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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
lOiyhpr Pakhlukhwtt • 

St‘-r%-icc 'I'i'ilMiitul72024Transfer Petition No.
137/^

3.
In Service Appeal No. 2204/2023

i>alctJ

Sabir Hussain No. D/51, Sub Inspector presently posted at 

Investigation Wing Police Station Cantt Dera Ismail Khan.

.... Petitioner

VaERSUS

1. The Inspector General of Police, Central Police Office, IGP, 

Peshawar.

2. The Additional Inspector General of Police Head Quarters, 

CPO, Peshawar.

3. Regionai Police Officer D.I.Khan Range Dera Ismail Khan.

4. District Police Officer Dera Ismail Khan.

Respondents

MISC, APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER OF THE ABOVE TITLED
SERVICE APPEAL FROM KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL CAMP AT DERA ISMAIL KHAN TO THE KPK
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL SEAT AT PESHAWAR.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

The petitioner humbly submits and states as under.

1. That the above titled service appeal is pending adjudication 

before the learned Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Camp 

Court Dera Ismail Khan. Copy of the appeal is annexed as "A".

2. That the instant service appeal had become ripe and was fixed 

on 19/03/2024 for final arguments. The tour of the Honourable 

Tribunal at Dera Ismail Khan was scheduled to be cancelled for 

two consecutive months i.e. March and April 2024. In the month 

of May, 2024 the camp tour of the Honourable Tribunal was held 

but case of petitioner/appellant was not fixed.



^ *

3. That appeal of the appellant/petitioner is of urgent nature and is 

fixed for final arguments. Therefore, may kindly be fixed before 

the principal seat at Peshawar.

4. That this Honourable Tribunal has got vast powers and 

competent jurisdiction to accept the instant application.

In wake of the submissions made above, this Honourable 

Tribunal is humbly requested to transfer the subject 

service appeal from the KPK Service Tribunal Camp Court 

Dera Ismail Khan to KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar to 

meet the ends of justice.

Dated: 'Vo 706/2024

Your Humble Petitioner

Sabir Hussain

Through Coun

Muhammad Abdullah Baloch
Advocate Supreme Court, 
District Bar Dera Ismail Khan

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sabir Hussain, the petitioner, do hereby solemnly affirm and 
declare on oath that the contents of this application are true and 
correct and that nothing has been concealed from this Honourable 
Tribunal.

Dated: J’Q/06/2024 9VvC

DEPONENT

3
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RRFORE THF. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRJBIMAL, 

PESHAWAR. GAME DIKHAN. . 1i
i >.

___ /2023In Service Appeal No.

Govt; of KPK etcSabir Hussain 
fAppellantP

Versus
(Respondents)

tK INDEX

' 'ty 3 i' V >• ’^r* ' .7.

‘ Annexure PagesS.No. Description of documents
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!
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i

Memorandum of Appeal and
- affidavit________________________
Copies of charge sheet, statement of 
allegations and letter No. 3711/ES 
dated 27/05/2023 

1.

A2.I

BCopy of RPO order No. 3709/ES 
dated 27/05/2023

3.
i

CCopy of written reply4.
Copy of impugn order, dated 
22/06/2023 •

D I5. t

ECopy of departmental appeal6.;

Vakalatnama7.

yiO/2023Dated:
t

.Your humble appellant
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Sabir Hussain
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Through counsel

Muhaiiunad Abdullah Baloch 
Advocate Supreme Court
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Sabir Hussain No. D/51, Sub-inspector presently posted 

police Bannu.

ISjEFRVICE APPEAL No,

as SHO/MKh District

Appellant

VERSUES
The Inspector General of Police, Central Police Office 

2. The Adcii; Inspector General of Police

1.
IGP, Peshawar.

Head Quarters, CPO, Peshawar
3. Regional Police Officer, DIKhan Range Dera Ismail Khan.'

4. District Police Officer Dera Ismail Khan. ; -

Respondents
i

^^^»^^^gg^LyNDER_SECIjON 4 OF SERVir.F TP.p.m.,

-^^THEJimJGNEdORD^^ 22/06/2nrh! WM.pnnv

,LHE_APPE^LLAtLr^HAS_^Eg[v| AWARDED “

ACT. 1974

major punishment of RFDI irrinM
^'■ -5MK_FR^ INSPECT 1

with lIVliVlEDIATE FPFFHT’

i

!■

P-.L' i
■ i ■•iI

LiNote: That the addresses of the Parties ai 

me true and cornect for the
given in the heading of the Petition

purpose of service.

rill R9st)ected Sir;
i

1. That the appellant is’.Serving as Sub-inspector in diitrict 

currently posted:as SHO/MKh District poUci Bannu.

2. That the appellpt was appointed as Asiistant Sub Inspector ^in KPK Police
^ar^ent^ the ^commendation of KPK Public Service CoXission 

17/03/2010. The appellant

!
Police DIf whan and’ is

s.'i
]

on
was promoted as Inspector on. 16/04/2020

3. That during the entire service record the appellant have served in Kohat range, 

as SHO in multiple police stations
Charsada range, Bannu 

and even served at extremely hard
"ange, in CTD and

areas^ Due to the meritorious services of the 
rewaid of CC-1 with cash by the PPO, s^ral times 

awarded multiple certificates

appellant has been avi/arded

and similarly has been 
bepaitment. and aware from the

■!

!; ■

■
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4. That due. to the ? 

on 09/05/2023.
appraisable efficiency of the 

On 25/05/2023 while perfo 

Incharge Khufti 
communication which is ; 

mistakenly or intentionally shared 

- Worthy rpq

appellant, was appointed as SDPO

post namely Riaz Hussain IHC The 

regarded as internal secret no 
in social m w u “mmunication, was

social media by the said IHC Rial H„. ■
'■egion issued charge sheet and t 

3711/ES dated 27/05/2023 Coolw. ,i„ „pr„:r;r" “

directions to the 

official

Ther DIKhan
^iiogations vide letter No 
^iKLg^xurg^ The 

diit4d 27/05/2023. 
submitted his

^*10.0X11 re C

appeiien^ also

Copy is 3709/ES 

appelant duly
annexed 

'‘®ply. Copy of
Annexure R The

•■eply of the
written 

During the i appellant is annexed asinquiry proceeding, the i
inquiry officer held theresponsible for that 

No,4497/ES dated 22/06/2023

l ank from inspector to Sub-i

dated 22/06/2023 is

presentand RPo DIKhan i
issued i‘^Pugned Order 

major punishment of redLction in

immediate effect. Copy Of Impugn order

^'3nd awarded

-inspector with i 
annexed as "Ar^xur^OT

That after 

departmental 

appeal is annexed

die issuance of j
'^’Pugned order, the 

26/06/2023.
appellant 

Copy of
appeai/represenfation preferred a 

^ departmental
on

Annexijre-E”

6. That uptill 

laps of
now no response has b 

statutory limitation

appellant for

shown from theeen
respondents and after the ' 

appeal, cause of action 

appeal hence, the i

of departmental
accrued to the has been 

appeal,
instant 

on the following grounds.inter alia 

CBPUNpg;
instant service

That the r 

^oid and is in 

T^^li.cf^arge

initio,

im.Dugn order is
.........—

--ed by, respondent No.- 3 (Rrq DiKha 

competent authority under KP Police rules iQjr
4uqn order is liable to be set aside on ; ^

dies,hi , 1975 amended 2014.^ 
are patently illegal*VO,I 3^

—ei-ntheeyeofiiaw.Thesame

region), who was Jot a 

amended '2OT4. thuj 

score alone. I

t

thek 'fflnat as the 

involved in the 

Pai-tiality could

1'
record reflects that

respondent No.■i'
OS’s Srievances w 

I j 
anger bnd

present i 'ere'^Puiry. Therefor
e, the element

not be|ruled out in

in (h. press., 

- issue the impugn order, 

accordance with

eventuality respondent N

4. That the
o. 03 Was not justified to i

appellant was

respondents
not treated in

actions of the law and the 

being discriminatory

scape goat in the i

are mala-fideharsh. That
appellant has been and

madeinquiry proceeding instantand in the case.

}
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5. That the Appellant 'has been subjected 

Appellant has not bedn dealt with under the principle of the fair play.

6. That statement of allegation contains!

to injustice and the case of#1
r-

the allegation of making viral a 

conversation on social media. The same allegations were also

those police officials who either, mistakenly or intentionally made the video 

ivirSI. Thus the present appellant had

issued to

A
role with/in this allegation. But the 

Inquiry officer held the present appellant responsible
no

Learnea
even for this

allegation.
r'

7. That the impugned order is 

Rules. Hence, i 

officer did not follow the 

case

against the settled laws and rules of KP Police.
ineffective upon the rights of appellant. The learned iinquiry.

prescribe procedure and failed to distinguish the 

of appellant with rest of thp delinquent police officials.^

8. That this Hon'ble Tribunal is competent and has ample powers to adjudge

the matter tinder Appeal.

9. That the counsel for Appellant may be allowed to 

at the.time of arguments.

’

ri argue additiona grounds

■

L Pi’ayEd that Dn accEptancB □!
I this appeal, the impugned order No, 44a7-g3/ES dated 2Z/DG/2D23 whereby

the appellant has been awarded "major punishment of reduction in rank from
nspector to Sub-lnspectnr with immediate effect", being void, iilegai nlay

; aieese be set aside and appellant may kindly be restored to his actual
post/poYta as inspector along with all back benefits.

Any Dtler relief deems fit ,

^ Pi’anted in larger interest of justice.

f
!3nd tipppopri^tG ins givGn cipcumstancBs
jHiay also be'

pi • Yours Humble Appella nt
l-vu.’v •

(Sabir Hussain) 
Through Counsel

iiL[■

• <• Li

Dated; ,/10/2023 I
1!'•

i Mohammad Abdullah Ba
(Advocate Supreme.Coi

bch
rt)

VERIFICATION
'V

Verified on oath at DfKhan, this . * day of October, 2023 that all 
not filed

earlier in this august Tribunal.

; contents of the above appetd

appeal regarding the subject controversy,
are true and correct and appellant have

a n1^

.h
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BfimmJltKmEEJ^KHIUNKtLWA SRRVirF Utr^L, . r
£fiatL4mR.CAMEJ?ji^^

/2023

■i-

[n Sei-vice Appeal No.

Sabir Hussain
^Appellant)

k ■

Versus Govt; of KPK etc
(Respondents)

service APPRAT.

affidavit
i
I

I, Sabir Hussairi, appellant herein, do hereby solemnly affirm oni:' '•
oath that ail parawise , contents of the'.i-'

'accompanying appeal are true , and 

on; that nothing has

j

correct to the best of my knowledge, belief and informati 

been concealed kept secret from this worthy Tribunal, jor
V ■

Dated /10/2023
Deponent5
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I+i Service Appeal No,it ■■ 1
I.

Versus Govt; of KPK etc
(Respondents)*

•i 'aI
f

□ INiO
Annexure>

1 Memorandum of Appeal and 
affidavit______
^pies of chargeTheS, statement of 
allegations and letter No 
dated 27/05/2023
Copy of RPO order No 
dated 27/05/2023 

4^ I Copy of written rppiy

CopTordipartmentaT^^^

009*

2.

3711/ES

3., 3709/ES

C

y

6.
E

7. Vakalatnama
17 ij

:Dated: /10/2023 V
1

Your humble appellant
I

Sabir Hussaio

Through counsel'

y-fI

Advocate Supreme Court
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SERVICE APPEAL No.

•!ii'

Ml
/2023

L i

, Sub-inspector presently posted as SHO/MKh District
police Bannu.ilM

Appellant

VERSUES
1. The Inspector General of Police, Central Police Office

2. The Addl; Inspector General of Police
IGP. Pesh^awar

. Head Quarters, CPO, Peshawar.
Regional Police Officer, DIKhan Range Dera Ismail Khan.

4. District Police Officer Dera Ismail Khan.

3.

Respondents
i

^RVICE APPPAi ..Mnco c^rrvnu 

J%' AGAINST THE
■4 OF SERVICF Tpipiik./^,

4497-99/ES DATFO 22/06/202.T WHERFRY

_ MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REniir.TiriM 

SUB-INSPECTOR WITH IMMFniATP 

INDISICION of the DFPARTIVIENTAI APPfai

j

1974IMPUGNED ORnPR Mr. 
IHE APPELLANT HAS RFFM AiAMoppp .. 

’ IN rank FROM INSPFCTnp to

V\
■‘X.y: -.t

EFFECT”AND SERVICE APPEAL AGAIM5^tV\V..'' OFTHEAPPFL AMT

ote: That the addresses of the Parties given in the heading of the 

are true and correct for the purpose of service. Petition

Respected Sir;

1. That the appellant is serving Sub-inspector in district Police DIKhan and is 
currently posted as SHO/MKh District police Bannu.

2. That the appellant was appointed as Assistant Sub Inspector in KPK Police 

on the recommendation of KPK 

17/03/2010. The appellant was promoted 

3= That during the entire

Department I
Public Service Commission on

as Inspector on 16/04/2020.
service record the appellant have served in Kohat range, 

range, in CTD and as SHO in multiple police' stations

#pellant has been awarded reward of CC-1 

and similarly has been

Charsada range, Bannu 

anql even

with cash by the PPO, several times
awarded multiple certificates and award from thedepartment.

L



directions to the Incharge Khutti check post namely Riaz Hussain 

official communication which is ijegarded as internal'secret comlnunication^ 

mistakenly or intentionally shared in social media by the said IHP Riaz Hussain. 
The Worthy RPO DIKhan

IHC. Thet
, was

i

region issued charger sheet.^ 
allegations vide letter No. 3711/ES dated 27/05/2023.

anp statement of '!
Copies are annexed as i

Annexure A, The appellant was also;suspended vide RPO er No. 3709/ESore
dated 27/05/2023. Copy is annexed as Annexure B. The 

submitted his written reply. Copy of reply of the
appellant duly 

appellant is annexed as 
^exure <L During the inquiry proceeding, the inquiry officer held; the present
appellant afeo responsible for that ahd RPO DIKhin issued ilipughed Order 

N0.4497/ES dated 22/06/2023 and a\fcarded major punishrnent of reduction in 

rank from inspector to Sub-inspector with immediate effect. Copy of Impugn order 
dated 22/06/2023 is annexed as “Annexure-D” I

i

I
5. That after the i- issuance of impugned order, the appellartt preferred 

departmental appeai/representation on 26/06/2023. Copy of i departmental 

appeal is annexed as “Anhexure-E”

a

I j6^. That uptill now no response has been shown from the 

laps of statutory limitation of departmental appeal
respondents and after the 

cause of action has been
accrued to the appellant for instant appeal hence, the instant service 

alia on the following grounds.
appeal, inter

\
GROUNDS

1. That the impugn order is against Law and facts and against service rules 

void and is in sheer violation of Police rules, 1975 amended 2D14.

2. That charge sheet and statement of allegation are patently illegal, void ab- 

initio, unwarranted and legally not sustainable in the eye of law. The same 

were issued by respondent No. 3 (RPO DIKhan region), wL was not a 

competent authority under KP Police rules, 1975 amended 2014 

Impugn order is liable to be set aside on this score alone.

3. That as the record reflects that

thus the

respondent No. OS’s grievances were 
involved in the present inquiry. Therefore the element of

anger and
partiality could hot be ruled out in the present case. Thus in the present 

eventuality respondent No. 03 was not justified to issue the impugn order.
4. That the appellant was not treated in accordance with

aw and the
actions of the Respondents are mala-fide being discrinlinatory and 

harsh. That appellant has bfeen made
I

scape goaf in the instant [[

inquiry proceeding and in the case.'
• S.

i
4L
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5. That the Appellant has been subjected to injustice and 

Appellant has not been dealt with under the principle of the fair play.

6. T̂hat statement of allegation contains the allegation of jmaking viral a 

conversation on social media, ifie same allegations were als o issued to 1 
those police official^ who either, mistakenly or intentionally’malle the video 

viral. Thus the present appellant had no role with/in this allege ion. But the

the case of
V

i.^

I.-'
I

f

Leiarned Inquiry officer held the present appellant responsible even for this
^ I I *

allegation. ia i
■ i

7. That the impugned order is against the settled laws and rules of KP Police
Rules. Hence,ineffective upon the rights of appellant. Thejiea ned inquiry 

officer did not follow the prescribe procedure and failed to^disinguish the 

case of appellant with rest of the delinquent police officials, fj 

8. That this Hon'ble Tribunal is competent and has ample powers to adjudge
the matter under Appeal.

That the counsel for Appellant may be allowed to argue additional grounds 

at the time of arguments.

9.
I:.

j;

I 'I

If

IIas
II

.[ j 'fi

as
y'

appropriate in given circomstances n

iant>e
■;

i

(Sabir Hussain) 
Through Cpunsoi

; / -V' *•'
Mohammad AbWilah Baloch 

(Advocate Supreme Court)

}
Dated; /10/2023 ■'i

VERIFSCATIOW 1

t

Verified on oath at DIKhan, this ^ day of October, 2023, that all 
contents of the above appeal are true and correct and appellant ■ha\ie not filed 

apiieal regarding the subject controversy, earlier in t^ijs august Tribunal, 

©ated; /10/2023

:>

an
1.-

\Appellant '4

. 1.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SP.RVTrF tpirttmat

In Service Appeal No.
S^bir Hussain 

' (Appellant)

./2023 t

j Govt; of KPK etc
(Respondents)

Versus
!

:- : i.

SERVICE APPEAL ;

L
jI AFFIDAVIT f

f
I
J

I, Sabir Hussain, appellant therein, do hereby - sclen: nly- affirm
■i’ *'

oath that all parawise contents of the accompanying appeal

to the best of my knowledge, belief and informWon; {that nothing has
^ t ^ . ‘i

been concealed or kept secret from this worthy Tribunals

on

are- true and

correct

.Jp'
Dated /.10/2023 Deponent :*

■.
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