours during patrolling duty appellant found a man 

spng hidden in passengers booth having a black colour 

rhbtor-cycle who was inquired about his availability at that 

place at a very late hours of night but he could not 

adduced any satisfying reply and being suspected one he

was brought to police post panian. His entry was recorded in
1';

Daily Dairy No.13 dated 11-11-2021. In the morning he was

asked about his presence in passenger's booth by Saeed
1'-

S,hah I/C PP Panic/ he told that he was waiting one Raja 

Eh.tisham who had gone to bring something from the Tower, 

therefore, Raja Ehtisham’s father was telephonically 

informed about the situation, who brought his son to the 

Police Post. Both the suspected were interrogated by I/C 

Saeed Shah in the presence of their relatives and then they 

\yere sent to Police Station Kotnajibullah so that they could 

be released by making necessary entries in the record of 

police station. Neither they were tortured nor disgraced by 

anybody in PP Panian. However, Jehangir Khan father of 

Ehtisham got registered a false FIR against appellant and

• ■/

dither police officials.

kQ- That the DPP, Haripur made recommendation vide letter 

No.l 2/DPP/HR/22 dated 06-01-2022 for discharge of 

appellanf in case FIR No.862 dafed 13-11-2021 regisfered by 

complainanf against him. (Copy of the letter dated 06-01- 

2022 is attached as Annex-'®’).



s
That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted. No 

witness was ever called for to appear before fhe inquiry 

oifice in presence of appellant to record his evidence nor 

^as he ever provided with a chance of cross-examinafion. 

0opy of inquiry reporf, if any, was never provided fo 

appellant. Appellant was also not afforded opportunity of 

personal hearing and appellant was condemned unheard.
I;
That appellant aggrieved of the order of the DPO Haripur 

preferred a departmental appeal before the RPO, Hazara 

Region, .Abbottabad which was filed/rejected vide order 

dated 14-06-2022 but copy of the order was issued on 07-11-
:'i'

2022 and that too on the specific written request of the
•r.' -
appellant. (Copies of appeal and order dated 14-06-2022 

are attached as Annexure-“E. hence instant service

appeal inter alia on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS:-

A) Thaf both the impugned orders dated 07-01-2022 and 14-06- 

2022 of fhe respondenfs are illegal, unlawful against the 

facts, departmental rules and regulations and principle of 

natural justice hence are liable to be set aside.

That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted. No 

witness was called for to appear before the inquiry office in 

presence of the appellant to record evidence nor was 

appellant provided with a chance to cross-examine such a 

witness. Copy of inquiry reporf, if any, was never provided to 

the appellant. Even opportunity of personal hearing was not 

afforded to appellant rather he was condemned unheard.

B



t
C) That respondents have not treated the appellant in 

accordance with law, departmental rules and regulation 

and policy on the subject and have acted in violation of 
4'rticle-4 of the constitution of Islamic Republic of_Pakistan 

|973 and unlawfully issued the impugned orders which are 

h:h]ust, unfair hence not sustainable in the eyes of law.

That appellate authority has also failed to abide by the law 

dhd even did not take into consideration the grounds taken 

by appellant in the memo of appeal and has filed the 

appeal. Thus act of respondent is contrary to the law as laid 

down in the KPK Police Rules 1934 read with section 24-A of 
Soneral Clauses Act 1897 and Article-10 of the Constitution 

df Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

D)

That instant service appeal is well within time and this 

honorable Service Tribunal has got jurisdiction to entertain 

Cfhd adjudicate upon the lis.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant 
servicO'appeal order dated 07-01-2022 and order dated 14-06- 

2022 of the respondents may graciously be set aside and the 

appellant be restored his two years deducted approved service 

with dll consequential service back benetits. Any other relief 
which/this Honorable Service Tribunal deems fit and proper may 

also be granted.

Appellant

(Vi ,
Muhammad Aslam Tanoli 
Advocate High Court 

At Peshawar

Through

Dated: 30-11-2022

VERIFICATION

It is verified that contents of instant service appeal are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has 

been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

C
Appe lant

*...

Dated: 30-11-2022



;

1
U .

BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR I

i J I

Javed'lqbal Constable No.465, District Police Horipur.
(Appellant

I
•t*;

I4

VERSUS

. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pokhtunkhwa Peshov^ar. 
■ 2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboffabad.

3. Disfricf Police Officer, Haripur
(Respondents)\

•>

' .'-f SERVICE APPEAL
»... t
f

AFFIDAVIT-•
•V.0

I, Javed Iqbal, appellant do hereby solemnly declare and affirm 

. on oath that contents of instant service appeal are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has 

been suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.
T

Dated: 30-11-2022 Deponent/Appellant

T II
. ‘

Identified By:
1

Muhammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
At Peshawar >

AppellantDated: 30-11-2022

r



BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Joved Iqbal Constable No.465, District Police Haripur.
Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhv^a Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Haripur

(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

It is certified that no such appeal prior to this one on the subject 

has ever been filed in this Honorable Service Tribunal or any other 

court.

AppellantDated: 30-11-2022
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVCE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

(Applicant)Javedliqbal Constable No.465, District Police Haripur.

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Rlgional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbotfabad.

3. District Police Officer, Haripur (Respondents)

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING INSTANT SERVICE
APPEAL BEFORE THIS HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

Respectfully Sheweth;

■That applicant/appellant has filed today a Service Appeal which may be 
considered as part and parcel of this application, against order dated 07-01- 
2022 and 14-06-2022 passed by respondents, whereby appellant has been 
dy/arded penalty of "Deduction of two years approved service" and his 
departmental appeal has been rejected without jurisdiction and abiding by 
procedure.
-O’-
That as the orders of departmental authorities have been passed in violation 
and derogation of the statutory provision of law, departmental rules and 
regulation governing the terms and condition of appellant’s service and fact 
of' the case, therefore, causing a recurring cause of action to the 
applicant/appellant can be challenged and questioned Irrespective of a 
time frame.

1.

2.

That though appellant on receipt of order of respondent has filed 
department appeal well In time but was reject vide order dated 14-06-2022 
but copy of the same was issued to him on 07-11-2022 and that too on his 
specific written request. The appellant has rigorously been pursuing his case. 
Therefore, the delay if any. In filing instant service appeal is due to the 
forgoing reasons.

That instant application is being filed as an abundant caution for the 
condonation of delay, if any. The Impugned orders are liable to be set aside in the 
interest of justice.

3.

4.

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of the Instant application 
the delay, if any, in filing of titled appeal may graciously be condoned.

Applicdnf/Appellant
Through

(Muhamrhad Aslam Tanoli) 
Advocate High Court 

At Abbottabadu-
Doted: .30-11-2022

VERIFICATION
It is verified that contents of instant service appeal are true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from^;^^^norable Tribunal.

AppHcant/AppellantDated:.; 30-11-2022
■r-
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CHARGE SHEIlT
£.1, Kashif Zililfiqar, PSP, District Police Officer, Planpur as 

competent autliority, hereby chargelyou FC Javcd Inbal No.465 as enclosed statement 
of allegations.t

:
■You appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Efficiency & 

Discipline Rules 1975 and have rendered iyourself liable to'all or any of the penalties 
specified in the said Rules.

(1)

Yoii are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 
07 days of the receipt of this ibharge sheet and statement off^allegation -to the
Committee/Enquiry Officer as the case may be.

'! ' f
Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry 

Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that 
you have no defense to put in and iiithat case ex-parte action shall follow against you.-

(2)

(3)

i.

Intimate weatier you desire to be beard in person or otherwise. 
A statement of allegations is enclosed.

(4)
(5)

Ka^fZu nqar,^SP 
W^rict Po ice Officer 
/ 5 Ha ipur ■

V !

V..,V

■;4:- •,-v-

•4

•(I

&

;1

• 1

I

I
•;'5

J •

:r

V;
;;
;■

i
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DISCIPLINARY ACTTON
•i

;
- >

I, Kashif Zulfiqar, ^SP, District Police Officer, Haripur as competent 
authority of the opinion that you FC .Tavcci Iqbal No.465 have rendered.yourself liable to be 
proceeded against as you committed the following acts/omissions within the meaning of Police 
Efficiency & Discipline Rules 1975. ::

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

“You while posted as MHC PP Panian, on 10.11.2021 HC Saced Shali I/C PP Panian
,i

picked up hvo innocent citizens namely (1) Noman s/o Raja Khan Afzal r/o Narhtopa (2)

Ihtesham s/o .lahangir r/o Narhtopa, locked up at Police Post and interrogate him without 

any offence. You did not make any entry in daily diary register of PP Panian. An FIR 

No.862 dated 13.11.2021 u/s 337/L-ir|l18-D/342/34 PPC PS Kotiiajibullah was also
•, ,1 t;

registered against you. Your this acts/omissions earned bad name of Police department. 

Your these acf/omission arc gross misconduct in terms of KPK Police E&D Rules 1975”

hence, charge sheeted”.

For the purpose of sc 'ulinizing the conduct of the said accused officer with 

reference to the above allegations, an Enquiry Committee consisting of the following is

(2)

constituted,

Mr. Ihrar Khan SDPO Circle Saddar. Harinur

Tire Enquiry OlTicerijCommittee shall in accordance'with the provision of 
this Ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record finding and 
make within 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as to punishment or the

(3)

appropriate action against the accused.
The accused and a well conversant representative of departmental shall in(4)

the proceeding.^ on the dale, time and re.nqui

/
■■1/

K^if ZulfiqayTS: ’ 
■Strict Pc lice Office' 

. Fla ipuD

j

No:^^,9-^.3 /PA dated Haripur (he /^/11/2021.
Copy of above is sul]ptitted to the: ■

1) Enquiry Officer for inilialin'g proceedings against the said un
Erilciency & Discipline Rulps 1975.

2) PC .laved Inhal No.465 wiili the direction to submit his defense within 7 days of
the receipt of this statement'of allegations and also to appear before the Enquiry 
Officer on the dale, time,and place fixed for the purple ,of departmental 
proceedings. : /)

■■ /
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Dislfict ^olici Office r 
Haripur
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DfSTRICT POLICE OFFICER 
HARIPUR

Ph: 0995-920100/01, Fax-0995614714, Email: - dpoIianpurl@gmaiI.coiTi

ORDER.
FC .laved No,465, while he posted as MHC PP Pa'nian, on 10.11.2021 HC Saeed Shah 

I/C PP Paoian picked up two innocent, citizens namely (1) Noman s/o Raja Khan Afzal r/o 

Narhtopa (2) Ihtesham s/o .lahangir r/o Narhtopa, locked up at Police Post Panian and interrogate

them without any oITence. Pie did not make any entry in daily .dairy register of Police Post Panian. 

An FTR No.862 dated 13.11.2021 u/s 337/L-TT/l 18-D/342/34 PPC PS Kotnajibullah was also 

registered against him. His act is a severe violation of discipline, a professional dishonesty and a 

gross misconduct in terms Police E&D Rules 1975. Therefore, he was served with charge sheet 

and statement of allegations vides this oITice Endst No. 262-63/.PA, dated 16-11 -2021.

To probe the allegations Deputy Superintendent of Police, Saddar Mr. Ibrar Khan was 

appointed as Enquiry Officer, who conducted proper enquiry-and submitted his findings, vide his 

office Memo No. 350 dated 22-12-2021. The enquiry officer held the charges of misconduct 

against the defaulter official proved and recommended him for major punishment under section-4 

of KPK Police B&D Rules 1975. Hence, he was served withTinal Show Cause Notice, vide this 

office Endst: No.2S5/PA dated 24.12.2021. The defaulter police official was called in Orderly 

Room and was heard in person.

l-.laving perused the finding of the enquiry officer, relevant record, and personal hearing 

of the above mentioned ofRcer, I, am fully .satisfied that the charges of misconduct are proved 

again.st the defaulter police official. Therefore, I, Kashif Ziilfiqar (PSP), District Police Officer, 

Maripur being competent authority under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Efficiency'and 

Discipline Rule 1975, agreed to the extent of punishment. This major punishment is converted into 

minor punishment, awarded minor punishment of “DEDUCTION OF TWO YEARS OF 

APPROVED vSERVTCE”, with immediate effect.

1
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Order announced in his presence. • V.

Order Book No. 
Dated. Of

gCslIif ZiiriqaF,PSP
is/i'ict Pplic/ofTicGr, ' 

Hqripilr
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- Vf IX- /DHP/lfR/22 /No. Dated Haripur the ^ -"V ■— 2022

In the Court pf Juclicial Magistrate:______ _________ ;

Case I-IR No.^:Ui2 Dated i:i/Il/'2U21 UVS 3.r/-|(ii)/34-2/34. PPC 
1 18 D-IN>iicc a:.cI, p's KO Tin-lari pur.

'A1MM.1CAT'[0N4-QR niSCRARCF. OK ACCUSFJVCAKli: n/.S difr'iiV ■
illOl)__OP THF. KI-IYRIlR ■ l*AKl-r!'U;\KH\VA^ PUOSECU'I'ION
SKrnMCPS ACT 20ns R/W .SiCCTIOiV AM CR.PC.

r/w ■
«, ;

Siihjcct:

RespcclTiiily Shcwct li,
In (•xei'cisc of powers conferred under scciion 4-c(’ii)/.S-b Prosccuiion 

Service fConslilulion, l■■nnclinns and Powcrs)Ac[, 2005, r/w Secdon 494 Cr.PC. i, beini> District 
Public Prosecutor forward the above incntionecl case for discliargc, as ibe instiUiiiob of the 
round 10 be weak froni evidentiary point of view. Brief facts with reasons for the dLscharee of the 
ease are nicniioncci bclow;-

case IS I

I

1. As per facts of the ease there is delay of 3 days in registration of Fill.

2. FSL report jilso received in negative.

j. The complainant liad patched up the ninlter with the iiccised at bail stage and is no nioie 
inieresicil in furilicr prosecution and accused have got no objection on tlie' acquittal of the : 
accused and eomploinani gave statement before learned A.S.M, Haripur. on 27-11-202! !

I

am! again on 09-12-20.21 before icarned'-ASJ-l, l-larijnir,. 
ho

■I. Ti>-.! i.syp<»ssibilivy of conviction after the conclusion ufiria!.

5. Complainant was contacted o\\ mobile number provided in the FIR and he afftniicd the 
factum ofcompronusc.

0. I he matter had been discussed hy tlic Sci-utiny comiriittcc wiiich decided to send the ease 
for diseharge.

r

t
111 these circumstances, there is no chanc'; of conviction of tlic accused.

The ease IS being weak from evidentiary point of view. So wiih.iut wasting the precious time of ■ 
the court and to curb uiiiieeessary burden of ctises ilic alictidy o\-er-burdcncd cri.minal courts, _ • 
the request for the diseharge of the accused/casc is being made a.s per the mandate of Section 4-

on
;■

c{ii)/5-(b) of the Khybci Pakhtunkbwa Piwccution Service {CoiiMilniion. Functions' an(i Powers) 
Act. 2005, r/w Section •-194 Cr.PC. I

I'taiipuf District Public Prusceulor, 
M:iri[)ur.

,■1

•1
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/ BEFORE HONOURABLE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER.
HAZARA REGION. ABBOTTABAD.

X

(Departmental Appeal by FC Javed Iqbql No. 465 District Police Haripur).

(THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL)

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OB NO. 32 DATED 07- ,

01-2022 OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR WHEREBY
PENALTY OF DEDUCTION OF TWO YEARS OF APPROVED SERVICE

HAS BEEN IMPOSED UPON THE APPELLANT .

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 07-01-2022 MAY KINDLY BE SET

ASIDE AND TWO YEARS DEDUCTED APPROVED SERVICE BE

RESTORED WITH GRANT OF ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK

BENEFITS TO APPELLANT. ;.V

Respected Sir,

That appellant with regard to hisVduties as Constable 

Police Post Panian; (Haripur) was issued with a Charge 

Sheet by the District Police Officer Haripur which was duly

replied explaining all facts and circumstances of the
?■

case in detail denying the allegations leveled against the 

appellant being incorrect and baseless. (Copies of 

charge and its reply are attached as “A&B”).

1.

•V

2. That thereafter the appellant was served with a Final 

Show Cause Notice with the same allegations which was 

also replied. (Copies of Final Show Cause Notice & its 

reply are attached as “C&D”).

V

That ultimately the appellant was awarded with the3./
't-

Vr

■'



15
penalty of “Deduction of two years of approved service" 

through impugned order OB No. 32 dated 07-01-2022 by 

the District Police Officer, Haripur withouf any reason and
■'v

proof. (Copy of Impugned order dated 07-01-2022 is 

attached as “E”).

That during his posting at PP Panian the appellant always 

performed his duties efficiently and honestly to the entire 

satisfaction of his officers. There has been no complaint, 

what-so-ever may be, against the appellant, from public 

as well as his officers during the saidperiod.

4.

That in fact on the night between dated 10 &11-11- 

2021 at 02:00 hours during the patriplling duty appellant 

found a suspected man sitting hidden in passengers 

booth having a black colour motor-cycle who was asked 

about his availability in such a place at a very late hours 

of the night who could not satisfied him and being 

suspected one he was brought to Police Post Panian. His 

entry was recorded in Daily Dairy No. 13 dated 11-11- 

2021. On the morning he was asked about his presence 

in passenger's booth by Saeed Shah I/C PP, he told that 

he was waiting one Raja Ehtisham who had gone to 

bring something from the Tower. Therefore, Raja 

Ehtisham’s father was telephonically informed about the 

situation, who brought his son-to the Police Post. Both the 

suspected were interrogated by I/C Saeed Shah in the 

presence of their relatives and then they were sent to 

Police Satiation Kotnajibullah so that they could be 

released by making necessary entries in the record of 

Police Station. They were neither tortured nor disgraced 

by anybody in PP panian. However/Jehangir Khan father

5.



/S
of Ehtisham registered a false FIR against the appellant 

and other police officials.

6. That appellant never involved himself in any such 

commission/omission as has been 'incorporated in the 

Charge Sheet and Final Show Causd Notice issued to the 

appellant rather he performed his {assigned duties with 

full care, caution, devotion, dedication and honesty. 

These allegations were never proved against the
A

appellant through any means. ,;He was awarded , 

"Deduction of two years of approved service" without 

any reason, justification and proof.

That subsequently the complainant submitted Affidavit 

and got recorded his statement under Section-164 

Cr.P.C before the Judicial Magistrate and exonerated
'•V

the appellant of the allegations {being result of mis

understandings whereupon he was acquitted by the 

court. (Copies of Affidavit and Courf Order are attached 

as “F&G”).

7.

8. That even the District Public Prosecutor, Haripur has 

made recommendation vide letter No.12 /DPP/HR/22 

dated 06-01-2022 for discharge of appellant in case FIR 

No. 862 dated 13-11-2021 registered by complainant 

against him. (Copy of the letter dated 06-01-2022 is 

attached as “H").

That appellant has rendered more than 22 years service
•i

in the police department. He always performed his 

assigned duties with devotion, dedication and honesty 

and never provided a chance of reprimand and even

9.

VI;



^4.
on occasions for his tremendous service he has been

avs/arded with the commendation certificates and cash 

rewards by his High-Ups:

That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted to 

prove the allegations against the appellant. Not a single 

witness was ever called for to appear before the inquiry 

officer in presence of appellant to.record his evidence 

nor was he ever provided with the chance to cross- 

examine such witness. Copy of inquiry report if any, was 

never provided to him. Even opportunity of personal 

hearing was not afforded to the appellant rather he was 

condemned unheard.

10.

='

That if the appellant is afforded with the opportunity of 

personal hearing he will really prove him as innocent by 

adducing credible facts of the matter.

11.

;

Sir, in view of the facts and circumstances narrated here
' ^

above, it is earnestly requested that im|bugned order dated
‘vi

07-01-2022 of the District Police Officer Karipur may kindly be 

sat aside and the appellant be released his stopped one 

annual with grant of all consequential service back benefits. 

Thanking you sir in anticipation.

You're obedient Servant

aved Iqbal]
Constable No. 465 

District Police Haripur

<■

Dated: 02-02-2022
h'

• y

J



. r. ■2^
orrrci': of the regional police officer

HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAO 
^0992-9310021-22 ' 

§ 0992-9310023 
r^r.rpnhazn ra@gmail.com 

©0345-9560687 

NO: _13}l2£lU T^ATED_/£_/_^ii_/2022

ORDER

This order will dispose off departmental appeal under Rule 1 l.-A of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Police Rules, 1975 submitted by PC .laved No. 465 of Haripur against the order ofpunishment 

i.e. deduction of 02 years approved service awarded by District Police Officer, Haripur vide 

OBNo.32 dated 07.01.2022.

Brief facts leading to the punishment are that the appellant while posted as MHC PP 

Panjan, on 10.11.2021 HC Saeed Shah I/C PP Panian picked up two innocent citizen namely (1) 

Nbinan s/o Raja. Khan Afzal r/o Narhtopa (2) Ithesham s/o .lahangir'r/o Narhtopa, locked up at 

Pdlice Post and interrogated them without any offence. He did not make any entry in daily dairy 

register of Police'Post Panian. An FIR No.862 dated 13.11.2021 u/s 337/L-II/l 18-D/342/34 PPC 

PS Kotnaji.buliah was also registered against him.

The appellant was issued charge sheet along with summary of allegations and SDPO 

Saddar was deputed to conduct departmental enquiry. The EO held the appellant responsible of 

misconduct and recommended him for major punishment. Consequently, DPO Haripur awarded 

him minor punishment of deduction of 02 years approved service. Hence, the appellant

submitted this present appeal.

After receiving his appeal, comments of DPO Haripur were sought and 

examined/perused. 3'he undersigned called the appellant in OR and heard him in person. The 

appellant has been given reasonable opportunity to defend himself against the charges, however 

hb’.failed to advance any iustification in his defense. Thus, the disciplinary action taken by the

competent authority seems genuine and the appeal is liable tod'be dismissed. Therefore, in

dersigned under' Rule 11-4 (a) of Khyberexercise of the powers conferred upon the un 

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 the instant appeal is hereby fifed/rejected with immediate

effect.
.r' ■>

\ZC / OT'L 
/ _______ _

M i i-v a
regionatJpolice officer

Am,1-

O'’

HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD/
'.•1

/
No.A / /PA, dated Ahbottabad the

DPO Haripur for information and necessary action with reference to his office Memo No 
2202/PA dated 25-04-2022. Service Roll and Fuji Missal Containing enquiry file of the 

Pf5 ItTl)I'eturncd herewith for record.

\W6h\

/2022.
Cc.

!

..'S'
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD -

.r.'
. 9 ■ —.yfr..SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1720/2022

KPST

. (Appellant) ^

Javed Iqbal Constable No.465, District Haripur.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, and others.

(Respondents)

Subject: Parawise/comments^on behalf of respondents No.l, 2 & 3.

Respectfully Sheweth.

The respondents submit as under:-

PRELIMIMRYQBJECTIONSl-

1. That the instant Service Appeal is not maintainable in the present form.
2. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct.
3. That the appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.
4. That the appellant has suppressed material facts from the Honorable Tribunal.
5. That the instant Service Appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 

and proper parties.
6. That the instant Service Appeal is badly barred by law and limitation.
7. That the appellant has filed the instant service appeal just to pressurize the 

respondents.
8. That the orders passed by the authorities are based on facts & rules, after fulfilling 

all the codal formalities, hence, the appeal is liable to be dismissed without any 

further proceeding.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:-

1. In reply to this para, it is submitted the appellant FC Javed No.465 while posted as 

Muharar at Police Post Panian Haripur, on 10.11.2021 ASI Saeed Shah incharge PP 

Panian picked up 2 innocent citizens namely (1) Noman s/o Raja Khan Afzal r/o 

Narhtopa (2) Ihtesham s/o Jahangir r/o Narhtopa, locked up at police post and 

interrogated them without any offence. The appellant did not make any entry in daily 

dairy register of PP Panian. An FIR No.862 dated 13.11.2021 u/s 337L-II/342/34 

PPC 118-D KP Police Act 2017, Police Station Kotnajibullah was also registered 

against appellant and other police officials. (Copy of FIR is attached as annexure 

“A”). The acts and omissions of the appellant were gross misconduct under Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, police efficiency and discipline Rules 1975. Therefore, the appellant 
was served with charge sheet and statement of allegations by the then District Police 

Officer Haripur vide this office Endst: No.262-63/PA dated: 16.11.2021. (Copy of 

charge sheet with statement of allegation is attached as annexure “B”). Deputy 

Superintendent of Poliee, Circle Saddar Mr. Ibrar Khan was appointed as enquiry 

officer, who conducted proper departmental enquiry and submitted his findings vide 

his office memo No. 350 dated: 22.12.2021 by the then District Police Officer



Haripur. (Copy of enquiry findings is attached as annexure C”). The enquiry officer 

held the charges proved and recommended the appellant for major punishment. 
Consequently the appellant was issued final show cause notice, vide this office 

Endst: No. 285/PA dated: 24.12.2021. (Copy of final show cause notice is attached 

as annexure “D”). The appellant could not give satisfactory reply of the final show 

cause notice. So, the appellant was called in orderly room and he was heard in person, 
the appellant could not give defense against the proved allegation?. Hence, being 

found guilty of misconduct, the appellant was awarded minor punishment of 

deduction of 02 years of approved service, vide OB No. 32 dated: 07.01.2022 by the 

then District Police Officer, Haripur. (Copy of order is attached as annexure “E”). 
Therefore, the appellant filed departmental appeal against the punishment to the 

Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad, who filed/rejected 

departmental appeal of appellant on lawful grounds, vide his office order No. 
13430/PA dated 14.06.2022. (Copy of order is attached as annexure “F”).

2. In reply to this para, it is submitted that the appellant committed gross misconduct 
therefore, he was awarded punishment of deduction of 02 years of approved service 

by the competent authority.
3. Incorrect, the appellant is adducing false plea, the allegations were thoroughly 

probed in the departmental enquiry, it was found that the appellant did not make any 

entry in the daily dairy of Police Post Panian, it was observed that the said persons 

were found in illegal detention of police. Therefore, criminal case FIR No.862 dated 

13.II.202I u/s 337L-II/342/34 PPC 118-D KP Police Act 2017, Police Station 

Kotnajibullah was also registered against the appellant and other police personnel. 
The enquiry officer held the appellant guilty and responsible for the above mentioned 

illegal acts/omissions.
4. In reply to this para, it is submitted that the appellant committed misconduct for 

which departmental proceedings were initiated and he was awarded lawful 
punishment. There was no bar for initiating departmental action against the appellant 
on charges of misconduct under the law/rules. The appellant was held guilty in the 

departmental enquiry.
5. Incorrect, proper departmental enquiry was conducted. The enquiry officer recorded 

the relevant evidence. The appellant was given right of personal hearing and self- 

defense. Therefore, all legal requirements were fulfilled while passing punishment 
to the appellant.

6. Incorrect, the appellant filed departmental appeal against the punishment to the 

Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad, who filed/rejected 

departmental appeal of appellant on lawful grounds, vide his office order No. 
13430/PA dated 14.06.2022. The instant service appeal is badly time barred and not 
maintainable under the law/rules.

- 't:

=4:

■1. .

.1
■

GROUNDS:-

A) Incorrect, the orders of respondents dated 07.01.2022 and 14.06.2022, are quite 

legal, based on facts and justice, hence, the orders of departmental authorities are 

lawful and maintainable.
B) Incorrect, proper departmental enquiry was conducted. The appellant was given 

right of personal hearing and self-defense. Having fulfilled all legal requirements 

were fulfilled the appellant was awarded major punishment of dismissal from 

service.



m!.. .
C) Incorrect, the appellant has been dealt in accordance with law. He committed 

misconduct, and charges were thoroughly probed in the departmental enquiry, 
hence, the order of punishment is quite legal and maintainable under the law/rules.

D) Incorrect, the appellate departmental authority abided by the law and rules and he 

filed/rejected departmental appeal of appellant on lawful grounds. The instant 
service appeal is not maintainable under the law/rules. So, the order of punishment 
is lawful and maintainable.

E) Incorrect, the service appeal is badly barred by law and limitation and not 
maintainable under the law/rules.

PRAYER:-

In view of above stated facts it is most humbly prayed that the instant service 

appeal does not hold any legal force, may kindly be dismissed with costs, please.
1

Provipdal Police Offi^r, 
Khyber PakhtunkhfWaT^ 

Peshawar 
(Respondent No.l)

^!i -
!'■

RegionsPPoMce Officer, 
Hazara Region,

•4

y4; ; .

'District Police Officer, 
Haripur

(Respondent No.3)
1

!

•;

i-
I
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RFFORR THK HONORABT.E KHYRER PAKHTTINKHWA. SERVICE TRTBUNAI

PESHAWAR CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD' - V
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1720/2022

Javed Iqbal Constable No.465, District Haripur.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, and others.

(Respondents)

REPLY TO APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN SERVICE APPEAL
BY RESPONDENTS.,t‘

r'*' •

Respectfully Sheweth:-

The reply to application for condonation of delay of service appeal on behalf of 
respondents No. 1,2 & 3, is submitted as under:-

1. In reply to this para, it is submitted that the instant service appeal is badly time barred and 
not maintainable under the law, as the appellant lodged this service appeal beyond the 
period of limitation prescribed under the law.

2. Incorrect, the orders dated 07.01.2022 and 14.06.2022 of the departmental authorities 
are lawful, in accordance with the principle of natural justice, rules, regulations and policy, 
hence, these are quite legal and maintainable. The appellant/applicant has no locus standi 
to file the instant service appeal.

3. Incorrect, the appellant was informed and in knowledge of orders passed by the 
departmental authority on his representation/departmental appeal. Therefore, the appellant/

, applicant waived his right of appeal within statutory period of limitation.
4. Incorrect, the instant service appeal is badly time barred and not maintainable, which is 

liable to be dismissed.
In view of above, it is most humbly prayed that the instant service appeal as well 

as application for condonation of delay does not hold any legal force, which may kindly be 
dismissed with cost, please.

•li;

• -I

V"' 'V'.:

ProT^cialPolice Officer, 
fOiyber PakhtunkhW^ 

Peshawar / 
(Respondent 1^.1)

. .

Reglon^^^plic^fficer, 
Hazara Region, 

Abbottabad 
(Respondent No.2)

iA0^/
istrict Police Officer, 

Haripur
(Respondent No.3)



. BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1720/2022

Javed Iqbal Constable No. 465, District Haripur.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others.

(Respondents)

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

I, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of comments/reply are true to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

has been concealed from this Honorable Court.

Deponent

District Police Officer, 
Haripur

(Respondent No. 3)

t
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. vt Police Officer, Hanpur as compelcn*^ 
•7 ir.mr, VSW .vc have rendered yourself liable l.o be 4 

1. Kashif within the meaning of .Policc f

.u,hori.y of .he opinio,.
proceeded against as you com _
Efficiency & Discipline Rules V/^-
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qtaTFMKNT ALLF.GAilQN ’■

MHC rPl’an'*'"’

dSli«»* l/C PPPuniau 

Af/al r/«

him widioiif

.11.2021 HCSaCc

s/o Raja 

Police Post and

■•1'

“You while posted as

namely (1) Noman
picked up ^vo innocent citiz.cns 

Ihteshnm s/o Jnhangir r/o Narhtopa, locked P

interrogate

of pp Panian. An MR
daily diary register

ppC PS Kotnajihullah
■ offence. You did not make any entry in

337/L-II/I 18-0/342/34
alsoany was

No.862 dated 13.11.2021 u/s of Police department.
earned bad name

of KPK Police E&D

i: Your this acts/omissionsregistered against you.

Your these act/omission are gross misconduct in terms

hence, charge sheeted".

Rules 1975”
O

!,
conduct of the said accused officer with 

of the following is
For the purpose of scnilinizing the 

reference to the above allegations, an

(2)
Is

Enquiry Committee consisting
. I

■{ constituted,f :!
Mr ihrar Khan SHPO Circle Saddar, Haripur

1I c shall in accordance with the provision of 
the accused, record finding and 

punishment or the
The Enquiiy Ofllcer/Committee 

this Ordinance, provide reasonable opportornty of hearing to 
make within 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendatio
app,.pria.e action aBainsUhe accus^d^ ^ representative of departmental shall in
^ ^ the date, lime and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer/Commit^.

as to

the proceedings on

/:
Ka^if Zu IfiqayPS! • 

Istrict Pc lice Office- 
Ha ipuD

4--
?yl^,■ *

>■

\<o-^6^'63 /PA dated Haripur the /(^ /U/202!. i y \
Copy of above is submitted to the: ■ \ / \ X

1) Enqiiir\' Officer for initiating proceedings against the ^d3.cti.sed untleiyPolice
Efficiency* Discipline Rules 1975. ............................

2) pr :iavccl Iniinl No.465With the direction to submit his dclense wiihin 7 days ot 
the receipt of this statement of allegations and also to appear before the nquiry

the date, time and place fixed for the purp^c^I depariir.enta.

'■-I'-'

in.

Officer on 
proceedings.■

/Kasliifluiru^u , PS»
Districi hdiee Odictlr 

lliaripur

& V
-C-VaS-
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rnARGtLSU£El
Police Officer, Haripur as 

as enclosed statement
connK'lcnl authority, hereby charge yo

>; •
I• I

;•■'

of allegations. 'under Police Efficiency £c 
any of the penalties

;
lar to be giiiliy «<■

rendered yourself liable to all orYou appear 
Discipline Rules 1975 and have ; 
specified in the said Rules.

(I)

ti
written defense within 
of allegation to the

therefore, required to submit your 
sheet and statement

You are,
07 days of the receipt of this -charge 
Cdmmitiee/Enquiry Officer as the case may be.

(2)

>2,:

should reach the EnquiryYour written defense, if any,
Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed t at 
you have no defense to put in and in^that case ex-parte action shall follow against you.

(3)

Intimate weatheryou desire to be heard in person or otherwise. 
A statement of allegations is enclosed.

(4)
(5)

/
■fti'

{Z\i\. riqar,^SP 
ice Officer 

Hai ipur

Ka^ 
Diwict Poi

I

:!
ij

•..‘■I.

! i

•I!

i!
il
ii

-4
■

M
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l*|,: 0995-920100/01. Fiu-«995(-! ?u HI /2Q21

HNAL SHi>W«® notice
, n- -trici Police ornccr. Haripiir as Competent 

KiisliifXiiinqnn Cause Notice upon you

following grounds; -

1
Authority under Police Rules 
FC -lavfil No.465 on the ;

, 10.11.2021 HC Saced Shah 
cly (1) Noman s/o Raja Khan 

,, locked up at Police Post 
did not make any entry in

IVillC PP Paolan, on“You while posted as
naminnocent citizens

;/o.r«l.anfii.r/oNarht«paI/C PP Panian picked op two 
Afznl r/o Narhtopa (2) llitesham s

P«nia» and interrogate him ,3.11.2021 u/s 337/L-II/n8-
daily diary register of PP Panian. An FIR No.862
D/342/34 PPC PS w,.s „lso vCi.tencC aBa.ns. you. Vour

of Police department. Your

of KPK Police E&D Rules 1975”.

these act/omission are
act.s/oinissions earned bad name

gross misconduct in terms
For .he purpose of seru.inieing the c6,.due. on your part ^eren^ 

serve with Charge Sheel/Statemenl of allegation and
appointed as enquiry otticer 

vide this office Endst No.

(1)
the above allegation, you w'as
Deputy Superintendent of Police Circle Saddar, l laripiir

conduct of proper departmental enquiry
was

against you for the 
262-6.WA dated 16.11.2021.

a) The enquiry officer after conducting proper depaitmenta enqu y
submilted his finding vide his office letter No.350 dated 22.12,2021, .n wh.eh he had the 
charges of n.isco.tducl proved and recommended for major punishment under sect,on-4

orihc KPK Police E&D Rules 1975.

Keeping in view of above allegation on your part, you are hereby called
upon To Show Cnn.se whhin (07) days of the removed of this "
ns to why you should not be awarded punishment under the KPK Police Rule 1973, 
your wriln reply i.s t.ol received with in s.ipula.ed period. It shall be presumed, that you 
Lve no defen,sc lo affirm, you are also allowed to appear before the undersigned, if you

SO desired.

(3)

//

^rict ’olic^Offi'Xr 
Haripur/

V, * /Kece-jved hy__ ___

Dated:!.*7 (/^12()2

■\.
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I-> OISTKIO rtM,I< r. oJ'f'ICKK
Fa ■ clr.»harltHirir^‘lIrtiflH.c()ni

tf'

Hi: 09<I5*V20HMWH,

OkDKU.
10.11.2(121 HCSaecd ShfihFC Javcd No.465. ^^•hjic He os MMC PP IMnion, «n

inniuvni Cilt/cns nonlflv cl) N'<‘0uin s/o Hajs* Khjni Af/jil rh1/C I’P J’.'uiian picked \ip t\eo 
N'ariiu'tpa (;;;) Ihiesham sAt Jaltiinjiii' (>'(i Niifliiopa, iockctl up o( I’olicc P.'itiiau and i(l(cfr()gfltc

them uiihoui any onencc. Me did nui make any <?n!r> in <ioiI>' dairy regi-ticr uf I’cdicc i'm hmian. 

.An FIR Nci.S6: daicd 13.11.202) u/s 337/F*ll/nS-l)/342/,14 I’PC I’S' Koinajihuliah wa? also 
regisiercd agqinsi him. IH.s ati is a severe violation ofdisciplinc, a prorcsslonal dishuncjFiy and a 

gross misconduct in terms Police li&D Rules 1975. Therefore, he was served with charge sheet 
and sialcmcnt of allegations vidcs ihi.s ofTce Endsi No. 262-63/r.‘\, dated 16-11 -2021.

To probe the allegaiions Deputy Superintendent of Police, Saddar Mr. Ibrar Khan was 
appointed as Enquir\' Oflicer, who conducted proper enquir.' and subtiiitted his findings, vide his 
ofTiu* Memo No. 350 dated 22-12-2021. The enquiry' ofTiccr held the charges of niisconducl 

against the defaulter otliciul proved and recommended him for major punishment under sceiion-4 

ofKFK Police H&D Rules 1975. Hence, he wassen-ed with Final ShowCiui.se Notice, vide this 

oRice Endst; No-285/PA dated 24.12.2021. 7Tie defaulter police oflicial was culled in Orderly 

Room and was heard in pcison.

Having perused the finding oJThe enquiry ofUcer, relevant record, and personal hearing 

of the above mentioned oHicer, 1 fully saiislied that the charges of misconduct are proved 
against the defaulter police official. Therefore. I, Kashif Zulfiqar (P.SP), District Police Ofneer, 

Haripur being coinpeienl authority

, am

under the Kh\^ber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Eiricicncy and 
Discipline Rule, i 975, agreed u, ihe exleni ofpunishmem. This major punishniem is converted into 

minor punishment, awarded
i

minor punishment of “DEDUCTION OF TWO VRaR.S OF 0
•t'

APPROVED SERVICE”, with immediate effect.

Order announced in his presence.

Order Book No. ^2 
Dated.

A ' rfspZ iIlW-, PS >
'is/rici P:)licy Qfllctr, 

Hi ripijr

y*

/

K ■ *' '
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\
OFFICK OK rur, UK*»10NAl. rt)lJCli OH'ICKh

HA’MUAUKOlON.AlUMVn'AHAI) .
V*iiy‘):.i>jion2i.2r^

(£)f).0 5-05^06X7

NO) .mJkuJ DATKDZt-/JI£./2022

%.

t\w order wil! iIUjnosc offikpiiiiniPmul mikt Hule 1 i of Khybcf Kakhtunkiswa

KMice Rules. 0)?5 svihmilicvl \>y l-T Javed NV ^65 ol’ltniipiu ftt^ainst the order of punishtnen!

ix rfeduffion 0/02 vt qpproi'cd sendee awurvU'd by District Police Officer. Harlpur vide'ary

on No..'2 duusl 07.0) ,2022.
Viriet fncis leading to the punishment nrti that the apjH'Untt! while pvisied us MHC PP 

Paninii, on in.n.2t)2l HC Snml Shah I'C I'P rnnian picked up two imiocem citizen namely (1)

Noinaii s'a Rnja Khan .Ar?al r/n NaHt!op.a (2) Ithesham s/'o .lahnngir f'n Narhtnpa. locked up si 

Police. Post untl inicnogntcd them without artv otTence. He did not make any entry in daily dairy
itigisicr of Police Post Panian, An KIR No.8fi2 dated 13.11.2021 u/s 337.^-!i/l 18-0/342/34 P?C 
PS Kotnajihutlah \va.s also registered against him.

Hie appellant was issued chivrge sheet along with summary of nllegaiions and SDPO 
Saddar wa.s deputed to conduct dcpartniemal enquiry. I'he RO held the ttppcllum responsible of 

misconduct and recommended liim for mnior punishment, Conscqncmly. IJPO Haripur awarded 
him minor punisltment of deduction of 02 years approved service. Mcnce. ihe appcUanl 
aibmiued Utis present iip|>ejtl.

AOer receiving his appeal, comments of DPO Haripur were sought and 
examined/perused. The undersigned called the appellant in OR and hc.ird him in person. The 
upfveUani has been given rcason.abte op|v>nuniiy to defend him<«if against tlie charges, however 
lie failed to advance miy jiLstification in his defense. Ihus, the disciplinan action taken by the 
C|niri|X'icni autliority seems genuine and the append is liable, to be dismissed. Therefore, in 
exerci.se of tiu* powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule 11-4 (a) of Khyber

Pakhtunkluva Police Rules, 1975 the imsiani appeal is hereby/j/ed/re/ee/ed with immediate

dateti Abhmtabnd the ^

effect.

I'G
iMin

REGIONAUPOIJCK OFFICER 
HAZARA R^;iON. ABBOITABAD

tC.cUV'^^

♦a
i

OPO llai-iptir for infonnuiion and necessary action with rcfcrv.ncc Ui his ofllce Memo No 
/ \ ^->1 '5S.04-'’022. Ser%*icc Roil and Fuji Missal containing enquin.’ t»lc of the

/20S2./TA,

is returned herewith forrcconi.pp6lf.
V . .■ii.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.

No.
Of20<2s^Appeal No......

Appellant/Petitioner

Versus

Respondent

Respondent No

fojice:
Notice to:

oin
appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Province Service ^Fribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby inf 
"'on............
appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to whicli 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

WHEREAS

'Q^med that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal
......at S.OO A.M. if you wish to urge an3i;hing against the

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal is^tached. Copy of appeaLhas already been sent to von vide this

datedoffice Notice No

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this

>0^Day of.

Registrar,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal 

Peshawar.
Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.

No.

Appeal No. 0120^^

Appellant/Petitioner

Versus

.......Respondent

3.Respondent No

foJ'ceNotice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby informed that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal 
*on, ............... at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appell^t/pemioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to whicli 
the case may be postponed, either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and fvnther 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed svifficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of ai^peS^is attached. Copy of appeal has already been ideJhls.\r

office Notice No. dated.

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this

Day of.

....
Registrar,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunab^^. 
Peshawar.

Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Alvk^ys quote Case No. tA^ile making any correspondence.
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.

No.

Appeal No.............

Versus

.....

of2(^^

t-i. ■ Appellant/Petition er

Respondent

4..' Respondent No
> -

Notice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under t^e provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You arc 
hereby informed that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal 
^on.....
appellant/petitioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

]
at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to mge anything against the 1

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

afiT^Copy of appem is attached, appeal has already been sent to you vide this

datedoffice Notice No
XMGiven imder my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this

20>;^Day of.

Registrar,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar.
Note: 1. The hours of attendance in.th^e court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence. '
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