S ZERATISAEAN T DY

10.3.2015

26.2.2015

110.3.2015.

Appellant with counsel and Add. AG for the. ,55 o

respondents present. Case is adjourned to 10.3.2015 for
order. . '

'MEMBER | XMBER

Appellant wi.t‘h counsel {Sahibzada Assadullah, Advocate) and Mr.
Muhammad Jan, GP with Imranullah, S.I (Legal) for the respd‘ndénts‘
present. Argume‘nts 'hlea;'d. Record perused. Vide our detailed judgment
of to-day in connected:Service Appeal No. 233/2014, titled Balizar Versus

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar etc.”, this

- appeal is also disposed of as per detailed judgrﬁent. Parties are left to

béar their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

i _
ANNOUNCED

MEMBER : ~~

-



22122014

19.1.2015

21.01.2015

2.2.2015

P

%

Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad
Adeel Butt, AAG with Imranullah, SI (Legal) for the responc_ient;
present. The Tribunal i.s”i,-n(’:ompleé_te. To come up lor the same on

19.01.2015.

et -
L
4

Junior ’fo_rv counsel for the appellant' and Mr.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, AAG for the respondents present. It was

' submitted on behalf of the appellant that cases of similar nature

have been fixed for arguments on 20.1.2015 énd-reques;t made for
adjournment to 20.1.2015. As such, case to come up for arguments

on 20.1.2015.

Since 20" January has been declared as pﬁb]ié

holiday by the provincial government, therefore, case to

come up for the same on 2.2.2015. ] /
v/

Appellant  with counsel and Mr.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, AAG with Imranullah, SI ‘
(Legal) for the respondents present. Arguments heard. |

To come up for order on 26.2.2015.

MEMBER MEMBER




oy

. ‘ ~!
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- 08.08.2014 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Imranullah, SI (Legal) off

; \l "N
behalf of the respondents with AAG present. Written reply/para-
wise comments. received on behalf of the respondents, copy

-, T whereof is handed over to the léarned counsel for the appellant fi

rejoinder alongwith connected appeals on 8.12.2014. |

-

-15.09.2014 ‘ Counsel for the appellant and.Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, ]

AAG with Imranullah, Si (Legal) for the respondents présent. The
learned Member (Judicial) is not working due to a recent order of
the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court affecting his status as District &

Sessions Judge. To come up as before on 10.10.2014.

S -

10.10.2014 _ Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabeerullah
Khattak, Asstt. A.G for the respondents present. Rejoinder received
and placed on file. Copy handed over to the learned AAG. To come . -

up for arguments on 25.11.2014 alongwith connected appeals.

—

MEMBER

| 25.11.2014 o Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad
) Jan, GP with Imranullah, SI (Legal) for the respondent'g
.. " ~ present. .The Tribunal is incomplete. To come up for the same . . |

| o _ on 22.12.2014. : - ' ‘

o
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&, ; ; - 16.04.2014 | Clerk of counsel for the appellant present and requested for

adjoumment due to general strike of the Bar. To come up for

prehmmary hearing on 02.05.2014.

102.05.2014 - | ‘ Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary argnments '

heard and case file perused. Counsel for the appellant contended that

the appellant has not been treated in accordanee with law/rules.
Against the ongmal order dated 06. 12. 2013 he filed departmental
‘appeal, which has been rejected on 06. 02 2014, hence the present
“appeal on 21.02.2014. He further contended that the impugned order
dated'l06.02.201-4 has been issued in violation of Rule-5 of the Civil
Servant (Appeal) Rules 1986. Points raised at the Bar need
consideration. The appeal is admitted to regular hearing subject to all -
legal objections. The appellant is directed to deposit 'tlne security .
‘amount and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter Notices be Issued

to the respondents Appellant has also ﬁled an apphcatlon for

suspens10n of the 1mpugned orders dated 106.12.2013 “and
106.02.2014. Notice of application should also be issued to the
. respondents  for reply/arguments To come "up for written
reply/comments on main appeal as well as reply/arguments on

-application on 03.06.2014.

Ny o Y . »
- - 0£05.2014 o Thi be put before the Final B h’\ f
>‘ 5 o is case be put before the Final Benc 0
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
" Court of
: Case No. 241/2014
S.No" Date of order Order or other proceedings wifh signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings

1 2 3

1 21/02/2014 The appéal of Mr. Mohammad Wahab presented today
by Mr. Sahibzada Asadullah Advocate may be entered in the
Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman fdr
preliminary hearing. o \

-_ REGISTRAR M\-,,\W :

2

26439

hearing to be put up there on /; \

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for prellminary

”\B

\CHAIRM N.

=

<. . - P T i ~ Tk N S
TP N SYRr AR e e U S Pt i SRR I N S Or s LI
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¥ BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

, PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No.g\él l /2014
Mohammad Wahab .......ooovviiiiiiieeiieeeee e (Appellant)

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

- And others ....................................................... (Respondents) -
INDEX
S.No Description of Documents Pages
1. - | Service Appeal , - 1-7
2. | Affidavit , | 8
3. | Addresses of the parties 9
4. | Copy of show cause notice dated 23/10/2013| 10-11
- |and explanation L
S. Copy of charge sheet dated 28/11/2013 and| 12-13
___reply of the appellant dated 29/11/2013 .
6. | Copy of the order dated 28/11/2013 14
7. Copy of certificate/ remarks of SHO 15
8. Copies of inquiry report and order dated| 16-24
06/12/2013 _
9. | Copy of appeal and order dated 06/02/2014 25-26
10. ,Wakalat Nama : 27
App/e/éZt
Through
Dated: 17/02/2014 Sahibzada Asadullah:
' . Advocate Supreme Court
Of Pakistan.

Cell No. 0313-9772262
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ly BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No., /2014 Saconsr gt
. Bingw By

Mohammad Wahab S/o Mohammad Rauf
R/o Village Bara Nawagay, District Bunir................ (Appellant)

_ VERSUS ‘
1. Inspelctor General of ‘Policé, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar. . |
2. Reg1onal Police Officer (DIG), Malakand at Saidu Sharif,

Swat.

3. D'ist‘rict' Police Officer, Bunir.............c....c.oe.... (Respondents)

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE N.W.F.P (KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA) SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974
'AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED
1 06/12/2013 AND 06/02/2014 PASSED BY THE
DISTRICT POLICE _OFFICER _BUNIR _AND
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER, MALAKAND AT
SAIDU SHARIF SWAT RESPECTIVELY.

Respé'ctfully Sheweth:

' " Brief f h al der
: . . Brief facts giving rise to the instant appeal are as under:
ST - ~ SR | Ppes e
FACTS:
1. ~ That the appellant joined the Police Department on

01/04/1991 as ConStable and performed his duties at

various police stations with commitment and devotion.



The appellant after passing A (1) and B (1) examinations
was sent by the high—ups for his Lower Course. _Aftéir
completing his:lowerr course in 1997 owing to the trust of -
thé high-ups the appéllant performed his duties whole
heartedly finally in the year 20»04. was promoted to the'
post of Head Constable. That in the year 2010 the

appéllant passed his' intermitted course and was

- promoted to the post of ASI in 2011,

’fhat on 21/10/2013 the appellant was Iclosed to‘police.
iiné where the appellant was served §vith a show calis¢
notice fromx DPO. Bunir on '23/10/2013 where _the
appella'nt gave a detailed explanation on 28/10/2013 té
‘the show cause notice. (Copy of show cause and

éxplanation are ‘atta,ched).

' .That the appélianfc was charge sheeted on 28/11 /2013
:ﬁvhe_re charges of cdrfuption were leveled - against the
apf)ellant that t06 on the basis of source report where thé
appellant submitted a detailed reply by explaining his
bosition on 28/11/2013. (Copy of charge sheet and feply

of the appel-lént_are attached).

A . e
[ = PN VA SN Lo %\n,.,x;,i
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That on 28/11/ 2013 the respondent No. 3 recommended |

disciplinary action against the appellant and others in

accordance with provision of the Police Rules 1975 and

for t’he.purp'os‘e Ghulam Muhammad DSP Head Quarters
~was appointed as inquiry'ofﬁc"er. (Copy of the order dated .

© 28/11/2013 is attached).

AV’I‘hat during -ivnquiry the appellant recorded his detailed

statement regarding his position. The Station House

Officers, where the appellant performed his duties issued

~ certificates in favour of the appellant. (Copy of certificate/

" remarks of SHO is attached).

: ‘Thl'at the inquiry officer prepared his finding 'reportl on

30/11/2013 where the opined that the appellant along
with others are not suitable for filed posting. The

respondent No. 3 on the strength of the inqtiiry report

passed the impugned order' where the appellant was

compulsory. retired from service vide order dated

06/12/2013 from the date of their suspénsion. (Copies of - ...
'i'nquir‘y'.' report and order dated 06/12/2013 are

" attached).



(7

That being aggrieved of the order of respondent No. 3 the

appellant preferred an appeal before respondent No. 2
- which got the same fate vide order dated 06/02/2014.
(Cdpy of appeal and order dated 06/02/2014 are

‘ éttac_hed).

‘That being aggrieved the appellant prefers this ap‘ﬁ’eal on

the following grounds amongst others inter-alia:

GROUNDS:

A.

That the impugned orders are arbitrary, mechanical and

without the application of judicial mind and passed -'in_ |

vacuum needs interference of this august Tribunal.

- That the appellant has served the departmeht since

01/04/1991 with his initial appointmént as constable

but héving curiosity to work hard the appel_lant passed’
the required examinations and on the strength of his

hard work he reached to the post of ASI, throughout his

career the high-ups trusted him and no complajhts

whatsoever was made against him during his stay at

. various police stations.




That the appéllant struggled hard and even retained his
position at the time when Bunir was passiﬁg through

hard times when the terrorists challenged the writ of the

Government without caring for his life.

That the respondents No. 2 & 3 through the blind orders

f

Ath1.”‘0u‘gh this illegal order within the department but in |

the public as well.

the appellant was closed - to the police line, on -

- 123/10/20 13 was served with a show cause notice which

was duly replied but that did not help the appellant. On
J

to which the appellant also submitted detailed reply but

and for that matter inquiry officer was deputed to record

- conducted in a strange manner that during the inquiry

. !the appellant also handed over various certificates issued.

" “in his favour by different station houses officers.

stigmatized the bright career of the appellant not only_ |
‘;That this is the element if surprise that on 21/10/2013 -
28/11/2013 charge sheet was served upon the appellant,

‘ihstead the DPO Bunir ordered the conduct of inquiry

’the statements of ‘all concerned. The inquiry was




That on the conclusion of the inquiry the inquiry officer

while submitting his finding report could not find any

advérse material against the appellant and no one from

“the public came forward to record any compliant against |

the appellant rather the recommendation was based only |

upon the hearsay and concocted source report.

‘That all the proceedings were conducted in ‘haphé'zard »
" manner and no procedure was followed in strict sense

but the hurry shown Clearly show the intention of the -

respondents to make the appellant and S"omev' others
scape goats so that to help the provincial Government to

score in the eyes of pliblic.

~ That the respondents No. 1 and No. 2 were bending upon’

to issue the ifhpugnéd orders at any cost which they

called a policy of the K.P.K Government.

That no material has been brought on record during the:

inquiry nor any person was produced in support of ‘t'hyé"' |

leveled allegations which could justify the s‘tancelof the _‘

respondents.




| (Z
-Thatgthe appellant is innocent and has been retired

1
i

compulsory which is a major punishmeht which is not in
accordance with the police rules and the law laid down

for the purpose. : ;

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptan'ce of
|
this jservice appeal, the appellant may kindly be re-

"i‘nsta‘ffted to his post with all back benefits and thé_

impugned orders dated 06/12/2013 and 06/02/2014

passed by respondents No. 2 and 3 may kindly be set

~ aside.

OR

Any 6ther relief which this august Tribunél deems ,- _ ,-

| ) appropriate may kindly be awarded to meet the erds of

' justiicev. . -
Appellant. '
: o ‘ Through = ad/
Dated: 17 /02/2014 ' Sahibzada Asadullah

- Advocate Supreme Court
Of Pakistan.
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‘ ’ BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

| PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. / 2014
Mohammad Wahab . .....ccooeeevieiiieeeiieiiieeeann.. (Appellant)

| VERSUS '

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
And othersf. ..... FE T P T PRPITS e ievrrrreneeeans (Respondents)
| |
!

AFFIDAVIT

1, Sahibzada Asadullah Advocate, as per instruction of
| my clieﬁt; do hereby solemnly affirm and declare, that ail ’ehe :
: o . contents of accompanying Service Appeal are true and correct
| ‘to’the_ ‘lv)es‘t of my knowledge and belief and nothing has beeh

kept concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
| ‘ PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. /2014
Mohammad Wahab ...........cccooooviiviiiiiniinc, (Appellant)
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
And others.............. e e, (Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

- APPELLANT:
Mohammad Wahab S/o Mohammad Rauf

R/o Village Bara Nawagay, District Bunir

Y

- RESPONDENTS: |
1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar. | | N
2. Regional Police Officer (DIG), Malakand at Saidu Sharif,

b

Appellant

Swat.

3. District Police Officer, Bunirt.

Thfough :

Dated: 17/02/2014 " Sahibzada A€adullah
: Advocate Supreme Court
Of Pakistan.
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SHOW -'f t

W b 8 e St e o

'

- not?

, WI—IEREA h as;you' the foilowing officers / officials involved in Corru ‘ien
as per source repost. ’ : ‘
S.No. Name & Hfaul Place of Posting
Lo Si Bauzar fKhan (Invesc: V2 Invest: PN Totalai.
"3.. \-»’/,’/\Si Muhaiimad Wb PS5 Dhagpar,
3. AST Anwa Sacp PS Gagra
4. ASI Muha qm‘.zld Zahid Police Lines
"5, -AS! Zeb ﬂs' il_ua(l - PS Totalai
i HC Kiun ¢ ‘ ' MHC PS Jowar
7 HC Sher Mdhan IC Guard Koga Camp
8 HC Sher Al PPP Durimai. l
9 HC Bahvay MM PS Daggar.
10 HC Sher v nh I/C PPP Kalil Kandaw
i HC Aman (lnn PP Budal.

\low ther lozc, as required by the KPK Police 1975 I ASIF IORBAIL
I‘s‘!'«f'}:ii‘:‘u»'ﬂ,"s,l‘-«@ Disteiet Policel Dficer, Bungicall upoit (o show cause as to why you should not
b awardeda nujor plll‘Ib:\mCl"l s dotined wi-d (b) of the said rules,
Your exj Jli nz}tion should reach the undersigned within 7 days of the receipt

of this notice.

" You shnu! Iy .tk i writingsas 1o whether you wish to be heard in person or

A

I case voltr written expiunatine is not received within the specitied period,
it should be plesumed that yaqh ve no defence 1o offer. ’

B
i
|
.
N
i
|

o
'

b

- DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
e e ' BUNER.

H
N - e .
Vated 9 3.0 Ko /03
‘ |
. i
[
i H
Al
FAQUTIMEMIDSaw Conse Noriced#lis doc¥aliv shab Fag e 1IN0

i
|

AT STED
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.

’ Dated 2R // . 12013

CHARGE SHEET - o CL . @ -

~

LTSNS

I, ASIE lOBAL MOHMAND District Police Officer, as competent authority do hereby

. charge’ you ‘the following Upper / Lower Subordmates while posted. in Pohce Lines TWag,gaer

as follows.

SRSLTRS TSR T T

It has bu_n u.pom,d against you that you while posled Police Lines Daggar committed

the following act/ acts. )

- As per source report, you are the following Upper / Lower Subordinates were found

involved under corfuption during the posting of various places.

S.No. Name & Rank’ Prev;ous Posting Closed to Police Lines on 12/10/013 . ’
o On the cause of corruption . :
i SI Balizar Khan I/C Invest: Totalai ' ~-do-
2. . ASIMuhammad Wahab PS Daggar ~do-
3. ASI Anwar Saeed PS Gagra i -do- »
4. 'ASIMuhammad Zahid Police Lines -do- v
5. ASIZeb Ahmad PS Totalai " -do- | |
6. HC Khan Sher ‘ ‘MHC PS Jowar : -do- 4
7..  HC Sher Muhammad  I/C Gurad Koga -de- o ‘ i
8 HC Sher Afzal PPP Durmai ‘ -do- ” :
10.  HC Sher.Wali. .. roww <J/CPPRKAR -+ -do- "
I, HC Aman I(lmn .~ PP Budal ~do-

-

“Which is / arc gross misconduct -on yom pdll as defined in Rules 2 (1) of Pohcc. RN
Disciplinary Rules, 1975. !
2. By reason of above, you appear to be guilty of mis-conduct and have rendered your- IR
self l1able to all or rany of the penalties Spe01ﬁed in Rule-4 of the Disciplinary Rules, 1975. - ' 1 ‘

’ b
.

9. HC 3ahrawar Said - MM PS Daggar -do-
|
|

B

3. You are therefore, required to submit your wrltten reply w1th1n 7 days of Lhe receipt of
‘hiis charge sheet to the enqu1ry Officer.

4. Your written reply, if any, should reach to the Enquiry Ofﬁcer within the spemﬁed E

~ .period. In case failing, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put-in and an ex- .
~ parte action will be followed against you. o '

|

|

’ 5. Intnnate as to whether you desire to be heard In person or not?
6. Statement of aHegatlon 15 enclosed : -

. ' DISTRICT POLICE UFFle\, '
o BUNER A

EAOLD DATAOLD DATA -1\EC\harge Sheeis\CHARGE SHEET NEW 2.doc
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. L I, ASIF IQBAL MOHMAN D District Police Officer, Buner as competent authonty,

is-of the opinion that the followmg Upper / Lower Subordmates whlie posted as Police mes have
x-ndcred yourself Ilable 'to be proceeded avamst departmentally as you have cor"r'ut =d the

following acts / omission as defined in Rule 2.(iii) of Police Rules 1975.

STATEMEN T OF ALLEGATION

‘That it has been rep01 ted against you that you while posted Pohce Lmes

committed as per source report, you are the following Upper / Lower Subordmates were

-

found involved under corruption during the posting of various places.

¢
S5.No. Nanie & Rank

Previous Posting Closed to Police Lines on 12/ u’(' '3
' On the causé of corruption

1. SI Balizar Khan VC Invest: Totalai -do-
2.© AS!Muhammad Wahab PS Daggar . : -do- *
3. ASIl Anwar Saeed - PS Gagra i, ~do-
4, ASI Muhammad Zahid Police Lines ‘ -do- .
5. AS! Zeb Ahmad PS Totalai -do- -+
6. 11C Khan Sher . MHC PS Jowar - -do-
7. HC Sher Muhammad I/C Gurad Koga ~do- -
€ HC 3her Afzal PPP Durmai : do- ..
9. HC Bahrawar Said . MMPS Daggar -do- o '
:10.. HC Sher Wali. . UCPPPKalil: <7 - ~do- |
Il.  HC Aman Khan PP Budal o . -do-

Which is / are gross misconduct on your part as defined in Rule 2 (1i1) of Police Rules 1975.

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the. conduét of said ofﬁcer with reference to the above
ailegations Mr. Ghulam Muhammad Khan DSP HQr: is appomlcd as cnqmry officer. .
3. The Enquiry officer shall conduct proceedmgs in accordance with plOVlSIon of Police Rules
1975 and st all provide reasonable opportunity of defense and hcanng to the accuscd officer, Fecord its

-~andings and make within twenty five (25) days of the receipt of this order, recon..nenwadc.. as to

punishment-or other appropriate action against the accused officer.

4, The accused ofﬁcer shall join the proceedmg on the date, time and place ﬁ\(cd by the

Enquiry officer.

N . I)IS I'RIC‘T 1’01 ICE OFFICE LR
v _ : ' - BUNER
6 2 )3 /EC, Dated _7) 3 M /2013
1 Enqmry ¢ ficer for mmat.mg proceeding against the accused officer namely under Police Rules 1957.

2. Defaulter concemed.

1

. * ~ '
‘ " DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
! BUNER

EMOLD DATAOLD DATA -NEQCharge Sheel\CHARGE SHEET NEW 2.doc
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Thm ordcr will disposc off, dcpartmcntal enquiry conductcd by.

D.SP lqu against the lollowmg> officers/ officials rcba.rdmg their mvolvum.nt .

under the charges of corruption, according to t.he source rcport with 1ssumu .

proper. chdrgc sheet / sumumary of allegations v:de this office No. 572- 82 / DC
dated 28.11.20137 '

-SI Bahzar K.han
ASI Muhammad Wahab
. ASI Anwar Saeed
ASI Muhammad Zahid
ASI Zeb Ahmad .
" HC Khan Sher No. 29 .
HC Sher Muhammad No. 174
FC Sher Afzal No. 396 .
. HC Bahrawar Said No.372
0. HC Sher Wali No: 173 -
1.. HC Aman Khan No. 265

A On 30. 11 2013 the E. 0 subm.ltted finding with the conc!uslon---.'

that vanous types of complaints against thc above ofﬁccrs /ofﬁcmls havc.:‘ )

;q ‘ g o bccn ’ecewcd regardmg ‘corrupton dunng their period ‘of posting- and t.hu:."
ey O i T “the O rccommcndcd their names that t.hey are not fit for furthcr ﬁcld

dutlcs ‘ o - P ) v
. 1 Asi Iqb'al Mbhman& District Polic_:e 'Ol'ﬁcer, Buner competent -
authm :ty see nu rea.sonb to believe that the defaulters all above concc_x;x_‘xéd-

could improve their view and change their behaviors in future.

’1 l1excforc S agree w1th the rccommcndanons of the Enqun'y_ e

Ofﬁ(_cr and award md._]or punishment to a.ll a.bove defaulter’s officcrs / _'

ofﬁcm}s 1—c compulsory retirement from service from the date of their
Bétesies s.uapenbxon with immecdiate effect.

Order dnnpunced

A FETRICT BOLICE OFFICER .
cid S -~ BUNER
OR - : '

Datéd b |9 /2013.
No ’/))\?)er “'qlL E,

_ Cop,' of the above is submitted for favour of info: :.;alion to:
1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhmnkhwa Peshawar. . -
2., The Regional Police Officer, Malakand chlon at Saidu Sharif Swat
3., All concerned. . Gl

CTPOLICE OF‘I‘ICDR,
" BUNER

E\Rouy
VTHEVEC\erder of 11 officers,offiitatc
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" OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER, MALAKAND
REGION, AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT

ORDER:

This order will dispose off the appeal preferred by Ex-ASI Mﬁhammad Wahab of
Buner District for reinstatement in service. ' ‘

Brief facts are that the above named Ex-ASI was found involved in corruption.
His reputation was very bad among the people and too within the Police Department. He was issued
proper charge sheet / statement of allegations. A proper departmental enquiry was conducted against him.
The Enquiry Officer submitted his finding, reported that the appellant possess bad characters, involved in -
corruption, maintain bad reputation and took unfair / illegal advantage of his uniform. The Enquiry
Officer further submitted that the appellant is corrupt and also not competent for field duties. The
appellant was thus compulsory retired from service under Police Rules 1975 by the District Police officer,
Burier vide his office OB No. 159 dated 06/12/2013. |

The appellant was called in Orderly Room on. 06/02/2014 and heard in person,
but he did not produce any substantive materials in his defense. Therefore I uphold the order of District
Police Officer, Buner, whereby the appellant has been awarded major punishment for compulsory

retirement from service. /\ \

\

Order announced. W ‘

(ABDULLAY KHAN) PSP
Regiongf Police Officer,
Malakand,{af Saidu Sharif Swat

*Naqi*
No. ( [ (47“"L( (3 /E,
Dated é// S 1201%.
Copy for information and necessary action to the:-
1. District Police Officer, Buner with reference to his office Memo: No. 26/EC,

dated 01/01/2014.

/ Ex-ASI Muhammad Wahab of Buner District.
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Before The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar

- Service Appeal No..241/2014

. Mohammad Wahab s/o Mohammad Raouf Ex-ASI r/o village Nawagai District Buner

e .....Appelicznt
VERSUS
1. The ]nspe;tor General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Ofﬁcér, (DIG) Malakand Region Swat.’
3. - The District Police Officer, Buner
| v vueeoo.. Respondents

INDEX

ANNEX | PAGE

S# - DOCUMENTS

1 | Parawise comments - 1,2&3
2 | Affidavit — 4

3 | Authority letter -- 5

(Respondent No. 3)



Before The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service T ribunal, Peshawar

Service Appeal No. 241/2014

Mohammad Wahab s/o Mohammad Raouf Ex-ASI r/o village Nawagai District Buner

TR .....Appellaﬁt
VERSUS
1. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, (DIG) Malakand Region Swat.
3. The District Police Officer, Buner
vieceee o Respondents

Parawise comments on behalf of Respondents No. 1, 2 & 3.

Respectfully Sheweth

_ Preliminary Objections:-

1.That the present appeal is time barred.
2.That the a;npeal is not maintainable in the present form.
3.That the appeal is bad due to misjoinder and non joinder of necessary pbrties.

4. That the order of the competent authority has got finality and cannot be challenged at

L

this stage.
5. T hat the appellant has got no cause of action to file the present appeal
6.That the appellant has got no locus standi to file the present c.zppeal.
7.That the appellant is estopped due 1o his own conduct to file appeal.
8.That the appeal is bad in the presentform and is liable to be dismissed.
9.That the appellant has not come (o this Honorablé Tribunal with clean hands.
ON FACTS
1. Para No. I of the Appeal is correct to the extent of service record. The rest is
incorrect. o
2. Para No. 2 of the appeal is correct. The appellant was reported to have been
involved in corruption, misuse of powers and other corrupt prac-ftices.
3. Inreply to Para No. 3 it is submitted that, the Réspondent No. 3 received continued
secret reports against the appellant regarding his involvement in corruption and

misuse of powers. The public opinion and secret reports vehemently spoke about



8.

involvement of the appellant in corruption. Furthermore the appellant was bad

reputed and there were persistent secret complaint against him.

Para No. 4 of the appeal is correct.

Para No. 5 of the appeal is correct to the extent that the appellant recorded his
statement. A certificate issued by Junior Rank Officer in favour of the appellant could
not absolve him from charges of corruption. The Respondent No. 3 had. recez‘vea
satisfactory public complaints again;vt the appellarzt regarding his involvement in
briberies and corruption. .

In reply to Para No. 6 it is submitted that, the Appellant was reported to have been
involved in. corruplion, therefore on persistent complaints discipl;inary action was
taken against him by Respondent No. 3. The Enquiry Officer found out that there

were complaint and allegations of corruption against the Appellant. The Appellant

was thus rightly compulsorily retired from service.

Para No. 7 of the appeal is correct. The Respondent No. 2 rightly upheld the order of

Respondent No. 3.

Needs no comments.

On Grounds:

A

B.

Incorrect. Orders of Respondents No. 2 & 3 are just, legal and according to law.
Incorrect. The character of the appellant has always been questionable. There were
allegations and complaints of corruption against the appellant. The reputation of the
app‘evllanl among public was bad enough.

Iﬁcorrecl. There is no exceptional performance showed by the appellant during his
service. |

Incorrect. The appellant has persistently been reported to has been involved in
corruption and committed unwar.rante'd acts.

Correct to the extent of disciplinary action, closing to lines and conduct of Enquiry.
The certificate issued in favour of the ﬁppellant by non-competent joiner rank
Olfficers could not absolve him from allegation and charges.

Incorrect. There were secret / source reports against the appellant which could not be

disclosed in the public good and interest.



G. Incorrect. Proper departmental proceedings were conducted against the appellant in

accordance with rules. The appellant was involved in corruption. There has been no
intention of the resp;)ndenis to score points and pléase the Govt: rd!her to make clean
the éo_lice_ depariment from corrupt elements.

H. Incorrect. There has always been a policy of police depézrtmehi fo take action against
corrupt officers / q[ﬁc'ials with in police without aﬁy f&vour or dikfavor. A

I Incorrect. The appellant was involved in corruption and there were complaints

against him. Moreover, the Enquiry officer also found out that there have been

complaints against the appellant.

J. Incorrect. The appellant has rightly been compulsorily retired from service in

accordance with Police Rules — 1975.
Prayer:-
In view of the above comments on facts and grounds it is therefore

respectfully prayed that the appeal of the appellant may be dismissed with costs.

/ﬂ
nspector General of Police,, -

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1),

Regional Police Officer, (DIG),

Malakand Region Swat
(Respondent No. 2)

4
7

(Respondent No. 3) -
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Before The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawa’f

Service Appeal No. 241/2014

Mohammad Wahab s/o Mohammad Raouf Ex-ASI r/o village Nawagai District Buner

cieeeen o Appellant
VERSUS
1.. The Inspeétor General of Police, Khyber Pakhtuﬁkhwa Peshawar.
" : 2. The Regional Police Officer, (DIG) Malakand Region Swat.
3. The Districl Police Officer, Buner |
cvevveeen... Respondents

4 AFFIDAVIT

We the above respondents do hereby declare and solemnly_.ajﬁrm on
oath that the contents of the reply to appeal No. 241/2014 are true / correct 1o the
beLvt of our knowledge / belief and nothing has been kept secret Jfrom the Honorable
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

~ Provincial P
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1)

G,

Deputy Inspector General Of Police,
Malakand Region Swat
(Respondént No. 2)

(Respondent No. 3) - '




Before The Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar
| Service Appeal No. 241/2014 |

-Mohammad Wahab s/o Mohammad Raouf Ex-ASI r/o villdge Nawagai District Buner

<o Appellant
" VERSUS
v The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pdkhtzinkhwa Pes'h;zwc;r. .
2 The Regional Police Officer. (DIG) Malakand Region Swat, :
3. The District Police Officer, Buner |
| C . e e e e, Respéndents'

AUTHORITY LETTER

We the above respondents do hereby authorize SI (Legal) _;Buher _as
representative of Police Department to appear: in the court on our behalf and do whatever is

‘needed in the court.

| A <
Provincial PW .
Khyber Pakhtuuldtiva Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1)

Depuij} Inspector General Of Police,
v Malakand RegiomSwat
(Respondent No. 2)

¢ Police Officer,
uner, A
/ (Respondent No. 3)
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Before The Klzyl;ev 7 m’u"" i }’m Wy Servn:e imbunal Peshawar

Service [,)p-’)ﬂf ‘No. ‘11/7014 R

i
\

Mohammad Wahab »/0 Mohammad Rauuf FEx-4S81 “/0 wllugL N(/wagm Distr: IC[ Buner

.1-'

~

3.

Lok b g ~- ...'...'.......,...Appellant

iL %VE'RS Us
AThe Inspecior Generc‘r"l q,{"i]’olz’j(:e, Khyber P(ékk[?4r:k[:1‘;!cr P_eshamzr_‘.
The Regional Pbl:’(:e Ojﬁfc:e}*, (D;IG) Mcz!ak&nd Region Swaf.
The District Police Officer. ]izzi;;:!*

.. Respondents
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Before The. Klz yber Pakiztmzklzwa Servzce Trzbumzl Peshawar

‘~ervzce Appeal No 24//_201 4 '

[ERPL I

Mohammad Wahab 870 Mohammad Raouf 14x-Ale r/o wllage Nawagaz District Buner

, \; o . ? ”s | ~~~~~~
| ' i (S ‘,:.._..f............4ppellam '
" V[RSUS
I 1 he 111specfm Gener al of l’o[zcc Khyber I’akhnmkhwa Peshawar

i 12 ot

2. The Regional Police Qfficer, (Dl G} Malakfmd Region Swat.
3. The District Polzce Officer, Bunzr
... Respondents

Parawise comments on behalf of Respondents No. 1, 2 & 3.

.

Respectfully Sheweth _

Preliminary Objections:-

1. That the present appeal is time bar-'rgzd
2.That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form. .
3.That the appeal is bad due to I’;’US]Umdel and non jomder of necessary parties.
4. Jhar the order of the competent aqthorzfy ha.s got f nahty ard cannot be challenged at
this stage.
5.That the uppellant has got no causéfgfaction 1o file the present appeal
6.That the apjyellafzt has got no t’ocu:s' standi to file the present appeal.
7.That the appellant is esiopped due t;) i_zis own lconductlfo ﬁlé appeal.
- 8.That .th.e appeal is bad in the present form and is liable to be dismissed,
9.That the appellant has not come loith:‘s 1'-!0;101'5;ble Tribunal with clean hands.
3 ON FACTS
1. Para No. 1 of the Appeal is worrect to the extent of .service record. The rest is
incorrect. '}
2. Para No. 2 of the appeal. is ";correcf. The appellant was reported 1o have been
invp.’vcd in corrupiton, misuse of powers and other corrupt practices.
3 In rcplv to Para No. 31t is submitted llwt the Rcspondem No. 3 received continued

secrel reports against the appellan! regarding his involvement in corruption and

misuse of powers. The pu_[;:{ic opinion and secret reports vehemently spoke about

Lo g, b . . ' Cn et A R I
[ e T LA LR : PIS e B VRO e Il,;r,'r’l(d—‘
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8.

On Grounds:

, A

B.

o

F

RS 8
¥

i

involvement - of the appellait- in corruption. Furthermore the appellant was bad

T , ey, PR A S S
reputed and there'werz persisient sec;erconzplcz‘zﬁt-"dgéum't‘ Al s VA S ey

Para No. 4 of the appealis corrécr,

ol 1

- Para”No. 5 of the appeal fi.ﬁ*’-’cfbr.re’c o the cxtenl‘ //zc’zt the appellant record(’d his

g !

statement. A certificate issued by Jum or Rank O/jfcer " tavow' of llz(’ appellarit could
not absolve him from charges nf con upnon 7 ke Ra.spondenl No. 3 had received
satisfactory public co mp{amfs agamst z}"e appellant regardmg his involvement in

;

briberies and corruption.

n reply to Para No. 6 il is submitie. that, the Appellant was reported to have bzen

involved in corruption, therefore or persistent complaints disciplinary action was

" taken against him by Respondent ]\w 3. The Enqluirjf Officer found out that there

were complaint and dllegations of corruption against the Appellant. The Appellant

was thus rightly compulsorily retired from service.

Para No. 7 of the appeal is correct. The Respondent No. 2 rightly upheld the order of

Respondent No. 3.

¥

Needs no comments.

Incorrect. Orders of Respondents No: 2 & 3 are just, legal and uccording to law.

Incorrect. The character of the appeilant has always been questionable. There were

allegations and camnlamts of corruption against the appellant. The reputation of the

i
{

appellant among publ ic was bad enovgh.

Incorrect. There is no exceplional parformance showed by the appellant during his

service, t

In(;'orrect, The appellant has _pcrsi@lenély been reported 1o has been involved ii;t
corruption and commitied umwarranizd acls.

Correct to the exient of disciplinary action, cl’osing to lines and conduct of Enquiry.
The certificate issued in javour 0_,?:; the appellant by non-compeient joiner rank
Officers could not ab |

selve kim from dlegation and charges,

Incorrect. There were secret  souee rcm» 15 sigaiayi the appellant which could not be

- B - ' N y * [}

disclosed in the public goed and interest.

l
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0 6 lm orrect. l’roper a'eparlmemal prooecdmgs weie conducted agatnst the appellam in

\)’ = |‘ . : N )

accordance with rules. Thd appellant was mvolved m conuptton 7 hele has been no

[ : B - " et " - .

_ intention of the respondemﬂs to score poznts and pleas() the Govt mther to make clean
- f : ; i i ; ] . FHEA . o :

. ' h ' “‘ ul‘".l'.r 'P“'y k! ?*’ W ’('c' :‘T{J
K ~ the polzce depwlmentﬁom corr upt elements . R
.l [ . L S ' Lo ’ ' ' : o ! - . )

H. Incorrect. There has always" been. él policy of police departm'ént {0 take action against

f

[l L corrupl officers / off cials with in polzce without any favour or disfavor,

i :

I )

‘*' I Incorrect. The ap',wllam‘ was znvulved in corruptzon and’ there were complamts

'
Lt

againsl him. Moreover, lhe Enq’u;’ry‘ officer also found out thal there have been
complaints against the appellant. '
J.Incorrect. The appellant has rigiuly been compulsorily retired from service in

[

accordance with Police Rules — 19 75
Prayer:~ .

In view of the above comments on f&cts and grounds it is;‘iher‘c ore
respectfully prayed that the appe&l of the dﬁpelldn( may be dismissed with costs.
A

| . . . ) N . .. S /. V .
. | ' S ﬁ;ect,:(?el fal of Police,
: ‘ ' Khyber Pakhtunklwa Peshawar -~ -

: (Respondent No. 1)

/GLACK—@U

Regional Police Officer, (DIG),
" , '~ Malakand Region Swat
s - - . (Respondent No.2) = ‘-

JER

VIeH

lice Officer,
. Buner, .
(Respondent No. 3)
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AV Before The Khyber Pakitunichwa Servtce 7 nbunal Peshawar

: | Service Appeal No. 2{.1/201 4
Mohammud Wahab s/o Mohammad Raouf 'Ex~AS/fl'/‘o village Nawagai Disirict Buner

L Appellant

L o

| o VERSUS

.

i
H
LN
3

1. The Impec!or General of Police; Khyber ﬁakhtzmkh\w Pc«shawa: ‘)

[ 2. The Regional Police Q[/Icer (1"[(’ ) Mala/\fmd Region Swat.

.;I ' 3. The Districi Police Officer, Burer f

l .. Respondents
vooaremavir |

We the above lcs,)ondcnts do hcrcby declare and wlenmly affirm on
oath that the contents of the replyio appeal No. 24172014 are true / correct 1o [h(,
best of our knowledge / belief und uolhmg has been kept secret from the Honorable

‘ _ " Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

" Provinéial I’W
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1)

R T S Deputy Inspector General Of Police,
Malakand Region Swat -
(Respondent No. 2)
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Ny Before The Khiy wa Pal{/ztu:«zklzwa Scrvzce I rz!)muzl l’eblmwar
L ' ~ Service Appeal No. 24172004 o

]v/ohammad Wahab sfo Mohammad! I(aou/ L\-/JS[ r/o village Nawagar District Buner
E';Ii t - F : "

:::n S ' , : S - Appd/um
. versus
; ‘ 1. . 1 he Inspeclor Gener ul of Police, Khyble/ Pak/ztunkhwa f’es/zaww
;i | 2. The Regzonal Poltce Officer, (DIG) Ma/akcmd Re,gzon .Swal
.f | 3. The Disirict Pohce Ojﬁce; Buner |
- | | ' ' vt e e e v, Respondents
: AUTIIORITYI;E’TTER‘ , | O
: We the above resp(mdents do he} eby authorize SJ (I egul) Buner as
r : repr ewnlanvc of Pohce Depa; tmen( ] appear in !he cour! on our l)ehalf and do wha(ever is

G _ SRR RN RN
medeu’ in Ihe coml : ' s

eor, P / . n'}//: -
| -  Provincial PW
sotee . Khiyber Pakhtuuldtiva Peshawar

(Respondent No. 1)

'; N Deputy Inspector General Of Police,
! . JWalak(mr[ Regm}l\Swat \
o 2 (Respondent No. 2) .1 s

(Respomlent No. 3)




v BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 241/20 14

Muhammad Wahab S/o Muhammad Rauf Ex-ASI, R/o Village
Nawagai District Buner....................coocooivii . (Appellant)

VERSUS

The Inspector General of Police K.P.K

and others

ooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER OF APPEAL

' FROM _BENCH.I, TO BENCH.I, WHERE
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 172/2014 OF
“KHAIR __UR __ REHMAN..VS..INSPECTOR
GENERAL OF POLICE AND OTHERS”.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. . That the captioned appeal and other appeals like “Khair
ur Rehman..VS..Inspector General of Police and others”
Service Appeal No. 172/2014 and others having the same
allegations and having finally been decided by the same

appellate authority and their proceedings before two
benches mailed to a conflating judgments, hence

proprfétary demands that these be heard by a single
- bench.

p . .. R S T
LR ki 1.




' That the appeal of “Khair ur Rehman” bearing Service
Appeal No. 172/2014 along with others are pending
before this august Tribunal/ Bench-II, on 15/09/2014.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on\accéptance of
this application, this is' requested that the captioned
- appeal may kindly be requisitioned from Bench-I to

‘Bench-II to meets the ends of justice.

Appellant //

Through

Dated: 08/08/2014 Sahibzad4 Asad Ullah

Advocate Supreme Court
Of Pakistan.

AFFIDAVIT:

I, ‘Sahibzada.Asad Ullah Advocate, Peshawaf,.as per
~ instructions of my clierit, d.o hereby solemnly affirm and
‘declare, that the contents of the accompanying
~ Application are true .and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed
from this Hon’ble Tribunal. . Vg/

ADVOCATE
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Q‘( BEFOlRE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

A

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

C.M No. /2014

In

S.A. No.2Y} /2014
Muham'mad Wahab ............ (Petitioner)
VS
LG.P and others...'................’..;.{..,.‘.'..........;....(Respondenté)

AP AR s o

* APPLICATION FOR EARLY HEARING.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the above captioned appeal is pending adjudication
before this august Tribunal which is fixed for hearing on

- 08/08/2014.

B 2. That the urgency is *j_involvéd in the above appeal and

delay will cause serious damage to appellant.




{,L - 3. . That other appeals pertammg to the same D1V1s1on and

| Dlstrlct also pending before this august Tribunal titled

Behar Ali and others ys D.P.'O and others.

It is, therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of
this apphcatlon the date may klndly be accelerated and . L
'the appeal may kindly be club with other appeals title

above mentloned so that there will be no conflicting

* Applicant "Q/ | ’

| , -Through

judgments on same 1ssue.

Dated: 05/06/2014 . Sahibzada Asadullah
4 : : ‘Advocate, Supreme Court
of Pakistan




BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

C.M No. /2014
In ‘

S.A.No24 /2014
Muhammad Wahab.............. RUURTUPOTURPIURRS (Petitioner)

I.G.P and others........................ e (Respondents)

" AFFIDAVIT

I, Sahibéada ASadullah, Advocate, Peshawar do»
hereby as per in’format-idn convoyed to me by fny client
solemnly affirm and 'declare that the co.ntents of the
Application are true and correct to | the best of my
knowledge and beliéf; and nothing has been concealed

from this Hon’ble Tribunal.
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' &‘ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Rejoinder
In o : 1
Service Appeal No.241 /2014 - |

Muhammad Wahab......... VS..........LG.P. K.P.K dnd others |
REJOINEDER _ ON| BEHALF _ OF
APPELLANT IN RESPONSE TO REPLY

{

FILED BY RESPONDENTS .- |

1

Respectfully Sheweth,

Preliminary Objections: . /. o P

Preliminary Objectlons ralsed by .answermg respondents aref

erroneous and frivolous, the detailed rephes theﬁeof are as under: |

That the appeal is with in time.

i ! . - !
3 ’ b . )

2. Para No. 2 is 1ncorrect !' | I ,:

Para No.3 is 1n‘correct as all necessary and proper:

parties have been arrayed -las respondents in the instant

appeal, hence the question of miis-joinder and non-

!

joinder is misconceived. | SN

l

4. Para No.4 is incorrect, as. ‘the order passed is 1llegal
arbitrary and can be challenged at any time!
5. Para No.5 & 6 is incorrect’ be1ng aggrleved the appellant

has the cause of action to f1le the present appeal

7. Para No.7 is 1ncorrect as the matter pertalns to terms;

and -condition of service and there is ‘no estoppel against'
.{
- the law. :

AN,



g

That the appeal is compete_nt in all respect and has been
properly filed. | o o . i
9. Para No.9 is 1ncorrect the gr1evance of the appellant 1sJ

genius and has come with clear hand'

On Facts:

Para 1 needs no explamatlori { ‘l

o

2.  Para No.2 is incorrect as the allegatlon are baseless with

i
1

no evidence.
3. Para No.3is 1ncorrect the respondents Wanted to score to | /.

the prov1nc1al Govt the allegatlons are baseless with no/

b

proof and no one came forward to support the

allegations. |

4. Para No.4 needS‘ no reply.

! Co i

. : | ) i
5. Para No.5 to the extent of cornplajnts"js incorrect. !
6. Para No.6 is baseless and incorrect. ' .
1 l '

7. Para No.7 is incorrect the orders are with out application

on of mind to the facts and circumstances of the case.

. | o J

N l ' . ! | ; ‘:\
] | ;o
'f l l l
v[

On Grounds:

A. ParaNo.Ais incorrect.

B. Para No. B is -incorrect the allegatmns are false and

i

| ¢ ! J—
T H

baseless. | , i o | S

1 o L f
C. Para No C is 1ncorrect the 'appellant has Well‘ explained;

his performance in the shape of documentary ev1dence
i .

: !
D. Para No. D is incorrect. ’
'l’

E. Para No. E is incorrect the certlﬁcate& show the1rj’ -
performance and honesty. E :

F. Para No. F is incorrect. v

! ’
\




& G. Para No. G is incorrect: no allegatlons have been |
supported by evidence oral as well asi documentary ‘f' -
) ! :

H. Para No. H is incorrect the efforts were only to score in

the eyes of public that too at the cost of honest and trust
worthy police offlclals

. Para No. I is incorrect. o " .
. / / L

i 'i[ . |
J. Para No. J is 1ncorrect the order is based on malaﬁde and
- ulterior motive | : : ‘

It is, therefore, humbly preyed that the reply ofy
: | oo
/ i '
answering Respondents may graciously be rejected and

the appeal is prayed for maj{ graciouely be accepted with |

{

cost. | ;' L {, . J
| Appellant %
Through [y - o
Dated: 15/09/2014 L 1 '3 I [
S | Sahibzada Asadullah :
| Advocate, Supreme Court
E of Pakistan.
l \’ ! j’l
';t .'I
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‘ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL "
PESHAWAR ;
Rejoinder
In '
Service Appeal No.241 ‘;/.20 14
Muhammad Wahab......... VS..........LG.P. KPK and others |
i 4 ! T /
o | ! o j
AFFIDAVIT i |

1

I, Sahibzada Asadullah Advocate aé per | infermation -
furnished by my client do hereby solemnly afﬁrm and déclare that
the contents of the Rejoinder are true and cor‘rect to the best of my

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this ,

Hon’ble Court. R

} .
| . ADVOCATE]
1: !
| '
N 1
i
}
[ { ; h
! ; J
! !‘ ;
! . :
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i
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:‘;f: BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

{ .  PESHAWAR
| Serv‘ic.e‘Appéal No.24// 2014
Mlihamméd Wahab ...........................................
VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police,. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar and others..................c..coovvuunennn. (Respondents)

APPLICATION FOR _SUSPENSION OF THE
IMPUGNED ORDERS DETED 06-12-2013 AND 06-

' 02-2014 PASSED BY DPO BUNIR AND REGIONAL
POLICE OFFICER MALAKAND |

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the captioned appeals have been filed before this

“august court where the date is fixed as 16.04.2014.

2. That the appellants are poor police officials and have

suffered a lot.




S\

IR

 Dated: 27/02/2014

That the appellants have got a good case and are

' sanguine of its success.

That the balance of convenience lies in favour of the

appellants and irreparable loss has occasioned to them.

It is theréfore,’ prayed that on acceptance of this
application the impugned orders may kindly be

suspended till ﬁpal'decision of the case.

Appellant J// %

Through -

* Sahibzada Asadullah
Advocate Supreme Court
Of Pakistan.




£  BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR | '
Sgrvicg' Appeal No}_‘(L / 2014
| ‘Muhammad Wahab...............ccoooveeiveiriiinnn (Appellant)
VERSIjS

Inspector Genéral of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
And others....... e Sevseeersnes PPPTRTOPPPR (Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sahibzada Asadullah Advocate, as per instruction of

. my client, do hereby'sole'mr-lly affirm and d_eélare, that all the
o A ‘
A ’ , . » |
contents of accompanying Service Appeal are true and correct ;

to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has bee /

[
/A

kept concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal. N

ADVOCATE




