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Sr. No. | Date of | Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge/ Magistrate
order/ h ' '
proceedings
| 2 3
1.
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
\ : PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 163/2014, T ariq Saleem and
Service Appeal No. 164/2014, Muhammad Alamgir
Vs. Deputy Inspector General of Police, D.I.Khan Region etc. .
| JUDGMENT
PIR BAKHSH SHAH, MEMBER.-  Appellants
09.04.2015

with counsel (Mr. Imtiaz Ali, Advbcate) and Mr. Muhammad

Jan, GP with Nazir Ahmad, H.C for the respondents present.

2. Since same charge shcét contgining charg;:s of
corruption, ill-reputation and inefficiency, was served -on both
the appellants alongwith 19 other civil s"ervaﬁls and enquired
into by the same enquiry officer, l’herel’o»re this sin’glq ju‘dgm-ent

is directed to dispose of both the above appeals jointly.'

3. Arguments heard. Record perused.
4. L.earned counsel for the appellant submitted that no

5

specific in‘stancc or ground to ju‘stify charge of corruption has
been given. It was further submitted that there is no cvidc\:’née
on record to substantiate the allegations- i“eveled against the
appellants. That the enquiry repbrt shows tﬁa’t the respondents-
department had become vindictive due to Writ Petition of the

appellants in the [on’ble High Court. The learned counsel for

the appellant further stressed that discrimination has been made.|

by the respondents-department as some of affecices, | &

y

’ : ‘ T




influential, ~were taken back in service or their penalty

| reduced. It was also submitted that not a single yardstick has

been used by the appellate authority who passed order in a
whimsical manner when showing leniency in caseg of the
appellant Mullaxnln‘ald. Alaingir -by’ reducing his pc—_:na']ty' 61’
removal from service to reduction in rank and refusing the
same relief in case of appellant Tarigq Séleem. He requested

that the appeal may-be accepted;

5. " The learned Government Pleader while rebutting | -
the arguments submitted that all codal formalities were
(ulfilled. Charge sheet and statement of allegations were served

upon the appellants, opportunity of personal hearing was given

10 them, and the penalty was recommended by the enquir'y'

officer. He requested that the appeals may be dismissed.

6. Perusal of the chja_lrge sheet would 'show thét charges
have been leveled against the gppella’nts withoﬁt éiting aﬁy
instance of" corruption, ineffliciency and mis-conduct, much-
less quoting the relevant span of time of occurrence olt’ any
such instance. Report of the enquiry officer was perused
wherein he has stated hat‘there 1s no \;';'itness coming forth
against the-appellants regarding charge of corruption but the
appellants are not well reputed in the public. The record shows
that during the career of their services, the appellants had élsq
earned one step promoﬁo’n, which could be stfagnge phenomena

if the appellants were ill reputed in” the ~public. The




discfiminatory treatment can be. noted ‘when departmental |-
appeal of appellant Muhammad Alamgir was partially allowed
without any cogent reason but merely, on the bésis of a lenient
view téken by the appellate authority, The grace not shown in

case of the appellant Tariq Saleem.

7. In view of the above, the impugned or_dérs are set’

aside, the appellants are reinstated into service for denbvo

enquiry strictly in accordance with law and rule, which shall be

completed within three months of the receipt of this judgment.

Back benefits  shall follow the outcome  of 'depaﬁmentél
énquiry failing which the appeals shall be deemed to-have been
allowed. The lappeals are disposed of ini the above terms.
Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the

record room.

ANNOUNCED |
09.4.2015 4
| { —~"
. ~ (PIR BAKHSH SHAH)
@ ' // MEMBER
(ABDUL LATIF) |

MEMBER




05.3.2015

Appellant -in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP thh S
Nazir Ahmad, H.C for the respondents present. It was brought inio'ulr' B i
notice that against the same impugned order, the case of Asgha} Ali .‘
Shah at S.No. 11, is pending before the Ieame!d Bench-I. Office is - G
~ directed to club the case of the said Asghar !Ali, Shah and other

order/further proceedings on 09.4.2015. ‘
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_cases, if any, against the same impugned ordler. To come up for -




©10.122004 - ~ Clerk to counscl for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad
" Adeel Bul, AAG  with Nazir Ahmad, H.C for the respondents
~present. The -Tribunal is incomplete. To come up for the same on

i 5.1.2015.

TADER

—————

512015 . | .Clerk to counsel for the appellant‘and Mr. Ziaullah,
~ GP with Nazir Ahmad, H.C for respondents present.. The

' ~ Tribunal is incomplete. To come up for the same on 17 3.2015.

922015 ‘ Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP- .
- with Juma Khan S.I (Legal) for the respondents present.
Arguments heard. To come up for order on 26.2.2015.

Qs—’/ .
‘MEMBER

- 26.2.2015 | Appellant in person and Muhammad Jan, GP with
' Nazir Ahmad, H.C for the respiondents present. Case is
adjourned to 05.3.2015 for order.

MEMBER | §MBER




01.09.2014

30.09.2014

13.11.2014

10.7.2014.

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, !-
GP with represe'n-tative‘ of the: respondents presént and
submitted before the court that written reply prepared and
placed before the respondents for signatufe.' He rgquested
for adjournment. ‘To come up for written reply - on
01.09.2014. | I

/'\r
Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan GP’ W|th Hamld

Nawaz, ASI (Legal) J for the respondents present and reply filed: Copy

" handed over to appellant. To come up for rejoinder on 30.09.2014.

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt,‘

AAG with Muhammad Bilal, H.C for the respdndents preSent'
ReJomder received, copy whereof is handed over to the Iearned

AAG To come up for arguments on 13.11. 2015;

—

~ MEMBER °
; |

Clerk to counscl for the appcllant and Mr. Muhammad

Adeel Butt, AAG w1th Nazir Ahmad H.C. for the respondents

present.  The lnbgnal is mcomplete. To come up for the same.

" on 10.12.2014.

&y



e el

; , '25.03.2014 : Appellant with counsel/present. Preliminary arguments -

" heard and case file perused. Through the -instant appeal under
-Seetion-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 1974,
the appellant has impugned order dated 09. l2 2013 vide which the

* appellant.was awarded major penalty of removal from service with
immediate effect S1m11arly, the departmental appeal filed by the
appellant was also ‘dismissed without any justification = vide

1mpugned order dated 13.01.2014.

Since the appellant alleged malaﬁde on the part of
respondents while passing impugned order and the matter pertaining
terms to and conditions of service, therefore, the appeal in hand is
admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal objeetions. The
appellant is directed to deposit the security amount and process fee
within 10 days. Thereafter, Notice be issued to the respondents for

- submissien of written reply on 09.06.2014.

T ;

| o 'ember '
_ (‘7 - $25.03.2014 Th1s case be put before the Final Bench for funher proceedmgs & \
yoo . — £ W

[ EUPAR-BU-I T, - YN

9_.6.2014 : l Appellant with counsel and AAG pfesent' None. is -
ava1lable on behalf of the respondents. Fresh notice be issued

to them through registered post. To come up for written reply

¢
!




Form- A

- FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of l
Case No. 163/2014
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judgé or Magistrate
‘ ' Prqceedings .
1 2 3
| 10/02/2014 The appeal of Mr. Tariq Usman presented today by Mr.

/-4 50!

Imtiaz Ali Advocate may be entered in the Institution register

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary hearing.




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

':"‘ . | Service Appeal No. {é’} /2014,

Tarig Saleem .................... i e APPELLANT
Versus
DIG of Police, D.I.Khan & others ......... P RESPONDENTS
INDEX

S. No. Particulars Annexure | Pages
1. | Appeal _ 1-6
2. Affidavit : 7

1 3. Memo of Addresses : 8
4, Copy of order dated 23.10.2013 A 9-10
5. Copy of Writ Petition B 11-13
6. Copy of charge sheet _ C 14
7. Copy of statement of allegation D 15
8. Copy of judgment dated 19.11.2013 E 16-22
9, Copy of reply F 23-25
10. Copy of final report G 26
11. Copy of order dated 09.12.2013 H 27
12. Copy of departmental appeal J 28-30
13. Copy of order dated 13.01.2014 R K - 31

Appellant
through
Dated: .02.2014. Advocates, Peshawar.

.




. 2. District Police Officer,
/ Dera Ismail Khan.

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /53 /2014. | t' ’ : A, .

Tariq Saleem,

Ex-ASI,

S/0 Malik Muhammad Amir,
R/o Village & P.O. Jatta
Tehsil Parova District D.I.IKhan..................ooooiiio . APPELLANT

Versus

1. Deputy AInspeétor General of Police,
Dera Ismail Khan Regjon.

3. DSP/DSB (Inquiry Officer),
Dera Ismail Khan

;
s
7
/

4. Regional Police Officer, . -
Dera Ismail Khan........L.....oo e RESPONDENTS
- APPEAL u/s 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service S

Tribunal Act, 1974 against the order dated 09.12.2013
of Respondent No.2 whereby appellant has been
awarded'maj‘or" punishment of removal from service
and order Nb 132/ES dated 13.01.2014 of Respondent
No.1 (Appellate Authority) dlsmlssmg departmental

// 7 o appeal of the. appellant

PRAYER IN APPEAL: That orders dated 09.12.2013 anﬂ
13.01.2014 may kindly be set aside and

appellant may be reinstated in service with



all back benefits from the date when he

was removed from service.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Commission, Peshawar appellant was appointed as P.ASI on 14.11.2006.
That later in the year 2011 he was promoted to the rank -of Sub-

Inspector.

THAT while serving as Sub-Inspector and in pursuance of an ex-parte
departmental proceeding (hereinafter referred to as previous
departmental proceedings) appellant was awarded major punishment of
reduction from the substantive rank to the lower rank of ASI by

Respondent No.2 vide order dated 23.09.2013.

THAT while departmental appeal of appellant against aforesaid order
dated 23.09.2013 was pending with the Appellate Authority, the District

N

Police Officer- Dera Ismail Khan (Respondent No.2) in‘purported

compliance with directions of Respondent No.4, placed appellant along
with 20 other police officials under suspension, pending departmental
proceedings against each of them vide order dated 23.10.2013. Copy of

e e T,

order dated 23.10.2013 is enclosed and marked “A”.

THAT all the 21 suspended police officials, including present appellant,
‘ questioned their suspension as well as order dated 23.10.2013 of

Respondent No.2 through Writ Petition No.421-D/2013 before the
Peshawar High Court D.I Khan bench. Copy of Writ Petition is enclosed

and marked “B>.

THAT during the pendency of aforementioned Writ Petition appellant as

well as the other 20 police officials were issued similar charge sheets and

corruption, ill-reputation and inefficiency. While observing that a formal

inquiry is neceésary and expedient DSP / DSB Dera Ismail Khan

(Respondent No.3) was appointed as Inquiry jOfﬁcer- to conduct

THAT consequent upon recommendations of NWFP Public Service

statements of allegations on vague and stereotyped allegations of



10.

departmental inquiry against appellant, under KPK Police Rules, 1975.

Copy of charge sheet and statement of allegations are enclosed and
marked “C” & “D”.

THAT the Writ Petition filed by appellant and his éther colleagues were
dismissed on 19.11.2013 on the ground that the same was hit by the bar
contained in Article 212 of the Constitution. Copy of judgmehf dated
19.11.2013 is enclosed and marked “E”.

THAT notwithstanding the fact that charge sheet as well as statement of

allegations did not contain any specific instances or grounds justifying

the charge of corruption etc., enabling the appellant to submit/offer a

proper defense, he nevertheless submitted a detailed reply to the show

cause notice. Copy of reply is enclosed and marked “F.

THAT Inquiry Officer (Respondent No.3) without specifying any detéils
about” the alleged misconduct of appellant and/or referring to any
material/evidence in suppoft thereof and also brushing aside detailed

reply submitted by the appellant, vide an undated and hurriedly compiled

final report, by holding the appellant guilty of the charges, proceeded to

recommend imposition of major punishment. Copy of final report is
T e

enclosed and marked “G”’.

THAT the Respondent No.2 on receipt of aforesaid perfunctory inquiry
report mechanically and without application of mind, vide order dated
09.12.2013 by endorsing the erroneous findings and recommendation of

enquiry officer, awarded the appellant major punishment of removal

Jrom service. Copy of order dated 09.12.2013 is enclosed and marked

e T

GSH”

THAT against the order dated 09.12.2013 appellant preferred an appeal
on 23.12.2013 which has also been rejected by Respondent No.1 vide his

order No.132/ES dated 13.01.2014. That it may not be out of place to

mention here that appellant’s departmental appeal against the order of

reversion in rank, in the previous departi proceedings, has also




11.

4

filing a separate appeal. Copy of departmental appeal and order dated
13.01.2014 are enclosed marked “J” and “K”.

THAT mortally aggrieved of aforesaid orders of Respondent No.2 dated
09.12.2013 and that of Respondent No.1 dated 13.01.2014, appellant is

constrained to invoke the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Tribunal, on the

- following amongst other: -

GROUNDS:

A.

THAT the impugned drders, on the face of it, are harsh, arbitrary and

devoid of any reasons.

THAT the charge framed against the appellant and statement of
alleg‘ations issued thereon were vague and not in accordance with the
relevant provisions of law. Appellant was kept unaware of any
particular/specific allegaﬁon leveled against him, he thus being denied

his right to properly defend himself, has practically been condemned

unheard.

THAT the entire proceedings right from its inception up to its
culmination in imposition of major punishment upon appellant suffers

from illegal, arbitrary, and colorful exercise of powers by the authorities

concerned. Neither any specific and tangible charge of corruption,

inefﬁciency etc. was leveled against the appellant nor anything of the
sort, even remotely suggesting misconduct has been proved througﬁ the
sham and fake inquiry proceedings. The so called final report as well as
impugned orders besides being whimsical and arbitrary, display utter
disregard of principles of natural justice and absolute non-applicatién of

mind by Respondent No.1, to 3.

THAT not only relevant provisions of service rules have been violated

with impunity but appellant-has also been denied his fundamental right

to fair trial and due process, guaranteed by the newly inserted Article

10A of constitution of Islamic. Republic of Pakistan.
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E. THAT bare perusal of the so-called final report reveals that none of the
so-called charges have been proved against the appellant and he has only

been penalized for filing a Writ Petition before the High Court, along

with his other colleagues. Only an extremely biased person, with no
o - understanding of law of the land could have termed approaching a court
of law by a civil servant against an adverse order, as indiscipline OR
creating factiohs/union of comrades in police force, justifying
imposition of major penalty upon appellant, more so wheh he was not
even charged on such count, in the first place. Unfortunately Respondent
No.1 and 2 also erroneously went along with such frivolous, illegal and |

un-constitutional approach of the inquiry officer.

F. THAT the Authority (respondent no.2) while suspending petitioner and
; mechanically ordering disciplinary proceedings against the appellant in
' " compliance of directions of respondent no.4 vide letter No.3439-40/ES
dated 22.10.2013, failed to discharge his statutory bbligation in terms of
Rule 5 Sub-rulé (1) of KP Police Rules, 1975. Under said prov'ision
Authority is required to examine and evaluate " any information of

misconduct against a subordinate, before initiating proceeding against -

the concerned official. The entire edifice created open such wéak and

irregular foundation is liable to be set at naught.

G.  THAT although as many as 3, albeit vague and un-specific, charges
were leveled aglainst the appellant, but impugned orders like the so-
called Final Report are silent as to which, if any, charge was proved
against him. Imposition of major punishment as a result of proceedings
carried out in such a slipshod manner cannot be countenanced, much less

endorsed / approved by a court of law or Tribunal.

H. THAT other grounds / pleas may be raised at the time of hearing, with

the permission of this learned Tribunal.

For the foregoing reasons, it is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on

acceptance of this appeal, the orders dated 09.12.2013 and 13.01.2014 may
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kindly' be set aside and appellant may be reinstated in service with all back

benefits from the date when he was removed fronyservice.

Appellant

through

\ st

Imtiaz Ali
Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan

e ﬁéﬁ

Ishtiaq Ahmad,
Dated: 08.02.2014 Advocate, High Court.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2014. -

Tariq Saleem ....................... e APPELLANT
Versus

DIG of Police, D.I.LKhan & others ............................... RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT of Mr.Tariq .Séleem, Ex-ASI, S/o Malik Muhammad Amir, R/o
Village & P.O. Jatta, Tehsil Parova District D.I Khan.

I, Mr.Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI, S/0 Malik Muhammad Amir, R/o Village &
P.O. Jatta, Tehsil Parova District D.I Khan do hereby solemnly declare and
state: -

1. That the accompanying appeal has been drafted under the instructions of

the appellant imparted through me.

2. That I am personally conversant with the facts and circumstances of the
case as contained therein.

3. That the facts and circumstances mentioned in the accompanying appeal

are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

VERIFICATION:

The contents of the above affidavit are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief.

Verified on Oath at Peshawar this

Advocates.




R L

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal .No. o/ 2014;
Tariq SAleem «......coovoeeeoe o APPELLANT
Versus
DIG of Police, D.I.LKhan & others ............................... RESPONDENTS
MEMO OF ADDRESSES
I -————
| APPELLANT

Tariq Saleem,

Ex-ASI,

S/0 Malik Muhammad Amir,
R/o Village & P.O. Jatta

Tehsil Parova District D.I. Khan

RESPONDENTS

1. Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Dera Ismail Khan Region.

2. District Police Officer,
Dera Ismail Khan.

3. DSP/DSB (Inquiry Officer),
Dera Ismail Khan

4. Regional Police Officer,
Dera Ismail Khan

through

gt

Dated: .02.2014. Advocates, Peshawar.
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In compliance of directions received vide letter No0.3439-40/ES, dated 22.10.2013 from
the Office of Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan, following officers / officials are hereby
placed under suspension and closed to Police Lines with immediate effect, pending
departmental proceedings against each.

Inspector Muhammad Yousaf SHO Kulachi
Inspector Sana Ullah SHO Cantt.

Inspector Kifayat Hussain GO/Inv:

S| Faiz Kateem SHO Draban.

SI Muhammad fmran SHO Paharpur

SI Muhammad Nawaz SHO Band Kurai

St Ghulam Kazim Addi: SHO Prova

SI Abdul Hamid Inchage Traffic Staff

SI Khalid Mehmood Inchage Inv: PS/Unversity

. ASl Tariq Saleem Police Lines DIKhan (already suspended)
. Asghar Ali Shah Police Lines DiKhan

. Sl Sagheer Qadoos Police Lines DiKhan

. SI Muhammad Hashim ASHO PS/Cantt

. Sl Alamgir Khan, Police Lines DIKhan

. HC Saadullah No.555 OASI

. LHC Javed Akbar No.1199

. HC Akhtar Munir No.819 Police Lines DIKhan

. HC Muhammad Ramzan No.1098 TO Traffic Staff
. HC Muhammad Akram No.1130 TO Traffic Staff

. Constable Driver Muhammad Aslam No.774

. HC Said Khan N0.684 Gunmen

District Police Officer
Dera Ismaii Khan

Dated DIKhan the 23/10/2013

Copy of above is submitted to Regional Police Officer Dera ismaiI'Khan or favour of

information w/r to his office No. quoted above it is requested that a formal order on initiation

of departmental proceedings against officers mentioned at S.No.1 to 3 along with issuing of

charge sheet/ summary of allegation may kindly be issued in light of provisions of Rules, the -

said officers being of the Rank of Inspector.

District Police Officer
Dera Ismail Khan

e E——
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Abdul Hameed. Sub Inspector, Office of DPO. D.I.Khan,

Khalid Mchmood. Sub lmpeclm ‘Olfice of DPO, D.I.Khan.

Turiq Saleem, AS)L Oflice of DPO. D1 Khan,
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Klt/bu Pél htunknwa Police Rules 1975 is necessery and exped
. - ' -

: That you whnio }serving. in Poiice

':,.uv..;lvod in the: follow:ng misconduct;t

BT 1. Corruption.

Lepartment | R
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o
i reputation,
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inefficiency.
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.pu‘msnable undou the rules.
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AND THEREFORE, as relowred by Police Rules 6{1
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2., - For the purposce of scrutinizing, the conduct of the said
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o ("cm:p/uinc'c with Ilw-fc)r(h:r' of Deputy

F

X Klmn er"e u.rlc his ojfce Mcmo. Nao.J: f.))—
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. This order is aimed to dispose off the departmental proceedinn

bagainst ASI Tariq Saleem No ZZ/D on the charges of correption ili- reputat:on o

and mefflcnency

. The defaulter Asstt Sub Inspector was served with the charge
sheet and statement of - allegatlon and an enqu;ry was conducted rnto the

matter through Mr. Salahuddm Khan DSP DSB DIKhan The enquiry offscer

) submitted his fmdlng, in WhICh he stated that the defaulter AsstL Sub Inspector
is found guilty of the charges Ieveled agamst h|m and recommended h|m for
maJor pumshment The defaulter Asstt: Sub lnspector was summoned in
Orderly Room on 09.12. 2013 and heard in person by giving opportunity of
-defence but he could not sat|sfy the undersngned about his mlsconduc‘r The
' enquiry file/available ‘record, was perused and_the unde,rmghed came to‘the

. conclusion that the charges leveled against him are stand proved: :

-Therefore,zin the 'light -of above, | Muhammad Nisar 'Ali_ (PSP)

-District Police. Officer D!Kh_an in exercised of powers conferred upon me under

the Police Rules-1975, hereby. award him .major punishment of removal from
servite with immediate effect:

»

- : /Dtstnf’t'P/ohce Officer,

=T Dera Ismail Khan

ORDERANNOUNCED o _' .
- Dated 09. 12. 2013
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To, - Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Dera Ismail Khan Range,
Dera Ismail Khan,
Subject: - DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL/REPRESENTATION AGAINST THE _ORDER DATED

09, 12.2013, BY DlSTRlCT POLICE OFFICER, DERA ISMAIL KHAN, VIDE WHICH

WHILE AWARDING MAJOR PUNISHMENT THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN REMOVED
FROM SERVICE.

a

© Respectfully stated,

1. That the appellant joined the Police Department as probationer ASl on 10-10-2006 after
passing public service commission exam, starteo performing his duties, wherein so many
times | was aSS|gned different difficult duties, which were performed by the appellant
successfully and later on in the year 2011 | was promoted to the rank of Sl and posted
as SHO at PS Yarik and Sadder Dera Ismail I(han

|
2. That the appellant received charge sheet along thh statement of allegatlons dated

. refercnce to the date, time e::nd person‘ three allegations were leveled against the
appellant of i). Corruptlon ii).!lll reputation iii). Inéfﬁciency, therefore, the appellant
_requested the l)PO that as he has been served with statement of allegations, for which
he has to submit his reply but allegatlon§ are not specified regarding gross misconduct,
therefore, he may be prowded the complete allegatlons to enable the appellant to
furnish detailed reply but the appellant was refused therefore he along with some

£

other Police officials filed a Writ Petition seekiné‘ therein direction to the DPO, Dera

Ismail Khan That he should act in accordan,ce with Law and should provide the detail of

28.10.2013 from the District |Police Offlcer, Dera Ismail Khan, wherem W|thout any

;
]
;
i
H
i
2
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|
t
'

allegation, which- writ Pétition was dismissed being not maihtainable, as barred by
) [ L o .

-

Article 212 of the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, however the Honorable
R ' |
High Court provided a guided line that such like deliciencies can be agitated hetore
¢ ) | . .

Service Tribunal, the prope‘lr forum.

That thereafter the DPO office provided some documents regarding previous inquires
|

against the appellant, whicllh were already completed after due process.

That the appellant then submitted his detailed reply to the inquiry officer and as no
. | . .

detail of any of the chargés were provided either in the statement of allegations o
1 ,

subsequently provided doc'lume.nt's'so the appel‘lant on his own prepare the reply and

negated the allegation rather mentioned therein his achievement duririg the service in
¢ N | .

detail, as no specific allegation were alleged in the charge sheet.

That the inquiry officer Mr.:Salahudiri Khan , DSP/DSB, Dera Ismail Khan then submitted -

his inquiry report , wherein while recommendation the major punishment he mainly

stressed upon the filing of Writ Petition before Peshawar High Court Bench by group of

Police Officials and termed:it to be also misconduct on the part of the appellant was

having the proper forum of approaching your good self in appeal in appea! and then the

Service tribunal and thereb\'{ recommended major punishment, however the appellant
‘ | ‘ _
was never provided the opportunity of hearing.

) !

) | ‘ _
That after the receipt of inquiry report the District Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan on

, . :
09.12.2013 passed the order vide which while awarding major punishment the

appellant was removed fromiservice.

i,
i
4
{




Dated: £32.12.2013

Sk
That it is pertinent to mention hege that the requirement of services laws were never
complied with, as no Final show cause notice was served nor any opportunities of

personal hearing was provided and the inquiry officer did not ever bother of furnish any

sort of recommendation re;garding the allegation leveled against the appellant,
|

therefore, the entire process, being in total conflict with the law is liable to be set aside.
| .
That although the appellant has furnished his reply to an ambiguous statement of

allegation but that reply was also not considered by the inquiry officer and that is why
there is no mentioned in the inguiry report rcgardlng proo! ol allegation leveled against

the appellant.

That there is nothing on record in support of general allegations leveled against the

appellant and these general allegation are also not based on any complaint, service -

record or oral evidence against the appellant .

In view of the above made submission , it is very humbly requested that on gracious
acceptance of the instant departmental appeal / representation, the order dated
09.12.2013 passed by DPO, Dera Ismail Khan may very kindly be set aside and the
appellant may be reinstated. in service with all back beneflts It is future requested
that appellant may he heard ln person

Your humble appellant,

; - $/o Malik Muhammad Amir
{ R/o Village Jatta, D.l.Khan.

O




This order is meant to dispose off the appeal preferred by Ex-ASf Tanq :

. Saleem No.22/D of DIKhan District against the order of major punishment i.e. “removal
from service, awarded to him by DPO DiKhan vide order dated 09.12.2013. He was
proceeded agarnst on the allegations of ifl-reputation, corruptlon and inefficiency. A

' proper departmental enguiry was mrtrated and Mr. Salah-ud-Din, DSP DSB DIKhan was,

' apponnted as Enqurry Officer to conduct. proper departmental enquiry against him. On
the reco'nmenuatron of Enquiry Oificer, DI—‘O D!Khan awarded him major punrshment of

IS

g ] 'removal from service.
The appellant/ Ex-ASI preferred the instant appeal against the order of |
DPO DiKhan. 1 have gone through the enquwy file -as well as’ servuce record of the ;

appellant and also heard him in person on 02.01.2014.

Therefore in exercise of power conferred upon me | Abdut.Ghafoor
~ Afridi Dy: Inspector General of Police DIKhan, in exercise of the powers conferred

upon me and belng a competent authonty find no substance |n appeal and hold that

DPO has correctly passed this order, therefore this appeal is dismissed and flled /

(AB AFOOR AFRI
PSP, PPM
Deputy Inspector General of Police,

. ’27— ' /;55 /L‘Ff {3”_/‘.-_/[/ ~ Dera Ismail Khan Region.
0. - . ! ) ¢ : ' : '

Copy to the District. Police Officer, DIKhan. for information with
reference to his office memo: No.31897 dated 31 12.2013. HIS Service Recorgh is

returned herewith.

c.Bor¥s - !
@ ‘. //md“g ,,® | Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Dera Ismail Khan Region
%9‘» .
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X . ' POWER OF ATTORNEY
INTHE _Seppprine ]quwkﬁ Lk ,}Q»_s/au&oﬁr‘

InRe sentybe pffend pfo  0f2014

JariY  galeeom [Plaintiff

[Appellant

[Petitioner

[Complainant
Versus

‘) - -G Po LI\CQ‘ 1Dy Rheoo [Defendant

[Respondént
[Accused
[Judgment Debtor

ywe Jagic Salaewi EX_ At fo Iatta  Bhsil FPavova  Dictrick D7 - e
the Putadiosmanx s above named hereby appoint Imtiaz Ali and Ishtiaq Ahmad, :
Advécates in the above mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and things.

1. To appear, act, and plead for me/us in the above mentioned case in this Court/Tribunal or any
other court/tribunal in which the same may be tried or heard, and any other proceedings arising
out of or connected therewith.

2. To sign, verify and file or withdraw all proceedings, petitions, appeals, affidavits, and
applications for compromise or withdrawal, or for submission to arbitration of the said case, or
any other documents, as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for the conduct
prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

('S]

To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all money that may be or become due and payable
to us during the course or on the conclusion of the proceedings.

To do all other acts and things which may be deemed necessary or advisable during the course
of the proceedings. ‘

AND HEREBY AGREE:
a. to ratify whatever the said Advocate may do in the proceedings.
b. not to hold the Advocate responsible if the said case be proceeded ex- parte or dismissed in

default in consequence ‘of their absence from the Court/Tribunal when it is called for hearing.

c. that the Advocate shall be entitled to withdraw from the prosecution of the said case if the
whole or any part of the agreed fees remains unpaid. '

In witness whereof 1 / We have signed this Power of Attorney / Vakalatnama hereunder, the contents of
which have been read / explained to me/us and fully understood by me / us this day of
N\ R at -

|

Sigﬁatﬁi:e))f executant/s

Accepted subject to the term regarding payment of fee.

Imtiaz Ali, Advocate and Ishtiaqg Ahmad, Advocate,:.. - :
High Court, Peshawar. o




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 163/2014

Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI
S/o Malik Muhammad Amir
R/o Vilalge PO Jatta Tehsil Prova District DIKhan.......... (Appellant)

Versus

1. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, D.I.Khan Range.
2. District Police Officer, DIKhan..........ccocceevirunnenn. (Respondents 1 & 2)

WRITTEN REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth, |
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

That the appellant has got no cause of action & locus standi.

That the appeal is bad for misjoinder/non-joinder of necessary parties.
That the appeal is time barred.

That the appellant has not come with clean hands.

That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct. }
That the appellant has concealed the material facts from this Honourable
Tribunal. :

7. That appeal is not maintainable & incompetent.

ANl a e

BRIEF FACTS

1. Pertains to record.

2. Correct to the extent the appellant was awarded major punishment of reduction in
Rank from SI to ASI vide order dated 23.09.2013. The remaining portion of the
para is incorrect. Infact on the report of learned District Public Prosecutor
DIKhan the appellant was given show cause notices on the charges of misuse of
official powers i.e. return of case properties recovered in case FIR No. 08 dated
12.1.13 u/s 382 PPC, FIR No. 30 dated 31.1.2013 u/s 279/320/337G/427 PPC &
FIR No. 39 dated 14.9.2013 /s 279/320/337G/427 PPC PS Saddar to the owner
without lawful authority. Show cause notices were served upon him on

21.03.2013 and 24.04.2013 respectively but after sufficient period even after the ,




lapse of given period under the rules, he did not submit replies. Therefore, charge
sheet and statement of allegations on the above misconduct were issued and a
senior officer the then DSP HQrs was appointed Enquiry Officer but as per
previous practice the appellant has not submitted reply to the Enquiry Officer nor
joined the enquiry proceedings despite repeated message. In due coursé of time
the Enquiry Officer was transferred td other District then his substitute was
deputed, who called the appellant through messages with the directions to joiﬁ the
enquiry proceedings but even then he did not bother to join enquiry proceeding
which clearly reveals that he had no defence to offer in his favour and did not

want to join enquiry intentionally. Therefore, on the recommendation of Enquiry

Officer the departmental punishment was awarded.

Incorrect. Infact the appellant was placed under suspension by the competent
authority on the chronic and serious allegations of Ill-reputation, Corruption &

Inefﬁci‘ency besides some other colleagues of having aforesaid charges.

Incorrect. Infact appellant besides his colleagues challenged the lawful authority
of superiors by filing a Writ Petition in an improper forﬁm before awarding
departmental punishment because under the rules suspension is no punishment
especially when a proper charge sheet and statement of allegations were issued

and a proper departmental proceedings were started.

Incorrect. Infact a proper charge sheet and statement of allegations were issued to
the appellant just after his suspension and a proper enquiry through a senior

officer the rank of DSP was started under the existing law & rules.

Pertains to record.

Incorrect. Infact a proper charge sheet and statements of allegations containing

the details of charges were served upon him.

Incorrect. Infact a proper departmental enquiry was initiated on merits by giving

lawful opportunities of defence to the appellant and he was held guilty.

Incorrect. The appellant was also heard in person by the competent authority

before passing the orders. The order was passed under the law & rules.




10.

11.

A.

Correct to the extent that the appellant preferred departmental appeal which has
been rejected by the competent authority Respondent No.l. So far as the

remaining portion of para is concerned it may be treated as per law and rules.

The appellant has got no cause of action to file appeal and instant appeal is liable

to be dismissed on the following grounds.

GROUNDS

Incorrect. ‘The order was passed under the law and rules after proper departmental

proceedings. A

Incorrect. Infact a proper charge sheet and statement of allegations in accordance
with law and rules was served upon the appellant. He was also given lawful

opportunity of defence including personal hearing.

Incorrect. Infact a proper departmental proceedings were initiated on merit under

the law and rules and the appellant was found guilty.

Incorrect. All the departmental proceedings were initiated against the appellant

under the existing law & rules on merits and neither fundamental rights, nor due

process under the constitution of Pakistan have been violated, nor unfair trial has

been made.

Incorrect. Infact the charges levelled against him were proved beyond any
shadow doubt in a proper departmental proceedings conducted by the Enquiry

Officer purely on merits.

Incorrect. Infact the competent authority has initiated departmental proceedings

against the appellant after observing all the legal formalities and no violation of

laws has been made. The appellant was dealt strictly in accordance with law and

- no injustice has been done.

Incorrect. An enqujry was initiated on serious and chronic allegations of Ill-
reputation, Corruption & Inefficiency which have been proved against him.

It is worth to mention that he was awarded major punishment of reduction in rank
on the similar nature quf_._l_,cl_iarges and_more than‘ one minor punishmént to

previously. (Enclosed as Annexure “A”),



H. That other grounds/pleas may be raised at the time of hearing, with the

permission of Honourable Tribunal.

PRAYER - _
It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant parawise
comments, the Appeal of the Appellant is devoid of legal footing and merit may

graciously be dismissed.

B . Dep pect?n%leral of Police

DIKhah Range
(Respondent No.1)

Disfrict Bblice [Officer,
Dera Ismai Khan

¥

(Respondent No.2)




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 163/2014

Tariq Saleém, Ex-ASI
S/o Malik Muiharhmad Amir
R/o Vilalge PO Jatta Tehsil Prova District DIKhan.......... (Appellant)

Versus -

1. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, D.I.Khan Range.
2. District Police Officer, DIKhan.........c.ccocovvvverennenen. (Respondents 1 & 2)

AUTHORITY

We, the respondents do hereby authorised DSP/Legal, DIKhan to appear
before the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, on our behalf, He is also
authorised to "produce/ ~withdraw any application or documents in the interest of

Respondents and the Police Department.

Insgecto eral of Police
DIKhan Range
(Respondent No.1)

(Respondent’No.2)




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
- KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.

~ " Service Appeal No. 163/2014

Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI
S/o Malik Muhammad Amir
R/o Vilalge PO Jatta Tehsil Prova District DIKhan.......... (Appellant)

Versus

1. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, D.I.Khan Range.
2, District Police Officer, DIKhan...........o..ocovverreen. (Respondents 1 & 2)

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

We, the respondents do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath
that the contents, of Comments/Written reply to Appeal are true & correct to
the best of our knowledge and nothing has been concealed from this

Honourable Tribﬁnal.

DIKhay Range
(Respondent No.1)

W&%eral of Police




A

'and inefficiency. -

~ Orderly Room on 09.12.2013 and heard in person by giving opportumty of

_ DIStI’ICt Police Officer DIKhan in exercised of powers conferred upon me under-

service with immedrate effect.

FITE Bk v
T T A R R S e

ORDER

Thrs order is aimed to dlspose off the departmental proceedsng

against ASI Tariq Saleem No. 22/D on the charges of corruption, ill- reputataon

The defaulter Asstt Sub Inspector was served with the .charge
sheet and statement of aflegatlon and an enguiry was conducted into the

matter through Mr. Salahuddm Khan Dsp DSB DiKhan. The enquiry officer

submrtted his fmdlng in whlch he stated that the defaulter Asstt: Sub Inspector -

is found’ gur[ty of the charges leveled against . h|m and recommended him for

major punishment. The defaulter Asstt: Sub lnspector was summoned in

defence but he could not satisfy the undersigned about his mlsconduct The
enquiry frle/avaa!able record was perused and the undersrgned came to the

conclusion that the charges leveled agamst him aré stand proved.

~—

Therefore, in the light of above i Muhammad Nisar Ali (PSP)

O

the Police Rules- 1975, hereby award him maJor punishment of removal from

y

/'»'/'/ .
_District Police Officer,

Dera Ismail Khan

ORDER ANNOUNCED
Dated.09.12.2013

cl = 7{»)
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ORDER:

This order is meant to dispose off the appeal preferred by Ex-ASI Tarrq _

Saleem No.22/D of DIKhan District against the order of major punishment i.e. removal ‘ b

from service, awarded to him by DPO DIKhan vide order dated 09.12.2013. He was

| proceeded against on the allegations of ill- reputatlon corruptlon and inefficiency. A
| proper departmental enqwry was initiated and Mr. Salah-ud-Din, DSP DSB DIKhan was
appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper departmental enquiry against him. On

the recommendation of Enquiry Officer, DPO DIKhan awarded him major punishment of

removal from service.

The appellant/ Ex-AS| preferred the instant appeal against the order of =
DPO DiKhan. | have gone through the enquiry file as well as service record of the

appellant and also heard him in person on 02.01.2014.

Therefore in exercise of power conferred upon me | Abdul Ghafoor

Afridi Dy: Inspector General of Police DIKhan, in exercise of the.powers} conferred
upon me and being a competent authority find no substance in appeal and hold that
DPO has correctly passed this order, therefore, this appeai is dis

- | | PSP, PPM
Deputy Inspector General of Police,

™ Y Dera Ismail Khan Region
No. 1372 /ES)/Z’F‘ (311G

s

~ Copy to the District Police Officer, DIKhan for mformatlon with
reference to his office memo: No.31897 dated 31.12.2013. His Service Recorch is
returned herewith.

" PSP, PPM
Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Dera Ismall Khan Region q

/




- Sfedi Dy inspector General of Police DIKhan, the competent ‘authority i exercise

£, - ORDE& ' N ) "\-’ ' ) _‘787
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~.
This order is meant to dlspose off the abﬁeai P

e
T e—

.o

erreg By ASI Tarig
Saleem No. 22/D of DIKhan District against the order of major pumshment l.e. reduction

rom the rank of Sub Inspector to AS| vide order dated 23.09.2013. He was proceeded
against on the allegations that he while posted as SHO at Police Station Saddar Dikhan
A case vide FIR No.8 dated 12.01.2013 u/s 382 PPC PS Saddar was regisiersd.

According to the report of DPP he returned the Pistol and License copy to the cwiiei

which is rot under the law. Similarly he handed over possessed motorcar No. Lt ;-7
alongwith registration copy and driving license vide FIR No.30 dated 31.01.204% 1 -
279/320!‘33_7-6/427 PPC PS Saddar to Muhammad Nisar s/o Fazal Retiwnarn of
"Superdari Na.ma" which is ,égainsi the law & rules. In another case vide.['F Mo v
dated 04.09.2013 u/s 279/337-G/427 PPC PS Saddar was registered, accorting i it

report of DFP he released the motorcycle on Superdari on his owner which is agaigt
the law & 'Ruies. A proper departmental enquiry was initiated anc on ihe
recommendation of Enquiry Officer the DPO DiKhan awarded him maJor punishrmen: of

reduction from the rank of Sub Inspector to ASI.

The appellant/ Ex-AS! preferred the inslant apnea against Ine oidar ol

LPO DiKhan | have gone thioush the enquiry file as well as ‘service recont of the

appeliant -:é-*\:i also found that the appeilant has already veen removed from semvide o

the: charges 01 ifi-reputation, LO!IupLU.i aind inefliciency

g

Therefore in exercise of power conferred upon me | Abdul Snafoor

i
ot

the powers conferred upon me find no substance in appeal and hold that DPO Diikhay

has correctly passed this order, therefore, this appeal is dismissed and filed.

7//'//9 o (Al AFOQR AFRIDI)

- 2 — . , ' PSP rmf\n

Deputy Inspector Goneral of Police

L] .
: L. . : K\I)era famait Kian Hegios
Mo, 243 s B 2-ol- 14

Copy to the Disirict Police Ofiicer. DiKhan for information waith

referance to his office memo: Nc.23879 dated 23.10.2013

/ fé/@%{

Depulv l'!spcc’:o Generai of Foline,
%g’\lm.a Ismail iKhan Hupon

S et - VT




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.163/2014.

Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI ........ e e e APPELLANT

DIG of Police, D.I.LKhan & others ................c..ccooo ... RESPONDENTS

REJOINDER

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS |

Preliminary objections | to 7 are wrong, misconceived, and objections for the

sake of objections, requiring no serious consideration. Appellant has ample
cause of action, appeal is competent and within time and does not suffer tfrom

any legal / technical défect.

BRIEF FACTS
1. Needs no comments as none have been oftered in the reply.

2. Needs no comments as the issue is s-ubject matter of separate appeal

pending befbre this Hon’ble Tribunal.

3. The contents of para 3 of the appeal are supported by annexure “A”

thereof, hence the reply offered is wrong and contrary to record.

4. The ‘contents of para 4 of reply are -also baseless and frivolous.
Approaching High Court against an illegal order of the authdrity could

not be termed as “challénge to the lawful authority of superiors”.




2

5. Needs no comments, so far as issuing of charge sheets and statement of

-allegation are’ concern. However, it is reiterated that same is based on’
- vague and stereotyped allegations. |

6. No comments.

7. Incorrect, as the very perusal of so called charge sheet / statement of
allegations reveal that the same do not contain any specific instances of
corruption etc.

Incorrect. The so-called departmental inquiry was a ruse and by no
stretch  of iinagination could be termed as “prope.r' departmental
inquiry”.

9. Incorrect. The impugned order was passed mechanically without
application of mind.

10.  No-comments.

11.  The appellant has got cause of action on the ground raised in the appéal.

GROUNDS

A. Contents of grounds (a) of the appeal are correct and. are hereby'
reiterated, while reply thereof is vague and unsustainable. -

B. Incorrect. Contents of ground (b) remain un-rebutted.

C. Incorrect. Contents of corresponding para of appeal are reiterated.

D. As above.

E. [ncorrect. Bare perusai-of so-called final report supports the instance of
appellant.

F. Incorrect. Contents of corresponding para of reply are re-butted and that
of appeal are hereby reiterated.

G. As above.

H.  Same as above.




PRAYER

The reply offered by the respondents is vague, unsubstantiated and
frivolous. The same merits outright rejection and the subject appeal may kindly

be allowed as prayed for.

ppellant
through

\ i

: Imtiaz Ali ‘ ,
Dated: 26.09.2014 Advocate Supreme Court of Pakistan -




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.163/2014.

Tariq Saleem .....................ccoeueeeii APPELLANT

Versus

DIG of Police, D.L.Khan & others ..................... ... RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr.Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI, S/o0 Malik Muhammad Amir, R/o Village &

P.O. Jatta, Tehsil Parova District D.I Khan do héreby solemnly declare and

state that the accompanying rejoinder has been drafted under my instructions
and that T am personally conversant with the facts and circumstances of the
case. The facts and circumstances mentioned in the accompanying rejoinder are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief,




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW A
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service /—\épi)(‘:a] N0.163/2014.

 Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI .. ... TS U APPELLANT
Versus
DIG of Police, D.L. Khan & Others i ......_\ooorrroo RESPONDENTS
REJOINDER

. Resbectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINA’R_Y OBJ ECTIONS

Prehmmary objections | to 7 are wrong, mlsconcelved and objections f01 the

sake of ob;ectlons lequumo no: serious con51delat10n Appellant has ample

‘ causc of action, appcal is competent and thhm time and does not suffel from -

any IeQal / techmcal defect

BRIEF FACTS

1. Needs no comments as none have been offered in the replv

2. . Needs no comments as the issue is sub|ect matter of* sepalau, '1ppeal

pendmg betOIe this Hon’ble Tribunal.

3. - The contents of pala 3 of the appeal are supportcd by mm\mc “AT

lhueot hence the reply of] fer cd 1S wronq and contrary to recmd

4. lhe contents cof para 4 of 1cp1y are also baseless and frivolous.
| Approachmo High Court against an 1llegal order of the authout) wuld

not be termed as “c/mllen e (0 the' lawful authority of su veriors”
g J P
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Needs no ‘conm']ents so far as 1ssumg of charge sheets and statement of

allegation axe concern. However, it is reiterated that same is based on
vague and stereotyped aIIegattons.
6. No comments,
7. Incorrect, as the very per usal of so called char ge sheet / Statement of
allegations revedl that the same do not contain any specrﬁc instances of
" corruption etc. -
8. - Incorrect. The so-called departmental inquiry was a ruse and by no
str etch of 1magmat|on could be termed as “proper departmehfa[
. mqu/: Y.
9. Incorrect. The impugned order was passed mechanically * without
~ application of mind, '
10.  No comments:
l1. . The appellant has got cause ol"action on the ground raised in the appeal.
GROUNDS
A. . Contents of grounds (a) of the appeal are correct and "are héreby
reiterated, whi le'reply thereof s vague and unsustainable,
B.. Incorrect. Contents of ground (b) remain un-rebutted.
C. Incorrect. Contents ofcorresponding para of appeal are reiterated.
D. - As above,
E.  Incorrect. Bare perusal of so- ea]led fi nal report supports the mst'mce of _
: appellant. o ;
F. Incorr ect. Contents of correspondmg para of reply are re-butted and that
of'appeal are hereby reiterated.
G. As above.

Same as above.



" PRAYER

The reply offered by the :respondents s “vague, UnSleSlal‘Itld'[Ld and

~ - frivolous. Thc same merits oulnghl m;ectlon and the sub}ect appeal ma) kindly

‘be allowed as prayed for. A

~ through

TT TR s e e i VS e D e Y

- - Imtiaz Ali
Dated: 26.09.2014 - = = ~ - Advocate Supreme Coml ot P(H\M.m
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BEF ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Se;*vice Appeal No0.163/2014.

Tariq Saleem ..................... ST SR ... APPELLANT
Versus
DIG of Pollce, D.LKhan & others ......... SRR RESPONDENTS
AFFIDAVIT
¢ - . ‘

[, Mr Tariq Saleem, Ex-ASI, S/o Malik Muhammad Amir, R/o Vill age &
P 0. Jatta, Tehsil Palova District. DI Khan do hereby solemnly declare ‘and
state that the accompanying rejoinder has been drafted under my instructions
and -that T am pcrsonally conversam with the facts and circumstances of the. _
case. The facts and circumstances mumoned in the accompanying xqomdu are

true-and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief,
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