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4/9/20241 The appeal of Mr. Arshid .Ali pi'csenled today by 
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i^y Lite order ofChairman

' I

' .

, !



HON’BLE Rl^Pvrr.-p.LIgiBUl'JAL PESH 
■-» •'

t

■i

.CHECKLIST
1^ 1. [Tasc- title '

> 2.. Case is duly signed:'______
rheiaw-under which the case ispreferred has been ---- ^
mentioned.

•Ves^ No3. -tr Nores
4

4. Approved file cover is used. ■ ' Y^-No ~ . ;
_.5. AffidavitisdulvattestedandapppnHpH 

- , 6. Case and annexure are property paged and num'b^
I. Yes

Yes' No___according to indcA:___________
^bpiesofannexure are legible arid attested. Ifnot then ' ■

_^etter copies duly attested have arinexed '
_Certified copies oTall requisite document have been filed
Certficite specifying that no case on similar grounds was "
earlier aibmitted in this court filTfH •
Case is vrithin timp ^ ^ ---------- =----^----
Jhe value forthe purpose of court fee and jurisdiction has 
been me-ntioned in tlie relevant colurrin. '

^12. Court fee in shape of stamp papers affixed. For writ Rs.
for other as reouired} - 
Power of attorney is in-prooer form.- ' •.

14-, Memo ofaddressed filed. T""----- 7~-------
15^ J^istof boofe mentioned in the petition. ’
16. fhe.requis/te number of spare copies-attached {Write
----- 3. Civil appeaifSB-2VCivii Revisinn

's filled on a prescribed

r No-
/ 6-

Yes No-9.-
No ■

•lO.-
■Y^ No11.!
Yes No

Ws500, Not

1
I •

No
Yes No •

No ,Yes-'
Yes No

17.
Yes -No •

' <3 attested

formalities/documentations as required in column-2
. above, have-been fulfilled.-

Yes No
It is

to 18
/
I

Name:-

■ Signature:: 
Dated: -

1

FOR OI'FICE USE ONLY

. Case:-___________
Case received, on
Complete in all respect: Yes/No, (If NO, the grounds}

I

Signature
(Reader} » ;

Dated: - «» 'Countersigned:
{Deputy Registrar} • < %H ; r ‘

~ X •r

\ »

I



'4
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. I ^-^3 of2024

[. 'i Arshid All Constable No 175, District Police office District 

Nowshera.
Appellant

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
2. District Police Officer Nowhera.

Respondents

INDEX
Annexure PagesDescription of documentsS.No

Memo of Appeal1.
Addresses of the parties S'2. wAffidavit3.
Application for condonation of 

delay 
4

Copy of impugned order dated 

12.10.2009
A5. 'q

Copy of Departmental appeal 

and rejection order 
B&C6.

Wakalat Nama7.
.ji

Appe
Through

Kab^liah Khattak 

Advocate, High Court, Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. of 2024

Arshid Ali Constable No 175, District Police office District 
Ncwshera.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
2. District Police Officer Nowhera.

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974. AGAINST
THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 12.10.2009
PASSED BY THE RESPONDENT NO. 2
WHEREBY THE MINOR PENALTY OF
STOPPAGE OF INCREMENT FOR ONE YEAR
WITH ACCOMPULATIVE EFFECT.
AWARDED PUNISHMENT OF RS 1. 000 FINE
AS WELL AS SUGGESTED THAT THE
APPELLANT MAY NOT BE SELECTED FOR
ANY FUTURE COURSE IMPOSED TO THE
APPELLANT AGAINST WHICH THE
APPELLANT FILED DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL ON 10.11.2023 WHICH WAS
REJECTED 01.03.2024 ON NO GOOD
GROUNDS COMMUNICATED TO THE
APPELLANT ON 10.08.2024.

Prayer;

On acceptance of the instant service appeal the 

impugned orders dated 12.10.2009 and 01.03.2024 

may kindly be set aside and the appellant may kindly
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be ordered to be restore his one increments for one 

year with all back benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth:

FACTS

The appellant respectfully submits as under:

1) That the appellant was appointed as Constable in the 

year 1999 with respondent department and after 

appointment perform his official duty with full 

devotion hard work and no complaint what so ever 

was made against the appellant.

r .

That on 12.10.2009 the impugned order issued 

against the appellant whereby minor penalty of 

stoppage of one increment for one year with 

accumulative affected, fine of Rs. 1, 000^/- rupees as 

well as suggested that the appellant may not be

selected for any future course on the ground of
•>

alleged allegation mentioned in the impugned order, 

it.iS'pertains to mention here that the appellant was 

never inform regarding any official training by the 

respondent department and the appellant came to 

know regarding the above mentioned minor 

punishment at the yT4j*^lkof November 2023 due to 

deduction from his monthly salary as compare to his 

other colleagues after that the appellant visited to 

respondent department whereby through his personal 

file, Amal Nama and service Book the appellant 

came to know that the impugned minor penalty was 

imposed against the appellant at the year of 2009 by

2)
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the respondent department and that’s why copy of the 

impugned order dated 12.10.2009 was communicated 

to the appellant at the!5^il6t)f November 2023. (Copy 

of impugned order dated 12.10.2009 is attached as 

anhexure-A.

3) That after knowledge /communication of impugned 

order, the appellant submitted a Departmental appeal 

on 10.11.2023 aga,inst the impugned order dated 

12.10.2009 which was rejected on 01.03.2024 on no 

good grounds but the said rejection order was 

communicated to the appellant on 10.08.2024. (Copy 

of Departmental appeal and rejection order are 

attached as Annexure B & C).

4) That feeling aggrieved the appellant prepares the 

instant Service Appeal before this Hon' able Tribunal 

inter alia on the following grounds.

GROUNDS

A). That the impugned order dated 12/10/2009 and 

01.03.2024 are come under .the definition of void 

order because it was passed without fulfilling the 

codal formalities.

B) That no charge sheet and statement of allegation 

has been issued or served to the appellant.

C) That no show cause notice has been issued to the 

appellant.
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P) That no Departmental or regular inquiry has been 

conducted against the appellant.

- E) That no opportunity of personal hearing and defense 

' has been provided to the appellant.

F) That there is no illegality on part of the appellant

G) That no notice was issued to the appellant regarding 

the selection of the appellant for training by the 

respondent department.

H) That any other will be raised at the time of arguments 

with the prior permission of this Hon' able Tribunal '

It is therefore most humbly prayed that On 

acceptance of the instant service appeal the impugned 

orders dated 12.10.2009 and 01.03.2024 may kindly 

be set aside and the appellant may kindly be ordered 

to be restore his one increments for one year with all 

back benefits:

Any other remedy which this august tribunal deems 

fit that may also onward granted in fawr of appellant.

App9
Through

KablKUllah^attak
&■

Roeeda Khan 

Advocates, High Court, 
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. of2024

Arshid Ali Constable No 175, District Police office District 
Nowshera.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
2. District Police Officer Nowhera.

Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant

Arshid Ali Constable No 175, District Police office District 

Nowshera

Respondents

1. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
2. District Police Officer Nowhera.

5
Appella:

Through

Kabti/l^lah Khattak

'O^ooeda Khan 

Advocates, High Court, 
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. of2024

Arshid Ali Constable No 175, District Police office District 

Nowshera.
Appellant

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
2. District Police Officer Nowhera.

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Arshid Ali Constable No 175, District Police office 

District Nowshera do hereby solemnly and oath that the 

contents of the instant appeal are true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this Hon' able Court.

r

Deponent
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. of2024

Arshid Ali Constable No 175, District Police office District 

Nowshera.
Appellant

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer Mardan.
2. District Police Officer Nowhera.

Respondents

APPLICATION FOR CONDINATION OF DELAY
IF ANY

Respectfully Sheweth:

Petitioner submits as under:-

1. That the above mentioned appeal is filing before this 

Hon' able Court in which no date is fixed for fixed for 

hearing so far.

2) That on 12.10.2009 the impugned order issued against 

the appellant whereby minor penalty of stoppage of one 

increment for one year with accumulative affected, fine 

of Rs. 1, OOOf/- rupees as well as suggested that the 

appellant may not be selected for any future course on 

the ground of alleged allegation mentioned in the 

impugned order, it is pertains to mention here that the



CD
appellant was never inform regarding any official 

training by the respondent department and the appellant 

came to know regarding the above mentioned minor 

punishment at the November 2023 due to

deduction from his monthly salary as compare to his 

other colleagues after that the appellant visited to 

respondent department whereby through his personal 

file, Amal Nama and service Book the appellant came to 

know that the impugned minor penalty , was imposed 

against the appellant at the year of 2009 by the 

respondent department and that’s why copy of the 

impugned order dated 12.10.2009 was communicated to 

the appellant at the of November 2023 and the 

appellant submitted an Departmental appeal within one 

month from the date of knowledge / communication.

3) That the matter /issue of the appellant is come under the 

definition of recurrence / continuous cause of action and 

as per judgment of Superior court as well as of this Hon' 

able Tribunal no limitation run against that very issue 

that i.e increments.

4) That there are so many judgments of the superior court 

that cases should be decided on merit rather than on 

technicity

5) That there are also so many judgment of the superior 

court as well as specific provision of service law made li 

limitation has been counted from the date of knowledge 

/ communication.
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6. That any other grounds will be raised at the time of 

arguments with the prior permission of this Hon' able 

court.

It is therefore, requested that the limitation period (if 

any) may kindly be condone in the interest of justice.

App^ant
Through

Kabir UUahK»fek

Roeed^a Khan 

Advocates, High Court, 
Peshawar
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■1ORDER IDcspilc repealed cills Ihc Jl’Cj lowiny Police oHicials did noi 

r;uirr. lo Police Lines without any cojjcnlreasonsV.Tliis warianis disciplinary 

Tl'oy were given three chances but ilicy siowcd lock ol coniniiimcni. poor conduct.

zeal for training. Hcnccjilicy arc awarded punishment of Rs. 1000/- 

fuie and stoppage of inorement for on year with [lecumulaiivc en‘cci. It i. 

sugg'Sted that they may n-M be selected fprony future course.- 
'Constable Midoya/^'lah No.l 9.

2. / Constable Arshad/«!i No. 175 _

3. / Constable Arif Shth No. 551.

Constable Saiful Amin No. 561.

Constab'2 SherazGul'No. 615. ■
Constable Khalid Khan No. 758.

Constable Ibra iii.iNo. 951.

\ Constable Tahir No. lOM.
Constable Akhtar Munir No. 1107.

Consteblc Umar Inayai No. 1087. , ^
Co’':tableIrfanullahNo.i234.
Constable Abid Khan No. 1369. _

Constable Tehsinuhah No. 582, ,

1 Consiabie Mukhlior No. 750., ,
15. Consir.He Riaz No. 278.

I
action.

ill-discipline, no

1 1.

4.
•/ I5.

6.
»7,

8.

9.

10.

11.
12.

11.

1

I
t

Dislricc Pulicc 0/...C.. .
Nowslicrn. -^i-

06NO-_J' 
DatebJ2._i— I10./2009

/

pay Officer. 
Esi2blishm :ni Clerk.
O.KC.

1. I
2.
3.

.]
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l iiin (iKftH will dinpQKO-off lilt) Joponmonlal appsdl preferred by 

nnnnirthitr Ariihml All No. 1V0 of Nownhnra OlBirid Police against the orcer cf ^ 

Ihnn Dinirirjt ' 'olltjo Ofllco , NovrnhtJf«, v/hcfoby ho v/as.fly/arded mirtof pL/ni5ftmer.i 
uf llitd uf I’tii lOOO/' und Hloppuge ol orio annual incfomenl y/ith cumuladve effect 
vldn Oil); No. V/OD clijloci VlWM. on tpo allOBOlloriQ that despite repeated caife 

UId dolHit|Uoiil Offlcur dli nol rolurn lo police Unos without any cogent reasons. 
ThuB v/iirniiii id dUirslplInn y nollon, Ho v/as given throe chances but he sho-wed lac*c 

gl cgrnnillniiMil, poor cnticJiicI, lll-dlnclpllne. no zeal for training, Hence, he was 

nwnrdnd inluni piinlnlimiinl of flno of R5,1000/- and stoppage of one annual 
tncrnmnnl wiih niimiiltiilwt offoci by Iho ihen Disirlct Police Officer. Wowshera vide 

on; No. i70!*[ii,iifld i^ic.Moo.
I’oolintJ ogg loved from Iho order of the then District Police Officer. 

NowHhnrn, Ibn iippollnnl (iroforrod Ihe Inslanl appeal. He v/as summoned and heard 

In pnrnon In Orderly Roon hold In this oilico on 22.02.2024.
i'roin Ihu pi'ruual of sorvico record of the appellant, it has been found 

turn (ilkmiillods- lovolod u(iDlnal Iho appellant have been proved beyond any shadow 

1)1 dinibl. fytcroovtir, Iho nppullont approochod this forurn.wjth a delay of 14 years 

wilhnul (idviiMcing any cojuni roason rQQorclIng such delay. Hence, order passed by 

Iho competent nullinritv d les nol warmnl any inlerference,
Based on II u jjIhivo, I, Muhammad Suloman, PSP Regional Police 

Olficor. Mnr<liin, being H u appuiliiin nuihouly. linds no substance in ihc appeal, the 

r,nmo is rojoi.ioci anvl lilui. huiiip (iuvulu of merii as well as oadly lime barred for 14 

yotiid-

t
#

OrdorAnn vinccd.

(MUHAMMAD SULEjVlAN) PSP 
Regional Police Olflcer: 

Mordan.
I. ''~r. ■

72024.
. fdr information

)y:InNo. i nOalod Mordnii tlio
Copy fuiworded to DisUief Police Officer. Nowshera 

and nocQssnry action w'r lo Ins offico Memo: No. 4G/PA dated 0501.2024. His

./ES,

Sorvico Rocurd is returned horowllh

C
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