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/BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

/^SJf
Service Appeal No.2602/2023.

,ICapital City Police Officer; Peshawar.
2. Superintendent of Police, Saddar, Peshawar.
1.

r
rvo.

VERSUS
Muqadar khan Ex-Levi of CCP Peshawar.
APPLICATION FOR SETTING ASIDE EX-PARTE DATED 06.05.2024 AND
RESTORING RIGHT OF FILING PARA-WISE COMMENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

That, above captioned Service Appeal filed by the appellant namely Muqadar Khan Ex- 

Levi for reinstatement in service which is fixed for 15.07.2024.
That the case was fixed for reply whereas the respondents prepared reply and the 

representative of the respondents duly attended the proceedings and submitted reply, 
structured according to the points raised in the service appeal. However, it seems that 
there was an unfortunate setback as the internet connection at the institution branch was 

not functioning during this crucial phase of the process, (copy of reply is annexure as A) 
That, this Hon’ble Tribunal issued ex-parte order dated 06.05.2024 without taking into 

consideration the stance of Police Department, which is not in accordance with natural 

justice.
That, from ex-parte order the answering respondents are deprived of their right of 

defense.
That, the para-wise comments accordingly prepared and are ready for submission.
That, respondent department always complied with the directions of Hon’ble Courts in 

litter and spirit.
That feeling aggrieved the respondents seek right for restoration to file Para-wise 

comments on the following grounds.

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.
6.

7.

Grounds:
A) That the valuable rights of the department/respondents are involved with the instant 

Service Appeal.
B) That the application is within time and there is no disobedience on the part of respondents.
C) That there is no legal bar in acceptance of the application in hand.
D) That the delay was not intentional but due to the above justified reasons, the respondents 

will show punctuality in future.
E) That according to the rules of natural justice, Anti-alteram-parten, no one cannot be 

condemned unheard.
PRAYER:

It is therefore, most respectfully prayed that on acceptance of this application the ex-parte 

proceedings-against the respondents may be set aside and right 
may kindly be restored, please.

iile Para-wise comment

(Muhampad Zaman) 
Superiinen^ent of Police, 

Saddar, iwar.
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^ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.2602/2023.
!I

1. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.
1 2. Superintendent of Police, Saddar, Peshawar.I i

VERSUS

Muqadar khan Ex-Levi of CCP Peshawar.
!

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Zaman Superintendent of Police Saddar, Peshawar, do hereby 

solemnly affirm on oath that the contents of accompanying application for restoration of right of 

submission of Para-wise comments, on behalf of respondent department are correct to the best of 

our knowledge and belief. Nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Muhaimkpd Zaman) 
Superintend^t of Police, 

Saddar, Peshawar

(2 ? Maj
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BEFORE THTi P|^vhtiJNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Sfn'icc Anneal Ny

Ex- Uvi Constable Moqadar Khan of CCP Peshavvar.....

VERSUS

Capital Cil>- Police Officer. Peshawar and others...........

^irm,v RV RESPONDENTS NO. 1 &1.

RcspectfuIlySheweth:-

ypTrT.nvnNARV nw-TECTlONS;^
, Thaltht appeal is badly bantd by Iswalimiflion.
2 Tba, d.a appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary and proper parbes.
3 tbat are appelta. has not con.e.oHon'ble Tribunal rvifl. clean bands.
4 Tba, dre appellant has no cause of actiou and locus standi ,0 file dte utstan, appeal.
5 Tbat the appeltat is estopped by bis otvn conduct to file tbe tnsUut, appeal.
6. nta, dte appellant bus concealed dre material facm fiom Hon
7. Tbat the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of any ment.

Appellant.

Respondents.

• ‘ ' .ft.* .. .

Nt*.

t>-u u

’ble Tribunal.

PEPTaV ON FACTSiz

1. Pertains to record. underwent departmental proceedings based on allegations of 

involvement in a crimina. case Vide Tfil No. « da.ed 72.01.7020, under seednns 307134

Pakislan Penal Code (PPC) Police StaUonMattan,. Peshawar.
in a criminal case of committing culpable homic.de

2. Incorrect. The appeUant

is a heinous

member of disciplined force he was liable W be proceeded 

Sheet with statement of allegations vtdc No.

3. Incorrect. Involvement in
offence and being a 

dcpartmcntally hence he 

01/E, PA, dated 06.02.2020.

issued Chargewas

appointed as Enquiry Officer, who conducted a thorough 

against the appellant. Subsequently, the Enquiry 

and recommended punishment accordingly.
riminal proceedings .

4. Incorrect. The SDPO/Saddar
departmental enquiry irtto charges leveled

found the appellant guilty of charges ^

in well established ^ .,4. by side having no

was

Officer
Furthermore, it is - 
and departmental proceedings are two

i**

final show cause

alities he was ^

----------------- .................................................................................................................................. ...

4.

s
4 ’t

awarded major punishment o

mo

J
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Muqaddar Khan s/o Sher Pahadcr, l-x-Consiablc 

ila.ssun Klie!, clAlrici. lA'shav'* ai..
Mr.

•5,

(Appellant)

VERSUS

. The Capital City Police Officer Peshawar 

2. liie senior ^upcriiiicnuciU '
Peshawar. • ' .

• 1 cn\Oi '• 1 -'ll'.a I juL Po.lAc (^SadJal

(Respondeuis)

THE Ki>K SERVICEappeal under section 4 OF 

tribunals act, 1974 AGAINST
dated 18.01.2021 M^IEREIN

MAJOR PENALTY OF 

NEVER COMMUNICATED TO

' THE IMPUGNED ORDER
WASappellant 

dismissal from
THE

awarded
THE APPELLANT

SERVICE
but ITECEIVED BY THE 

FROM JAIL AND AGAINST 
DA I ED 01.11.2023 WHEREBY HIE DEPAR LvD.N i. M.

appellant has been rejected l or

■‘y appelt.ant after release 

the REJECTION ORDER

AIL UAL OF THE 

NO GOOD GROUNDS:

PRAYER: K» •

acceptance of THIS APPEAL, THE 

01.11.2023 MAY PLEASE BE
TED

that: ON THE 

order dated 18/01,^2021 AND
SET ASIDE and THE APPELANT MAY BE RUNS I 
into service wrru AI.L back and CONSEQUENTiAL

OT HER REMEDY WHICH TTHS AlhCUST 

APPOPRlATE TTIAT MAY

' .V
/I

BENEFITS. ANY 

TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 
ALSO BE AWARADED IN FAVO^T^HF APPELLANI.

:
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6''' May. 2024 ]. Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Arshad Azam

Assistant Advocate General present.

On the previous date, Mr. Qisro Khan, Inspector was present2.

and had sought time for submission of reply. Today, nobody is

present on behalf of respondents nor reply has been filed. Therefore,

respondents are placed ex-parte. To come up for arguments on

15.07.2024 before D.B. P.P given to the appellant’s counsel.

A "eSTEd (Kalim Arshap Khan) 
Chairman'Muiazam Shah '
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