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■M '■^, BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBIJNAT..
PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 28/2014
•>§

. V'Date of institution ... 01.01.2014
Date of judgment ... 25.04.2017

Muhammad Saeed Khan Versus Commandant, FRP, KPK, Peshawar and other.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 29/2014
%

Date of institution ... 01.01.2014
Date of judgment ... 25.04.2017 X -

f
r ■

'i..Nizar Ahmed Commandant, FRP, KPK, Peshawar and other.Versus

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 30/2014

Date of institution ... 01.01.2013 
Date of judgment ... 25.04.2017

Rabat Gul Versus Commandant, FRP, KPK, Peshawar and other. •

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 31/2014
•rCr'

Date of institution ... 01.01.2014
Date of judgment ... 25.04.2017

Versus Commandant, FRP, KPK, Peshawar and other.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 32/2014

Date of institution ... 01.01.2014
Date of judgment ... 25.04.2017

Haleem Gul Versus Commandant, FRP, KPK, Peshawar and other.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 334/2014

Date of institution ... 14.02.2014
Date of judgment ... 25.04.2017

Shabir Ahmed Versus Commandant, FRP, KPK, Peshawar and other.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 335/2014 4

Date of institution ... 14.02.2014
Date of judgment ... 25.04.2017

Tahir Ud Din Versus Commandant, FRP, KPK, Peshaw^ and other.
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SERVICE APPEAL NO. 336/2014

Date of institution ... 17.02.2014
Date of judgment ... 25.04.2017

Salim Khan Versus Commandant, FRP, KPK, Peshawar and other.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 526/2014

Date of institution ... 14.04.2014
Date of judgment ... 25.04.2017

Syed Waseem Shah Versus Commandant, FRP, KPK, Peshawar and other.

Mr. Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal, Advocate.
Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General

.. For appellants.

.. For respondents.

MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI 
MR. MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFRIDI

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
CHAIRMAN

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI. MEMBER: The above mentioned
K

service appeals have been filed by the appellants against orders passed by respondent 

^ No. 2 whereby they have been dismissed from service and their departmental appeals 

4 have also been rejected by respondent No. 1 hence the present service appeals. Since
I

^ there is a common question of law and facts in all the above mentioned service 

appeals therefore all the aforesaid mentioned service appeals are disposed of through 

this single judgment.

Vo

f

2. Brief facts of the case are that appellants were appointed as Constables in FRP 

Police Department and there-after they were performing their duties regularly.

However, during the course of their service the department have sent their

educational documents/metric certificates to the concerned Board for

checking/verification and after checking/verification, the educational

documents/metric certificates of the appellants were reported fake/bogus by the
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Controller of Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education Peshawar therefore the 

respondents issued a show-cause notice to the appellants and there-after dismissed

them from service.

3. Learned counsel for the appellants contended that the appellants 

appointed as Constables in FRP Police Department and they were performing their 

duties regularly. It was further contended that during their service they were 

dismissed from service on the charge that their educational documents/metric 

certificates produced by them were reported as fake and bogus by the Controller of 

Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education Peshawar. It was further contended 

that the educational documents/metric certificates produced by the appellants to the 

respondents were genuine but the respondents have illegally dismissed them from 

service on the alleged report of Controller of Board of Intermediate and Secondary 

Education Peshawar. It was further contended that major penalty was imposed upon 

the appellants but neither proper regular inquiry was conducted by the respondents 

nor any charge sheet was ever issued against them nor any statement of allegations

were

- J ^ were framed. It was further contended that the respondents had also dismissed 
Asmatullah from the service on the charge of producing bogus/si^^^ 

certificate but later on the respondents had reinstated him vide order dated 29.04.2013 

and that the copy of the said order was available on the record therefore it was

one
At-

metric

*sl

contended that the appellants were discriminated and the appellants deserve to 

reinstatement in service. It was contended that the appellants were condemned 

unheard and the respondents have violated the principles of natural justice therefore

the impugned orders are illegal and liable to be set-aside.

On the other hand learned Additional Advocate General opposed the4.

contention of learned counsel for the appellants and contended that the appellants

were appointed as Constables in FRP Police Department. It was further contended

that when the respondents have sent their educational documents/metric certificates

to the Controller of Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education Peshawar then



44
the education documents/metric certificates of the appellants were found fake/bpgus 

by the Controller of Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education Peshawar 

therefore the respondents had given the appellants a show-cause notice under the 

Police Rules 1975 and they were asked to explain as to why major penalty of 

dismissal from service could not be imposed upon them but their replies were found 

not satisfactory therefore the respondents have rightly dismissed the appellants from 

the service. It was further contended that since the educational documents produced 

by the appellants were found bogus/fake by the concerned Board after verification 

therefore there was no need of proper inquiry and the respondents have rightly 

dismissed the appellants after giving them show-cause notice and prayed for 

dismissal of appeals.

■ i 1 6,
We have heard the arguments on both sides and gone through the record. 

Perusal of the record reveals that the appellants were appointed as Constables 

in FRP Police Department by the competent authority however during the course of 

^ their services the respondents had sent their educational documents/metric certificates 

to the concerned Board for verification and after verification, the educational 

documents/certificates were allegedly reported fake and bogus therefore show-cause 

notices were issued to the appellants and they were dismissed from the service.

Admittedly the respondents have imposed major penalty upon the appellants and the 

appellants were dismissed from their services therefore the respondents were-required 

to frame charge sheet statement of allegations against the appellants and the appellants 

were to be asked to submit reply of the statement of allegations and a proper inquiry 

was to be conducted but the record reveals that neither charge sheet has been framed

by the respondents against the appellants nor any statement of allegations has been

given to them nor a proper regular inquiry has been conducted by the respondents and

the respondents ha'/c dismissed the appellants from service in slipshod manriers

without a proper inquiry therefore the impugned orders of the dismissal of the

appellants from service are liable to be set-aside. In this regard Supreme Court
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Monthly Review 2008 page 1369 CPLA No. 466 of 2008 titled Naseeb Khan-Versus-

Divisional Superintendent Pakistan Railways Lahore and another respondents is cited 

for advantage wherein it has been held that

Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance (XVII of 2000)--

—-S. 5— Misconduct—Dismissal from service—None-holding of 

departmental inquiry—Violation of principles of natural justice— 

Effect—Held, in case of imposing a major penalty, the principles of 

natural justice required that a regular inquiry was to be conducted in the 

matter and opportunity of defence and personal hearing was to be 

provided to the civil servant proceeded against, otherwise civil servant 

would be condemned unheard and major penalty of dismissal from 

service would be imposed upon him without adopting the required 

mandatory procedure, resulting in manifest injustice.

In light of the above discussion we are constrained to accept the aforesaid 

appeals, set-aside the impugned orders and reinstate all the aforesaid appellants in 

service, however, the respondents are placed at liberty to conduct a regular inquiry 

against the appellants within two months after receipt of this judgment and there-aftef 

pass proper orders. The intervening period of dismissal of the appellants and their 

reinstatement shall be decided subject to the outcome of the de-novo inquiry. Parties 

are however left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

' •>

7.

ANNOUNCED
25.04.2Q17

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER
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Ii: '■ ;;j-' 13.02.2017. Counsel for appellant and Mr. Ihsanullah, ASI alongwith |Mr. 

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

i foi^ appellant, submitted a list of constables who had maximum 

qualificational education of 8’*^ & 9^*^ class and who had age up to 40 & 45 

years'and requested that all these persons have less qualification whe reas 

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

service on production of Matric certificate. Learned counsel for appellant
I

requested that that department should bring all the record as per list so that 

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

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

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

i 25.04.2017 before D.B.,
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(AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

(ASHFAQUE TAJ) 
MEMBER.

i

- . ,25.04.2017 j Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Ihsanullah, ASI with Mr.
! ;

Muhajnmad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for the respondents also
1present. Arguments heard and record perused.

I Vide our detailed judgment of today consisting of five pages placed on
I 1 . ■ •

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

appellant in service, however, the respondents are placed at liberty to conduct a
I j ■■ ■ /

regular! inquiry against the appellant within two months after receipt of this 

judgm« nt and there-after pass proper order. The intervening period of dismissal o ' 

the apf ellant and his reinstatement shall be decided subject to the outcome of the 

de-novb inquiry. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the
i .

record room.
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,•* . . ANNGUinCED
!25.04*2017.

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER . ;
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(MUHAMMAD [AN AFRIDI):

AIRMAN
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Agent to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

GP for respondents present. Agent to counsel for the appellant 

requested for adjoummeht. Request accepted. To come up for 

arguments on yp—l f 4 ■

22.08.2016

Member

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Ihsanullah, ASI alongwith 

Additional AG for respondents present. Copy of letter No. 

774/SSC/Cert/BISE/Peshawaf dated 12.05.2016 of Board of Intermediate 

& Secondary Education Peshawar addressed to Commandant FRP 

Peshawar alongwith its annexures were produced by learned Additional 

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

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

2010 update” was submitted iby learned counsel for the appellant pressing 

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

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

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

the appellant requested for adjournment. Adjournment granted. To come 

up for arguments on i/y before D.B.

30.11.2016

<pp-—
(PIR BAK H SHAH)(ABDUL LATIF) 

MEMBER i MEMBER
i

I

I

■h
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21.3.2016 Counsel for the appellant (Mr. Saadullah Khan

Marwat, Advocate) and Mr. Muhammad Jan, Governmentj
;l

4

Pleader for the respondents present. Arguments heard.
ft

During the course of arguments, it was brought into

our notice that similar nature of appeals are pending for

arguments before this Bench on 10.5.2016, hence this appeal

be also clubbed with connected appeals of Shakirullah etc.
>4

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

appeals and order in the instant appeal on /o •

1 ..

MEMBER
•'i

;

' ’Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for 

respondents' present. Learned Addl.AG requested for 

adjournment as he intends to produce documenta y evidence 

regarding the authenticity of matriculation certificate of the 

appellant. Last opportunity granted for produce of the 

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

10.5.2016

1

:' said

22.08.2016.

t:

<

ChEm-manMember;

vr
/

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

alongwith AddI: A.G for respondents present. Rejoinder not 

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

for rejoinder and final hearing for 3.12.2015.

25.08.2015

Chai

Counsel for the appellant and Mr Mr. Ziaullah, GP for03.12.2015

respondents . present. Rejoinder on behalf of the appellant

submitted ■ copy of which is placed on file. To come up for 

arguments on _

.

Member
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/ Appellant'.with;.counsel. (.Arbab. Said-ul-Kamal;.. Advocate) 
■present. Notices to tfte : resp6nderits could'hot be jssued due. to non-, 
deposit of security and process fee. Application for extension, of 

time has been moved on behalf of the appellant.. Therefore, security 

and .process fee b,e. deposited within.a,'week, /whereafter notices be 

issued .to ' respondents for written . feply/comments . dpngwith 

■ connected appeal's on; 13.1 l'.20..l4

,•22.8.2014

s\ie4';

s;
V. •' •/.*• . • ’i: :

*.
. *.• f ’

A-- >
:

No one is present on behalf of the appellant. Mr. IhsanuHah, ASI 
, on behalf of respondents with-;^; Muhammad Adeel .Butt, AAG present: 

The'Tribunal is incomplete. To. .conie up .'for written :repiy/comrnents 

aidn^ith-cohhe'cted,appba!s:dn O6.b3.'20l5; •

1.3.11.2014 t

/r;

' i ' ‘

ta^uHah06.03.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ihs 
. Reader

•ASI. (legal) on heh^ df;. respondents, alongwith
Assistant. A.G present. Requested for further. time to.'

- submit written- reply." Time: Ranted.:' To ..-cdnie up for.
' WTitten.reply on 22.6.2016.

) ,

M' Jnber
;•'1

;.* ;.* •• *
■■

.Appellant ih' persorv.and Mr.f.lhsanullah', ASI (legal) alpngwjth. 

AddI; A.G for .-respondents present. Written reply submitted, cdpy^ 

whereof supplied.'to the appellant. .To conie' up fof rejoinder on 

25.8.2015.

. ?*>• ^ »i.

'22:05.2015
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary argument^"' 

heard and case file perused. Through the instant appeal under 

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

the appellant has impugned order dated 02.12.2013 of respondent
be ' '’(’a-

No.l whereby the departmental appeal filed by^ the ^p'eHanf against

dismissal order dated 22.05.2013 was rejected,for,no iegali’reason.
.. ...... ..The learned counsel for the appellant argued beforeithe/p^ourt^that^me 

appellant was dismissed from service on/the ground that Seconcl^y 

School Certificate submitted by the appellant at the time of 

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

the appellant produced before the court verification letter issued by 

Secrecy Officer of the Board of Intermediate and Secondary 

Education, Peshawar wherein the Detailed Marks Certificate of the 

appellant verified and found correct.

f?-. ^

28.05.2014

Since the matter needs further consideration and the appeal 

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

objections. The appellant is directed to deposit the security amount 
and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, Notice be issAed to the 

respondents for submission of written reply on 22.08.201^/

Member

for further proceedings.This case be put before the Final Bench_28.05.2014

jlaifman

f'l

KJ

A
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Counsel for the ‘ ajppdlaht " present arid- - requested for 

adjournment. To come lip fonpfeliminary^hearing on 08.04.2014.

05.03.2014 ^

ember

\

Counsel for the appellant present and requested for08.04.2014

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

\preliminary hearing on 28.05.2014.

: ^’Member\
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A
Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

2»/2Q14Case No._

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

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Saeed Khan resubmitted 

today by Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered 

in the Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

preliminary hearings,

07/01/2014
1

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for prelimina 

hearing to be put up there on ^ ^ i ^

2

V
<

I

\ 4
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Saeed Khan Ex-Constable FRP Hqr. Peshawar received today i.e. 

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

for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1' Copy of reply to Show Cause Notice mentioned in the memo of appeal is not attached with 
the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Four more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures I.e. complete in all respect may 
also be submitted with the appeal.

ys.T,No.
I

tjM \72013.Dt.

REGISTRAR ^ 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Adv. Pesh.

A

■f 'j ^ I'll i-O L\
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1^'
BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A. No.^g’ /2014

Commandant & othersVersusM.Saeed Khan

INDEX

P.No.AnnexDocumentsS.No

1-2Memo of Appeal1.

3"A"2. Show Cause Notice,

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

6"C"4. Disrhissal Order, 22.05.2013

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

9-10Representation,5.
____ j- \\ p// 11Rejection of Representation, 02.12.20136.

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

Appellant

Ji_Through
Saad Ullah Khan MarwatDated. 01.01.2014 I
Advocate.
21-A Nasir Mension, 
Shoba Bazar, Peshawar. '; 

. , ".Ph;0300-5872676

. 'i-A

-ft:-.-
T-'

■-Jr.'

Jk' ' !



BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
S.A No.^5? /2014

Muhammad Saeed Khan S/o Aslam Khan, 

R/o H. No. 93, Phase 1, Urmar Colony, Manki 

Road, Cantt Nowshera, Ex Constable No. 670 

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

1. Commandant, FRP, KP, Peshawar. 

Deputy Commandant, FRP, KP, 

Peshawar .'........................................

2.

Respondents
<i^< = >o< = > <=> < = >«< = >«

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT.

AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 8645-46/FC, DATED

02.12.2013 OF RESPONDENT NO. 1. WHEREBY

APPEAL AGAINST DISMISSAL ORDER DATED

22.05.2013 OF RESPONDENT NO. 2 WAS
REJECTED FOR NO LEGAL REASON.

<iC>< = >0< = ><=>< = ><:^>< = ><^

Respectfully Sheweth:

That having the requisite educational qualification and after advertising 

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

and was appointed as such vide order dated by respondent

No. 2.

1.

jf' 1’
-i

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

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

incorrect.

3. That appellant was Issued show cause notice by respondent No. 2 

regarding the aforesaid allegations which was replied by denying the 

same. (Copies as annex "A" & "B")

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

appellant was then dismissed from service vide order dated 22.05.2013 

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

That Metric Certificate of appellant was verified on 25.07.2013 by 

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

as annex "D"

4.
10-4^

4Dd fde^l.

ih

6. That appellant submitted representation before appellate authority 
which was rejected on*03ri2'.20I3.*(Copfes as annex "E" & "F")

:/



7. That Asmat Ullah constable was also dealt with similarly and equally like 

appellant on the same allegations but his representation was accepted 

vide order dated 03.12.2013 and he was reinstated in service by 

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

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

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

allegations leveled against him were incorrect.

That similarly and equally placed constable was reinstated in service 

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

others and discriminated.

a.

b.

That major punishment of dismissal from service was imposed upon 

appellant but the procedure enumerated in the rules was not complied 

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

alone.

c.

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

show cause notice too, neither inquiry procedure was dispensed with 

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

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

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

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

hand, similarly and equally placed employees be treated similarly and 

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

apex Court.

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

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

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

That the impugned orders are based on malafide and discrimination, 

hence not tenable

e.

f.

g-

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

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

1 or order dated 22.05.2013 of respondent No. 2 be set aside and 

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

relief as may be deemed proper and just in circumstances^f the case.

Through

Dated. 01.01.2014 Saad Ullah Khan Marwat

C771
Arbab Saiful Kamal 

• Advocates.
'it.
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V, HYw CAUSE mrncK unbkr poi.ick rut.es 19.75,
l-'ronlicr Reserve ■ i^ollce, Khyber

serve you
1, Deputy Commandant,

Competent Authority , do licrcbybakhtunklivva Peshawar,
C:onslabic Mohanimad Saced Khan No. of I'-RP IIQrs: Peshawar.

Whereas you Conslabic Mohammad Saced Khan No. of 1-RP
ilOrs- I’rr^uiwar had been enlisted in iTontior Reserve Police on the basis of 
Sccondai-V School Certineatc which is a minimum required qualtfication .lot 
r-cruitmcnl as constable. However on verification of your SSC Cerlificato witn 
Roil No.77821 of year 2003 from the IMSfi Peshawar, it has been reported vide 
R'licr Nu "77/SSC/Sccrccy/PdSP: dated 30-04*2013 .that your certificate is bogus.

misconduct on your part under the Police Rules

as

I i.
AT. .

Your this act constitutes gross 
i V 75 and other relevant Rules.

Llicrcl'ore, called upon to explain yourself in regard to above
service should not beYou arc,

as to why not major penally of dismissal/dischargc fromso
imposed Linen you

11- no replv to this Show Cause Notice is rocoivod within seven days oi 
it issuaive in tlic normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you 
have no defence to pul in and consequently cx-parte action shall be taken agams.

you. " .

Deputy Commandant 
Frontier Reserve Police 

Khyber Pakhtnnkinva Peshawar

/ ■
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ORDER ■':

T

K

disposal of departmental proceedini^s^ly 

against Constable Mohammad Saced Khan-No. 670 of FRP/IIqrs Peshawar! He’-'waip’f’':
This office order relates to the i

'., Mfi

enlisted in Police Dcpartincnt on 19.1,2.2011, on the basis of mctric/SSC qualification,' for;;.; ;
’which he has submitted SSC cortincalo with Roll No.77821 of sC.ssion,2ob3/Annuar of ^ ■

?
BiSH Peshawar at the time of recruitment. Educational documents of all-officials havoS"/ 

been s'lbmitled to concerned Boards for verification. During the checking/ycrification of 

.educational documents, SSC/DMC of Constable Mohammad Saced Khan No. 670 were / ' 

reported fiikc/bogus by the Controller of BISH, Peshawar vide his letter 

277/SSC7Sccrcc>7BISi;, dated 30.04.2013.

h

;No. :h ■■

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

oifice OB No. 353 dated 08.05.2013 and was issued Show Cause Noticc to explain his / 

position. However his reply was received, which has been found unsatisfactory. Me wasT . 
subsequently summoned to appear before the undersigned for personal hearing in Orderly 

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

heard in detail by the undersigned but failed to offer any satisfactoiy explanation an^ fV' 

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

was placed before him.

Keeping in

Me \
was

view the above circumstances the delinquent :olficihW:: 
Constable Mohammad Saecd .Khan No. 670 stands guilty ..for chcating/feaud; byS 

submission of fakc/bogus certificates for enlistment in Police Department. This act on His-’/ T

pa:t constitutes gross misconduct under Police. RuicS^I975 and'attracls major punishihchtftv.;- 

of dismissal from service in view ofihc gravity of his guilt.
(•

In view of above the delinquent Constable Mohammad-Saced Khan No.; ■ ' 
670 is hereby dismissed from service with immediate effect.

Order announced.

:m

• :
foe?-/ >•
I •
1

Deputy Commandant 
Frontier Reserve Police

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
PA/PRP/HQrs: dated Peshawar, the 05 /2013. ' ^

}.

. Copy of the above is forwarded for information & n/action to;'-

The AddI: IGP/Commandanl, l-RP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
i he Accountant /hRP/I IQrs: Peshawar.

■ ilie RI/l'RP/I IQrs; Peshawar 
1 he SRC/FRP/MQrs: lA'shawar 
1 he OSI FRP/I IQrs: Peshawar

No. 4'/o—/U"

[

9

A ■n •
5.

i
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7> •> v-y. Serial ^ ^ /
'i'ri:

i.

PESHAWAR
detailed marks certificate^

Secondary S^ool ^rlificale E:^inalion: >-

------Fother-s .
Namo; 
Instilullon/Dislrict: 7Date of Birth:

SUBJECTS Marks Obtained

Total p/F •
j Theory• Max: P/M Pfflctical

RemarksEnglish

Urdu

Islamyat (Comp) 

Pak. Studies 
RIqhI (New) 

Gonorul Science

150 49

4f150 49
: 4^75 25

^7^75 25
100 33

fsyj Verified100 33

. J'4o100 33 I•//‘7 S/Jrccy OlTicci 

nicfwtcthaic and ^ 
*:iuon Veshaw

100 33
cconuafVTotal’ 850 • Board of 13^6 il

To(ar(in words):_;

Prepared by: 

Checked by_

• Oatod:
—--------- :------L •

ExofWnallons 
Board onntermediaie and Seco; 

Education, Peshawar.

I

1 i JUM mr '
ndary

I
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■ SQARD OFINTERMEnTATF. AND Sir.rn\'nADv i 
No.

i
IMICATIQN PKSHAWAI? 

Date: / /? / 2(^1 P

'i
i

SSC Secrecy/BISE, Peshawar

Prom:
The Secrecy Officer, 
BISE Peshawar.:( To:&

^l-t

•f.-'i
‘■a

-.1
VI

r

Si'tijcct: VERIFrCATTOM r
I .'.( Memo;

Reference your letter No. ^ 773
Dctailcd Marks Certificate of the following Student/ Students has/ha 
correct.

Dated: J) J ^'1
r

' f' i
VC checked and found ■1.i

1

S.No Name > Roll No Session Marks/

/7^.r^

AZfi 7 J/£Yt''A€f

/n\A ■/ \
r

•S' P'JaUA .Sa-ta:/ ^
M^^xeCt An^ff 

A>l\ed^’y

T77/Pj?/

i223Jr

y^/^7

A~A^^}

-AUi-

•S^Y/V/W/
7 -:•

/OaV/"

Z Zi
7

Zv
7/ ZIZ/ zzz

7 ~

7
Secrecy Onii-cr

lioaiy^lmeiincdiatc and Seoty^hnv 
/''/E^'iicalioii Pe.'diawjif

I

/a
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fhij. order shali dispose off on the appeal of Ex Constable Mohammad 

Saeed Khan No. 670 of i !‘d’ MO.rs: Peshawar, against the order of Deputy Commandant F RP 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa wherein he was dismissed from service.

Brief fact.s of case arc that while verification of Ex Constable Mohammad 

Saeed Khan No. 670 Matric/SSC documents from BISE Peshawar, was reported fake/bogus by 

Ihe controller of BlSt; Peshawar vide his letter No. 277/SSC/Secrocv/BISf; dated 30.0/1.701.3.

I-

1

On receipt of information he was placed under suspension and 

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

satisfactory. He was summoned to appear before the Deputy Commandant rRI> Khyber 

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

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

official report of BISE Peshawar was placed before him.

was

un-

Keeping in view the above circum.stances the delinquent official .stand 

guilly for cheating/fraud by submission of fake/bogus Certificates for cntistmenl in Police 

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

Commandant 1-KP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide his Order Endst: No. dlO-lS/PA dai:ed 

70.06.7.0] 3.

■

From perusal of his original M.atric certificate it has found that at Che 

time of enlistment he was overaged by Q4 year, 09 months and 16 days, but produced 

fake/bogus certificate and got recruitment by fraudulently. In this connection an enquiry has 

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

. him guilty of the chargc.s, therefore there s no cogent reason to interfere in the order of 

Deputy Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhvi'a. Therefore his appeal is rejected.

r

1

Addl: IGP/eomnpndtuat 
Frontier Rcservp Police' 

Khy^r Pa AW, JPcaiawar

^ ^ /EC dated Peshawar theNo. /7.013.

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

1. SRC i-RP i [(ins; Peshawar.

Ex-Constable Mohammad Saeed Khan No. 670 S/o Aslam Khan R/o Phase-! Armor 

Colony Manki Road 1 louse No. 93 Cantt: District Nowshera.
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This order shall dispose off on the appeal hx- Constablo Asmat Ulloh No. 

of ' !^l' I IQrs: Peshawar, against the ' order of Deputy Commandant FKP Khvberi 

Pakhtunkhwa wherein he was dismissed from service. ;

i'^vKS'IN
/ <!■■

Brief facts of case are that while verification of SSC/DIVIC'documcnts of 

r:x*Constabie Asmat Uilah No. 1845 from BiSE Peshawar, was reported fake/bogus by the . 

controller ot BlSi! Peshawar vide his letter No. 277/SSC/Secrecy/BISI: dated 30.0^1.2013. On 

receipt of information he was placed under suspension and was

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

satisfactory. Me was summoned to appear before the Deputy Commandant Pf?.P Khyber: 

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

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

official report of BISE Peshawar was placed before him.

Keeping in view the above circumstances the delinquent official .stand 

j-uilly lor chealing/fraud by submission of fnke/bogus Cerliricatc.s for enlislivKud, in lhalice 

Department, Bis this act w.is gross rhisconduct and dismissed from service by the Deputy 

Commandant PRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesha'war vide his Order l-indsl: No. 398 0.3/PA dated 

22.05.2013.

. f/'.'

h
;■.

un-’

1. *•

;

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

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

No..'j842 dated 18.08.2010 and order of relaxation of age vide No. 5843 dated 18.08.2010 were 

accorded by the then AddI: IGP/Commandant FRP as well as enlistment order vide 08 No. 644 

dated 27.08.2010 also exists in his service roll which is crystal clear that ho vv^>ecruilcd a.s 

follower constable with the education of 9''’. His SSC Certificate was sent for verification, 

declared fake by the. Board of intermediate and Secondary Education Peshawar and later-on he 

was terminated. On the perusal of his service roil no Photostat copy of SSC cortificatc found. 

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

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

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

delinquent as admitted law. In my opinion at inis stage his termination from service is wrong a.s 

he was recruited os follower constable for which relaxation wa.s given by the competcril: 

authority.

1.

{:

; .

;

Keeping in view of the above mentioned facts, I toko a lenient vii!W, 

reinstated him In service, the period he remain out of service treated as joeve v/sthoui pay.

! ■

;A d d i: IG P/ C(5 rn rr\d n nt 
Frontier Reserve TA>!ics .

ikbwn Pesha'warKhybQr

/EC dated Peshavyor the 
Copy of above is serd; for information and n/n cothe: •

^ ■3 / /o! /2013.

;i. .Acf:ountant/.5RC/OSI !'RP HQrs: Peshawa-.'.
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before the service tribunat. khvrfp
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHA W A R

Service Appeal No. 28/2014
Saeed Khan S/o Aslam Khan (Appellant)

VERSUS

Commandant FRP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & 

Others........................ (Respondents)

Subject;- COMMENTS ON BEHAT.F OF RESPONDENTS 

Respectfully Sheweth!
I

PreliminaryObjections:-

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

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

. il

1:
3.

4.

■5.

6.

FACTS:-

1) Pertains to record however, appellant submitted copy of 

secondary certificate session--2003 Roll No. 77821 at 

the time of Recruitment wherein his date of birth was
recorded 03.10.1987.(copy enclosed as Annexure -A.) 

The certificate produced by the appellant was reported ’ 

fake/bogus by the controller of Intermediate and

Secondary Education Peshawar vide his office letter No. 

276/SSC/Secrecy/BISE, dated 

enclosed as Annexure-B). reportedly the appellant 

over age by 04 years 09 Months and 16 days, therefore 

appellant change his date of birth and session of the 

examination to cover his age thus committed fraud 

cheating and forgery therefore he was removed from 

service.

30.04.2013 (copy

was

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

of examination received vide above letter refer. i

Incorrect, the reply of appellant received in response t^fl3)
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V--

^ V,

show cause notice was found unsatisfactory and the
!

allegations of managing his enlistment through bogus 

and forged Secondary School Certificate were proved 

therefore the impugned order was passed.

4) Incorrect, show cause based on facts was issued to^ 

appellant and he failed to defend the charge of fraud, 

forgery and cheating in his reply and personal hearing, 

therefore there was no need on conducting further 

departmental proceedings.

Incorrect, the SSC certificate of appellant was verified 

and declared bogus by the competent authority vide 

proper official letter.

Incorrect, the departmental appeal of appellant was 

rejected vide speaking order 02.12.2013.

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

Asmat ullah is totally different from the instant appeal.

■ f

5)

6)

,7)

GROUNDS:-

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

law and rules. He managed his enlistment in police 

department through bogus and forged Secondary School 

Certificate. Therefore, he was correctly removed from 

service.

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

merit, actually competent authority had granted 

relaxation to the said Constable, so the instant appeal is 

totally different from that of Mr. Asmat Ullah.

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

Controller of examination who verified the SSC 

Certificate of appellant as bogus.

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

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

dated 30.04.2013 received from Board of Intennediate & 

Secondary Education Peshawar wherein the certificate 

submitted by appellant during recruitment was verified 

bogus.

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

merit.

U'

. r

I
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(F) Incorrect, competent authority is empowered of taking 

action against the subordinates officials who failed to 

rebut the allegations conveyed through proper show 

cause notice.
I

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

have been passed in accordance with law and Rules.
I

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

dismissed with coasts.

O' •
I

’f

; 1

ii

’^1
i\

VyV\ /V*"

Com
Frontier Reserve Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 1)

1t,

I?

!
;

i ■

Deputy^6bmmandan\ 
FRP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 2)

L
t

r

; 1'

i

I

A
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S.No.

Roll No. 77821
SEd.

i'-.' /
k-: TO'‘'■oarft.ot iSni'ermcijiate

Secondary School Certificate Examination
^SESSION 2003- ANNUAL

K-

Cbiicntioit 1imxp

■•' A- •
(Humanities Gi-cup)

This IS to Certify that_^__jUithaniniad Saced Khan
and a student of '

\• j
__'Son / Daughter of r_ Muhammad Aslani KhanjVmyshcraJUstrict

Examination of tha Board of Intermediate anTiTcdd^i^EtToraiioT;

- prighsh 3 isiamiyat
Pakistan Studies

Date of birth according to admission form

!-----------------------passed the-Secondary' School Cei(ific=!e
. Peshav/arheldin March/April, 2U03 .as 3 ..Private 

JO___Representing__ Kiir

5. Mathematics
6. G:Sdence 7. Islamic Studies • .•

8, Art & Model Drawing '•.7

October 03. 1987> i*. ■

i

\
.=. ?•' 
if vis’ -,
»"r'1^5(3 Secretdfy
SiiK: i■•'■-Secre/a'/y>-;/c;rT VA
I y/ 'ii'.v/

• Mil:# u w* (
-!

igpiiliT"' ?
: ^ - t-'-i• -I-'

J
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

A'

S.A No. 28/2014

Saeed Khan Versus Comnnandant & Others

REJOINDER

Respectfully Sheweth.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION.

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

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

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

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

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

has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.

ON FACTS

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

appellant was appointed as per the prescribed manner of 

appointment after verification of his antecedents from the Board 

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

verification form the Board, appellant was not associated with the 

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

served with any charge sheet or any inquiry was conducted 

regarding the subject matter. Thus he was condemned unheard 

which is against the norms of justice.

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

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

Peshawar by dismissing him from service but on appeal to 

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

while No. 5843 dated 18.08.2010 and' his educational 
qualification being under matric'was'"^also relaxed while No. 5842

dated 18.08.2010 accorded by AIGP/Commandant FRP. The fake



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

authority vide order dated 03.12.2013.

In numerous cases, not only upper age limit was relaxed 

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

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

relaxed. (Copy attached) ■

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

fixed any standard, for satisfaction of the authority. The impugned 

order of termination dated 22.05.2013 is in total disregard of law 

and rules on the subject.

3.

Not correct. When law has formulated way to proceed against 

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

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

charge sheet was served upon appellant regarding the subject 

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

authority.

4.

any

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

appellant was handed over charge of the assignment for 

assumption of duty.

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

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

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

GROUNDS:

Not correct. Discrimination was made by the authority 

accepting the departmental appeal of Ex-Constable Asmat Ullah 

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

a. on

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

Constable were at par with each other.

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

shall be done as per the mandate of law.

c.

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

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

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



-

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

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

from service at her own whims and wishes without adopting legal 

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

regarding double edge weapon.

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

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

as prayed for.

Appellant

JLULXThrough

Saaduilah Khan Marwat
Dated: 34^2015

Arbab SailUl Kamal

Miss^ubina Naz 
Advocates,

AFFIDAVIT

I, Saeed Khan, Appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

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

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

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as
per the available record.

* •

DEPONENT

/
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STATEMENT OF FRP HQRS ILLITERATE 

OFFICIALS SINCE 2010 UPDATE

Over
Age

EduD.O BI B. No ! D.O ES, No . Name

•olh“"828.08.19863288 01.01.2010i Muhammad 
; Iqbal

2. I Ibrahim 

' M. Arshid

: Muhammad Arif ; 3301

1.
oth ■ ~ !I'688"'“r09.04.20i0 801.01.1987
giH-07.04.1984i'l057 I 09.08.2010 

18.08.2010” 

i 130 27'08'.20i0

gth 29 year29.12.19814
"oth"' "903.08.1985Asmat Ullah5.

gth----

gfh--
13.02.198702.09.20101570.Izhar All6, i

28.03.199214.09.2010 n1624Salman7 ■p;
• lyW 28 year 

28 year

02.01.198316.09.2010

o's.Tf.^dio"'
27258. I Ghaiib Shah

9. I fyiuhammad 
i VVaqas

10. Sabaz:Ali

-oth" ^^481982870

28 year20.04.198220.10.20104412I
;■

Nill14.02.199031.12.2010 r-2241Shehriar11.
08.04.1991 s'03.C1.2011949Abid L-'ilah■i 9

i 1474 i'247o'l.2011
;

753....... 24.01.2011

Nil13.09.198613. i Eidi Amin

14. ; Mail Ullah

15. ' Tehmeed

16. i Muhammad 
' Tahir

17. ' Shashti Gul

16.03.1992 Nil

28 year 

28 year

Nil08.08.19822271 j 04.02.2011
-gih-08.02.19832399 i 09.03.2011
gth--i'l437" '[ 04’04'^H"T02.03U987

i'2412 ^ b6'04'2d"lT'' ] 01.01.1989
I

'1378 ' 04*06,2011 I 01.01,1983

-gth
13. Rehman Ali

19. Muhammad 
Yousaf

20. ■ Amjid Ali

21. i Hassan Khan

28 year

Nil05.04.1985, 698 ! 04.06.2011

' i 7l’l.."j 04.06.2011

" "1728^04m20Tl

i

Nil15.04.1985

Nil17.09.198922. I Sahib Zada 
I Muhammad 
■ Adnan

23. I Imran

24. I Gul Riaz

25. i Syed Naeem ul 1385
i Hadi __ __

/
01.01.1984 6216 j 04.06.2011 

1730 ” i”04706T20Tl ■■‘oth 30 year 

2'6 year

825.08.1981
i'-

Nil15.09.198504.06.2011
L "olh"805.01.199102.08.2011212726.’ Ijaz Ahmad

29 year01.11.19813910 i 02.11.201127. ; Inayat Karim
{............



Nil07.01.199328.11.201184628. ■ Khalid Khan
gin 29 year15.02.19831446 i 17.12.201129. I Umair Ali

30. ] Muhammad.
I Umair____

31. Mir Hussain

Nil02.01.199304.01.2012162

01.01.198604.01.20121016
gffi-01.01.199004.01.2012178032. Muhammad
gfTf 105.02.199104.01.20122218Naseer Khan f.33,.

34 year01.01.197804.01.20122235Farman Ullah34.
16.01.198704.01.20126373Qusmat Ali

Muhammad 
Rafig__ _
Hayat Khan

38. ; M Salaman
.. I Shah_____

39. I Khaista ■
j Rajinnai]______

40^ Mehtab Hussain i 4650

35.
36.

37. '

^h- 33 year02.06.197904.01.2012207 .

*5‘^'01.01.19872328 04.01.2012

' 2'698””!'04^M^'20 12 giti21.04.1986

15.02.19942276' I 18.02.2012

06.01.199119.09.2012
40 year2079 "1 04.12.2012 Nil10.05.197241.1 Zahir Shah . 

42. ' Marfat Shah 

43 Arshaci Ali

44. Salman Faras

45, , Mudassir Shah

46. Mubassir

47, 1 Rizwan

gih- 35 year

36 year ; 

30 year j

2350 14.12.2012 07.07.1977
4503"”' 31.01.'2013 I 30.06.1977 | 8^"

: 09"b5.2013"'rm04;i983‘1 9'^" "
1648 r27"08.20‘l3......T3T03.T992 NiF

16'5'6 "T'2'7.08”20 i"3~~' 03.06.1992 Nil
'rtiir'"'

2595

821.01.1993■ n066 I 02.09.2013
-n\h-----83.4.199502.09.2013265748. i Syed Haris

j
49. Shahid -Nil01.04.199111.09.20131710

Nil16.02.199011.9.2013758~50'.’” Hazrat Bilal
Nil15.04.993V- 13.9.20132246Abid Alam51.

30 year01.04.198423.09.201366652. Noor 
Muhammad

53. Muhammad
Owais _____

54. Asfandiar

55. Waqar Ahmad

56. ' Shah Hussain

57” M'uhanima'd 
Qasim ;

58. Asif Raza
I

59. ' Muzamil

10.2:92—..
24.09.20131157;

5^^12.8.9324.09.2013i 12871
~o(h-----.806.01.199301.10.2013310

30 yearNil29.05.198404.10.20134094
28.10.1993 Nil! 380 28.10.20135

Nil02.10.199328.10.2013I 1692
gth01.01.1985■■■'2’010 i 28.10.2013

■f'.

1..;
F-4



. j

6722 28.10.2013 28.03.1987 Nii. 60. Gul Aslam

2826 28.10.2013 30.05.198861. Naheed Khan

01.01.198362. Ashraf Khan 2897 28.10.2013 5 30 year
g{h01.01.198963. Jahangir Khan

64. Sa7f Uilah”’"” '

65. 'TSher Bazl<han 12277 ! 12.12.2013

3285 28.10.2013

2256 29.11.2013 01.01.1988 Nil

15.01.1989 NilI

1596 I 01.01.2014

‘{539' ~T2^dJ6u

28.12.01982 Nil 32 year 

'29 year

66. ■ Alam zaib
\H30.04.1982 967. I Muhammad 

68.. i Azmat 11499 j 01.04.2012 01.02.1983 29 year 

29 year 

29 year

: 727 ^ 12.12.2011 ! 04.10.198369. Abbas Ali

972 04.01.2012 ■ 06.05,1981 i70. Sadat I

h

• -r

: •
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I
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Board of iNTErbviEiiiATE & Secondary E

Peshawar

o EDUCATIONO I

I 5$
sit 1.^.

1 No. 772/SSC/Cert/BISE/Pesha'vyar , Dated: 12/105/2016j.
I

To,
;

I' Commandant
Frontier Reserve Police
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar .

VERIFICATION bFi Matriculation (sso certificateSubject;

Memo;
Reference to your letter tj^o: 6431 Dated; '12-05-2016

I am directed to inform you that latte| Reference No-926 in behalf of Board of 
intermediate & secondary educatiori Peshawar is checked and found FAKE/BOGUS and 
not issued by this office. The attached letter is tempered and the original letter is also 
attached for further necessary action and information please.

i

r:

>

•J
1 Assistant Secre ary (Certificate) 

Board of Intermediate & Secondary 
■ Education Peshawar

! •
I

'■fe=a.=-ii

f
>1
J•!

•

•!

1

- i

■-r-r



3o'arp of Intermediate & SegiOndarv E

Peshawar

.V

DUCATK
;Nv

j.

No. 926/ SSC/Cert/BISE/ Peshawar Dated: 27/08/2015 '

To,
i

• Commandant.
Frontier Reserve PoHce,
Khyber Pakhtunldiwa I^eshawar

VERIFICATION OF MATRICULATION (SSC) CERTIFICATESubject;
Memo;

Reference to your letter No.6431 Dated.07/08/2015

Enclosed pleas^e 'find herewith (05) Photostat copy/copies of Original , 

: Certificate of SSC Examination in respect of the candidate mentioned in your letter with 

the remarks noted against each. .
1R.jSO & Session RemarksName Father Name

I

Tahir Ud Din S/0 Zahir ud Din Checked and found110642-A-2006
FAKE/BOGUS•:

Saleem Khan S/0 Tahseen Ullah Checked and found 
FAKE/BOGUS

10721-A-2003
:•

Muhamijiad 3aeed Khan S/0. Muhammad
AslamiKlian_____________ - _____
Nizar Mmad S/0 Kliair Muhammad

Checked and found 
FAKE / BOGUS

77821-A-2003
j .

Checked and found 
FAKE/BOGUS

87838-A-2002

Shabir’Ahmed S/0 Nawaz Kliaii Checked and found 
FAKE/BOGUS

133975-S-2009

Assistant Secretory -fC^rtifigate) 
Board opfhtermediate & Secondary 

\NVEducation Peshawar
i

1' f. V
r

L-„ T

-i
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rm~r -J-

*0sr* « ^ntentttBtalE aiio ^ucaniinxv Birraj
S^-ndaTy-SchooIXertfficateExaminatkJn

^. *1*<•

■-kJ ■:<

SE:SainN:„20Ql IV*-

■.;;^ujiianUies 'Gi'Oii]^)
.1

This is (o Certify'that
. and 3 studeri'.of

Saleem Khan __^’' / Daughter of . • TchseenrUl- ;•
Xdsldcf. ChaTisadjia:.__  ■' '• •_ _ '

Exami'iation of the Board of Iniermediate and Secondary' Education, Peshawar.held i
liZiL_Marks put of.SSG .and has'been placed in Grade

_J.i3s passed 'the Secondaiy Schcj;
in. March/Ar;ni.2003-

\ertificate -
PrE;^e _ 

^P....._. Representing'__Fidc
Ias acandidate. He! She obtained

.The Candidate passed in the foKov/ing subjects: 
T .Enylich 
y: U:‘d!:'

3. (s.'aiTiiv'at
, --en. Ecic.-'ice 

>:issrner.tbyU:{7 insiitciron cdncc;T,cj.

7. rslamic Studies 
' pssi'-io

4. ,Pak:sE'.n Stu'dies
Ho / She h;-^ been aviar'c^-,.. Grade-, 

Date of;birfh accordifig to admission form

d/G-Bp-
^A3Stt Secre(ary. -

D . on the basic of i.r/i.irn- 
Mat-ch lo. t986

c-

CHECKED A FOUIB ■4/."-mkeSbogus" '■/ i//_/.•/

...

rS 3./ • ..
\ •

This ceip';r:s(s is isf 0? ' without s'is.^ajion oruras U.'S.

\



aswjwisir ■sss© • •/
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«p •;' /*•;* , ,\>A- •:. \ ^'''••'•

S.No. ,
Jclt^ ••SSS;Roll’No. 7'^.U

■
/■>

• •;

fySuttVIU&tiiciU clUO^^tOUBllTp
.■ litgfeaiaar ;f afeismn

$3G-ho-bJ-Certif-icaie Exan'un^iiofi

Vv.#0am:0i-• •
^ •

;■',. S^?C0:Vd a:i^ ^-1i
;0nSESSION 2003* ANNUAL 

(Humanities Group)
■

-II

“v?ai 1 amroad Asl.qm KUmh.I 'Son / D2ught=3r ofn'f i-h c i-r.pio,4iSLSh.Lii‘3Ji~—;__
!■

. • 1 his is to'Certify th3i....:________
«:,d 3 student of____ i:iOjV0crtt.i}istLi^_. _.
f:..pMn.iicin of ths E4)ard of felo,nfOc^.H .nd'Socondaiy Eaucatlon, Poohav.s- :

.He/ShaobS3te.;;.d345, .J4od;o oof of 850 and has bean placao ,R ,

. Candidsle passed irLi^e foilow!: .:: ;,uo;fecis ;• 
f,.:>. Isiarniy-H .

Pardstan Studies '•

hsr, passed' Ine Secv'fi^ary School xOertificala
JlUi'Ak*______

Fair
Marcli/Apri!, 2003 as 3 

i>___ Ri-.nresenting _
candidata

^ i
7. isiamic Studies •

• 8. Art & Mode! Drawing
5. -Malijenuitics
6. .G;Sdence1. English

2. Urdu -

00: .Ocrohor 03.19S7 ,
!•! ■ '■ Date of birth accordinri to adrnissior; forn'. -:' i-• V' ■ tV'I-,.

. ffiseiiceB & FOUfO,.. ^;,,n.;,,:
... .................. .

:Sfa%€54Sldd' Wf? :

50-:
••Vir* .

• -.^Wyt •"'•4
:r;

C00.

4s^Se;C/t!?ff)y'-. :
'. y^*' '••■-■■'•••■■•

i«?sa -0^<v-' : ''■■'001 A- .0.
?•
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K_I A A

I
/^:7

v:>iv.

(iiu;;i\^?i^ties Group) ■•
?A'-

KI1 air Mulu;nsniU<j,Soii/Daughter of,..._.;V-^ This is to Ceriifv iiiEt______
nUhjcr Chsrsudda

i has pass-od i-Va Ssc-ondary-SohcoI
Frivuti;•.V,‘} and £ student of

—-1 tducatiofi-,..?qshawar4ie!din-yy;3iiUiiiriiijlL^
D ._ Reprosenting, ...Fril?'

. as a• Examination of the Board of Ini'-.'iTnodiale cJxi pace *:dc.r
■.-J- Ipxks-oui of t'/5(|. and has.bsor; placed in^G.rada_^...l\\f\ candidate. He / She odtainsd ^ 42^

’■ '-.-•r . , '•

She Candk'oie nnsy?'' ’’
1. .engiish 
2®:Urdu.
He?^e h-?PSaw:=rdod Grada -D . ^on the of essossmen' b,

frOO’-’

. rK.;/ ■ :
7/ Islamic Studies

j ^ \ A ^ Modi! D;av/iiVi,

-;5 k*5. .Mathematics':- 
,6.. Gsfi: Science',

..,3. -;i-!ar,)iyat •■
• . •.■4; PaHstan Sfud;e's . - •..

•• ••• /

":1:.r
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c.
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I- ■ y:M- 1•I ■

:ry2009- SUPPtE^S»'!Ml

.(Arts Croup)
®S£SSON.. !

•KTB
ym0^'

t40 Rab Nawaz Khan

.SecGrida:^ Schoo: ■.
as a

Representing.:------
*

'Son or , ._i:y-'.7^

' . V-h.-..r<adda PisrhGt

; _4^WafePtof SOO and h^,s been placeo 

in the toHdwing; subjects:
2. Urdu

• Encfeb ^ s'iiathsY
■'; Genera! Scieriu-e
Date of birth according to admission fom

tne
Anal 2009i}!'-:} e-fe"-:ient oi i'iiir

r;'of the Board of tnti

Ip!' i
^ P3?n!i KU^or;

He obtained.c^nd/daie.
/’■ '■( he Candidate passed 4 Pakistan Studies 

•S, Pashto
3: ls!amiyat(Conip),
7. isiamic Studies ;;p0bMft

•

W&i;: i

. liit’ tel
01 <

' 10 Ar}3:U,J221 {
i
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■ tsm- ■ i.Secrefery
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As/h^ Secret^ty
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/



<r
ir I

ILOARD OF INTERMEDIATE AND SECONDARY EOUrA'riQN PKSHAWAR

No.

»1

SSC Secrecy/BIS'E, Peshawar D^tc; 2^ V ■ I ?

•roin:
The Secrecy Officer, 
BISE Peshawar.

lb;

Iv

4

Subjcci: VERTFICATTOW
Memo: •

Reference youilctJ 
■ Deiailcd Marks CcrlifiVt^

'and.found
%

S.No
Session

. ^CL^lAL'^y'^ f2Jo*vr>

_■/ Uy:Zf {0/>/
/O'?/A/

/

A/o 7lAJ A. <f’Y'r V/V/A‘^//W na.TA?
-7-?k?D/

-A/477
/)A?,

'/.
■J^y/ 

A/vNyvoV

y?-iTyi /4-A / 'V(S I

T - • .ng.^ ■

/• j >v
■■■-'. 'i

Ab^•*

/ N.NF
R'.f- ; >iUi'527 /

/ /

7^/
“

Z /
/

'.V

/
/ /■

■<■

1?^^"

i
Secrecy Onicer

lipar^-^i'lmcrmedialu and ScciuTtlaiV'' \ 
^7'T*uVle:ilu)!i l*u';h;iu';u- /
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KHYBER PAKHTUNFCWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

, No. ■•1199 /ST Dated 2/5/ 2017

To
1The Commandant FRP,

Government ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

Subject: - JUDCiVIKN'r

i

1 am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
25.4.2017 passed by this 'fribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

I^GISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.

• 1

;

■ •;

\
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