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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
o TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Khvbher Pakhtulkhwa .

Transfer Petition No. /2024 T Sorvie -.~-.-;§....a.
' e /
- In Service Appeal No. 2204/2023 . ‘_"“'_*3' ! iﬁ

hal’gd ﬁ\&_‘é_"_,&é/

“Sabir Hussain No. D/Sl', Sub Inspector presently posted at:

Investigation Wing Police Station Cantt Dera Ismail Khan.

B .... 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. Regional Police Officer D.I.Khan Range Dera Ismail Khan.

4. District Police Officer Dera Ismail Khan.

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 ribe and was fixed
on 19/03/2024 for final arguments. The tour of the Honourable
- Tribunal at Dera Ismail Khah was scheduled to be .cance'lled for

two consecutive months i.e. March and April 2024. In th.e 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.

I.n' wake of the subniissions made above, this Honourable

.Tribunal is humbly requested to transfer the s'ubjectA
service appeal from the KPK Service Tribunal Caiﬁp Court
De‘ra' Ismail Khan to KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar to
meet the ends of justice. | |

Dated: Yo /06/2024

"~ Your Humble Petifioner

AP
T\

Sabir Hussain

Through Coun
iz

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

0314 -6733557

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: _20/06/2024 N %ﬂtm@

PEPONENT

gz, (NVC- /101074 e26=5
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BEFORE T V NAL.
‘ In Service.Appeal No._ /2023 ' } ‘ |
Sabir Hussain Versus Govt; of KPK etc
(Appellant]) , (Respondents)
N .
3
i I_NLE_X
S.No. Deéériﬁfi‘on of dt;'cum'eri;;’mw- ~. Annex'urey l;‘:;ggs’ ‘5
1. Memorandufﬁ of Appeal and -~
| affidavit

T 2. | Copies of charge sheet, statement of A
; allegations and letter No. 3711/ES
* dated 27/05/2023

3. | Copy of RPO order No. 3709/ES | - B
' dated 27/05/2023 .

4. | Copy of written reply ' C .

5. | Copy of impugn orderi dated D : [
22/06/2023 : 4

6. | Copy of departmental appeal E

7. | Vakalatnama --
s
; Dated: /10/2023
r .Your humble appellant

[ ' o A(‘jvocate Supreme Court

* Sabir Hussain

LY ]

Through counsel

Muharmmmad Abdullah Baloch
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‘ 'lHE APPEL LANT HAS BEEN AWARDED

U

" No

L
are true and correct for the. pur

]O

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBU
- PEbHAWAR CAMP DIKHAN.

ISERVICE APPEAL No

\

/202 3

Sabir Hussain No. D/51

police Bannu.

NAL,

» Sub-inspector presently posted as SHO/MKh Dist_rict

Appeliant
VERSUbS
1. - The Inspector General of Pollce Central Pollce Ofﬂce IGP Peshawiar
2. The Addl: Inspector Generai of Pol:ce Head Quarters, CPO, Peshawar.
3. Regzonal Police Officer, DIKhan Range Dera Ismail Khan.
4. District Police Officer Dera Ismail Khan,
i b )
Respondents i
1SERVlCE APPEAL UNDER SECT!ON 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL {ACT, 1974
‘ AGAlNST THE IMPUGNED ORDER NO, 4497-99/ES DATED 22/06[2023 WHERERY

“MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF REDUCTION

'™ _RANK _FROM INSPECTOR TO SUB. -INSPECTOR. WITH l'VlMEDIATE EFFECT”

AND SERVICE APPEAL AG

AINST INDISlClON QF THE DEPARTMENTI

OF THE APPELANT. ;

) - l ' |
ol ; ' i ;
| | ' |

b

i
1)
l

T

o
.~|

te: That the addresses of the Parties given in the headlng of the

pose of service,

28! ected Sir; ; .‘ ?
| o
1. That the appellant lS se:vung as Sub- lnspector in di

_ currently posted as SHO/MKh District pollce Bannu.
2. That

strict
o
the appellant was appointed as /-\ssutant Sub Inspector in

E Departmenl on ‘the recommendatlon of KPK Pubhc Service Com
17/03/2010 The appell

ant was promoted as lnspector on. 16/04/2020.

That during the entire service record the appellant have served in K

, Charsada range, Bannu range, in CTD and as SHO in muitiple pol

Police Dllf'

AL APPEJ’-\!

3 Pe;tition

Chan and. is
G

KPK Police

mission on

ohat range,

ce stations

and even served at extremely hard areas Due to the meritorious se
- appellant has been awarded rewaid of CC

and similarly has boen awardad multlple

5.
B depaltment | 4

certificates and award

rvices of the
1 with cash by the PPO, several lrmvs

from lue

22
i
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4 "That‘d'u'elto the ép—prais'abie efficiency of the appellant, was abpointe

as internal Seécret communid
mistakémy or intenﬁonany shared in socig) media by the said IHC Ria

The Worthy RpPQO DIKhan region issued charge sheet and staf
| - 3711/ES dated 27/05/2023 Copies are an
_ A’nn.exure A. The appellant was also sUspended vide RPO order No

‘ bétéd 2710512023 Copy is annexed as . Annexure B. The appe

submitted  hig Written reply. Copy of reply of the appellant js an

Annexure C. During thg inquiry Proceeding, the iNquiry officer held th
appellest alse 'esponsible for that and RPO DIkha
No.44_97/ES dated 22/06/2023 and awarded major
- rank from inspector to S'ub—inspector with immediate effect. Copy of lmpﬁ
dated 22/06/2023 i Anexed as'Annexure.pn. | v

| - ———

- That afler the isSuance of Impugned  order

departmentg| appeaf/representation on 26/06/2023. Copy of 3 depar;
appeal is annexeq as “AnnexurenE”.
‘ —leXure-£”.

5. That uptill now ng fesponse has been shown from the réspondents and g
la'ps of sAtatutory Iimitaﬁon'of departmental a~ppeal
accrued to the appellant for instant appeal hence, t
inter alia on the following grounds. |

NDS |

T ——

nt No. 3 (RPO DIKhan region), who was
competent authority under KP Police ryles. 1 !
L i:l‘ninugn order is liable to be set aside on thig score alone. ;
' ,&J Tlha‘t-l as the record reflects that resp'ondentho. 03's griévanc
i" invo.lxked in the present inquiry. Ther'efore,jt‘he element éf anj

.harsh. That appellant has bew .

inquiry Proceeding and in the case.

d as SDPO

ation, was
Z Hussain.
ement of
nexed as
lant duiy
€ present

n issued impugned Order .
punishment of red

the appellant preferred

1975 amended !201'4, thus

: i
Case. Thus, in the pres
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. That the Appellant has been subjected to injustice and the

. That statement of allegahon contains! the ‘allegation of makin
conversation on somal media. The same allegations were also

those police officials who either, mlstakenly or intentionally made

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

case of

g viral a
issued to

the video

allegation.

Rules. Hence, ineffective upon the rights of appellant. The learned mqu:ry:

officer did not foliow the prescnbe procedure and far!ed to dlStIn

case of appellant with rest of the dellnquent pollce ofﬁcuals

,.rLI Thus the present appellant had no role with/in thls allegatlon But the

Learned Inquiry ofﬁcer held the present appe!iant responsnble even for this

7. That the impugned order is against the settled laws and rules of KP Police.

8. That this Hon'ble Tnbu'n! is competent and has ample powers to adjudge

the matter under Appeal

9. That the counsel for Appellant may be al!owed to argue addltlona
- at the time of arguments o '

grounds

. It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acneptance of
- this appeal, the impugned order No, 4497- J9/ES dated 22/06/2023 wheraby

the appeliant has been awarded “ major punishment of reduction in rank frnm
Inspector to. Sub-lnspector with immediate effzct”

“ulease be set aside and appellant may kindly lm restored to his . actyal

nost/ pusllimn as inspentnr along with all back benefits.

Aqy utjher relief deems fit and appropriate jn; gwen mrcumstances lmay alsn be .

granted in Iargev interest of justice. : o

rl‘ |

o
Dated: /1022023 = = . |
~, 1

' . (Sabir Hussain)

Through Counsel

1

'*2

VERIFICATION -

Verified on oath at DiKhan, this - th day of October, 2023
¢ nntente of the above app(,al are true and cor rect and appellant have
an appeal rcg 1rdmo the Subfe(,t controversy, e

R

‘ Yours Huml;Ie Appellant -

¥ Mohammad Abdullah Baloch
o | I (Advocate Supreme Coarf)

. being void, iilegal may

that all

guish the

not filed

arhu in this august Tribtnal.

AETES,
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i Appellant f
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‘ BEF ORE TH1E . KHYBER- PAKHTUNKI TWA SERV] C ELRI“BLIN,__AL__‘
S PE_SLIA‘VAR CAMP DIKHAN. ~

In Service Appeal No._ /2023

Sébir Hussain

Versus Govt; of KPK etc
‘(Appellant) ' (Respondents)
SERVICE APPEAL
1 AFFIDAVIT
REE o '

I, Sabir Hussain, appellant herein, do hereby solemnly affirm on.
i i
oath that all parawise fcontents of the 'accompdnylng appeal are true and

correct to the best of mv knowledge, beh(f and information; that nothing has

bccn cone Caltd or kept secret from this worthy Tribunal. i
' ‘ ;;'6_ ; ! ! i j
i g -

— LA
Dated /10/2023 Deponent
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abir Hussain . Versus Govt; of KPK etc } ‘
(Appellant) . : o (Respondents) 1
%

|
¢
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escription of documents . Annexure . Pages

» : afﬁdav.it , B
2. | Copies of charge sheet, statement of : A

allegations and letter No, 3711/ES | . b — 8
: | __| dated 27/05/2023

3} { Copy of RPO order No. 3709/ES B
dated 27/05/2023 % = Q

4. | Copy of written reply . C (D -
5. |Copy of impugn order dated| . D
| g —12

o _122/06/2023 oy
6. | Copy of departmental appeal + E I3 - 14
’ o - 7. | Vakalatnama ‘ = 4 [ {7

1. [ Memorandum of Appeal and © | ¢ - '5"' ;‘5 ’

|

Dated: __ /10/2023  ° | o

Your humble appellant
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RS 18 ]

e e

Sabir Hussain

Throug h"‘éSUH‘s"‘él‘,);‘

_,,,"_,', ) {‘, :‘,- - ‘. -
JREE e S

s -

o Muhammad Abdullah Baloch

Advocate ‘Supreme Court
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SERVICE APPEAL No. /2023 . ;

L

d l | | police Bannu. [

VERSUES ’

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

Regional Police Officgzr, DIKhan Range Dera Ismail Khan. l
District Police Officer Dera Ismail Khan.

A

| , : Resgohdents

O M —————

/.f"\-\S@SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974

Sabir Hus'sain No. D/81, Sub-inspector presently posted as SHO/MKHh District

Appellant

The Add!: Inspector General of Police, Head Quarters, CPO, Peshawiar.

T [ . .
/ \'\\ AGAH\%T; THE IMPUGNED ORDER NO. 4497-99/ES DATED 22/06/2023 WHEREBY
N

M-, THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED “MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF RE

o) DUCTION
g: IN RANK_FROM INSPECTOR TO SUB-INSPECTOR WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT"
Y AND SERVICE APPEAL AGAINST INDISICION OF THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

" 1

\ ] N

\~’,’

OF THE APPELANT.

: |
k

Note: That the addresses of the Parties given in the heading of the Petition

are true and correct for the purpose of service,

Respected Sir:

1. That the appellant is s‘erving as Sub-inspector in district Police DIKh
currently posted as SHO/MKh District police Bannu.

an and is |

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

Department on the recommendation of KPK Public SeNice Comm
17/03/2010. The appellant was promoted as Inspector on 16/04/2020.

ission on

!

3. That during the entire service record the appellant have served in Kohat range,
Charsavda range, Bannu range, in CTD and as SHO in multiple pblice‘ stations
ang even served at extremely hard aregs. Due to the meritorious services of the

: gbpenant has been awarded reward of CC-1 with cash by the"PPO, several times

and similarly has been awarded multiple :cerﬁficates and award
' department. ’

L

' ' ' k
| ]xll' )

from the
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drrectlons to the lncharge Khutti check post namely Rlaz Hussain IHC. The

aS Sfficial communrcatron which is regarded as internal secret communlcatlon, was
mrstakenly or rntentronally shared rn socral media by the sard IHC Riaz Hussain.
The Worthy RPO DIKhan region rssued charge= sheet! a t ’statement of i
allegations vide letter No. 3711/ES dated 27/05/2023 Coples are ‘annexed as
SR } : - “Annexure A. The appellant was also: :suspended vrde RPO order No. 3709/ES
- F ‘ dated 27/05/2023 Copy is annexed as Annexure B The appellant duly
1 -hd l ‘ submltted hts wrltten reply. Copy of reply of the appellant {is annexed as
~ Annexure C Durrng the mqurry proceedrng the mqurry ofﬁcer held:the present
appellant also respon3|ble for: that and RPO DlKhan 135ued |3\1pugned Order
" No. 4497IES dated 22/06/2023 and awarded major punishment of reduction in
rank from lnspector to Sub- rnspector wrth immediate eflect Copy of lrnpugn order
dated 22/06/2023 is annexed as “Annexure D”. ' '

5. That' after the ‘issuance of impugned order, the appellant preferred a
“ departmental appeal/representatron on 26/06/2023.- Copy of a departmental
~appeal is annexed as “Annexure-E” ' K > : %

.'i _{61. That uptrll now no response has been shown from the. respondents and after the
laps of statutory limitation of departmental appeal, cause of actlon has been
accrued to the appellant for instant appeal hence, the instant serwce appeal, inter
alia on the followrng grounds ;

" GROUNDS » .
1. That the i rmpugn order is agalnst Law and facts and against iservice rules,
void and is in sheer wolatlon of Polrce rules 1975 amended 2014,

2. That charge sheet and statement of allegatron are patently illegal, void ab-
initio, unwarranted and legally not sustainable i in the eye of laiw The same
were issued by respondent No. 3 (RPO DiKhan regron) who was not a
competent authorlty under KP Pollce rules, 1975 amended 2014 thus the
impugn order is liable to be set asrde on thls score alone

3. That as the record reflects that respondent No.: 03's gnevances were
mvolved in the present mqurry Therefore the element of anger and
.partrality could not be ruled -out in the present case Thus m the present
eventualrty respondent No 03 was not justified to issue the |mpugn order.

4. That the appellant was. not treated in accordance with law and the

actions of the respondents are mala-flde berng dlscnmlnatory and
; J}ﬁ harsh. That appellant has been made scape goat injthe instant | -

i
inqulry proceedlng and in the case ; .
1
t
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. 5. That the Appellant has been subjected to injustice and the case of

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

61That statement of allegation contalns the allegatlon of ;making viral a
I B conversation on socral media. Tlte same allegations were also issued to |
_ those police offi CIals who either, mlstakenly or mtentr‘onallytma e the video
K. viral. Thus the present appellant had no role with/in ;thls aIIegallon But the
o

i ’ - Learned lnqutry officer held the present appellant responsmle even for this

allegation. l :

7 That the lmpugned order is against the settled laws and rules of KP Police
Rules. Hence ‘ineffective upon the rrghts of appellant The%lea red inquiry
officer did not{follow the prescribe procedure and falled to‘ distinguish tne
" case of appellant with rest of the dellnquent police ofl" mals l

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

9. That the counsel for Appellant may be allowed to argue additional grounds
at the tlme of arguments :

‘ It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of
this' appaal the impugned order No. 44397-99/ES dated 22/08/2023 wherehy -
the appellant has been awarded “major punishment of reduction in rank ‘from
Inspector to- Sub-Inspector with immediate effect”, being void, illegal may
please be set aside and appellant may kindly be restored to his actual
post/position as Inspector along with all back benefits,

Any other relief deems fit and appropriate in given circumstances may alss be
granted in larger interest ut justice. | R

Yours Humble Appe fant

" v, i, ~-r-:~';:-»ll o ; U
A TR Jz

(Sabir Hussam)
Through Cognsel ,

' i P A /‘

| Dated:  /10/2023 o y (s e 'E‘

i o ' llilohammad AbHJllah Baloch
. . (Advocate Supreme Court)

~ VERIFICATION ¥ ; |

Verified on oath at DIKhan, this t day of October, 2023, that all

’ contents of the above appeal are true and correct and appellant - have not filed’

: an ap}ieal regarding the subject controversy, earlier jn tgjus august Tr1bunal
P " Bated /10/2023 I el |
. . proellant

;l' i l

“'_Nw Sane e i, e




In Service Appeal liq. /2023

dsgbir Hussain Versus ’ Govt; of KPK etc
" f(Amgellant) oo ' ) (Requndei;ts)
o SERVICE APPEAL - ¢
' L . : : o
: l | Vo AFFIDAVIT .
i .Litl |

e

I, Sabir HusSain appe'llant h erein, do hereby sclem

oath that all paraw1$e contents of the accompanymc appeal

i, f '
been concealed or kept secret from this worthy Tribunal.

o

Lo

nly% affirm on

are' true and

correct to the best of my knowledge behef and information; Etha.t nothing has

g : Dated /10/2023 L Deponent ;
? o\ ;.
) {
. K ‘
' |
; !
t
. ‘ M ‘ Y
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