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The application for restoration of Service appeal 

No.1753/2023 submitted today by Mr, Javed Ali Ghani 

Advocate. It is fixed for hearing before Divtsion Bench 

at Peshawar on 25.10.2024. Original file be 

requisitioned. Paracha Peshi given to counsel for the 

applicant.

22.10.2024.1

By order of the Chai/ma'n
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BEFORE THE_KHYBER_PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIRUNAf.
PESHAWAR.u . i

t

/2024 i *QQ'b«5r T*irt<hnrl<hwa
Ncrvico 'I'rlUuiisil

!
IN . / V }Appeal No. 1753/2023 ;* I>an»*N* iN« i;

>
cJSJUlc

Mst.Shehnaz d/o Sharif Gul
P.O. Prang Mohallah Qudrai Abad, Mojokey, Charsadda 
Presently Sultan Colony No.2, Dalazak Road, Peshawar 
Ex-Computer Operator (BPS-16) CCPO Office 
Peshawar..............................

r f*

y

Appellant
Versus !• '

s1) Additional Inspector General (HQr) of Police, KP, Peshawar. 
Inspector General of Police, KP, Peshawar.
Deputy Inspector General of Police, KP, Peshawar.
Director Forensic Science Laboratory, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.
Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar

2)
3)

i

4)
•>

5) Respondentsj

• *. *

APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION OF APPF.AF
*

Respectfully Sheweth;

That aforementioned appeal was fixed for 04.07.2024 which 

has been dismissed in default.
1)

: t

2) That the counsel for the appellant due to non-availability and 

lack of information and notice of the case was unable to appear 

before this Hon’ble Tribunal on the date fixed..

3) That on 16.10.2024 the appellant was of the view that the case 

may be fixed, in the month of October, 2024, due to 

vacation and long dates for fixing the case was in a routine 

that’s why the appellant inquired on the date i.e. 16.10.2024.

summer

4) That about the case proceedings, it came to know that the case 

has been dismissed in default.
/

5) That the non-appearance of the applicant/ undersigned 

intentional, deliberate but due to aforementioned
was not

reason.

••



V
6) That valuable rights of the appellant are involved and major 

penalty has been awarded, hence needs to be restored.

7) That this hon’ble Tribunal and superior courts of the country 

always favour adjudication of the cases on merits rather than on 

technicalities and there is no legal impediment in the way of 

restoration of the case.

It is, therefore, requested that the above noted writ 
petition may kindly be restored in the interest of justice and be 

decided on merits.

Appellan
.'M.Through

Javed All Ghani 
Advocate High Court

AFFIDAVIT

I, do hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the 
application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 
belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Qeponent

m
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BEFORE THEKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL

PESHA WAR.

C.M.No. /2024

IN

Appeal No. 1753/2023

Mst.Shehnaz V/S Addl: Inspector General (HQr) & others

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth;

1) That aforementioned appeal was fixed for 04.07.2024 which 

has been dismissed in default.

That the counsel for the appellant due to non-availability and 

lack of information and notice of the case was unable to appear 

before this Hon’ble Tribunal on the date fixed..

2)

3) That on 16.10.2024 the appellant was of the view that the case 

may be fixed in the month of October, 2024, due to summer 

vacation and long dates for fixing the case was in a routine 

that’s why the appellant inquired on the date i.e. 16.10.2024.

4) That about the case proceedings, it came to know that the case 

has been dismissed in default.

That the non-appearance of the applicant/ undersigned was not 

intentional, deliberate but due to aforementioned reason.
5)



6) That the delay, if any, is not intentional but is for the above
reason.

7) That valuable rights of the petitioner are involved in the case 

and it will be in the interest of justice and according to the law 

if the alleged delay is condoned and the appeal is heard and 

decided on merits.

It is, therefore, prayed that, the delay in filing restoration 

application may kindly be condoned and it may be decided on 

merits and decided according to the law.

Appellant

Through

Javed Ali Ghani 
Advocate High Court

AFFIDAVIT

1, do hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the 
application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 
belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Deponent



f >
!

I*•'

1 '

i*;. '

RKFniiE THP-PAKHTUmHWA SERVJCK TRIBUNAL,-
PESHAEAK
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f f • . • .*-'Mst.Sheluiaz d/q Sharif Gul 
‘. p.O. Prang Mohallah Qudrat Abad, Mojokey, Charsaddtv 

• . ■ Presentiy. Sultan Colony No!2, Dalazak Road, Peshawar.;*
£x-CbmputerOperator',(BPS-l6)CCPO.Office-
Peshawar..."

.*:
{

1

v. f^ . •
Appellant . r

i Versus
■ -■ ,1) : Additional Inspector Geneial'OiQrVof Police; KP;:Pesha\var:. -

‘2) \ IrispectofGenqtal,ofPolice,KP,Peshawar.'.
..'3) ■ Deputy .Inspector General of Police, KP, Peshawar."

'Director Forensic Science Laboratoo'. Khyber Pakhluhkhwa,'
• Peshawar V

5) ' ‘Capital City Police Officer, Pe.shawar

’» ; ,
i

•• §?••4‘ *
.* I/
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■ .4) .4 i>\ i

%■ •• 
. V f;.Respondents ' I

■ 'HI ,. /
A •

■ ■ ' . .'SEtiviCE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICES'
. tribunal. ■ ACT. AGAINSt’.’. tlffi ■-

■ IMPUGNED ORDER dated 18.07.2023f'vrpE.
' - '.'WHICH THE APPELLANT WAS AW/^ED 

'. ■■‘MAJOR PUNISHMENT .REM0VAL;TR0M 

Vi.SER’VICE UNpER'.E&D. RULES,; 20 r !;;■-.^1^ , ■
; :,AEPELLANT filed ■toRESENTATW.'\ON'.' -;. ^

■ ■ ‘■ ■ '-03.Q8.j023-\^p£ DIARY'.Na5!2d
■ THE TU^PELLANT' WAS: SERVED WITH;' A..‘- ■

■ NOTiCE DATED 07.08-2023 AND. 16.08.2023 .v.
FOR THE'EXECUTION OF ORDER' DATED ■

. ‘■I8.07‘.'2a23.. '
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^.RespectfuUy sxtbmitted; \ ' V
•J' '•%

■ Xh'at.the appellant was appointed as^Compuler Operator in worth) '

■ recommendation of ■ tije -Public Service . ■ .
• 1)'.

' Department .on the 

.Commission of Khyber PaklitunkJiwa in year |8.qr,20;i.7. ;
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2.

I

Thai the appellarit’as such performing her duties,with dedication,
the entire saiisfaction'-of her immediate ■ ,

I*

• 2)
I* -:

honesty, due diligence to
' seniorswithoutany.complaihtwith foil zeal sincevjie.r.indoclipn.

i

",

..r That a'show- cause noUce wasjssued to tlie appeJlarit and. an. inquiry.. . - 
conducted without folfilling mandafory ppbcetiure with foe, ■ ;

■ respondent department/’ competent authority.

That .:after, completion of inquiry the appMlant.-.was'.awarded foe 

maror penalty 'vfoe order dated ;i8.07.2023 'ai^;received by foe

, appellanton 27.07:2023 and was removed from service. .

■ 5) That the.appellant-filed departmental appeal 

die pendency of said appeal, the appellant'
■07;0S.2023 and 16.0'8:2023 for.the execution pf foe order dated

18.07:2023.

•3) T

• .was
5 I

■■ •

. I

r'03.08.2023 during , 

was served notice dated ■
on.

;•

appellant approached-the respondcnts.foati^'s her appeal - _
pending before the dofopetent' authority/ - 

and'foe notice dated 07.08.2023 and ,ifoQ8.2023.. may'

-dral.ly 'fold that her ,
have been served'

That the
dated, d3.08.2023, is 

; -respo'ndents-
please.be'withdra™, but the appellant 
appeal is decided^what.'s why the instant notic^..' 

•upon foe appellant -•

6)

was

I. a
•*

. : ■,) ' l-rhit the appellant being aggrieved, from the ahD.;esaid impugned ■ ■
'' ' ' efficacious and proper.Temedy againsf th.e

\

; orders having no'other
above noted order; hence approaches before Hon’ble. Tribunal.

•/.GROUNDS:,

■That order of removal from service by the competent authority, is .
. illegal'andagainstfoelaw; facts on’^gainstfoe-recprd bfthe;case and

. ■ is hot maintainable^.

8)

V ■

I

That-.foe order 6f respondent ■ department. is foased on ,persona!

grudghs biased one and is not sustainable in the eyes ciflaw.
•. 9) •

i
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That the order forinquiry so issued by the competent authority is not 
■ according to. law, rules and-policy and the same'is needs-to be 

reversed.' •• •• •

■ 11} That the respondent-department has not.talcen into consideration the
mandatory procedure'in case of absentia.no prior notice to the .

. alleged inquiry, show cause and subsequent proceedings were served

'upon the.appellant and unilaterally taken all tlte.'steps 

which is violative of law.

■ 12) That in the instafit proceedings the transfer order so carried out .by 

espondents'dated 24.10,2022 and other proceedings
considered by the'department as. the,appellant \yas having her basic

rights for the same._

• 10)
■>.-

I

I

and actions

•rwere notthe r

That. Uie medical .certificates/ documents and facts .so narrated by the
lo't considered, while deliverinl findings, for her,

13). •
. . appellant vi'as mot

removal and awarding major penalty'is against'jtlte basic norms ol

natural justice. ''
, i

14) . Thatthecompetentauthoritysoissue,dtheallegedirtiptignedorder.is. .

■ not' according to,' the mandate; and .authority ■‘ahcl .the. result ol ■
vested under the lavv..aitd respondents• jurisdiction which was not 

have'traveled beyond Uieir jurisdiction to pass removal from service-;

• of the appellant. •’
/..

found guilty in the ..alleged inquiry, no..■ . - I'S) - That the appellant so
. mandatory and necessary procedure was adopted .and the-appellant

illegally declared-found guil.ty-of misconduct.was

16) That-the appellant while having her authorized leave under the rules. ;

policy and regulations were' not 'considered which are available on. ■ ,
- the face of record duly communicated in time fd-r' c.onsidpmtioi'.,.ihe

the .necessary i-ingredients for theignored which are 

, , • •• .determination of such like guilt ,.'
. same we
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17) Thaftl^e appellant.was not assodaled in-anyvvayAvlth-the inquiry so .
. conducted by the..departiiient and was condemned.unlieard, whiqh is

''-.against tlie law .an'd-justice. •

:l'8).That the instant findings and subsequent removal-in the charge-sheet
■'■and .inquiry'is against the established noi-ms .of law-and natural ■'

. justiceand.'arenotmaintamable.in.theeyesofiaw;.

That the departmental-appral before the competeiit authority and its : 
subsequent rejection/ dismissal/ service notice is-'illegal. against law , 
and is not sustainable according .tqahe law and'rules on the siibjcct. ,

• «•

19) ,

'.V. »
./• •V,

t

:■ Keeping iti 'view, what lias been stated abpve, .it is, therefore, _
humbly requested'the irapOgned-order-of remoyaf'frpm.-service dated , ' \
.18.0T203 apd subsequent notices.'dated 07.08.21)23 dqd-l6.08.202:>,'.

■ ■ .under Hpfm:PR-25-24 (1) u/s TSO/l-fS'Or.P.cJ^may’kindly, be set
aside 'and the- appellant may please be reinstate^'in; service vyiti) all

arrears and consequential back benefits..

■ : -Any other'relief, which hasjiot been'specifically asked-lor.
and,to whom the appellant founddn'titled may also-be granted: .,

s

;■

■r ••

:. /
-<r:;t

, '.t * 'Appellant 
Tlirougli-. -

*,■

iis
Javed All Ghani ,

' Advocate-SupremelCpurt.
■-S

CERTIFICATE:
information fumisbed by my clientIhailhO'Sucli ite appeal ■,,

. Advocate' .
Certified asTcr , ,

- has earlier-been filed before this.-Hon’bleTnbunal.
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.App.eliarit-;. •-5;v-'Mst.Shehn^-..

■Additional; I;nspeclor General (HQO of P6lice,KP. 
. Peshawar and others

Versus .
V.’

;Res'pondents
.V* 5*.

t'/’-

If.
• v,* ,*

*.
■ AFFIDAVIT • .

■,, N5st.Sheta^ d/0 Sharif Oul :R/p m!;
Mdjdkey. Chrnspdda Presently.Sultaii Coloiiy Ji)o.2rPa!azpk^^^^^^^

CBPS-lfi) CCPQ; Office .Peshawar 

■declare that the' contents 'of. the 

ict to the best ofiny bowledge and

!; ' ;

Abad,:
4Peshawar"' Ex-Computer Operator 

(appellant), ■ do hereby^ affinn. and
accompanying. Appeal are true and correc

concealed frbm.this hon’ble tribunal. '
belief and notliing has been i',.s •v •.i

.y. '

1

; . Deponenr
* *'► * >•

4

/'*•,
' .« >

• /:/ - ^V'
»s*

4:\ . .• ,• f .•.... *

, \ -y
*5

. .v*' 
Cl

s 4

■ 5

- . - - •* t s I.1•*: • .A\'\ *. # •*
■ r-.; . •..• 5 . “

*. r •
*' V •- /

.* ’ *\•r'-;••
niur'^K Kfi='

• *rv
, i \ '

■pllC^t'ifP t' 
'.nfi.' 

ir,-'

' ^✓
•1

•«• ■

;
. s\

/..
' t % • » /

? .... -*'■: ...\ *.
••r

• i
•r* i

f
I •A

.4
i .



ORO^
4‘" July 2024

A ■f:

Kajitn Arshad Khan« Chairman: Nobody present on behalfji^vof the appellant. Mr. Asif Masood Aii Shah. Deputy DistrictS/

Attorney for the respondents present.
, i

2. The case was called several times but neither appellant 

, nor his coujiset turned up before the Tribunal, till its rising.' 

Therefore, the appeal in hand is dismissed in default. Consign.

r.

A1

3., Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given under 

our hands and seal of the Tribunal this 4"' day of July. 2024.

A

.V(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Rashida Band) 
Member(J)

*AiIikiii.SImli. I'.A'
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