
p
32/2014rea'

.f

25.04.2017 Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Ihsanullah, ASI 

with Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for the 

respondents also present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today consisting of five pages 

placed in connected Service Appeal No. 28/2014 “titled Muhammad 

Saeed Khan-Versus-Commandant FRP, KPK, Peshawar and other, we 

accept the present appeal, set-aside the impugned order and reinstate the 

appellant in service, however, the respondents are placed at liberty to 

conduct a regular inquiry against the appellant within two months after 

receipt of this judgment and there-after pass proper order. The intervening 

period of dismissal of the appellant and his reinstatement shall be decided 

subject to the outcome of the de-novo inquiry. Parties are left to bear their 

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.
ANNOUNCED
25.04.2017

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
__  MEMBER

V
(muhamma: KHAN AFRIDI)

CHAIRMAN
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)! 13.02.20171 ■ Counsel for appellant and Mr. Ihsanullah, ASI alongwith Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Assistant AG for respondents present. Learned counsel . 

for appellant submitted' a list of constables who had 

I qualificational education of & 9”’ class and who had age up to 40 ■& 45 

years- and requested that all these persons have’ less qualification whereas 

the appellant had been treated with discrimination as he was ousted from . 

service on production of Matric certificate. Learned counsel for appellant 
requested that that department should bring all the record as per list so that 

: the matter could be brought before the Tribunal for just decision. Request ’ 

is''accepted. The department is directed to produce record as per list 

submitted by appellant counsel. To come up for record and arguments on 

25.04.2017 before D.B.

1

f

1

V ! maximum
{

. t

I

*'
1

i
i

t

::
(AHMAD I-IASSAN) . 

MEMBER
(ASHFAQUE TAJ) 
• MEMBER
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Agent to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

GP for respondents present. Agent to counsel for the appellant 

requested for adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for 

arguments on

22.08.2016

Me ^berMember

I

.1

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Ihsanullah, ASI alongwith 

Additional AG for respondents present; Copy of letter No. 

774/SSC/Cert/BISE/Peshaw^ dated 12.05.2016 of Board of Iritermediate 

& Secondary Education Peshawar addressed to, Commandant FRP 

■ Peshawar alongwith its annexures were produced by learned Additional 

AG. Its copy also provided do the counsel for the appellant. Contrarily, 

statement of FRP titled “Statement of FRP HQRs Illiterate officials since 

2010 update” was submitted ;by learned counsel for the appellant pressing 

that according to the said statement even other constables were recruited in 

^ relaxation of age etc thus discriminating case of the appellant. Copy of the 

said also handed over to the| learned Additional AG. Learned counsel for 

the appellant requested for adjournment. Adjournment granted. To come 

up for arguments on /y before D.B.

30.11.2016

///
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(PIR BAl^SH SHAH) 

MEMBER
(ABDUL LATIF) 

MEMBER :
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MM
of Intermediate & Secondary EpTirAtioN

Peshawar

No. 774/SSC/Cert/BISE/PeshaWar Dated: 12/05/2016

To,

Deputy Commandant 
Frontier Reserve Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

Subject; VERIFICATION OF MATRICULATION (SSC^ CERTIFICATE

Memo;
Reference to your letter No: 2206/FRP/Hqrs Pesh Dated; 12-05-2016

Enclosed please find herewith (02) Photostat copy/copies of Original Certificate of SSC 

Examination in respect of the.candidate mentioned in your letter with the remarks noted 

against each.
'^.NO- (1) I am directed to inform^ you that the particulars of attached SSC Certificate 

Bearing R.NO. 35122 of Haleem pul S/0 Muslim Khan is checked and found correct 
except date of birth. According to this office record the, correct date of birth of the 
candidate is 06/02/1982. Furthermore mention in the attached SSC Certificate 06/02/1986 
is incorrect and FAKE. ^

i

.i

S.NO. (2) I am directed to inform you that the particular of attached SSC Certificate 
bearing S.NO 291311 R.NO-17258 Sajid S/0 Mira Khan is checked and found 
FAKE/BOGUS and not issued by this office.

!

i Assistant Secre ary (Certificate) 
Board of Intermediate & Secondary 

\^ducation Peshawar

Secreury Cen; (SSQ
6 Qf Intermediats asd S&ooeto?I

1
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ORDER

This office order relates to the disposal of departmental proceedings 

against Constable Haleem Gul No, 2206 of FRP/Hqrs Peshawar. He was enlisted in 

Police Department on 04.02.2011 6n the basis of metric/SSC qualification, for which he 

has submitted SSC certificate with Roll No. 20135 of session 19,98/Supplementary of 

RISE Peshawar at the time of recruitment. Educational documents of all officials have 

been submitted to concemed Boards for verification. During the checking/veriEcation of 

educational documents, SSC/DMC of Constable Haleem Gul No. 2206 were reported 

fake/bogus by the Controller of RISE,

6/SSG/Secrecy/BISE, dated 30.04.2013.
Peshawar vide his letter No.

a7z; /

On receipt of this information he was placed under suspension vide this 

office OB No. 353 dated 08.05.2013 and was issued Show Cause Notice to explain his 

position. How-.ver his repiy^was received, which has been found unsatisfactory. He 

subsequently summoned to appear before the undersigned for personal hearing in Orderly
was

Room so he may get full opportunity to explain himself against the alleged charges. He 

was heard in detail by the undersigned but failed to offer any satisfactory explanation and 

admitted his misdeed when the evidence in the form of official report of RISE Peshawar 

was placed before him. •

Keeping in view the above circumstances the delinquent official 

Constable Haieem Gul No. 2206 stands guilty for cheating/fraud by submission of 

fake/bogus certificates for enlistment in Police Department. This act on his part 

constitutes gross misconduct under Police Rule, 1975 and attracts major punishment of 

dismissal from service in view of the gravity of his guilt.

In view of above the delinquent Constable Haleem Gul No. 2206 is 

hereby dismissed from service with mmediate effect.

Order a!>!?ounced.
W',

Deputy Commandant 
Frontier Reserve Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

PA/FRP/HQrs: dated Peshawar, thet?// 05 /2013:,

Copy of the above is forwarded for information & n/action to:-

The Addl: IGP/Commandant, FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
The Acconrtant/FPP/IFQrs: Peshawar.
The RI/i''RP/I4Qrs: Peshawar 
The SRCA^RPA’IQrs: Peshawar 
The OSI FRP/HQrs; Peshawar
The FMC/ FRP/FlQrs: Peshawar with original Enquiry file.

N--

2.’

3.
,4.

5.
6.
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Muslim KhanHaleem Gul jSon 7’DaayhLerofThis is to Certify that .... 
..... ..jnd a resident of--__ _ the Secendspy Sellout! Certificate

Private
I'.as MasF.adarsTtdda DlstriciOh

OcUNov. 1998 as a 

Representing.
instion of the Board of Intermediate and Secondary Ediication, Peshawar held in

Marks out.of 850 ai^d has been placed In Grade Td, P
Exam

Faircandidate. He / She obtained 
The Gap.didate.passed in the following subjects:

Z. Istamiyat 
4. Pakistan Studies

404

1. Chemistry 
■8.' Biology■^6; Physics

1. Enolish
2. Urdu .
Drate of birih according to admission form.
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• . • , ' -N;. 21.3.2016. Counsel for the appellant (Mr. Saadullah Khan

Marwat, Advocate) and Mr. Muhammad Jan, Government

Pleader for the respondents present. Arguments heard.

During the, course of arguments, it was brought into

our notice that similar nature of appeals are pending for

arguments before this Bench on 10.5.2016, hence this appeal

be also clubbed with connected appeals of Shakirullah etc.

fixed on the same date. To come up for arguments in the said

appeals and order in the instant appeal on
?

MEMBER MEMBERi

;•

Counsel - for the appellant and Addl. AG for 

respondents', present. Learned Addl.AG requested for 

adjournment as he intends to produce documentary evidence 

regarding the authenticity of matriculation certificate of the 

appellant. Last opportunity granted for producj?' of the said 

documents. To come up for final hearing before D.B on

10.5.2016

22.08.2016.

!

ChaiMTanMember

•1
;

.V<.



Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ihsanullah, ASI (legal) 

alongwith Add!: A.G for respondents present. Rejoinder not 

submitted. Requested for adjournment. The appeal is assigned to D.B 

for rejoinder and final hearing for 3.12.2015.

25.08.2015

Ch^rman

Counsel for llie appellant and Mr Mr. Ziaullah, GP for 

respondents present. Rejoinder on behalf of the appellant 

submitted copy of which is placed on file, fo come up for

03.12.2015

arguments on

Member ■



22.8.2014 Appellant with counsel (Arbab Said-ul-Kamal, Advocate) 
present; Notices to the respondents could not be issued due to non­
deposit, of security , and process fee.. Application for extension of 

time ha:s: been,moved on behalf of the appellant. ;Thefefpre, security 

and process fee be deposited, within a week, whereafter notices be 

issued to respondents for written reply/comments alongwith 

connected appeals pn 13:11,2014.
:

V.'

i ■■ " .*-•

r

13.11,2014 . No- one is present, oh behalf of the: appellant, 
on behalf of respondents with Mr. Muhammad AdeerButt, ,AAG present. 
The Tribunal is incomplete. To come .up for.written reply/comments 

alongwith connected,appeals on 06.03.20.15.

•;

• Reader,,

06.03.2015 Gotmsel for the appellant and Mr. Ihsanuliah,
. ASI (legal) on . behalf of respondents alongwith 

Assistant A'G present. Reqtiested .for further time to 

submit written reply. Time Ranted. To/ come up for ; 
■ written replybn 22.5.2015.: ■ ;

mI ^ber

22.05.2015 . ' Appellant in -person and Mr. ihsanuliah,, ASI ■(legal) alongwith • 

AddI; A.G for respondents present. Written reply submitted; copy 

whereof supplied to the appellant. To come up. for rejoinder on 

25.8.2015.

•. ;

Mpmber :
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>r> Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard and case file perused. Through the instant appeal under 

Section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 1974,

28.05.2014

the appellant has impugned order dated 02.12.2013,.of respondent 

No.l whereby the departmental appeal filed by^the,appell^t;agaihst-m 

dismissal order dated 2f.05.2013 was rej^ecje^d.for^n^^
The learned counsel for the appellant argued before the court'tlmftheV

appellant was dismissed from service on the ground that Secondary 

School Certificate submitted by the appellant at the time of 

recruitment, was found fake/bogus, however the learned counsel for . 

the appellant produced before the court verification letter issued by 

Secrecy Officer of the Board of Intermediate and Secondary 

Education, Peshawar wherein the Detailed Marks Certificate of the 

appellant verified and found correct.

Since the matter needs further consideration and the appeal 

is within time, therefore, admit for regular hearing subject to all legal 

objections. The appellant is directed to deposit the security amount 

and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, Notice be issued to the 

respondents for submission of written reply on 22.08.20141

Member
A 5 for further proceedings.This case be put before the Final Bench28.05.2014

•f
C.'

\
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Counsel for-the appellant, pres^ and requested for 

adjournment. To come up for preliminary hearing on 08.04.2014.

05.03.2014

:•

Counsel for the. appellant present and requested for08.04.2014

adjournment due to general strike of the Bar. To come up for1

preliminary hearing on 28.05.2014.

• .y*.

- \'T-"



Form-A 'I

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

:^2/2014Case No..

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings

S.No.

3, 21

The appeal of Mr. Haleem Gul resubmitted today by Mr. 

Saadullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution register and put upnto the Worthy Chairman for 

preliminary hearing. ,

07/01/2014
1

REGISTRAR
t This case is entrusted tb'Primary Bench for prelimina 

,hearing to be put up there on

2
A

1
\ *1 
/■

A

i 1 I

I'

i::



r
The appeal of Mr, Haleem Gul Ex-Constable FRP Hqr. Peshawar received today I.e. on 

01.01.2014 is incomplete on the following scores which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for 

completion and resubrnission within 15 days.

1- In the memo of appeal many places have been left blank which may be filled in.
2- Copy of reply to Show Cause Notice mentioned in the memo of appeal is not attached with 

the appeal which may be placed on it.
3- Copy Impugned order dated 22.05.2013 mentioned in the heading of the appeal is not 

attached with the appeal which may be placed on It.
4- Copy of verified Metric certificate mentioned in para-5 of the memo of appeal (Annexure-D) 

is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
5- Wakalat nama in favour of appellant is not attached with the appeal which may be placed 

on file.
6- Four more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect may 

also be submitted with the appeal.

/

/

/

JSJ.No.

\o
/2013.Dt.

REGISTRAR
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A. No.^^ /2014

Haleem Gul Versus Commandant & others

INDEX/

S.No AnnexDocuments .. P.No.

1. Memo of Appeal 1-2

2. "A" 3Show Cause Notice,

3. Reply of Show Cause Notice, "B" 4-5

4. "C" 6Dismissal Order, 2f^.05.2013

5. "D": 7-8Verification Letter, 25.07.2013

5. Representation, ^ 1 9-10

6. Rejection of Representation, 02.12.2013 11

7. "G" 12Reinst Order of Asmat Ullah, 03.12.2013

Appellant

4^Through
Dated. 01.01.2014 Saad Ullah Khan Marwat

I I

Advocate. '
21-A Nasir |V|ension,_^r 

Shoba Bazar, Peshawar. 
0300-5872676Ph:

.y---



BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A No. 72014
Haleem Gul S/o Muslim Khan, R/o Moh M. Abad, 

Umarzai, Charsadda, Ex Constable No. 2206 

FRP Hqr, Peshawar................................................... Appellant

Versus

Commandant, FRP, KP, Peshawar. 

Deputy Commandant, FRP, KP,

1.

2.

Peshawar Respondents

0< = >0< = >0< = >«>< = >0

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT,

AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 8649-50/FC, DATED

02.12.2013 OF RESPONDENT NO. 1, WHEREBY

APPEAL AGAINST DISMISSAL ORDER DATED

2^.05.2013 OF RESPONDENT NO. 2 WAS

REJECTED FOR NO LEGAL REASON.

0< = ><X><=:><»< = >0< = ><^

Respectfuliv Sheweth;

That having the requisite educational qualification and after advertising 

of numerous posts of constables in FRP, appellant applied to the same 

and was appointed as such vide order dated by respondent

No. 2.

1.

That SSC Certificate of the appellant was verified from the Board and 

the same was reported as fake / bogus but such allegations are 

incorrect.

That appellant was issued show cause notice by respondent No. 2 

regarding the aforesaid allegations which was replied by denying, the 

same. (Copies as annex "A"

4. That no inquiry was ever conducted as per the mandate of law, yet 

appellant was then dismissed from service vide order dated 2^.05.2013 

by respondent No. 2. (Copy as annex ”C")

That Metric Certificate of appellant was verified on 25.07.2013 by 

Secrecy Officer of the Board and was found correct as per DMC. (Copy 

as annex "D")

-ic-suoni'.ucct
tad filed.

That appellant submitted representation before appellate authority 

which was rejected on 03.12.2013. (Copies as annex "E" & "F")

7. That Asmat Ullah constable^a^^also d^lF^^ similarly and equally like 

appellant on the same allegations but his representation was accepted

6.

' 'i.
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'
vide order dated 03.12.2013 and he was reinstated in service by 

respondent No. 1. (Copy as annex "G")

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds;-

GROUNDS?
That appellant served the force for considerable period and the 

allegations leveled against him were incorrect.

That similarly and equally placed constable was reinstated in service 

while appellant was dismissed, thus he was not treated at par with 

others and discriminated.

.a.

b.

That major punishment of dismissal from service was imposed upon 

appellant but the procedure enumerated in the rules was not complied 

with, so appellant is liable to reinstatement in service on this score 

alone.

c.

d. That only show cause notice was served upon appellant and in the 

show cause notice too, neither inquiry procedure was dispensed with 

nor any reason for dispensation in the show cause notice was ever 

given, so the impugned order is of no legal effect.

That on the same allegations, some were reinstated while some were 

dismissed, so appellant was not equally treated while on the other 

hand, similarly and equally placed employees be treated similarly and 

equally to avoid discrimination as per law, rules and judgments of the 

apex Court.

That on one hand, respondent No. 2 served appellant with show cause 

notice while on the other hand, he himself dismissed him from service, 

so he acted as double edge weapon,-i.e judge as well as prosecutor.

That the impugned orders are based on malafide and discrimination, 

hence not tenable

e.

f.

g-

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of the 

appeal, the impugned appellate order dated 02.12.2013 of respondent No. 

1 or order dated 22[.05.2013 or respondent No. 2 be set aside and 

appellant be reinstated in service with all back benefits, with such other 

relief as may be deemed proper and just in circumstc^esvof the case.

Through

Dated. 01.01.2014 Saad Ullah Khan Marwat

C
Arbab Saiful Kamal 
Advocates.
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SHOW CAUSE NOTICE UNDER POLICE RULES 1975.

I, Deputy Commandant, Frontier Reserve Police, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar as Competent Authority do hereby serve you 

Constable^ l /^s ^ 6, of FRP Hqrs: Peshawar.

Whereas you Constable^ qJLHT), 2-2. o-<5 , of FRP 

Hqrs: Peshawar had been enlisted in_ Frontier Reserve Police on the
\

basis of Secondary School Certificate which is a minimum required 

qualification for recruitment as constabie. However, on verification of I
your SSC Certificate with Roll No. 2-o ] 3 5- of year, 2002 from the 

,BISE Peshawar, it has been reported vide letter No. 
276/SSC/Secrecy/BISE, dated 30.04.2013 that your certificate is 

bogus. Your this act constitutes gross misconduct on your part under
the Police Rules, 1975 and other relevant Rules. i

!

You are, therefore, called upon to explain yourself in regard 

to above so as to why not major penalty of dismissal / discharge from 

service should not be imposed upon you.

If no reply to this Show Cause Notice is received within 

seven days of it issuance in the normal course of circumstances, it 

shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and 

consequently ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

Sd
Deputy Commandant 

Frontier Reserve Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

i
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ORDER

This olTicc order reiates to the disposal of departmental proceedings 
auainsi Constable Maleem Gul No. 2206 of FRP/Hqrs Peshawar. He wasi-enlisted in
Police Department on 04.02.2011'on the basis of metric/SSC qualification, fdr which he

has submitted SSC certificate with Roll No. 20135 of session 1998/Supplementary of j 

BLSi: Peshawar at the time of recruitment. Educational documents of all officials have ; 

been submitted to concerned Boards for verification. During the checking/verification of 

educational documents, SSC/19MC of Constable Haleem Gul No. 2206 

(■ake/bt)gu.s by The Controller of BfSE,
were reported 

Peshawar vide his letter No.
276/SSC/Sccrccy/BfSE, dated 30.04.2013.

Jit receipt of this information he was placed under suspension vide this 

oiiice OB No. 3o.T dated 08.05.2013 and was issued Show Cause Notice to explain his 

[losilion. Mow'ever his reply was received, w'hich has been found unsatisfactory. He was
subseqLiently summoned to appear before Oac undersigned for personal hearing in Orderly

;■

Room so iie may g<;i full opportunity to explain himself against the alleged charges. He 

Iioard in detail' by tlie undersigned but failed to offer any satisfactory expiration and 

admitted his ntisdeed when liie evidence in the form of official report of BISE Peshawar 

was placed beiorc him.

was

Keeping in view the above circumstances the delinquent official : 

t onsuil>le 1-laleem Gul No. 2206 stands giiilly for cheating/fraud by submission of 

fakc/bogus certilicates for. enlistment in Police Department. This act on his part : 

con.siiiuies gross misconduct under Police Rule, 1975 and attracts major punishment of 
di.sinissa! 1'r‘om service in view ofthe gravity of his guilt.

Ill,view of above the delinquent Constable Haleem Gul No. 2206 is 
hereby liisntis.sed (Vom service with immediate etlect.

Order annoiiiieed. Q
Deputy Commandant

I' roiiticr Reserve Police
Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

No- J./.i-.V.... PA/i'RP/i [Qrs; dated Pe.shawar, the^f / 05 /20i3.

(oi ihe ..hove is forwarded Ibr information & ii/aclion to:-
1 Ik' AddI: i(il’/C.:ommaiid:int, l-'RI’ Kliyber Pakhlurikliwa. 
riic /Vccounlant /PRlVHQrs; Peshawar.
The KI/FRP/I IQrs: Peshaw'ar 
i'hc SRC/FRP/MQrs: Peshawar 
' he OSi rRP/HQr,s: I’cshawar
I he l iVKV I'KIVI lOrs; I’eshawai' with original I'ini]uiry file.

3



;.

qy"

3jy.A'}^> Ut=^
Co *• p

sl!^ (¥RP)
<>

ZfJ'Jy

-s

si? !

If,, i/y vu

• (,3 ^«

?' O«

4

>-ttj/£ M *•
^ UI djyJ /«/ •—■< 'V

I- /
<v CiJ^4 jiX

15 ts^

c-^.l; -—• I

•■lU

l?v !i^/•

a/i/
6 j f ^ < Jciif ‘

•»».

c

<5» <■_«. *•

/•

/[Sj '^p/{} U' ^

i^
I L: IVa./

7 i

r' /-f■“'L/u-.
j

i- /
y;

X-
•»»i' fri^

i
i., i;i r^/ .f r" l^-y' ;■.....-' bz ^i/sJj 1:... ijl^j^'

«*<• -.,^5ti..- W l/'-ily
/y K!>

' (J



;

..-.I

f^/1' I’- ^ 1^ (J^l^c

I
♦ 1

-! LJ Jj'-^CL^

■:y

■y .<Pr
sTfiJh <•»

'^fis^'k.«

✓

22. o ■J Jfx^^:^lJ ii;.^U i O
*«

X < ♦♦
.-f-./y ««

/f{j^^7i( 'Jyl/i >♦
/ p^U'^0 ^y.J 

yjsi ^\/i/!j\>/J\

f' I ^ «='

L)7' IF I ^p\j I ojJdj'^
*' ''

fcs-.«a—'
6

y'

r. /li y
CJ77bj'y C

C

/
w#-.

: f u^ li/if^SZ^ l^Zl u/ -/'’if?.:

L -.A

Li>!f22.05.2013^./5 t><> -e

™7Lw.y(uiyil/(Vj 

wVW|/‘®

•
V

y

l/^2„

i

U'^cOy ii Jy^ 

jy)j\/yP9P 22xjo/iJ:- '^j)\y



\

/ j-i^ \O R D E R.

This order shnM dispose off on the appeal of [£x !-oilower Constable 

iialeern.Gu! No. 2206 of 1 !d' tldrs: Peshawar, again.st the order of Deputy CotnmarulaiU: 

Khyl)(!r Ihakhli.inkhwa wherthn he was dismi.sserJ from service.

I-'RP •

Brief facts of case are that white verification of Bx-Con.stablo llaloorn Gu! 

No. ?.?06 Matric/SSC documents from BISP Peshawar, was reported fake/bogus by the 

corn roller of BISP Peshawar vidr' hi.s letter No. 276/SSC/Secrecy/BlSl- dated 30.0T.2013.

"■'v

' T?-On rc?ceif)t of information he was placed under .suspension and 

issued Show Cause Notice. His reply to the Show Cause Notice received, and found un­

satisfactory. He wa.s summoned to appear before the Deputy Commandant I'RP Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa in orderly Room to explain his position. He was heard in person, but he failed to 

offer any sati.sfactory explanation and admitted his misdeed v-yhen the evidence in the form of 

official report of BISE Peshawar was placed before him.

war;
f

r
Keeping in view the above circumstances the delinquent official .stand 

guilty for cheating/fraud by submission of fake/bogus Certificates for enii.stment in Police 

Department, his this act was gross misconduct and dismissed from service by the Deputy 

Commandant ERP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide his Order Endst: No, 40/l*A dated 

29.01i.2013.

I

From perusal of his original Matric certificate it has found that at the 

time of enlistment fie was overaged by 0.3 year, 11 months and 28 days,, but produced 

fakc/bogus certificate and got recruitment by fraudulently, in this connection an enquiry has 

also been entrusted to Inspector Riaz Khan of FRP HQrs: Peshawar, who after enquiry found 

him guilty of the charges, therefore there is no cogent reason to interfere in the order of 

Deputy Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Therefore his appeal is rejected.

AddI: ifeP/Commandant 
Frontier Rcsei-vc Police

L~ Wi
No. /EC dated Peshawar the

Copy of above is sent for information and N/A to:

1. SRC FRP HQrs: Peshawar.

Ex-Foliower Constable Haleorn Gu! No. 2206 S/o Muslim Khan R/o Moh: Mohammad 

Abad PoiicG Station Urnar/.ai District Ch'arsadda.

2.

i

.r

■M



t- 1^ Iojrf) !•: K. - Ib IThis order shnil dispose off on the appeal iix- Constable Asrnat Ullah No.

IS.of '!^l’ lIQrs: Peshawar, against the order of Deputy CommaruJant i-KP Khyber 

Piikhtunkhwa wherein he wa.s dismissed from service.

Brief facts of case are that while verification of SSC/DMC*documents of’ 

Ex-Constable Asmat Ul'ah No. 1845 from BISE Peshawar, was reported fake/bogus by the 

controller of BISE Pe.shawor vide his letter No. 277/SSC/Sccrecy/BISE dated 30.04.2013, On 

receipt of infornialion ho was placed under su-spension and was

i.ssucd Show Cause Notice. His reply to the Show Cause Notice received, and found 

satisfactory. Me was summoned to appear before the Deputy Commandant PRP k'hyber 

Pakhtunkhwa in orderly Room to explain his position. He was heard In person, but no failed to' 

offer any satisfactory explanation and admitted his misdeed when the evidence in the form of 

official report of BISE Peshawar was placed before him.

Keeping in view the above circumstances the delinquent official stand 

g,uilty for choating/fraud by submission of Fnke/bogus Cerlificate.s for enlistirumt in Police 

Department, his this act w.as gross rnisconduct and dismi.ssed from service by the Dopiny 

Commandant l-RP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide his .Order Endsl: No. 398 -03/PA dated 

27..05.2013.

r
i ■■

I f:

i’

f,

, f
I
I

un--

;

K
1 •.

From the perusal of his service record it has found that according to his 

school leaving certificate his education was up-to 9^^ order for education relaxation vide . . 

No..5842 dated 18.08.2010 and order of relaxation of age vide No. 5843 dated 18.08.2010 were.o ... 

accorded by the then AddI: IGP/Commandant FRP as well as enlistment order vide OB No. 544 

dated 27.08.2010 also exists in his service roll which is crystal clear that he was^rccruited as 
follower constable with the education of 9'''. His SSC Certificate was sent for '/^ification, 

declared fake by the Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education Peshawar and later-oh he 

wa.s terminated. On the perusal of his service roil no Photo.stat copy of SSC certincato found. K ; - 

Thc sender o! SSC certificate for verification was bound to keep the copy of SSC certificate in ■ 

service record, which is not available in his service record which create doubts that who had V ’ 

produced this certificate either by constable or someone else. The benefit of doubt goes to the 

delinquent as admitted lav-/. In my opinion at this stage his termination from service is wrong as : 

he was recruited as follower constable for which relaxation was given by the competonf 

authority.

• '
• 5

• l-Vr

• y

•iKeeping In view of the above mentioned facts, I take a lenient vii*w, 

reinstated him in service, the period he remain out of service treated as leave without pay.

t

AddI: IGP/CornrLindnnt 
Frontier Reserve Police

Mo. ■ /EC dated Peshawar the 
Copy of above', is sent foi informatior* an:;) n/a to cheu •

^-3 / 1 1/

;i. .^ccount.ant/.SRC/OSI FRP 1-KTrs: Peshavv;^-.
>M
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTIJNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 32/2014

•V

Haleem Gul (Appellant)

VERSUS

Commandant FRP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar &

Others (Respondents)

Subject:- COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth!

iPreliminary Objections:-

That the appellant has no cause of action.
The appellant is not maintainable in the present form.
The appeal is bad for non- joining necessary and mis­
joining of necessary parties.
The appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the 

appeal.
The appeal is barred by law and limitation.
The appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal, 
with clean hands.

i.r'
1.

•• 2.
3.

4.

5.
6.

FACTS:-

1) Pertains to record, however appellant subinitted copy of 

secondary certificate session -1998 Roll No. 20135 at 

the time of Recruitment wherein his date of birth was 

recorded 06.02.1998.(copy enclosed as Annexure -A.) 

The certificate produced by the appellant was reported 

fake/bogus by the controller of Intermediate and 

Secondary Education Peshawar vide his office letter No. 

276/SSC/Secrecy/BISE, dated 30.04.2013 (copy 

enclosed as Annexure-B). actually the appellant was 

over age by 03 year 11 Mdhths and 28 days therefore 

appellant changes his date of birth and session of the 

examination to cover his age thus committed fraud , 

cheating and forgery therefore he was removed from 

service.

Incorrect, appellant did not rebut the report of controller ,

of examination received vide above letter refer.
■

Incorrect, the reply of appellant received in response to 

show cause notice was found unsatisfactory and the

2)

3)
i'



A..'
'•i

'V
allegations of managing his enlistment through bogus, 

and forged Secondary School Certificate were proved' 

therefore the impugned order was passed.

Incorrect, show cause based on facts was issued to 

appellant and he failed to defend the charge of fraud, 

forgery and cheating in his reply and personal hearing, 

therefore there was no need on conducting further 

departmental proceedings.

Incorrect, the SSC certificate of appellant was verified 

and declared bogus by the competent authority vide ^ 

proper official letter.

Incorrect, the departmental appeal of appellant was 

rejected vide speaking order 03.12.2013.

Incorrect, each is decided on its own facts, case of 

Asmat Ullah is totally different from the instant appeal.

#

.4)

5)

, 6)

7)

GROUNDS:-

(A) Incorrect, appellant has been treated in accordance with 

law and rules. He managed his enlistment in police 

department through bogus and forged Secondary School ^ 

Certificate. Therefore, he was correctly removed from 

service.

(B) Incorrect, each case is decided on its own facts and 

merit, actually competent authority had granted 

relaxation to the said Constable, so the instant appeal is 

totally different from that of Mr. Asmat ullah.

(C) Incorrect, appellant failed to rebut the report of ,

Controller of exaiiiination who verified the SSC 

Certificate of appellant as bogus. ■;

(D) Incorrect, show cause notice was issued to appellant was 

valid proof in shape of letter No. 277/SSC/secrecy/BISE, V, 

dated 30.04.2013 received from Board of Intermediate & 

Secondary Education Peshawar wherein the certificate

, submitted by appellant during recruitment was verified 

bogus.

(E) Incorrect, each case is to be decided on its own facts and . 

merit.

. • -V'

v -:



- V,■ 1 (F) Incorrect, competent authority is empowered of taking 

action against the subordinates officials who failed to 

rebut the allegations conveyed through proper show 

cause notice.

(G) Incorrect, the impugned order are legal justified and 

have been passed in accordance with law and Rules.

It is therefore, prayed that the appeal of appellant may be 

dismissed with coasts.

• <
I*.

■ j

. r

O'

*

1Comman lant, 
Frontier Res grve Police 
Khyber Pakntunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 1)

>'V

i

Deput^Commaiidant, 
FRP/Khyber PakhtunkWa, 

Peshawar. '
(Respondent No. 2)

. ^

i

l

i

1

}

t

1



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBTJNAT, KHVRFP
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR 

Service Appeal No. 32/2014
Haiccm Gul

i-r

(Appellant)

VERSUS

Commandant FRP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & 

Others...................... (Respondents)
Subject;- COIVlIVlEN'i'S ON REHALF OF RESPOINDEN I’S 

Respectfully Sheweth!

Preliminary Objections:-

1. That the appellant has no cause of action.
9 The appellant is not maintainable in the present form. 

The appeal is bad for3. non- joining necessary and mis­
joining of necessaiy parties.

4. The appellant is estbpped by his own conduct to file the 
appeal.
The appeal is barred by law and limitation.
The appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal ' 
with clean hands.

0.
6.

FACTS:-

•I) Pertains to record, however appellant submitted copy of 

secondary certificate session -1998 Roli No. 20135 at 

the time of Recruitment wherein his date of birth was
recorded 06.02.1998.(copy enclosed as Annexure -A.) 

The certificate produced by the appellant was reported 

fake/bogus by the controller of Intermediate and
Secondary Education Peshawar vide his office letter No. 

276/SSG/Sccrecy/BlSE, 
enclosed as

dated 30.04.2013 

Annexure-B). actually the appellant 
age by 03 year 11 Months and 28 days therefore 

appellant changes his date of birth and session of the

(copy

was
over

examinahon to cover his age thus committed fraud 

cheating and forgeiy therefore he 

service.
was removed from

2) Incorrect, appellant did not rebut the report of controller 

of examination received vide above letter refer.
3) Incorrect, the reply of appellant received i 

show cause notice was found
in response to 

unsatisfactory and the



allegations of managing his enlistment through bogus 

and foiged Secondary School Certificate were proved 

therefore the impugned order was passed.

Incorrect, show cause based on facts was issued to4)

appellant and he failed to defend the charge of fraud, 

forgery and cheating in his reply and personal hearing, 
therefore there no need on conducting furtherwas

departmental proceedings.

Incorrect, the SSC certificate of appellant was verified 

and declared bogus by the competent authority vide 

proper official letter.

5)

6) Incorrect, the departmental appeal of appellant 

rejected vide speaking order 03.12.2013.

Incorrect, each is decided on its own facts, case of 

Asmat Ullah is totally different from the instant appeal.

GROUNDS:-

(A) Incoirect, appellant has been treated in accordance with 

law and rules. He managed his enlistment in police 

department through bogus and forged Secondary School ^ 

Certificate. Therefore, he was correctly removed from 

service.

was

7)

(B) Incorrect, each case is decided on its own facts and

merit, actually competent authority had granted 

relaxation to the said Constable, so the instant appeal is 

totally different from that of Mr. Asmat ullah.

(C) Incorrect, appellant failed to rebut the report of
Controller of examination who verified the SSC
Certificate of appellant as bogus.

(D) Incorrect, show cause notice was issued to appellant was 

valid proof in shape of letter No. 277/SSC/secrecy/BISE, 

dated 30.04.2013 received from Board of Intermediate & 

Secondary Education Peshawar wherein the certificate 

submitted by appellant during recruitment was verified 

bogus.

(E) IncoiTect, each case is to be decided on its own facts and 

merit.



(F) Incorrect, competent authority is empowered of taking 

action against the subordinates officials who failed to 

rebut the allegations conveyed through proper' show 

cause notice.

Incorrect, the impugned order are legal justified and 

have been passed in accordance with law and Rules,

It is therefore, prayed that the appeal of appellant may be 

dismissed with co .sts.

(G)

Commandant, 
Frontier Reslervc Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Rcspondcnl No. 1)

Dcput^Cominahdant, 
FRP/Khyber PakhtunkWa, 

Peshawar. ^ 
(Respondent No. 2)

i



v:.;hV BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR\

•i
h

S.A No. 30/2014

Commandant & OthersRabat Gul Versus

REJOINDER

■'V.

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION.

All the (06) Six preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. 

No reason in support of the same is ever given as to why 

appellant has no cause of action, appeal Is not maintainable, the 

same is bad for non and mis joinder of necessary parties, 

estopped by his own conduct, appeal is time barred and appellant 

has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.

.1

t :

ON FACTS

In response to para No. 1 of the comments, it is submitted that 

appellant was appointed as per the prescribed manner of 

appointment after verification of his antecedents from the Board 

as per condition given in the appointment order. In the process of 

verification form the Board, appellant was not associated with the 

same. Even prior to order of dismissal from service, he was not 

served with any charge sheet or any inquiry was conducted 

regarding the subject matter. Thus he was condemned unheard 

which is against the norms of justice.

1.

;;r

ft!'-!i-
Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct. Similarly allegation 

were leveled against Constable Asmat Ullah No. 1514 of FRP Hqr, 

Peshawar by dismissing him from service but on appeal to 

Commandant FRP, KP not only his upper age limit was condoned 

while No. 5843 dated 18.08.2010 and his educational 

qualification being under matric^was^also relaxed while No. 5842 

dated 18.08.2010 accorded by AIGP/Commandant FRP. The fake

2.
m

4

'I



f
•

>:■

certificate, if any, were not produced by the appellant to the 

authority vide order dated 03.12.2013.

In numerous cases, not only upper age limit was relaxed

by the authority up to 30, 33, 34 years but educational

Class, 8^" Class, 9*^" Class were alsothqualification being nil 5 

relaxed. (Copy attached)

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct. The law has not 

fixed any standard for satisfacdon of the authority. The impugned 

order of termination dated 22.05.2013 is in total disregard of law 

and rules on the subject.

3.

Not correct. When law has formulated way to proceed against 

Civil Servant, then such thing shall be done in that particular way 

and not in any other manner. As stated earlier, neither any 

charge sheet was served upon appellant regarding the subject 

matter nor any inquiry, being mandatory, was conducted by the 

authority.

4.

'i

Not correct. After verification of the certificates from the Board, 

appeliant was handed over charge of the assignment for 

assumption of duty.

. 5.
I
‘f;

I
■ri•r.

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct.

k

6.
!:•

Not correct. The case of appellant viz-a-viz Constable Asmat Ullah 

is/was at par with each other, yet appellant was discriminated.
7.

I
n R O U N D S:

Not correct. Discrimination was made by the authority on 

accepting the departmental appeal of Ex-Constable Asmat Ullah 

and by dismissing the same of appellant by the said authority.

Not correct. The case of appellant viz-a-viz of Asmat Ullah 

Constable were at par with each other.

a.

T-

b.

Not correct. If any way is formulated/expressed by law, the same 

shall be done.as per the mandate of law.

Not correct. The ground of the appeal regarding dispensation of 

Inquiry is not correct. 2007 SCMR 1726, 2007 TD (Service) 344.

c.3"i i
V i'

d

-r-',-; I

•a Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct.e.



f. Not correct. The authority is not empowered with unbridled and 

unfettered power to remove, shunt away, dismiss, etc servant 

from service at her own whims and wishes without adopting legal 

procedure. Cogent legal reasons is given in the ground of appeal 

regarding double edge weapon.

Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct.g- i

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be accepted 

as prayed for.

Appellant

, Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat

Dated:3 .12.2015

Miss Rubina Naz 
Advocates,

AFFIDAVIT

I, Rabat Gul, Appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

that contents, of Appeal &. Rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief white that of the respondents are illegal and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as

per the available record.

DEPONENT
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STATEWIENT OF FRP HpRS ILLITERATE 

OFFICIALS SINCE 2010 UPDATE

Edu Over
Age

i D.O BB. No : D.O ES. No Name /
/

I
'olh28.08.,'l986 801.01.2010{ 32881. I Muhammad 

i Iqba!
2. i fbrahim

(
o{h-----I 688" I 09.04.201'0 . I 01.01.1987 8

i i ' _. _ _
; 1057 1 09’.08^2010 '07'oTl’984

: 18.08.2010 29.12.1981 i 8'”
j _____

27"08‘20?d’..."03.08.*1985

•gih-
M. Arshido

! 29 year4. : Muhammad Arif : 3301
! glh-f ' 130Asmat Ullah5,

glh—13.02.198702.09.201,01570Izhar Ali6.
28.03.1992 gth14.09.201'01624Salman7. • ■ H

lh“ 28 year 

28 year

02.01.1983 816.09.2010I Ghalib Shah
9. I Muhammad 

i Waqas
10. SabazAli.

27253.
• olh" • "8^98203.11.2010870

v.;

28 year20.04.198220.10.20104412 k' .

Mill31.12.2010 ' 14.02.1990 

03.C1 ^ 01^"7 ^ ^0~8^4'1991
2241j 11. Shehriar

’

1?, Abid '.-.'i'.ah 

13.1 Eidi Amin

olR------- - ■■

7.-..U949
.! Nil13.09.1986i 1474 i 24.01.2011 

24.01.2011 ’ 16.03.1992 Nil 

d8^d8Tl'982 ' Nil ' 

'087d'2.i983

I •75314, • Mali Ullah
28 year 

28 year
j 2271 j 04.02.2011 

r2399''i 09763.2011
15. • Tehmeed

16. i Muhammad 
■ Tahir

17,. ' Shashti Gut

18 Rehman All

19 Muhcimmad 
Yousaf

20. ^ Amjid Ali 

■■ 21. I Hassan Khan ■

22. i Sahib Zada
! Muhammad 
' Adnan

23. Imran

-gih---j T437'04^04.2X)11 I 02.03.1987 

':2412 ' 06.04.2011 j 01^01.1989 

■ 1378 ' 04'06,2011 j 01.01.1983-

...gU,

gill 28 year

Nil05.04.1985
i5764.T985

698 ; 04.06.2011
i
r 04766 ^2014 " ' Nil711

'’T728" r04.06.20~11 17.09.1989 Nil

i
glh-:I 216 r04.d6']26ll”Tdl^6l.1984

I '1736 " rd4;0^26lT“" 7^.68/1987
64766".26Tl'^ ^15.09.1985

"olh----- 30 year 

26 year

824. i Gul Riaz
Nil25. ! Syed Naeem ul I '1385

Hadi■;

"olh"805.01.19912127 I 02.08.2011
5916 rd2.‘ii.'2aii

26. I Ijaz Ahmad
29 year01.11.198127. i Inayal Karim



, ■ •'*

\

V

Nil846 “Tas.n.2011 07.01.199328. : Khalid Khan
:

29. i Umair Ali
glH— 29 year15.02.19831446 I 17.12.2011
Nil02.01.1993162 i 04.01.201230. i Muhammad,

1 Umair ;___
Mir Hussain 01.01.19861016 104.01.2012•I • 31: I

01.01.199004.01.2012178032. I Muhammad
w2218 04.01.2012 05.02.1991j -- , ..33. J Naseer Khan 

34. Farman Ullah 34 year01.01.197804.01.20122235
w16.01.198704.01.2012

oaoiT^'o'iY
637335: QusmatAli

36. Muhammad
Rafig_____

37. Hayat Khan

38. ; M Salaman
i Shah _ _ ____________________

39:'; Khaista -T-- ;T2276 M8.02.20l2' 15.02.1994
I Rahman_____________i______ J_______________

40. i Mehtab Hussain j 4650 | 19.69.2012 06.01.1991

1^79 11)4.”iT.201 2' 10.05.1972

..;'2^ [ Ta 12.2012 07.07.1977
■■■4563 ' 31.011013...r’36M6l977

'2595 ■ 09’05.'2013"'’ri0.04.1983

■ 1648 ‘ 2718.2013 ” j'l3703.1992
' i'l656 ' M7.08l013^''03l6l992

" M^i066"Toimoi's"! 21.01:1993
•____________ t__________ ____

2657 i62.0'9.2013 3.4.1995

Qlh- 33 year02.06.1979207

i. Ih'501.01.19872328 04.01.2012

i 2698*” I 64.6T2012 -gtH-21.04.1986
I.

1 ITi9

40 year 

35 year

Nil41. ; Zahir Shah ..

42. I Marfal Shah 

4 3 Afshad Ali

44. Salman Faras

45. : Mudassir Shah

46. ! Mubassir

~n\h-8

8^^' \'36 year
gih-

I .

30 year

Nil

Nil
olh—“•847. ! Rizwan
-glh-

48. i Syed Haris 
Khan

49;.., Shahid Nil01.04.199111.09.20131710

Nil16.02.199011.9.2013-r 758Hazrat Bilal^•50:.^
Nil13.9.2013 15.04.9932246Abid Alam51.

30 year23.69.2013 01.04.1984666Noor
Muhammad_
Muhammad

52.
glR-10.2:9224.09.2013115753.

Owais
M287“r24.09:2013~ 

310.... yoT’iol20i3

4094''”0410.2013

12.8.9354. 1 Asfandiar
--jh—806.01.199355. I Waqar Ahmad 

567] Shah Hussain

57. Muham,mad 
Qasim^;

58. ! Asif Raza

59. • Muzamit

30 yearNil29.05.1984

Nil28.10:199328.10.2013380

NilI 1692 28.10.20113. . 02.10.1993

]"2‘6To~ T28”.li0720l“3’"'^ “oTToTl 985 ih---------8



•60., 1 ,Gul Aslam 6722 128.10.2013' 28.03.1987 Nil
• i 61. Naheed Khan 2826 28.10.2013 30.05.1988

Ih'62. Ashraf Khan 2897 128.10.2013 01.01.1983 5 30 year
Qih-63. j Jahangir Khan 3285 | 28.10.2013

64. :SaTf Uliah

65. ' i Sher Ba71^an““i^77“~h^?20i3

01.01.1989

2256 29.11.2013 01.01.1988 Nil

.15.01.1989 Nil
66. ; Alam zaib ' 596 i 01-.01.2014 28.12.01982 Nil 32 year 

29 year1539 i 28.06.2011 30.04.198267. I Muhammad
;

68. I Azmat
; f

01.64-.20'i21499 01.02.1983 29 year 

29 year
I

29 year I

'.'r727’ '\12.1120'11 ; 04.10.1983
' 972 ' 040^2012 " r06;05^198l'

69. Abbas Ali
- ?•

70. Sadat i

. !'

/

/
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
f

S.A No. 32/2014

•I'

Haleem Gul Versus Commandant & Others

REJOINDER

.ff

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION.

All the (06) Six preliminary objections are illegai and incorrect. 

No reason in support of the same is ever given as to why 

appellant has no cause of action, appeal is not maintainable, the 

same is bad for non and mis joinder of necessary parties, 

estopped by his own conduct, appeal is time barred and appellant 

has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.

ON FACTS

1. In response to para No. 1 of the comments, it is submitted that 

appellant was appointed as, per the prescribed manner of 

appointment after verification of his antecedents from the Board 

as per condition given in the appointment order. In the process of 

verification form the Board, appellant was not associated with the 

same. Even prior to order of dismissal from service, he was not 

served with any charge sheet or any inquiry was conducted 

regarding the subject matter. Thus, he was condemned unheard 

which is against the norms of justice.

2. Not correct. The para of the .appeal is correct. Similarly allegation 

were leveled against Constable Asmat Ullah No. 1514 of FRP Hqr, 

Peshawar by dismissing him from service but on appeal to 

Commandant FRP, KP not only his upper age limit was condoned 

while No. 5843 dated 18.08.2010 and his educational 

qualification being under metric was also relaxed while No. 5842 

dated 18.08.2040 accorded by..AIGR/Corrimandant FRP. The fake

/
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certificate, if any, were not produced by the appellant to the 

authority vide order dated 03.12.2013.
\r-^

In numerous cases, not only upper age limit was relaxed

by the authority up to 30, 33, 34 years but educational 

qualification being nil 5 th Class, Class, 9 th Class were also
relaxed. (Copy attached)

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct. The law has not 

fixed any standard for satisfaction of the authority. The impugned 

order of termination dated 22.05.2013 is in total disregard of law 

and rules on the subject.

3.

Not correct. When law has formulated way to proceed against 

Civil Servant, then such thing shall be done in that particular way 

and not in any other manner. As stated earlier, neither 

charge sheet was served upon appellant regarding the subject 

matter nor any inquiry, being mandatory, was conducted by the 

authority.

4.

any

5. . Not correct. After verification of the certificates from the Board, 

appellant was handed over charge of the assignment for 

assumption of duty.

6. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct.

7. Not correct. The case of appellant viz-a-viz Constable Asmat Ullah 

is/was at par with each other, yet appellant was discriminated.

GROUNDS:

Not correct. Discriminationa. was made by the authority on 

accepting the departmental appeal of Ex-Constable Asmat Ullah

and by dismissing the same of appellant by the said authority.

b. Not correct. The case of appellant viz-a-viz of Asmat Ullah 

Constable were at par with each other.

Not correct. If any way is formulated/expressed by law, the 

shall be done as per the mandate of law.

c. same

d. Not correct. The ground of the appeal regarding dispensation of 

Inquiry is not correct. 2007 SCMR 1726, 2007 TD (Service) 344.

Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct.e.
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f. Not correct. The authority is not empowered with unbridled and 

unfettered power to remove, shunt away, dismiss, etc servant 

from service at her own whims and wishes without adopting legal 

procedure. Cogent legal reasons is given in the ground of appeal 

regarding double edge weapon.

Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct.g-

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be accepted 

as prayed for.

Appellant
Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat
.Dated:3 .12.2015

Arbab^^^f Ul Kamal

Miss'llifna^Naz ^ 

Advocates,

AFFIDAVIT

I, Haleem Gui, Appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

that contents of Appeal & Rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief while that of the respondents are illegal and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as 

per the available record. '/

dfh-
DEPONENT

m



J

STATEMENT OF FRP HQRS ILLITERATE 

OFFICIALS SINCE 2010 UPDATE

Over
Age

EduD.O BB. No i D.O ES. No Name

•'olh-----828.08.198601.01.201032881, i Muhammad 
! Iqbai

2. : fbrahim
o(h-—688' "I 09~04.2010 801.01.1987
gth”'07.04.19841057 109.08.2010M. Arshid

4. Muhammad Arif 

Asmat Ullah

gth 29 year29.12.19813301 18.08.2010 

130 27'.08'.'20r0

1570” "oZogizo'io

glh03.08.1985
D,

....

gth—
13.02.1987Izhar Ali6. ir28.03.199214.09.20101624Salman7. i)!-^K 28 year02.01.198316.09.2010

oiTf.'ioio"'
27258. I Ghalib Shah

i _ ............... ............
9. .-Muhammad

Waqas
10. Sabaz Ali

%
th"r . ->428 year8"i 1982870 •i!

28 year20.04.198220.10.20104412 ■

i X
Nili14.02.1990 f-31.12.20102241Shehriar11.
oIR-----0'8.04.1991949 ; 03.C1.2011

jT474' r24701~.'2011 

"753 ' |'24.01.201’1 

2271 "I 04.02.2011 

”2399"'i 097012011

Abid '-..‘ilah

13, i Eidi Amin

14, ; Mati Uilah

15, ' Tehmeed

16, ‘ Muhammad 
; Tahir ;

17, ' Shashti Gui

IS, Rehman Ali

19. Muhammad 
. Yousaf 

' 20, ; Amjid Ati

; . 21. Hassan Khan

i
Nil13.09.1986

16.03.1992 Nil 

'08’!d8Tl982 ’ Nil
gth -■

28 year 

28 year08.02.1983
i gth-T4'37"! 04'04720“i'l''’r02-03.1987

'0T0'l,1989 

01.01.1983

.....

-gth
r2412 : 06.04.2011 

■ 1378 ' 0Ad6.20’l1 gth 28 year

Nil05.04.1985

T5ro'4'."l985
698' i 04.06.2011
7i'i... ‘d4706.2dTi

T728"”r04Xil20'l'l

Nil

Nil17.09.198922. j Sahib Zada 
i Muhammad 
; Adnan

23. I Imran

24. I Gul Riaz

25. j Syed Naeem ui 
i Hadi

267 Ijaz Ahmad 

27. [ in'ayat Karim

gth--01.01.1984216 i 04.06.2011 

'l7’30 ”0’4^0672bl1

1385 r 04706.2011

•oiK 30 year 

26 year
825.08.1981

15mY98'5 Nil
"oth-805.01.19912127”i'b2.08.2011 

3910 ”02.11.2011 29 year01.11.1981



Nil07.01.199328.11.201184628. • Khalid KhanV'
glh- 29 year15.02.198317.12.2011144629. i Umair Ali
Nil02.01.199304.01.201216230. I Muhammad.

Urnair __
Mir Hussain

!
8^01.01.198604.01.2012101631.
gth01.01.199004.01.20121780Muhammad32.
gffi- }05.02.199104.01.20122218Naseer Khan33.

34 year8'01.01.197804.01.20122235.Farman Uilah34-.
;•w16.01.198704.01.20126373Qusmat Ali35.••

f.
33 year02.06.197904.01.2012207Muhammad 

Rafiq _ 
Hayat Khan

36.

5"^01.01.198704.01.2012232837,
gth21.04.198604.01.2012269838. I M Salaman 

, i Shah
T2276 glh15.02.199418.02.2012Khaista •

, Ra_hman____________
AQ. i Mehtab Hussain 1 4650

39.

^h'06.01.199119.09.2012

40 yearNil10.05.197241.1 Zahir Shah
I

42. ^ Marfat Shah

12079 104.12.2012
gth- 35 year

36 year 

30 year

07.07.197714.12.20122350

4503 31.01.2013 ! 30.06.1977
'2595 09'05.20r3 “ 'To”.04Tl983

27.08.2013 137611992 Nil

4 3 Arshad Ali
-glH

44. Salman Faras

45. ; Mudassir Shah . 1648
Ti656 i2l08.2013 Nil03.06.199246. Mubassir

■ oth—21.01.1993 81066 I 02.09.2013Rizwan47.
gth3.4.199502.09.2013265748. i Syed Haris

Khan
49. Shahid Nil01.04.199111.09.20131710

Nil16.02.199011.9.2013758Hazrat Bilal50.
Nil15.04.99313.9.20132246Abid Alam51.
^h- 30 year01.04.198423.09.201366652. Noor

Muhammad__
53. Muhammad

Owais______
54. Asfandiar

55. Waqar Ahmad

56. I Shah Hussain

57. [ Muhammad 
1 Qasim

58. i Asif Raza

59. ■ Muzamil

10.2:9224.09.20131157

w524.09.2013 12.8.93! 1287
“oth806.01.1993310 ! 01.10.2013

Nil 30 year29.05.198404.10.20134094

Nil28.10.199328.10.2013380

Nil28.10.2013 02.10.1993

■287m20T3'”~ 'OlTori 985
I 1692
I

'2010 ■77th"8



.60. Gul Aslam 6722 28.10.2013 28.03.1987 Nil

m .61, Naheed Khan 2826 28.10.2013 30.05.1988

01.01.198362. Ashraf Khan 2897 28.10.2013 30 year
gm-63. I Jahangir Khan 3285 28.10.2013! 01.01.1989

64. SaifUIlah 2256 29.11.2013 01.01.1988 Nil

65. : Sher Baz Khan I 2277 12.12.2013 15.01.1989 Nil
1

66. I Alam zaib ! 596 01.01.2014 28.12.01982 Nil 32 year 

"29 year-g-ih-67. I Muhammad 
i Ayaz

68. ; Azmat

1539 ! 28.06.2011 30.04.1982

1499 101.04.2012 01.02.1983 29 year

29 year 

29 year

69. Abbas Aii ' 727 ' 12.12.2011 ; 04.10.1983
972 04.01.2012 , 06.05,198170. Sadaii'

!.
\

■

>■
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BEFORE THE KPK> SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
* «

S.A No. 32/2014

Commandant &. OthersHaleem Gul Versus

REJOINDER

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION.

All the (06) Six preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. 

No reason in support of the same is ever given as to why 

appellant has no cause of action, appeal is not maintainable, the 

same is bad for non and mis joinder of necessary parties, 

estopped by his own conduct, appeal is time barred and appellant 

has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.

i.

ON FACTS

In response to para No. 1 of the comments, it is submitted that 

appellant was appointed as per the prescribed manner of 

appointment,after verification of his antecedents from the Board 

as per condition given in the appointment order. In the process of 

verification form the Board, appellant was not associated with the 

Even prior to order of disniissai from service, he was not 

served with any charge sheet or any inquiry was conducted 

regarding the subject matter. Thus he was condemned unheard 

which is against the norms of justice.

1.

same.

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct. Similarly allegation 

leveled, against Constable Asmat Ullah No. 1514 of FRP Hqr, 

Peshawar by dismissing him from service but on appeal to

2.

were

Commandant FRP, KP not only his upper age limit was condoned 

5843 dated 18,08.2010 and his educational
? ■

while No.

qualification being under matric was also relaxed while No. 5842 

dated 18.08.2010 accorded by AIGP/Commandant FRP. The fake



V.

0

certificate, if any, were not produced by the appellant to the 

authority vide order dated 03.12.2013.

In numerous cases, not only upper age limit was relaxed 

by the authority up to 30, 33, 34 years but educational 

qualification being nil 5'^" Class, 8'^'' Class,. 9^*^ Class were also 

relaxed. (Copy attached)

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct. The law has not 

fixed any standard for satisfaction of the authority. The impugned 

order of termination dated 22.05.2013 is in total disregard of law 

and rules on the subject.

3.

Not correct. When law has formulated way to proceed against 

Civil Servant, then such thing shall be done in that particular way 

and not in any other manner. As stated earlier, neither any 

charge sheet was served upon appellant regarding the subject 

matter nor any inquiry, being mandatory, was conducted by the 

authority.

4.

Not correct. After verification of the certificates from the Board, 

appellant was handed over charge of the assignment for 

assumption of duty.

5.

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct.6.

Not correct. The case of appellant viz-a-viz Constable Asmat Uliah 

is/was at par with each other, yet appellant was discriminated.

7.

GROUNDS;

Not correct. Discrimination was made by the authority on 

accepting the departmental appeal of Ex-Constable Asmat Ullah 

and by dismissing the same of appellant by the said authority.

a.

Not correct. The case of appellant viz-a-viz of Asmat Ullah 

Constable were at par with each other.

b.

Not correct. If any way is formulated/expressed by law, the same 

shall be done as per the mandate of law.

c.

Not correct. The ground of the appeal regarding dispensation of 

Inquiry is not correct. 2007 SCMR 1726, 2007 TD (Service) 344.

d.

Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct.e.-
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Not correct. The authority is not empowered with unbridled and 

unfettered power to remove, shunt away, dismiss, etc servant 

from service at her own whims and wishes without adopting legal 

procedure. Cogent legal reasons is given in the ground of appeal 

regarding double edge weapon.

f.

Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct.g-

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be accepted

. as prayed for.

Appellant

• . Through

Saaduilah Khan Marwat

Dated;3 .12.2015

Arbab SaJf Ul Kamal

Miss'Kubina Na 
Advocates,

h

■ 1

AFFIDAVIT

I, Haleem Gul, Appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

that contents of Appeal & Rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief while that of the respondents are illegal and Incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as

per the available record.

DEPONENT

'•i-

■y

^.
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STATEMENT OF FRP HQRS ILLITERATE 

OFFICIALS SINCE 2010 UPDATE

Over
Age

EduD.O BB. No ! D.O ES. No Name

828.08.198601.01.201032881. I Muhammad 
; Iqbal

2. I fbrahim 

■ M, Arshid

4. : Muhammad Arif 3301

oth"688"' [09.04.2010 801.01.1987
'07T04.T984

29.12.1981

-glh'”-

8th
1057 109.08.2010

V8.08.2010" 29 year
; 03.08.198527.08.20105. i Asmat Ullah

6. jzharAli

7. Salman 

8/ 'i Ghalib Shah

9. Muhammad 
Wagac

10, Sabaz Ali 

Vi. Shehriar

' Abid'-Miah
7

13. I Eidi Amin

14. ; Mali Ullah
;

15. I Tehmeed

16. I Muhammad 
i Tahir

17. ' Shashti Gul

13. RehmanAli

19. Muhammad 
Yousaf

' 20, I Amjid All 

■ 21-1 Hassan Khan

130
913.02.1987i 02.09.20101570. Vik:8 1',28.03.199214.09.20101624 A.t:StK- 28 year 

~28 year

■ L02.01.198316.09.2010

osTV^ioio""
\ 2725 ;

th"' 18"1982870

28 year20.04.198220.10.20104412
Nill14.02.199031.12.20102241
olh“'0~8.04.i99103.C1.2011949

13.09.1986 Nil 

T6.61i9"92' Nil
1474 j 24.01.2011 

1 _

753 " ['2^01.2011 

"2271 04’0"2.20Ti

■”2399" i 097012011

28 year 

28 year

Nil08.08.1982

0’8702.'i9^’ olh'"'8

-gth-'-

-'Ath--- 1..........
[■l437'TbA0A^1

1 06M2blT...[OTO'l.1989

01.01.1983

02.03.1987

9; 2412 

I Y378 '04.06.2011
f

gth 28 year

Nil05.04.1985
T57o"4."i'985"

•: 69‘8 ' 7 04.06.2011
7 Vi..”704706^2017 Nil

Nil17.09.198904.06.2011172822, Sahib Zada 
I Muhammad 
: Adnan

23, I Imran

24. I Gui Riaz

25. Syed Naeem ul 
Hadi

! /
olh"'601.01.1984■216" I 04.06.2011 

1730” "0470672011 

1385 ■”6'47d672011

gih- 30 year 

26 year

25.08.1981

”V576"9".'1985 Nil

"oTh-805.01.1991

dVi'VVdsi
02.08.2011

"dl’iT.ldVi
2127267" ijaz Ahmad

29 year391027, ! Inayat Karim ___
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Nil07.01.199328.11.201184628. : Khalid Khan

29. i Umair Ali
glH- 29 year15.02.198317.12.20111446
Nil02.01.199304.01.201216230. I Muhammad.

1 Umair_____
31. I Mir Hussain

32. Muhammad

33. Naseer Khan

ir801.01.198604.01.20121016
gtH •01.01.199004.01.20121780
gth-05.02.199104.01.20122218
W 34 year01.01.197804.01.20122235Farman Uilah34.

i-w16.01.198704.01.20126373Qusmat Ali35. !
33 year02.06.197904.01.20122073-5. \ W\uhammad

- Rafj5_ __
37. ^ Hayat Khan

38. I M Salaman
Shah ___

39. I Khaista ■
i Ra_h_rnan_______

40. '' Mehtab Hussain i 4650

01.01.198704.01.20122328
04.01.2012 21.04.19862698

gin15.02.199418.02.20122276

06.01.199119.09.2012 

I 2079 I 04.'^.Toi2

:”^5~0 ' ^^2'2b 12

40 year

35 year

r36 year i 
I , . :

30 year!

Nil10.05.197241. ! Zahir Shah
i

42. ‘ Marfat Shah
-Qih--07.07.1977

3 r 121 f~]

'ia'0A1983'l 9‘^

■ 'T3T61T992

45034 3 Arshad Ali
'2595 : 09.05.2013 

27708^oT3
44. Salman Faras

45. ( Mudassir Shah . 1648

46. Mubassir

Nil

Nil03.06.1992n656 r27.08.2013
821.01.19931066 102.09.2013Rizwan47.
gtfTi — 3.4.199502.09.2013265748. i Syed Haris

i
49. Shahid -Nil01.04.199111.09.20131710

Nil16.02.199011.9.201350. Hazrat Bilal 

'sir Abid Alam
52. Noor 

Muhamrnad
53. " "Muhammad

Owais
54. ! Asfandiar

55. Waqar Ahmad

567" 'sFTah Hussain

"57. Muharnmad 
Qasim_;

58, i Asif Raza

59. ' Muzamil

758
Nil15.04.99313.9.20132246
gth' 30 year01.04.198423.09.2013666

10.2:9224.09.20131157
gth-

i 1287 [24.09.2013 12.8.93
■~oth,806.01.199301.10.2013310

30 yearNil29.05.198404.10.20134094
Nil28.10.199328.10.2013380

Nil02.10.199328.10.20131692
th"—801.01.198528.10.20132010

;?



Nil07.01.1993846 I 28.11.201128. ; Khaiid Khan
29 year15.02.19831446 17.12.201129. j Umair Ali

Nil02.01.199304.01.201216230. I Muhammad.
i Urnair ____

31. Mir Hussain
—...

01.01.19861016 04.01.2012
gfh01.01.199004.01.2012178032. Muhammad

tg[h-05.02.199104.01.2012221833. Naseer Khan
w 34 year01.01.197804.01.20122235Farman Ullah34.

:•8^16.01.198704.01.20126373Qusmat Ali35. w 33 year36. Muhammad
_ ^^£^5____

37. Hayat Khan

38. I M Salaman
i Shah ___

39. I Khaista ■
i Rah_rnan___

40. ! Mehtab Hussain I 4650

02.06.197904.01.2012207

01.01.198704.01.20122328
W21.04.19862698 104.01.2012

15.02.19942276' ! 18.02.2012
I

^h-06.01.199119.09.2012
40 year

35 year

36 year :
i

30 year

Nil10.05.1972! 2079 i 04.12.201241, I Zahir Shah
-giir-^”2'^5”0” 14.12.2012 07.07.1977

"4503 "'"ST.OI'20^3'"rSOmi977 

'2595 09.0'5.2013”"ri0.04.1983
__ _ i _____ ____ ____

' 1648 r27'08.20l'3 " ‘liolf992
, f _______ _______ _____________________

TT6"56’""r27"^Tdi 3 ‘ 03.06.1992

42, ' Marfat Shah
-r ■ g(h

4 3 Arshad Ali
gih-

44. Salman Faras
Nil45. [ Mudassir Shah 

' ' ......
46. Mubassir Nil

'oth—821.01.1993"11066 102.09.2013Rizwan47.
8th-3.4.199502.09.2013i 265748. I Syed Haris

j Khan .......
49... Shahid

50.'....HazVaVBilai

Nil01.04.199111.09.20131710
Nil16.02.199011.9.2013758
Nil15.04.99313.9.20132246Abid Alam51.

-Qllf 30 year01.04.198423.09.201366652. Noor
Muhammad__ 

5^ Muhammad 
Owais______

54. ! Asfandiar

55. Waqar Ahmad 

567 Shah Hussain

gtIT10.2';9224.09.20131157
th'512.8.9324.09.2013! 1287

“oth------------1 ,806.01.199301.10.2013310
Nil 30 year29.05.198404.10.20134094
Nil28.10.199328.10.201338057. Muhamimad

Qasim_;___
58. ! Asif Raza

i

59. ■ Muzamil

Nil02.10.199328.10.20131692
gth-01.01.198528.10.20132010



60. Gul Aslam 6722 28.10.2013 28.03.1987 Nil
j

. 61. Naheed Khan 2826 28.10.2013 30.05.1988
.62. Ashraf Khan 2897 28.10.2013 01.01.1983 30 year
63. Jahangir Khan Qih-3285 28.10.2013 01.01.1989s

64. Saif Ullah 2256 29.11.2013 01.01.1988 NilI
I I

65. I Sher Baz Khan | 2277 12.12.2013 .15.01.1989 Nil
!

i66. : Alam zaib 596 I 01.01.2014 28.12.01982 Nil 32 year 

2^year
1

^h-1539 i 28.06.2011 30.04.198267. [ Muhammad 
; Ayaz _

68. I AzmaT
69. ' Abbas Ali

1499 roiT04“2012 01.02.1983 29 year 

29 year
I

29 year !

727 ! 12.12.2011 ! 04.10.1983
972 04.01.2012 06.05.198170. Sadat t
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
I

S.A No. 31/2014

Commandant &. OthersVersusSajid

REJOINDER

Respectfully Sheweth/

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION.

All the (06) Six preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. 

No reason in support of the same is ever given as to why 

appellant has no cause of action, appeal is not maintainable, the 

same is bad for non and mis joinder of necessary parties, 

estopped by his own conduct, appeal is time barred and appellant 

has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.

ON FACTS

In response to para No. 1 of the comments, it is submitted that 

appellant was appointed as per the prescribed manner of 

appointment after verification of his antecedents from the Board 

as per condition given in the appointment order. In the process of 

verification form the Board, appellant was not associated with the

1.

Even prior to order of dismissal from service, he was notsame.
served with any charge sheet or any inquiry was conducted 

regarding the subject matter. Thus he was condemned unheard

which is against the norms of justice.

Not correct. The para of.the appeal is correct. Similarly allegation 

leveled against Constable Asmat Ullah No. 1514 of FRP Hqr
2.

/were •
Peshawar by dismissing him from service but on appeal to 

Commandant FRP, KP not only his upper age limit was condoned

f

f:/'-
iv 5843 dated 18.08.2010 and his educationalwhile

qualification being under matric was also relaxed while No. 5842 

dated 18.08.2010 accorded by AIGP/Commandant FRP. The fake

No.

^'v
;d

i
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• ■u*
Not correct. The authority is not empowered with unbridled and 

unfettered power to remove, shunt away, dismiss, etc servant 

from service at.her own whims and wishes without adopting legal 

procedure. Cogent legal reasons is given in the ground of appeal 

regarding double edge weapon.

f.-

Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct.9:

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be accepted

as prayed for.

Appellant

SaadulLah_Khan Marwat

. Through

Dated:3 .12.2015
Arbab Saif U1 Kama!

r
MiSsRubina Naz 
Advocates,;>> ;

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sajid, Appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and de.clare that 

contents of Appeal & Rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief while that of the respondents are illegal and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as

per the .available record.
i

DEPONENT

m ■

'"ill.

Vk' ■
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STATEMENT OF FRP HQRS ILLITERATE
OFFICIALS SINCE 2010 UPDATE

Over
Age

EduD.O Bi B. No : D.O ES. No . Name
i
i

-'oth828.08.19863288 01.01.20101, 1 Muhammad 
-I Iqbal

2. I Ibrahim 

’ M. Arshid

; Muhammad Arif i 3301

g[h-

■gth
68'8^‘”"j 09^04.20"i0 

1057 I 09'.'08.26iO
Vs.08.2010" 

130 27y0'8,20l"0

01.01.1987
67"04.1984
29.12.1981
03T08.19~85

3.
Qlh 29 year

4,
.....

-gth--'-

“gfh—

! Asmat Ullah

6. ^ Izhar Ali

yV" Salman
q'halib Shah’

9','. .':[yluhammad 
VVaqac

10. SabazAli

11. Shehriar 

-'.2, ' Abid IMIah

13. i Eidi Amin;
14. i Mali Ullah

15 'i Tehmeed
; ........... ......

16. ! Muhammad 
i Tahir

17. ' Shashti Gul

15. Rehman Ali

19 Muhammad 
Yousaf

20. ‘ Amjid Ali

I 21. Hassan Khan

i , 22. I Sahib Zada 
I Muhammad 
i Adnan 

I 23. j Imran

24. I Gul Riaz

25. I Syed Naeem ul i 1385 
I H ad i_ _

26. " T[az Ahmad

27. i Inayat Karim

5
13.02.198702.09.20101570

028.03.199214.09.20101624 ■ H
\h 28 year802.01.198316.09.2010

o’aJf.zoi’o"'
2725^ 3:

' 28 year1982870
f:

28 year20.04.198220.10.2010 .4412 i
j.'14.02.1990 Nill 

0^4"T991~ 

i'37o”9’.'V986"" ' Nil 

16.034 992" Nil 

08.d8"".T982 Nil 

d8".0'2.1983 " 8‘^

31.12.20102241
03.Cl.2011949

1474' 124.01.2011 
753 i 24.01 .’2011

I

2271 '"i 04"02'.20i"l 
2399’”!'09333.2011

28 year 

28 year

-gth-

-gth-'

glh -

■■"■■''02.03.1987rT437 j 04.04.2011
■ d6"04’20TV.. [■■d76'i.i989

01.0'1.1983
, 2412

: 1378 04.06.2011 28 year i

Nil05.04.1985

T5rd4.T985
TfmVds'd

i" ■ • , 698''~’i 04.06.2011 

■ 1 7Vl""

■■ l7”28

r-. Nil04.06.2011 

‘d'4 M20"i 1 Nil

■■

rd4.06!2dTi”’j’'di,di.i984 

d4.0672011 

d47d6’'.2oTi

6216
"oth-----Y.-' 30 year 

26 year

825.08.1981

T5To’’97i'985
! 1730

Nil

805.01.1991■2'i2"7' 02.08.2011 

■3910 " “d2.’rV.Td'Vi 29 year01.11.1981X-r
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, 60, Gul Aslam 28.10.2013 28.03.1987 Nil6722

2826 28.10.2013 30.05.198861. Naheed Khan
Ih28.10.2013 01.01.1983 5 30 year62. Ashraf Khan 2897

Qih-28.10.2013 01.01.198963. I Jahangir Khan 3285
64. " "s^fUilah 

*65. i Sher Baz Khan i 2277
Nil2256 29.11.2013 01.01.1988

15.01.1989 Nil12.12,2013!
I 596
“T539T28.06'.^TT

Nil 32 year01.01.2014 28.12.0198266. i Alam zaib
^h- 29 year67. I Muhammad 

i Ayaz
68. I Azmat

30.04.1982

01.02.1983 29 year 

29 year 

29 year

01.04.20121499

727 112.12.2011 104.10.198369. Abbas Ali
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

S.A No. 31/2014

Commandant & OthersVersusSajid

REJOINDER

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION.

Ail the (06) Six preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. 

No reason in support of the same is ever given as to why 

appellant has no cause of action, appeal is not maintainable, the 

same is bad for non and mis joinder of necessary parties, 

estopped by his own conduct, appeal is time barred and appellant 

has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.

ON FACTS

No. 1 of the comments, it is submitted thatIn response to para 
appellant was appointed as per the prescribed manner of 

appointment after verification of his antecedents from the Board 

as per condition given in the appointment order. In the process of 

verification form the Board, appellant was not associated with the 

same. Even prior to order of dismissal from service, he was not

1.V-

was conductedserved with any charge sheet or any inquiry 

regarding the subject matter. Thus he was condemned unheard 

which is against the norms of justice.

I
4:
is::?

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct. Similarly allegation 

leveled against Constable Asmat Ullah No. 1514 of FRP Hqr, 

by dismissing him from service but on appeal to

% 2.

were
W-:. Peshawar

Commandant FRP, KP not only his upper age limit was condoned

and his educational5843 dated 18.08.2010while No.
qualification being under matric was

18.08.2010 accorded by AIGP/Commandant FRP. The fake

m also relaxed while No. 5842

dated

4:^
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certificate,' if any, were not produced by the appellant to the 

authority vide order dated 03.12.2013.

In numerous cases, not only upper age limit was relaxed

34 years but educationalby the authority up to 30, 33 

qualification being nil 5^" Class, 8^^ Class, 9^^ Class were also 

relaxed. (Copy attached)

/

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct. The law has not 

fixed any standard for satisfaction of the authority. The impugned 

order of termination dated 22.05.2013 is in total disregard of law 

and rules on the subject.

3.

Not correct. When law has formulated way to proceed against 

Civil Servant, then such thing shall be done in that particular way 

and not in any other manner. As stated earlier, neither any 

charge sheet was served upon appellant regarding the subject 

matter nor any inquiry, being mandatory, was conducted by the 

authority.

4. •i
i

■)

i

V

5. Not ,correct. After verification of the certificates from the Board, 

appellant was handed over charge of the assignment for 

assumption of duty.

Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct.6.
■j.

Not correct. The case of appellant viz-a-viz Constable Asmat Ullah 

is/was at par with each other, yet appellant was discriminated.

7.
-i

GROUNDS;

Not correct. Discrimination was made by the authority on 

accepting the departmental appeal of Ex-Constable Asmat Ullah 

and by dismissing the same of appellant by the said authority.

a.

.V
Not correct. The case of appellant viz-a-viz of Asmat Ullah 

Constable were at par with each other.

b.-k.

Not correct. If any way is formulated/expressed by law, the same 

shall be done as per the mandate of law.

c.
■

Not correct. The ground of the appeal regarding dispensation of 

Inquiry is not correct. 2007 SCMR 1726, 2007 TD (Service) 344.

d.

Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct.e.

m-
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Not correct. The authority is not empowered with unbridled and 

unfettered power to remove, shunt away, dismiss, etc servant 

from service at her own whims and wishes without adopting legal 

procedure. Cogent legal reasons is given in the ground of appeal 

regarding double edge weapon.

f.

I

I- Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct.9->-'

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be accepted 

as prayed for.

Appellant

_-A
Saadullah Khan Marwat

.-•r

. Through

pated:3 .12.2015
Arbab Saif Ul Kamal

Mis^ubina Naz 
Advocates,

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sajid, Appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that 

contents of Appeal & Rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief while that of the respondents are illegal and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as

per the available record.

DEPONENTv; •

•V

Ilk '■
•r *,
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