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BEFORE THE KllYBER PAKH I UNKIIWA SERVICE J lURUNAE
At Canip Court Swat

Service Appeal No. 125/2018

Date of Institution 
Date of Decision

24.01.2018
04.12.2018

Mr. Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No.465, District Police Swat.

Appellant

Versus
1. I’he Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunhhwa Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, at. Saidu Sbaril', 

District Swat.
3. d'he District Police Officer, District Swat at Guikada.

\

Respondents

Member (-lyWMr. Muhammad Hamid Mughal 
Mr. Hussain Shah-------------------- Member04.12.2018

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAE. MliMBl/R: Learned

counsel for appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani learned District

Attorney alongwith Mr. Khawas Khan Si legal for the respondents

present.

.y2. 'The appellant has filed the present appeal u/s 4 of the Khyber
■ ' ^5=^

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the order liafe'd 

07.1 1.2017 of the respondent No.3 whereby he upheld his p'reyit|piS|'&

7-'
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order dated 19.10.2016 resultantly the appellant was retired on

superannuation pension w.e.f 02.10.201 1 (Afternoon) with recovery

of over payment of pay from his lum-sum payment/graduaty w.e.f

03.10.2013

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant

joined the Police Force as Constable in the year 1979; that at the

time of joining the Police Force, the date of birth of the appellant

was recorded as 03.10.1957 and the appellant was planning to get

retired on the due date in the year 2017 by attaining the age of

superannuation; that to the utter surprise of the appellant the

respondent No.3 issued order dated 19.10.2016 regarding his

retirement w.e.f 02.10.2011 and for the recovery of over payment

from his lum-sum payment/graduaty; that feeling aggrieved the

appellant filed depailmental appeal to the appellate authority but in

vain; that the appellanL-.-,then fled service appeal bearing
-y

No. 1235/2016 and this 'fribunal vide judgment dated 05.09.2017

directed the department to conduct Probe/Inquiry; that after a shdm-

inquiry the respondent No.3 issued the impugned order dated

llf.2017; that the departmental appeal of the appellant against the

impugned order was also fled vide order dated 17.01.2018. Learned

counsel for the appellant contended that the date of birth of the

appellant as recorded in his Service Book as 03.10.1957 is correct

and that his Service l^ook was lying in the custody of respondent

•• 'i'lj

department and was not within the reach of the appellant to ma]|i^| 

any tempering therein. Ifirther argued that the inquiry officer has

iV'-,
'-'t ■'c-
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held the appellant responsible for tempering in the date of birth in

his Sei-vice Book, from 1951 to 1957, arbitrarily and in the

mechanical manner. Further argued that the appellant performed his

duties till the issuance of the order of his retirement dated

19.10.2016 as such the question of over payment does not arise.

As against that learned District Attorney argued that in the4.

service record of the appellant his date of birth was recoixlcd as

03.10.1951 in figures as well as in words but the appellant

manipulated the service record by tempering and changed the figure

5 1 to 57 but he forgot to change the words Fifty One. I'urther argued

that according to the findings of the inquiry officer, the date of

retirement of the appellant on superannuation falls on 02.10.201 1 as

per entry in.the service record therefore the appellant has rightly

been retired w.e.f 02.10.2011 vide order dated 19.10.2016. Further

argued that as per expert opinion of the Regional Forensic Science 

Laboratory Swat thecoriginal date of birth of appellant is 03.10.195 1 

in the Service Book - which has been tempered to make it

03.10.1957. Further argued that as per directions of this 'Fribunal in

the judgment passed in service appeal >^0.1235/2016 the matter was

thoroughly probed and the inquiry officer also held the appellant

responsible for tempering in his date of birth recorded in the Service

Book and recommended that the order of retirement in respect of the

appellant issued by the DPO Swat may be maintained.

Arguments heard. File perused.. 5.

6. Plain perusal of the relevant page of copy of Scrvic'efi-3ook
___ _............... .... .. .. /Sv
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would show that the year of birth of appellant is 1957 in figures and

1951 in words. According to the report of Regional Forensic

Science Laboratory (RFSL), Swat the date of birth of the appellant

in his Service Book has been tempered and that the original date of

birth is 03.10.1951 which has been tempered to make it 03.10.1957.

In these circumstances, the inquiry officer correctly given the

finding that the original date of birth on the Service Book of the

appellant has been tempered to the efiect that the original date of

birth 03.10.1951 converted to 03.10.1957 and that the date ofbirth

of the appellant for the purpose of service in his department is

03. [0.1951 and his retirement was due on 02.10.2011.

7. However it may also be mentioned that on one hand the

inquiry officer admitted in his report that nothing came on the

surface that as to who from the office staff of Establishment Branch

is responsible for tempering the date ofbirth of the appellant but on

the other hand held the ctppellant responsible, for tempering in.his

service record simply on the ground that the tempering was made to

the advantage of the appellant with his connivance. Hence the

argument of learned counsel for the appellant that finding of inquiry

officer vis a vis holding the appellant responsible for tempering in

the serviee record is but arbitrary, carries weight.

8. In the light of above, it was the authority who badly failed in

issuing timely retirement order of the appellant w.c.i' 02.10.2011.

The authority was supposed to. check and put signatures on the

Service Book of appellant every year who Joined his services from



'■ ■ 1
5 1

the year 1979. There seems to be apathy on the part of respondent

department that the delinquent oTTicial from the office staff of

Establishment l^ranch, responsible for tempering in the Service

Book, could not be traced out.

9. 'The department has issued the retirement order of the

appellant with the delay of five (05) years and during these live (05)

years the appellant was required to perform duties and was also paid

monthly salaries. As such the monthly salaries paid to the appellant

during these five years cannot be recovered otherwise the duty

performed by the appellant would amount to forced labor. Hence the

order of recovery of monthly salaries paid to the appellant w.e.f

03.10.2011 till 19.10.2016 is not tenable.

10. As a sequel to above, the order of retirement, of the appellant

on superannuation w.e.f 02.10.2011 is upheld whereas the order

regarding the recovery of salaries received by the appellant w.e.f

03.10.201 1 till 19.10.2016 is set aside. The present service appeal is

partially accepted in the above terms. Parties are left to beai- their

own costs. Tile be consigned to the record room.

(Hussain Shah) 
Member

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Camp Court Swat.

ANNOHMCED
04.12.2018
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02.10.2018 Appellant Bacha Hussan in person present. Mr. Khawas 

Khan, S.l (Legal) for the respondents alongwith Mr. Usman Ghani, 

District Attorney present. Rejoinder submitted. Appellant made a 

request for adjournment. Granted. To come up for arguments on 

04.12.2018 before the D.B at camp court, Swat.

f

. )irman
Camp Court Swat

04.12.2018 Learned eounsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani

learned District Attorney preseni. Vide separate judgment of

today of this 'I’ribunai placed on file, the order of retirement, of

the, appellant on superannuation w.c.f 02.10.2011 is upheld

whereas the order regarding the recovery of salaries received by

the appellant w.e.f 03.10.201 1 till 19.10.2016 is set aside. The

present service'appeal is partially accepted in the above terms.
■O'.

'' Parties are left to bear their own costs. Pile be consigned to the

record room.

(Hussain Shah) 
Member

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member '

•4Ciiamp Cilourt, Swat.

ANNOUNCHD
04.12.2018
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The Tribunal is non-functional due to retirement of the 

Worthy Chairman. To come up for the same on 06.06.2018 

before the S.B at camp court, Swat.

09.05.2018
/

06.06.2018 Neither the appellant nor his counsel present. Syed 

Muhammad Musa, Head Constable alongwith, Mr. Usman Ghani, 

District Attorney for the respondents 

the department submitted written reply, which 

come up for rejoinder, if any, and 

D.B at Camp Court Swat.

I

present. Representative of 

is placed on file. To 

arguments on 07.08.2018 before

■j

Chairman 
Camp Court, Swat

Appellant in person present. Mr. Khawas Khan, S.I for 

respondents present. Due to summer vacation the case is 

adjourned to 02.10.2018 for the same at camp court Swat.

{37.08.2018

;

i

1

• V.
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard. The learned counsel for the appellant argued that initially the 

retired on superannuation through an order dated

09.03.2018

appellant
19.10.2016 from a back date i.e. 2.10.2011. That the said controversy

was finally resolved by this Tribunal vide judgment dated 05.09.2017 

whereby the department was directed to hold proper enquiry regarding 

the actual date of birth of the appellant. That thereafter, the department 

again passed an order dated 07.11.2017 on the same line as that of 

order dated 19.10.2016. That against this order, the appellant filed 

departmental appeal on 21.11.2017 which was rejected on 17,1.2018
/

andThereafter, he filed the present service appeal.

The grounds as argued by the learned counsel for the appellant 

are that the department did not follow the directions given by this 

Tribunal in the judgment dated 05.09.2017. That the order dated 

07.11.2017 has got no legal status.

The points raised need consideration. The appeal is 

admitted to regular hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit 

security and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued 

to the respondents. To come up for written reply/comments on 

0^.04.2018 before S.B at camp court. Swat.

Anos'lant Deposited
Security LProcess Fee

Camp Court, Swat.

04.04.2018 Clerk of the counsel for appellant and Mr. Usman 

Mr. Khawas Khan, S.I 

reply not 

adjournment
up for written reply/comments 

09.05.2018 before S.B at Camp Court, Swat.

Ghani, District Attorney alongwith 

(legal) for the respondents present. Written
submitted. District 

Granted. To
Attorney seeks further

come
on

>

Camp court, Swat

.:y
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Form-A
FORMOFORDERSHEET

Court of

125/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

1 2 3
1

The appeal of Mr. Bacha Hussain presented today by Mr. 

Aziz-ur-Rehman Advocate, may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to Worthy Chairman for proper order 

please.

24/1/20181

\

REGISTRAR

2- This case is entrusted to Touring S. Bench at Swat for

preliminary hearing to be put up there on

C
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAlUiTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR

12:^.Serznce Appeal No. of2018

Bacha Hussain Ex~Constahle No. 465, District Police, District Siuat.

.. .Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyher Pakhtunkhwa and Others.

.. .Respondents

INDEX

Memo of Appeal 1-61.

Affidavit 72.

Addresses of the parties 83.

Application for Interim Relief 9-10 '4.

Affidavit n5.

Copy of the Relevant Page of Service Book .A6. 12
Copy of the Order dated 19-10-2016 B7. 13
Copies of the Mads C8. /4~. /S'
Copy of the Appeal D9. zZ
Copy of the Memo dated 14-11-2016 ■ E10. 2^
Copy of the Judgment dated 05-09-2017 - F11. 2/-23
Copy of the Order dated 07-11-2017 G12.

Copy of the Appeal H13.
■3J?.

Copy of the Order dated 17-01-2018 I14. 3 ■̂vi. .

Copy of the Pay roll ' >115. 34Vakalat Nama16. 3J-
ThrouQh

y Aziz-ur-Rahrnan 
Advocate Swat 

Office: Khan Plaza, Gulshone Chozok, 
Mingora S'wat, Cell 0333 929 7746

Dated: 23-01-2018

<i



.k
Ik’.'

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTiCNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESEAWAR

Sennce AppMi''No."l^^ of 2018

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No. 465, District Po/zcejrhybcn-
ServitiJ Tribisciul

District Szvat. i37-Diary IVo.

• • ■Apvellafvtba.ted

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer Khyher Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshaiuar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, at Saidu 

Sharif, District Szuat.

3. The District Police Officer, District Szvat, at 

Gulkada.

. . •'
.. .Respondents

t ■

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE 

KHYBER PAiaiTUNKHWA. SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE 

ORDER O.B. NO. 181 DATED 07-11-2017 

WHEREBY THE ORDER O.B. NO. 179 

DATED 19-10-2016 IS UPHELD, VIDE^ss 

WHICH THE APPELLANT IS 

t)NLY PREMATUREL Y RETIRED FROM

ileditcs

NOT

SERVICE WITH RETROSPECTIVE
EFFECT FROM 02-10-2011, BUT ORDER 

OF RECO VERY OF SALARIES TILL HAS 

Al]SO BEEN MATTE AGAINST THE LAW 

V-XnD RULES AND IS NOT
r

SUSTAINABLE UNDER THE LAW. 
FEELING 

APPELLANT
AGGRIEVED THE

PREFERRED
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL WHICH 

WAS DISPOSED OFF VIDE NO. 659/E 

DATED 17-0D201S IN A VERY

A

V

ta
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MECHANICAL AND CLASSICAL
MANNER HAVING NO SUCH
PRECEDENT, , HENCE . BOTH THE
ORDERS ARE LIABLE TO BE SET
ASIDE.

PRAYER:

That on acceptance of this appeal both the orders 

impugned may very kindly be set aside being void ab 

initio and against the law and rules and retire the 

appellant ivith effect from the 02-10-2017 with all 
consequential benefits till date.

Respectfully Shezveth:

Facts:

That the appellant joined the Police Force hack 

in the year 1979 as constable and since then 

regularly permed his duties with great zeal and 

vigor. '

1.

'r.

That at the time of joining of the Police Force the 

date of birth of the appellant is recorded as 

03-10-1957 by the authorities in the Service 

Book. Copy of the relevant page is enclosed as 

annexure "A”.

ii.

That the appellant zuas regularly performing his 

duties luithout any objection of any sort either by 

the authorities or the general public and 

planning to get retired on the due date in the 

year 2017 by attaining the age of 

superannuation under the laxv.

in.

was 'n"A

That to utter surprise a bolt from the blue fell 

the appellant when he loas issued his retirement

IV. on

b
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order on attaining the age of superannuation 

vide order O.B. No. 179 dated 19-10-2016. Copy 

of the or^Nda^d‘̂ ^^ffy2016 is enclosed as 

Annexure "B".

That the authorities are adamant enough that in 

the order impugned the appellant is retired hy 

attaining the age of superannuation 

retrospectively i.e. 02-11-2011 and also that 

recovery he made for the over payment, strange 

enough for the period he remained in service and 

performed duties till the order impugned is 

issued. Copies of the various "mads" are 

enclosed as Annexure "C", showing the duties 

performed by the appellant.

V.

vi. That feeling aggrieved from the order impugned

the appellant preferred a departmental appeal to 

the respondent No. 1 for setting aside the order 

impugned a being void ab initio, but the same is 

filed vide memo No. 9538/E dated Saidu Sharif
r

the 14-11-2016 in a very classical manner and 

without giving any reasons or even findings as 

to why the order impugned is not set aside. Copy 

of the appeal is enclosed as Annexure "D" and 

that of the memo dated 14-11-2016 is enclosed as 

Annexure "E", respectively.

vii. That the appellant feeling aggrieved approached 

this Elonourable Tribunal for the redressal of his 

grievance 'which was decided vide judgment

dated 05-09-2017 whereby the department was 

considered to conduct de novo incjuiry to 

ascertain the facts. Copy of the judgment dated 

05-09-2017 is enclosed as Annexure "F".



via. That in compliance of the judgment a shame

inquiry light of which the

impugned order dated 19-10-2017 was upheld

vide order O.B. No. 181 dated 07-11-2017. Copy 

of the order dated 07-11-2017 is enclosed as 

Annexure "G".

ix. That feeling aggrieved of the same the appellant 

preferred a departmental appeal which was 

disposed off in a mechanical manner vide order 

No. 659/E dated 17-01-2018 against the law, 

rules and in negation of the specific directions 

given by this Honourable Tribunal. Copy of the 

appeal is enclosed as Annexure "H" and that of 

the order dated 17-01-2018 is enclosed 

Annexure "I", respectively.

as

That still feeling aggrieved and having no other 

option this Honourable tribunal is approached 

on the folloxving grounds for the redressal of the 

grievances.

X.

Grounds:

a. That under the laiv a Civil Servant is to be retired 

on attaining the age of superannuation, which is to 

be calculated from the date of birth recorded in the 

service book at the time of joining the service, but 

the same is not the case with the appellant and his 

age of superannuation is calculated from the sources 

not finding any mention in his service record, thus 

the appellant has not been treated in accordance 

with the law and rules.
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b. That the appellants date of birth as recorded in the

service book 'by the authorities is 03-10-1957 and 

the same Mi^^fin^TrP^Tl'ie custody of the 

respondents, yet the age of superannuation is

ivrongly been calculated and the appellant is 

relieved of his duties prematurely against the law 

and rules. Moreover tlie alleged alteration in the 

service book of the appellant is attributed to the 

appellant whereas the same was in the custody 

under safe lock and key of the Respondents.

c. That this is a classic case of its kind wherein not 

only the age of superannuation is calculated 

wrongly, but even strange enough the same has 

been done with retrospective effect.

d. That the appellant was regularly performing his 

duties till the date the order impugned was passed 

and also received salaries legally till the same period 

as well. Copy of the pay roll is enclosed as A nnexure
y/j//

e. That the appellant has neither moved an application 

for early retirement nor has committed any act of 

commission or omission which may constitute any 

offence under any law, or which may render him 

disqualified for further service.

f That further strange enough when a Police 

Constable is to be retired on attaining the age of 

superannuation so under 'the Policy Guidelines 

"Promotion of Constable on Superannuation PG~ 

4/2013 he is to be promoted C-Il Head Constable, 

but the same is ignored in case of the appellant 

without any reasons.



g. That the respondents have misused their official 

authority t^ecUiw^me in a very colourful

manner to the detriment of the appellant.

h. That the respondents have used the authority not 

vested in them.

i. That the appellant is wrongly been deprived of his 

legal and legitimate right zvithout any reasons.

It is, therefore, very respectfully prayed that 

on acceptance of this appeal the orders impugned 

may very kindly be set aside being void ah initio and 

against the laiv and rules and retire the appellant 

form service ivith effect from 02-10-2017 with all 

back/consequential benefits.

Any other relief deemed appropriate in the 

circumstances and not specifically prayed for may 

also very kindly be granted.

Appellant 

'^acha Hussain
Through Counsels,

Aziz-ur-Rahman

i^-'Hnidad Ullah 
Advocates Sivat
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BEFORE THE KliYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Senn(^^AppeatNo'~- of 2018

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No. 465, District Police, 

District Sivat.

• • -Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 

Others.

.. .Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

It is solemnly stated on Oath that all the contents of 

this service appeal are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has either been 

misstated or kept concealed before this Honourable 

Tribunal.

Deponent
/
cT d Co C
Bacha Elussciin

Identified Ba/:

ImdMUllah 

Advocate Swat
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAE, PESHAWAR
'•Ji'W.-r'

Service Appeal No.____ _ of 2018

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constahle No. 465, District Police, 

District Szvat.

.. .Avpellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 

Others.

.. .Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant:

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No. 465, District Police, 

District Swat.

Respondents:

1. The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

and Others.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, at Saidu 

Sharif, District Swat.

3. The District Police Officer, District Swat, at 

Gulkada.

Appellant 
Through Counsel,

Aziz-ur~Rahman 
Advocate Szvat
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of2018

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No. 465, District Police, 

District Sioat.

.. .Applicant/Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 

Others. * ^ ” ’ *

.. .Respondents

APPLICATION FOR GRANT OF INTERIM RELIEF.

Respectfully Sheweth:

a. That the above titled case is pending before this 

Honourable Tribunal, in which no date of hearing 

is fixed as yet.
,r

b. That the appellant has got prinia facie case in his 

favour.

That the balance of converiience is also in favour of 

the appellant.

c.

d. That if the interim relief in the shape of suspension 

of the operation of the order impugned is not 

stopped the appellant will suffer irreparable loss.

i

t-
B
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It is, therefore, very respectfully prayed that 

on acceptance of this application the operation of the 

order impughed^.. md^ very. Uiridly be suspended till 
the final disposal of the appeal.

Applicant/Appellant 

Bacha Hussain
Through Counsek^

Li
/ Aziz^r-Rahman

rfd>imdad Ullah 
Advocates Swat

TT’-r-' ■



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
w * W V'*1

Service Appeal hJo.

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No. 465, District Police, 

District Szoat.

0/2018

• ■ Avvellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhioa and 

Others.

.. .Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

It is solemnly stated on Oath that all the contents of 

this application are true and correct to best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has either been 

misstated or kept concealed before this Honourable 

Tribunal.

Deponent
u

Bacha Hussain

y' /:

Identified By:

Imdad Ullah 

Advocate Szoat
V - ■

>\
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ORDER
- 'v.V^;i

On' attaining, age of superannuation i.e 60 years Constable- Bacha 

l^lussain No.465 of this district Police is hereby retired on superannuation’ pension in' the light 

Medical Certificate dated 03/10/1979 placed- in his Service Roll, with effect from 02/10/2011 

(a.N). The overpayment of pay shall be made from his lump sump paymeh^^ratuity with effect 

from 03/10/2011.
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District Police Officer, Swat.

/7?1

O.B. No..

Dated / 9^/'' /2016.

:
OFFICE OF THfe DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. SWAT.

: /2016./E, dated Gulkada the,No..V ■

Copies to:-

1) • District Accounts Officer, Swat for necessary action.

2) Pay Officer.

i
t

Ir
1

i
:

i!
District Police Officer, Swat'
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Yy/From : The Regional Policy Officer, 
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

.
To The District PolicQ:pffi,cer, Swat.

/E, dated Saidu Sharif, the /4^-// ~ 

MERCY PETItlQM-.'::;-"--'

No. ,/2016.

Subject:

Memorandum:
Please refer to your office memo No. 13627/E, dated 04/11/2016. 

Mercy petition of Retired Constable Badshah Hussain No. 665 of 
Swat District has been examined and seen by Worthy RegionaT Police Officer, 
Malakand.

(OFFICE SUPDT: )
For Regional Police Officer, 

Malakand, at Saidu Sharif Swat

J

\
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVTCHMiBUNAL !

W'
%

v_

CAMP COURT SWAT

\s' ... .Service Appeal No 1235/2016
)

Date of Institution... 22.11.2016 i

Date of decision... 05.09.2017
c

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No.465, District Police. 
District, Swat. t,:;If ;'p; (appellant)

Versus

1. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, 
District Swat and another. (Respondents)

Mr. Imdad Ullah 
Advocate

For appellant ;
;

Mr. Muhammad Zubair, 
District Attorney For respondents.

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, 
MR. AHMAD HASSAN,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

i

JUDGMENT 5 ■■i.

^AZ MUHAMMAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN: - Arguments of the 

Learned Counsel for the appellant and learned District Attorney for the 

espondents heard and record perused.

i

V

1

i1

FACTS
■i I-

The appellant was retired from service vide impugned order dated 

19.10.2016 from back date i.e 03.10.2011 against which he filed 

departmental appeal which was rejected on 14.11.2016 and thereafter 

appellant brought the instant appeal on 22.11.2016. The reason for the 

impugned order is that according to the medical certificate submitted by the 

appellant at the time of entry into service his age was 28 years and if his date

i

;

!

;;

\
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of birth is considered to be correct.according to the medical certificate then 

his age of superannuation fails on 03.10.2011.
;

*
ARGUMENTS i
Learned counsel for the appellant argued that medical certificate 

which the authority had relied cannot be conclusive evidence of the age of 

the appellant as the same was not written on any scientific ground but only 

on the basis of appearance. That the appellant had disclosel|his age as 28 

years before the Medical Superintendent at the time of issuing of certificate. 

That the impugned order is, therefore, not sustainable in the eybs of law.

3. on

1

On the other hand the learned District Attorney argued that not only 

the medical certificate speaks about the age of the appellant as 28 years but

4.

his service record also affinns the same. The learned District Attorney 

referred to the service book of the appellant wherein the date of birth 

originally entered as 03.10.1951 both in figure and words. That in the figures 

1 has been converted into 7. That in the words"fiftyone" is still intact. That v--*-V

the authority has rightly issued the impugned order.

A
ONCLUSION ■:

ho-
*

IP
After hearing both the learned counsel for the parties and perusing

I
the record, this Tribunal is of the view that it was necessary for the authority

issuing the retirement order to have probed into the matter whether any 

tampering was made in the record and whether the discrepancy between

letters and figures has been made intentionally and which one of the two is

correct because the date of birth written in figures is in harmony with the «

statement of the appellant before the Medical Officer whereas the date of

birth written in words is in consonance with the medical certificate. But the



I ,

3
''a
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authority only referred to the medical certificate in the impugned order and 

not touched other aspects of the matter as discussed above. Therefore, this 

Tribunal by accepting this appeal directs the authority that before issuance 

of retirement order to probe the matter by taking into account all other facts . 

including record of birth maintained at local level, if any, school record, if

any, and NADRA record. The department is directed to com'^lete the whole
I?

proceedings within a period of two months from the date o^receipt of this

judgment and then issue a fresh order on the basis of report failing which the

appellant shall be deemed to have been reinstated 

. . . . ■continue his service till his superannuation as alleged by him. Parties are left 

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

;

[

in service and shall

;
; ;

Sd i

(Niaz Muhammad Khan) 
Chairman 

Camp Court, Swat
(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member
■

ANNOUNCED
05.09.2017 (■

■

;Cefflfied to b4/tvue cop>

{-■ •:

6;Serv'vc Sf3wat
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__
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Om)ER

In compliance with directions of.the Service Tribunal dated 05-09-201^ 

issued in Service Appeal No.1235/2016; titled as Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No.465 vs 

Government, the undersigned vide this office order bearing 15386-88/P, dated 04-10-2017 

appointed Siiperintendant of Police, upper Swat to conduct enquiry and probe into the matter as 

per judgment of the Service Tribunal cited ibid. The enquiry officer conducted a full fledged 

enquiry and submitted a comprehensive findings report, wherein he found that date of birth of the 

appellant Ex-cdnstable Bacha Hussain has been tampered and 1951 has been converted to 1957 to 

get prolong and maximum sei-vice benefits and recommended upholding of his retirement order 
O.BNo.179, dated 19-10-2016.

The undersigned being competent authority agree with the findings of the 

enquiry officer and retirement order of Constable Bacha Hussain No.465 O.B. No. 179, dated 
19-10-2016 is hereby upheld. \

Swat.District T

/f/OB No.

I^ated /2017.
' r

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POIJCE OFFICER. SWAT.
dated Saidu Sharif the,

Copies to:-'

/2017.No.

1) District Accounts Officer, Swat.

2) Pay Officer, Swat.

District Police Officer, Swat. i

* :■

P
B
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District SwatM \Police Department !'■

It
liI finding Report
i

No.15386-88/P datedPolice Officer order bearing

enquiry.officer to probe into the matter in

1 in Service Appeal No.1235/2016 dated 

vs Government, Hence, in compliance with order

istrictReference worthy

04/10/2017, the undersigned was appointed as 

accordance with judgment o| August Service Tribunal
I

05/09/2017 titled as Ex-Fc Bldshah Hussain
referred above of the compelent authority; a full fledged fact finding enquiry was conducted as

ti
ribunal.per judgment of the Service T|

The followini

a. Whether the appe 

the basis
b. Whether the appellant's date of birth was recorded in 

Certificate?

c. Whether the Dat|of Birth recorded in Service

were facts-in-issue before the enquiry officer:-

lant Ex-Fc Badshah Hussain was enlisted in Police as constable on

of Medicil Certificate in accordance with law/rules or otherwise?

Service Book as per MedicalI
II

Book is tampered to the advantage of

Ithe appellant?

d. Whether the applllant has
■ in Service Book b|fore the competent authority vyithin limitation?

e Whether the apffellant had rightly and legally 
I

date? I
Whether any offilial or dealing head of Establishment Branch 

for alleged tamplring in Service Book or negligerice?

raised the issue of^alteration/rectification in age recorded

been retired, from service from back

be held responsiblecan
f.

i
Finding on Fact-in-issue (a)t-

Hussain was recorded who did notStatementiof the appellant Ex-Fc Badshah

the basis of Medical Certificate, rather stated that he
to whether he \^as enlisted on. dispose as

13/10/1979 in Police department as foot Constable. He 

In absence of any other documents,
enlisted at the age of pi years 

further stated that his correct Date of Birth is 12/06/1957 

Police Constables used to|)e recruited in Police

onwas

the basis of the apparent age. According toon
held thatthe basis of Medical Certificate. Hence, it isIrecord, he was recruited Bn Police on

appointed Is Constable in Police department on the basis of Medical Certificate
appellant was 

issued on 13/10/1979 acc|rding to law and rules.

Finding on Fact-in-issue (B):-
the appellant on 03/10/1979, theAs per Medical Certificate issued to

appellant's apparent age Ls recorded as 28 years and accordingly Date of Birth of the appellant 

undoubtedly settleci as 03/10/1951. Since, the appellant had neither presented School 

other document specifying;his age at the time of enrolment
was

leaving certificate nor an 
department , therefore |is Date of Birth i.e. 03/10/1951 was 

Book as per Medical Certijficate which has rightly been done.

in Police

; settled and recorded in Service

ATTESTEDs
i

if
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iFjMjig on Fact-in-issup fr|-- fc
i
I

To probe into the fact-in-issue regarding tampering of Date of Birth i -
the service Book in original vjas examined by the enquiry officer. It was transpired that 

Birth recorded in words i.e. "

in Service Book; 

Date of
kneteen Fifty-one" remained intact whereas Date of Birth in digits 

seemed to be tampered anc|1951 had been converted to 1957. Difference and contradiction 

between words and digits wa| sufficient to prove tampering, but the 

probe, therefore vide letter
matter needed a thorough

l|0.17111/P dated 25/10/2017 expert opinion regarding
tampering

request|d from Regional FSL Swat. The questioned documents branch ofin Date of Birth 

Regional FSL examined the r 

reported that "after careful 

Birth of Badshah Hussain 

Date of Birth of Badshah Ht&som

was

sevant part of Service Book and vide Lab: case # QD / HW/2017-27
ixaminathn and analysis of the questioned handwritten Date of 

jds Service Book (item No.OZ), it is concluded that the questionedon

his Service Book (item No.OZ), has been tampered. The 
anginal Date of Birth is 03/1^/1951 which has been tampered to make it 03/10/1957". Hence.

Id that Date of Birth|of the appellant had been tampered and original date of Birth

handwritten i.e 03/10/1951 illegally and dishones/y converted to 03/10/1957. Tampering is

made ,n Date of Birth of appJlant Badshah Hussain Khan to his advantage to get maximum and 

prolong service benefits. . ^

onh

Finding on Fact-in-issup fri)-- J
h

As per recof^, the appellant never approached the competent authority to 

service record within period of limitation.
alter, modify or rectify his Da|e of Birth in 

Ex-incumbent Senior Clerk 4
Hussain Ali 

recorded his statement and
tablishment Branch of DPO office 

deposed that the appellant Badshah Hussain submitted 
forwarded by SHO Ming|ra 

consonance with his CNIC s^ that he 

thereby, the appellant had

application dated 10/10/2016 whichan
was

and SDPO City praying therein to modify his
Date of Birth in 

may not face complication in pension etc. Meaning
y.

assumed criminal silence over tampered Date of Birth and at the
eleventh hour just attemptedto modify his Date of Birth in 

make it in consonance with !his CNIC.
in Service Book to the extent of year to

However, Rule-07 (2), Chapter-09 of Police Rules-19,34 
provides that alteration in daje of Birth or age may only be made within 

Servant's entry into
two years of the Civil

service: Hence, it is held that the .appellant 

competent authority within li(iiitation for alteration in Date of Birth'
never approached the

i
Finding on Fact-in-issup foi-- i

As per law ar|j Rules, once Date of Birth has been recorded i 

within limitation
- - in Service Book, it is 

as discussed above, it would determine
settled that when not altefed

S
retirement age of Civil Servanl.

As per reported vide NLR 1995 TD (service) 232 (a) it has been held that
Med,cal Cert.f,cate fixing of Police Official on date of his appointment, would determine

rehrement age of Police offtciai. School leaving certificate stealthily introduced in service 

record be kept out of conside’l^ation in determining retirement age"

In view of th| above, it is held that appeiiant has rightly and legally been 

from service in accordance wi|h Medical Certificate. A'^fT-STED

case

i'

retirc?d

j

i ADVOCATE
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iFinding on Fact-in-issue (f);-

There came sothing on surface as to whether who from office staff of

Establishment Branch is responsible for tampering in the Date of Birth of the appellant, but it
has been settled and provedjthat Date of Birth written in’ digits in Service Book has been

I*' ' i ^ '
tampered to the advantage o|the appellant with his connivance to get maximum and prolong

of Six years, therefore, the lappellant Bacha Hussain is held

responsible for tempering in hfs Date of Birth recorded in his Service Book.

In addition th ?reto, all other relevant recordi i.e. NADRA record, Union Council

record and service record was examined by the enquiry [officer. His Birth Certificate was

prepared on 11/10/2017, whereas his CNIC was issued to him on 10-08"2005 which cannot be
ji, j ■ '

made basis for termination of retirement age as per reported cases, NLR 1995 TD (service) 232
K

(a)1994SCMR 1633 andl99^JPLC(C.S) 447. i

IIn view of l|ie above findings, it is held that correct Date of Birth of the 

appellant Bacha Hussain for ^e purpose of service in Poljce;department is 03/10/1951 and his

02/1 1/2011, therefore the competent authority has rightly and legally 

issued his retirement order cfn 19/10/2016 w.e.f 03/10/2011. The;enquiry officer recommends 

that the order of retirement respect of the appellant issued by the Worthy DPO Swat may be 

maintained.

periot|:service benefits for a

retirement was due on

h
Submitted, Please.j' !

\», .

Superintendent of Pol ce, 

UpperSwat

■ ^ • • r

/STNo

DATED

f
I

i



P06428101
1-

THE GOVT OF KHYBER P'AKHTUNKHWA PAKISTAN
&>»•

BIRTH CERTIFICATE
*

FORM No; P06428101
CRMS No; B154015-17-0321

-fl' ^
1540290405691 ^

.?/. --- ..

^. t/k /cH;

V

12-6-1957

APPLICANT'S NAME; BAp_SHAH HUSSAIN 
APPLICANT'S CNIC NO154q2_90405691

CHILD's NAME ' ! FATHER'S NAME / ;
NIC NO

SELF (MALE)____________

MOTHER^NK^^E7GiNb“E7^^^ DA^E^^p'Bt^T^
RELATION ;

NIC NO

i MALAKAND P
i area

MALE : ISLAMBASNiGAIMUHAMMAD
AMIN

BADSHAH
HUSSAIN

12-6-1957

:^UAI ^jL-

...i:

. GRAND FATHER’S NAME : HAZRAT ULLAH 

GRAND FATHER'S CNIC NO :

JC/UAI JA' 11-10-2017
' ■/

^HL:
address : MOHALLA^ABA KHEL, VILUGE. ^

i,l/l IjV...11-10-2017
imim'*.ST»S351t'IsBUfiWusmtmit,-

Secretary 
.^/IC Baba KbailTt^^na
A • /On^

ADVOC-

-"1. e,;.
■ ' . I - V

, 'A
•r

'V.-Vv^ .I



M-'

NADRA RECEIPTmosw*

^ 0US-

Date : 06-10-2017 
Consumer ID : 15602-0369236-1 
Verified CNIC : 15402-9040569-1 ' 
In Database * : YES 
Service Charges: 100.00 
Receipt No:6928417100615153301 
Remarks:
• Present in database.

I
!

I

* For Details refer to Kiosk Screen

i

!

1

I

ADVOCATE

I
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"H
Before the Regional Police Officer Malakand Saidii Sharif Swat 

Bacha Hussain Retired Constable No. 465. Appellant

Versus

The District Police Officer Swat. Respondent

Departmental appeal against the order OB No. 181 Dated 7/11/2017.

Respected Sir,

The appellant submits as under.

That the appellant was retired from police as constable^ on 19/10/2016 tlirough OB No. 179. The 

appellant was retired from 02/10/2011 (A.N) and also the overpayment of pay shall be made from 

his lump sump payment gratuity with effect froni 03/10/2011.

The appellant filed .a service appeal in service tribunal and.decided it on 05.09.2017. the case was 

sent to department for inquiry.

The inquiry was conducted and the whole record put before the inquiry officer was not considered 

at all.

The NADRA record was not considered the NIC old and new was not considered.

The appellant was stated to have made the changes in the date of birth in digits but the 

book was with the clerk and not the appellant but the inquiry officer did not noted the same and 

blamed the appellant for it.

The inquiry officer did not made the inquiry 

tribunal.

service

was mentioned in the judgment of the serviceas

I want to be heard in person.

It is therefore very humbly requested that the order OB No.. 181 Dated 7/11/2017 may be set aside 

and the appellant retired correctly from the correct date of birth of 3/10/1957.

Appellant

-ussain

Affidavit ADVOCATE

It is solemnly stated on oath that all the contents of this dcjpartmental appeal are true and 

to the best of my knowledge and belief
correct

Li; Cdihii:' Sv.'it.
Lbii'oi Ofi.'v 17 ^ n » —

'eponent

J/pBacha Hussain^

wDated: 21-11-2017

b



/J,
OJ'FTCl': OF THE

REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER, M ALAKAND
AT SAIBU SHARIF SWAT.

Ph: 0946-924038] & fax No. 0946-9240390
Email: diemalakaiuKaj.vahoo.com

ORDER;

This order will dispose off departmental appeal of Ex-Constable Bacha. flussain 

No. 465 of Swat District for back benefit, being retired on 02/10/2011, while the applicant served upto 

19/10/2016.
Brief facts of the case are that Ex-Constable Bacha flnssain No, 46d of Swat 

District was retired from service on 19/10/2016 from back date i,e 02/10/20! 1 because accoiding to his 

medical certificate issued on 03/10/1979 his age was recorded as 28 years for the purpose of enlistment as 
Constable in Police Department and as per that certificate: he had to reach his superannuation on 
02/10/2011. According to medical certificate, his date of birth was written as 03/10/1951, however date of, 

birth recorded in-words still remained intact i.e “Nineteen hify one” resultantly he stayed in service 
beyond 60 years.' The appellant challenged the order of his retirement in the service tribunal in seivice 
appeal no. 1235/2016. His appeal was accepted with the direction to probe the matter by taking into 
account birth record, school record and NADRA record vide judgment dated 05/09/2017. Iherefore, in 

compliance with the aforementioned judgment of service tribunal, Superintendent of Police Upper Swat 

was appointed as enquiry officer to hold enquiry into the matter 
vide District Police Officer, Swat memo No. 15386-88/P, dated 04/01/2017. I he enquiry oliicer 
conducted a full-fledged enquiry and submitted a comprehensive finding report, wherein he found that 
date of birth of the appellant has been tampered and 1951 has converted to 1957 to gel prolong and 
maximum service benefits and recommended upholding of his retiremenl order 013 No. 179 dated 
f9/10/2016. His service book was sent to RFSL for examination, who confirmed tampering in date of 
birth. The District Police Officer, Swat agreed y/ith the linding of the enquiry officer and relirement order 
of Ex-Constable Bacha Hussain No. 465 OB No. 179 dated 19/10/2017 was upheld.

He was called in ordei|room on,, I 1/01/2018 and heard him in person. The enquiry 

papers was thoroughly perused which revealed that the order passed by DPO, Swat vide OB No. 181, 
. dated 07/11/2017 in compliance of honourable Service Tribunal directions^ is correct, because the 

tampering in date of birth of the appellant has been proved duly verified from FSL. Also the appellant 
could not produce any cogent reason in his defence. Therefore, his appeal is hereby filed.

Order announced.

per judgment of the service tribunalas

(AKHIARHAYAI KllAry-USlN 
Regional Police Officer, 

Maii^antl, at Saidu Sharif Swat
W/E,No.

y\c\/ 720 1 8.Dated

Copy to District Police Officer, Swat for information and necessary action with 

reference to his office Memo: No.19634/E, dated 29/11/2017, The Enquiry file and rs rcUirncd hcrcwiih 

for record in your office.

ATTESTED

Page 1 of 1

ADVOCATE
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Buckle No.: 465 Gazetted/Non-Gazetted: N 
PRINCIPAL REPAID BALANCE

Desig: CONSTABLE (80237541) Grade: 05 NTN: 0 
AMOUNT LOAN/FUND

CNIC:1560290405691 
AMOUNT DEDUCTIONS

00076754 BACHA HUSSAIN 
PAYM ENTS

162,753.00
INCOME TAX 2,078.40 522.00 1,557.36

GPF#: POLSW00167921,190.00 3005 GPF Subscription - Rs
1,002.00 3511 AddI Group Insurance 
1,932.00 3530 Police wel:Fud BS-11 

1,500.00 3604 Group Insurance 
681.00 3609 Income Tax 

150.00 
300.00 

5,010.00 
775.00 

1,000.00 
3,000.00 

660.00 
2,730.00 

. 429.00
2,119.00

745.00-0001 Basic Pay 
1000 House Rent Allowance 
1210 Convey Allowance 20 
1300 Medical Allowance 
1547 Ration Allowance 
1567 Washing Allowance 
1646 Constabilary R Allow
1901 Risk Allowance (Poll
1902 Special Incentive A! 
1911 Compen Allow 20% (1- 
1933 Special RiskAllowan 
2148 15% Adhoc Relief Ail 
2168 Fixed Dally Aljpwanc 
2199 Adhoc Relief Allow @ 
-2211 Adhoc Relief All 201

7.00-
424.00-

67.00-
174.00-

J

41,061.00 01.09.2016 30.09.2016 
SWAT

NET PAY 
NEW ROAD, MINGORA SWAT.

DEDUCTIONS 1,417.00-
HABIB BANK LIMITED

• 42,478.00
NEW ROAD, MINGORA SWAT.

-PAYMENTS 
Branch Code:221276 Accnt.No: 7900358103
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BEFORE THE KHYBER FAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

In the matter of:-

Appellant

VERSUS

Respondent ^

KNOWN ALL to whom these present shall come that 1/ we, the undersigned appoint

AZ/Z-UR-RAHMAM /MPAP ULLAH 

Advocates High Court

To be the advocate for the 
and things or any one of them, that is to say:-

❖ To acts, appear and plead in the above mentioned case in diis court or any other Court in which 
the same may be tried or heard in the first instance or in appeal or review or revision or execution 
or at any other stage of its progress until its final decision.

❖ To present pleadings, appeals, cross objections or petitions for execution review, revision, 
withdrawal, compromise or other petition or affidavits or other documents as shall be deemed 
necessary or advisable for the prosecution of the said case in all its stages.

❖ To withdraw or compromise the said or submit to arbitration any difference or dispute that shall 
arise touching or in any manner relating to the said case.

❖ To receive money and grant receipts therefore, and to do all other acts and things which may be 
necessary to be done for the progress and in the course of the prosecution of the said case.

❖ To employ any other Legal Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and authorities 
hereby conferred on the Advocate wherever he may think fit to do so.

*> I understand that the services of aforesaid lawyer are hired irrespective of the outcome of the 
case.
And I/We hereby agreed to ratify whatever the advocate or his substitute shall to do in the said 
premises.
And i/We hereby agree not to hold the Advocate or his substitute resporrsible for the result of 
the said case in consequences of his absence from the Court when the said case is called up for 
hearing.
And I/We hereby agree that in the event of the whole or any part of the fee agreed by me/us to 
be paid to the Advocate remaining unpaid^ the Advocate shall be entitled to withdraw from the 
prosecution of the case until the same is paid.
IN THE WITNESS WHEREOF 1/WE hereunto set my/our hand(s) to these present the contents of 
which have been explained to and understood by me/us, this day of (9 \ 201^

in the above mentioned case to do all the following acts, deeds

'f
\

'Signature or thumb impression) 

Accepted subject to terms regarding fees --—^

(Signature or thumb impression) (Signature or thumb impression)

(AZIZ-UR-RAHMAN)
, Advocate High Court

Office: fClian Plaza, Gulshone Chowk 
G.T, Road Mingora, District Swal, 
CcU No. 0300 907 0671

<2
'(IMDAD ULLAH) ^ 
Advocate High Court
Office: Klran Plaza, Gulshon^ Chowk, 
G.T. Road, Mingora, Districffswat 
CeU No. 0333 929 7746

L



T'■■-S

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR. .•^«V

Service Appeal No.125/2018

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No.465, District Swat Police, District Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

3. District Police Officer, District Swat at Gulkada.

- (Respondents)

INDEX

Description of DocumentsS.No: PageAnnexure

1 Para-wise Comments 1-4

Affidavit2 5

Authority3 6

Copy of FSL Report "A"4

Copy of Judgment5

Copy of Enquiry paper "C"6

District Police Officer, Swat
(Respondent,No.03)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.125/2018

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No.465, District Swat Police, District Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

3. District Police Officer, District Swat at Gulkada.

(Respondents)

Parawise comments on behalf of Respondents.

Respectfully shewith: 
Preliminarily objection:-

1. That the service appeal is time barred.

2. That the service appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

3. The instant appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 

parties.

4. That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct.

5. That the appellant has concealed material facts from this Honorable 

Tribunal.

6. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to prefer 

the instant appeal.

7. The appellant has not come to.this Tribunal with clean hands.

ON FACTS

i. Correct to the extent that the appellant had joined Police department as 

constable in the year 1979 as per service record, while rest of the para is 

not plausible because every police officer is under obligations to perform 

his duty with zeal and zest as being member of disciplined force there is 

no room for lethargy.



. T

%

Incorrect. As per source record and relevant extract the date of Birth of 

appellant was recorded as 03/10/1951 in figures as well as in words but 

the appellant manipulated the source record by making over writing and 

changed the figure 51 to 57. It is worthwhile that a person however 

clever he may be, does make mistake while doing an illegal act and the 

same is case of appellant that he forgot to change the words fifty one.

ii.

Incorrect. Date of retirement of the appellant on superannuation falls on 

02/10/2011 as per entry in service record as well as according to medical 

Certificate.

iii.

Incorrect. The appellant has rightly been retired by the competent 

authority accordingly.

iv.

V. Incorrect. The duty performed by the appellant had no legal status rather 

whatever he had done was for his own gain/benefits which was illegal 

and the same was absolutely in his knowledge. As per laboratory report, 

the appellant has tempered the original date of birth and is liable to be 

retired on attaining the age of superannuation i.e 02/10/2011. The 

question of retrospectivity does not arise in case of tempering of original 

record which has been provided by the Forensic Laboratory. He Is hot 

entitled for pay, service after 02/10/2011.

Incorrect. As discussed earlier the very act of the appellant regarding 

manipulation is objectionable rather does come within the domain of 

cheating but the department by considering his length of service took a 

lenient view by not booking him under the substantive Law. Hence, order 

passed by the competent authority as well as appellate authority is in 

consonance with Law.

Vi;

Correct to the extent that appellant 'filed service appeal which was 

decided vide order dated 05/09/2017 whereby the department was 

directed to probe into the matter by taking into account all fact, hence in 

this respect the relevant extract of service book was also subjected to 

analysis through Regional Forensic Science Laboratory Swat. As per 

expert opinion "After careful examination and analysis of the questioned 

handwritten date of birth of Bacha Hussain on his service book has been

vii.
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tempered. The original date of birth is 03/10/1951 which has been 

tempered to make it 03/10/1957. FSL report as annexure "A".

viii. Incorrect. As per directions of the honorable Tribunal the matter was 

thoroughly probed inot during the course of which facts were shifted 

whereafter manipulation of the appellant was proved as broad day light. 

Vide judgment and Enquiry report are annexure "B" and "C".

Para already explained as the competent as well as appellate authority 

while taking into consideration the entire material and facts passed a 

speaking order.which is in consonance with Law, rules and directions of 

the honorable tribunal.

ix.

Keeping in view the above facts appeal of the appellant is liable to be 

dismissed on the following grounds.

X.

GROUNDS

a. Incorrect. The age of superannuation is to be calculated from date of 

birth recorded in the service book record and the same was done in the 

case of appellant.

b. Para already explained wherein each and every aspect of the stance of 

appellant was discussed have, stance of the appellant is not plausible 

because he cooked the story just to give legal cover to his jllegality.

c. Incorrect. The respondents department has acted in accordance with Law 

& Rules.

d. Incorrect. Appellant performed his duties beyond the age of 

superannuation which has no legal status at all rather the same comes 

within the domain of cheating, misleading and imputation.

e. Para already explained.

f. Correct to the extent of policy Guidelines mentioned in the appeal but 

the policy has been devised in the year 2013 while the appellant attained 

the age of superannuation in the year 2011, hence his case does not hit 

by the said policy.
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g. Incorrect. The respondent department has no grudge against the 

appellant.

h. Incorrect. The respondents acted in accordance with Law.

I. Incorrect. The respondent after taking into consideration the entire 

material passed the orders wherein sound reasons have been recorded. 

PRAYER:-

In view of the above comments of answering respondents, it is prayed 

that instant appeal may be dismissed with cost.

ProvinciaL^Jice-officep,. 
khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesl^awar 

(Respondent No.l)

Police Officy, 
Malakand Region at Saidu Shyif, Swat 

(Respondent No/2)

District ^iOTOfficer, Swat. 
(Respmdent No.3)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.O'
Service Appeal No.125/2018

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No.465, District Swat Police, District Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

3. District Police Officer, District Swat at Gulkada.

I.

(Respondents)
;

AFFIDAVIT

We, the above respondents do hereby solemnly affirm on oath and declare that the 

contents of the appeal are correct/true to the best of our knowledge/ belief and nothing has been 

kept secret from the August Tribunal.

v

Provincisn '•?Police-officer. 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.l)

i
,5
5 ■

Regjo n a l/Poilce"bffi ce n 
Malakand Region at Saidu Sharpy 

(Respondent

i'': •
District fMI^ Offic^Swat. 

(RespondeiMfNo.S)
r-

;
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR. L
Service Appeal No.125/2018

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No.465, District Swat Police, District Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

3. District Police Officer, District Swat at Gulkada.

(Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

We, the above respondents do hereby authorize Mr. Khawas Khan SI Legal Swat to 

appear In the Service Tribunal on our behalf on each date fixed in connection with titled Service 

Appeal and do whatever is needed.

Provincial,Rolice‘Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

(Respondent No.l)

\ceu
Malakand Region at Saidu Sha^Swat 

(Respondent Ho/l)

District Potk^yfficer, Swat. 
(Respormnt No.3)
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ifREGIONAL FORENSIC SCIENCE LABORATORY (RFSL),
LANDAKAY, SWAT,

KP Police, Gov jrnment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Tel: +92;946883129, Fax: +92-946883129

X
5.*

1 i

Questioned Documents Examination Report
I \ I Distt-rct Police Officer,

QD/HV{/2017-27 Attention to SwatLab: Case#
^,

District Pqlice Officer, 
Slvat.

5
N/AFIR No.Submitting Agency

i

Victim’s; Name N/A; H/AComplainant Name ft
? ;

i

Description of Evidence Submitt d

The following evidence items 4®*'® submitted at RFSL, Swat for Forensic Document 

Examination.

Item No.

[

!i;
Description t

^4Original coverjletter no. 17111,: Dated: 25/ 0/2017 of subject/‘REQUEST FOR
, i.j L ■ •' I • • ^

EXPERT OPINION” fromtDistrict.Police officer, Swat to Assistant Director Regional
1.

1
Forensic Science: Laborato^ Malakand, at Laridakay Swat.
Original Seryio/fiook of Adshah Khan bearing questioned handwritten date of birth.

f;- T I ,i /’■'
The case consists of total 02 iteAis. ;1 ‘

mi
2. to

4’
‘ »

Conclusion 1- ; i
. i•I

•. >After careful'examination knd analysis of the questioned handwritten date of birth of
II

Badshah Khan on his service^boo t (item no. 02), it is concluded‘that theique^tioned date of
■ ’ ‘ i • I /■' li i • 1

birth of Badshah Khan on his seilvice book (item no| 02), has'been tempered. The Original! 1i 1Date of birth is 03/10/1951 which has been tempered to make it 03/10/1957.
;
;

't

4i ;4
H
11
1

Page 1 of 2

1 ;
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•5RFSL CASE NO. QD/HW/2017-27
5
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1
I

Before Examination/Analysis
i

!

<

After Examination/Analysis 
1 ^

I
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\
!PisDositioD of Evidence 

All the evidence of this case is preserved in Secure Vault'and will be furnished upon request. * l|
) :

M
iNote: The results in this report relate only toikejtem(s) examined.
* t O' J
}

. 1;
IK .0

Muhammad Ima^
Forensic Supervisor/QD Section,

Assistant Directejr,
Regional Forensic Scienc^ Laboratory 

(RFSL), Swat I (RFSL), Swat
1
i

i
Page 2 of 2ff
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SRR VTCRtetR'l tKt a t N *
CAMP COURT SWAT i

■f■x/Service Appeal No 1235/2016

Date of Institution... 

Date of decision...

22.11.2016

05.09.2017

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constable No.465, District Police, 
District, Swat.

(appellant)

Versus ;•

1. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, 
District Swat and another. (Respondents)

Mr. Imdad Ullah 
Advocate

For appellant

Mr. Muhammad Zubair, 
District Attorney For respondents.

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, 
MR. AHMAD HASSAN,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

JUDGMENT

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN: - Arguments of the 

Learned Counsel for the appellant and learned District Attorney for the 

espondents heard and record perused.
:

FACTS

The appellant was retired from service vide impugned order dated 

19.10.2016 from back date i.e 03.10.2011 against which he filed 

departmental appeal which was rejected on 14.11.2016 and thereafter 

appellant brought the instant appeal on 22.11.2016. The reason for; the 

impugned order is that according to the medical certificate submitted by the 

appellant at the time of entry into service his age was 28 years and if his date

/:<f:rf=stED

AIWOC/CTE

B
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1of birth is considered to be correct.according to the medical certificate thenKt' ;

!•
his age of superannuation falls on 03.10.2011.•i:

I- *
I- ^ ARGUMENTS

bm
■ M 3. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that medical certificate on 

which the authority had relied cannot be. conclusive evidence of the age of 

the appellant as the same was not written on any scientific ground but only 

the basis of appearance. That the appellant had disclosed; his age as 28 

before the Medical Superintendent at the time of issuing of certificate. 

That the impugned order is, therefore, not sustainable in the eyes of law.

ft!■

I!
>■.

W-
on

5-.
years

On the other hand the learned District Attorney argued that not only 

the medical certificate speaks about the age of the appellant as 28 years but 

his service record also affirms the same. The learned DisLict Attorney 

referred to the service book of the appellant wherein the date of birth 

originally entered as 03.10.1951 both in figure and words. That in the figures 

1 has been converted into 7. That in the words-'filtyone” is still intact. That 

the authority has rightly issued the impugned order.

4.

^Xqnclusion

rcj.
After hearing both the learned counsel for the parties and perusing 

*^6 record, this Tribunal is of the view that it was necessary for the authority 

issuing the retirement order to have probed into the matter whether any 

tampering was made in the record and whether the discrepancy between 

letters and figures has been made intentionally and which one of the two is 

correct because the date of birth written in figures is in harmony with the 

statement of the appellant before the Medical Officer whereas the date of 

birth written in words is in consonance with the medical certificate. But the

■ ^ . mf

a-?

i

I
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>. authority only referred to the medical certificate in the impugned order and l|

■ m.

' jp-
ISJ . 
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not touched other aspects of the matter as discussed above. Therefore, this 

Tribunal by accepting this appeal directs the authority that before issuance 

of retirement order to probe the matter by taking into account all other facts . 

including record of birth maintained at local level, if any, school record, if 

any, and NADRA record. The department is directed to complete the whole 

proceedings within a period of two months from the date of receipt of this 

judgment and then issue a fresh order on the basis of report failing which the 

appellant shall be deemed to have been reinstated in service and sliall 

continue his service till his superannuation as alleged by him. Parties are left

P
Ml--.

1;'

k-'--

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

S^i 1(Niaz Muhammad Khan) 
Chairman 

Camp Court, Swat
(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member
ANNOUNCED .
05.09.2017
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District Swatpolice Department

m

i

Finding Report s

/I'
'.T

Police Officer order bearing No.15386'88/P datedReference worthy District 
04/10/2017, the undersigned was appointed as enquiry officer to probe into the matter in

/
/
f

accordance with judgment of August Service Tribunal in Service Appeal No.1235/2016 dated 

05/09/2017 titled as Ex-Fc Badshah Hussain vs Government. Hence, m compliance with order 

referred above of the competent authority; a full fledged fact finding enquiry was conducted as

/ mi:
/ Iper judgment of the Service Tribunal.

The following were facts-in-issue before the enquiry officer;-

a. Whether the appellant Ex-Fc Badshah Hussain was enlisted in Police as constable on 

the basis of Medical Certificate in accordance with law/rules or otherwise?

b. Whether the appellant's date of birth was recorded in Service Book as per Medical 

Certificate?

c. Whether the Date of Birth recorded in Service Book is tampered to the advantage of

B

li-

ifi-• nf m.
Ip.

W
.f.
f .

the appellant?

d. Whether the appellant has raised the issue of alteration/rectification in age recorded 

in Service Book before the competent authority within limitation?

e. Whether the appellant had rightly and legally been retired from service from back

date?

Whether any official or dealing head of Establishment Branch can be held responsible

for alleged tampering in Service Book or negligence?

Finding on Fact-in-issue (a):-

■:

f.

Statement of the appellant Ex-Fc Badshah Hussain was recorded who did not 

to whether he was enlisted on the basis of Medical Certificate, rather stated that hedispose as

enlisted at the age of 21 years on 13/10/1979 in Police department as fool Constable. He .was

further stated that his correct Date of Birth is 12/06/1957. In absence of any other documents.

Police Constables used to be recruited in Police on the basis of the apparent age. According to

the basis of Medical Certificate. Hence, it is held thatrecord, he was recruited in Police on 
appellant was appointed as Constable in Police department on the basis of Medical Certificate

issued on 13/10/1979 according to law and rules.

Finding on Fact-in-issue (b);-

Medical Certificate issued to the appellant on 03/10/1979, theAs per

appellant's apparent age was recorded as 28 years and accordingly Date of Birth of the appellant 

was undoubtedly settled as 03/10/1951. Since, the appellant had neither presented School

leaving certificate nor any other document specifying his age at the time of enrolment in Police 

department , therefore his Date of Birth i.e. 03/10/1951 was settled and recorded in Service 

Book as per Medical Certificate which has rightly been done.

u
V

I
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finding on Fact-in-issue fri?-r •
/.
/

/ To probe into the fact-in-issue regarding tampering of Date of Birth 

the Service Book in original

Birth recorded in words i.e. "Nineteen Fifty-one"

t I

in Service Book;i
examined by the enquiry officer. It was transpired that Date ofwas

/
i

remained intact whereas Date of Birth in digits 

-J to 1957. Difference and contradiction

/

seemed to be tampered and 1951 had been converted 

between words and digits sufficient to prove tampering, but the matter needed 
probe, therefore vide letter No.l7111/P dated 25/10/2017 expert 

in Date of Birth

was
a thorough

opinion regarding tampering
requested from Regional FSL Swat. The questioned documents branch 

Regional FSL examined the relevant part of Service Book

/ was
of f

•• • /
and vide Lab: case # QD / HW/2017-27 

reported that "after careful examination and analysis of the questioned ho 

Birth ofBadshah Hussain on his Service Book (it

/ J,
■ / t-/

ndwritten Date of/ iI
i INo.02), it is concluded that the questionedem

IDate of Birth of Badshah Hussain on his Service Book (item No.02), has been tampered. The 
original Date of Birth is 03/10/1951 vrhich has been tampered to make it 03/10/1957". Hence, 

it is held that Date of Birth of the appellant had been tampered and original date of Birth

Tampering is

Hussain Khan to his advantage to get maximum and

/
-j

I

handwritten i.e 03/10/1951 is illegally and dishonesty converted to 03/10/1957. 

made in Date of Birth of appellant Badshah j&
5

prolong service benefits.

Finding on Fact-in-issup (ri)-. 5I
}

As per record, the appellant r
never approached the competent authority to 

alter, modify or rectify his Date of Birth in service record within period of limitation. Hussain All
I

■

iEx-incumbent Senior Clerk Establishment
1

deposed that the appellant Badshah Hussain submitted an
Branch of DPO office recorded his statement and 

application dated 10/10/2016 which 

praying therein to modify his Date of Birth in
forwarded by SHO Mingora and SDPO City 

consonance with his CNIC so that he

was

may not face complication in pension etc. Meaning 

criminal silence
eleventh hour just attempted to modify his Date of Birth in Service B

thereby, the appellant had assumed
over tampered Date'of Birth and at the

ook to the extent of year to 
However, Rule-07 (2), Chapter-09 of Policemake it in consonance with his CNIC.

Rules-1934
date of Birth or age may only be made within two years of the Civil 

S.ervant's entry into service. Hence, it is held that the appellant

provides that alteration in

never approached the
competent authority within limitation for alteration in Date of Birth.

Finding on Fact-in-issue fe):-

As per law and Rules, once Date of Birth has been recorded 

within limitation
in Service Book, it is 

as discussed above, it would determine
settled that when not altered

retirement age of Civil Servant.

As per reported case vide NLR 1995 TD (service) 232 (a) it has been held that
Medical Certificate fixing age of Police Official 

retirement age
date of his appointment, would determineon

of Police official. School leaving certificate 

record be kept out of consideration i
stealthily introduced in service

in determining retirement age"

In view of the above,; 
from service in accordance with Medical Certificate

it is held that appellant has rightly and legally been retired

M

i
I
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•' Finding on FacMn-issue if):-

There came nothing on surface as to whether who from office staff of 

Establishment Branch is responsible for tampering in the Date of Birth of the appellant, but it 

has been settled and proved that Date of Birth written in digits in Service Book has been 

tampered to the advantage of the appellant with his connivance to get maximum and prolong 

service benefits for a period of Six years, therefore, the appellant Bacha Hussain is held 

responsible for tempering in his Date of Birth recorded in his Service Book.

In addition thereto, all other relevant record i.e. NADRA record. Union Council 

record and service record was examined by the enquiry officer. His Birth Certificate was 

prepared on 11/10/2017, whereas his CNIC was issued to him on 10-08-2005 which cannot be. 

made basis for termination of retirement age as per reported cases, NLR 1995 TD (service) 232

t

1-

r,

fi

ij

(a) 1994 SCMR 1633 and 1996 PLC (C.S) ,447. ’

In view of the above findings, it is held that correct Date of Birth of the 

appellant Bacha Hussain for the purpose of service in Police department is 03/10/1951 and his 

retirement was due on 02/10/2011, therefore the competent authority has rightly and legally 

issued his retirement order on 19/10/2016 w.e.f 03/10/2011: The enquiry officer recommends 

that the order of retirement in respect of the appellant issued by the Worthy DPO Swat may be 

maintained.

Submitted, Please.

Superintendent of Pol ce, 

UpperSwatNo /ST
0^-^ /y//2017.DATED

::

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAIGITUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 0,

Bacha Hussain Ex-Constahle No. 465, District Police,

District Sxuat.

' ■ -Appellant

VERSUS

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, at Saidu Sharif 

District Swat and Other.

.. .Respondents

REJOINDER BY THE APPELLANT.

Respectfidly Sheweth:

Preliminary Objections:

That all the preliminary objections are incorrect, 

baseless, against the law, rules, facts and Shariah, hence 

are specifically denied. Moreover the appellant has got a 

prima facie case in his favour and has approached this 

honourable tribunal well 'within time and this honourableI

tribunal has 'got the jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the 

same.

On Facts:

1. Para 1 of the comments as drafted being admission 

needs no reply.
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2. Para 2 of the comments as drafted is incorrect and 

baseless and in need of solid evidence. The change 

which is allegedly attributed to the appellant is very 

much mockery of the respondent department as the 

same is always under lock and key of the authorities 

and only they are supposed to make any sort of 

entry, whatsoever, thus the para is specifically 

denied.

3. Para 3 of the comments as drafted is incorrect and 

against the available record, thus the para is denied.

4. Para 4 of the comments as drafted is incorrect and 

against the available record, thus the para is denied 

specifically.

5. Para 5 of the comments as drafted is incorrect, based 

on misstatements and misrepresentation of the 

material facts, the laboratory never put the blame on 

the appellant as his hand luriting samples were 

never taken, the alleged conclusion is drawn by the 

authorities as per their own zvkims and conjectures 

which cannot be substantiated at all. Moreover the 

service record is ahoays in the safe custody of the 

department and not the employee and it is the 

authority, custodian, to be blamed and not the 

appellant, zoho is made the scape goat, thus the para 

is denied specifically.

6. Para 6 of the comments as drafted is also incorrect 

and based on zohims and surmises as the service 

record of the appellant zuas alzimjs with the 

department in their safe custody and any change or 

alleged maneuz^ermg if any zuas only to he



attributed to the custodian and not the appellant, 

xoho is made to suffer for no fault of his, moreover 

the department has still not yet found the actual 

culprit behind the actual manipulator and made the 

appellant a scape goat. Further that the dicta of the 

Apex Court is very much clear that the loork done 

by the appellant has to be paid otherwise the same is 

amounting to forced labor, thus the para is denied 

specifically.

7. Para 7 of the comments as drafted is illusive and 

misleading as the laboratory never put the 

responsibility on the appellant of the alleged 

tempering, but the department is making the 

appellant a scape goat to save its own skin at the 

cost of the vested rights of the appellant, thus the 

para is specifically denied.

8. Para 8 of the comments as drafted is incorrect and 

based on misstatements and xvhims of the 

department as the actual culprit is never brought to 

the front and the appellant is made to suffer without 

any - proof moreover the service record of the 

. appellant zoas xvith the department and they xoere in 

such slumber that they could not point out the 

alleged tempering well in time so as. to avoid this 

complication on one hand xvhile bringing the actual 

rnanipidator to the front, thus the para is denied.

9. Para 9 of the comments is vague, evasive and devoid 

of merits as the actual culprit is yet to brought to 

light, the hiding of which is not knoxim to the 

appellant, thus the para is denied.



lO.Para 10 of the comments is against the law, rules 

and Shariah, the aypellant has got a prirna facie case 

in his favour and this honourable tribunal has got 

the jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the same, thus 

the para is denied.

On Grounds:

a. Ground A of the comments as drafted is incorrect 

and volt face as the same is not only done with 

retrospective effect, but the same recovery is also 

order to be made for the legal duty the appellant has 

performed due to the deep slumber of the respondent 

department, which can never be attributed to the 

appellant by any stretch of imagination and law, 

thus the para is denied.

b. Ground B of the comments as drafted is incorrect 

and based on zohirns and surmises, moreover the 

para is devoid of merits and in need of solid 

evidence, the appellant is made a scape goat just to 

save the skin of those who are at the helm of affairs 

and responsible as zoell,' thus the para is denied 

specifically.

c. Ground C of the comments as drafted is vague, 

evasive and devoid of merits as zvell as the law and 

rules emanating from the commands of the 

constitution are completely bulldozed, thus the para 

is denied.
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d. Ground' D of the comments as drafted is incorrect 

and devoid' of merits as the appellant was made to 

perform his duties due to the deep slumber of the 

respondent department for tuhich the ■ appellant 

cannot be held responsible, especially in light of 

plethora of judgments of the Apex Court on this 

very issue, thus the para is denied specifically.

e. Ground E of the comments as drafted is vague and 

evasive and amounts, to admission, thus needs no

reply.

f Ground F of the comments as drafted is devoid of 

merits and against the facts and record, as the 

retirement order of the appellant is made with 

retrospective effect and that too due to the lapse of 

the department for Tohich lapse the appellant cannot 

be held responsible, thus the para is denied 

specifically.

g. Ground G of the comments as drafted is devoid of 

merits and volt face as the lapse of the department 

is attributed to the appellant, thus the para is 

denied.

h. Ground H of the comments as drafted is also vague 

and devoid of meri ts, thus the same is denied.

i. Ground 1 of the comments as drafted is incorrect 

and based on concealment of material facts to the 

utter detriment of the appellant, thus the para is 

denied.
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It is, therefore, very respectfully prayed that 

on acceptance of this rejoinder the appeal of the 

appellant may very kindly he decided as prayed for 

originally.

Appellant
>

^cha n/ssain 

. "ThroughCounsel,-

Irndad Ullah 

Advocate Swat

*
K
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VERSUS
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District Swat and Other.
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It is solemnly stated on Oath that all the contents of 
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tribunal.

Deponent 1

i.
i d y

acha Hussain

Identified By;.

Imdad Ullah 
Advocate Swat .

t.



t

/a f/jy

*/6>

/
6(/'^yy

!>yly’yi/ ///^x ^

< yf/ '/yyy y ^JS Qr^/f

rAc^-y:^0<y /^ ^ ^ ’c>S-U r

:■ /.'/*

::C ■^‘

/i''’ v^s^..;

cr';/^

■ /

1

f^y ^ f dSiy^ ^

^ (A/^ J.f/ dyi^

/ ^ r ^ lyM (y~^ ;

6/4,■ y'f.

Qyy Wo^
'y

y

? J a,^/J>
( rf

y'i

I L ■\

/My ^ ^
• ;])'

, --y M
''//i ^//

) 'V

}

} .

-■»

J



f

ii i

yi
pp TP'iRl INAL. PESHAWAjl

ki-ivrf.rpak htunkwa smM
!

Dated / ^ !\1! 2018/STNo.
I

«-ll
To ^1

The District Police Otlic'er, 
Government of KhyberjPakhtunkhwa, 
Swat at Gulkada. i ;

.....
certified copy of Judgement dated

Subject; -
,2.2018 passed'^tM^-i'oSt'ESctfbr strict compliance.

04.
I

iii

F.ncI: .^s abw V
registrar

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.

:•s

:

• i

TI :
I

/'i] ! !■

I

r
i ■■

TlV
;I

. ?

Aii- I.!•

>.

iii : ;>
;

j; L• I; i

1

i;

AI


