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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

I

APPEAL NO.281/2014

(Hawaldar Khan -vs- Inspector General Police KPK Peshawar and others).

02.05.2016 JUDGMENT

PIR BAKHSH SHAH. MEMBER:

Counsel for the appellant (Mr. Sajid Amin, Advocate) and Mr. Ziaullah, 

GP for respondents present.

2. On the absence from duty w.e.f 21.03.2005 to 23.03.2005 (two days) and 

again 04.04.2005 to 30.04.2005 (twenty six days), appellant was proceeded 

against and the following penalty was imposed on him vide impugned order dated

:■

30.03.2008.

“Therefore, in exercise of the power vested in me

under section-3 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance

2000. I am taking a lenient view and award him
F

major punishment of reduction in pay by two 

stages and the period of his absence of treated as
' i ■

leave without pay.”

His departmental appeal was rejected vide order dated 06.12.2013 on the ground

>-C'
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■

\
; .11that the same is time barred.
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3. Arguments heard and record perused.

After going through the record and hearing pro & contra arguments, it was4.

found that no time limit has been fixed in the impugned order as required under

FR-29. Since it is a continuous wrong, involving monetary loss to the appellant, 

therefore this Tribunal does not agree with the contention of the learned 

Government Pleader that departmental appeal was time barred^ therefore the7
instant appeal is not maintainable. Consequently, in pursuance of FR-29 the

Tribunal, without going into further discussion, is inclined to fix the penalty

period of reduction for three years. The impugned order be treated modified

accordingly. Appeal is disposed of in the above terms. Parties are left to bear their

own cost. File be consigned to the record room.

(PIR BAKHSH SHAH) 
MEMBERw

(MUH AD AAMIR NAZIR) 
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
02.05.2016
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Appellant in person arid Mr. Muhammad Ay^Z/ H.C alongwith.01.07.2015

AddI: A.G for respondents present. Written reply, submitted. The 

appeal is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearingTor 24.11.2015.

o’- ,

Appellant in person and Addl: AG for respondents preseiM'. 

Arguments could not be heard due to learned Member (Judibial)ds 

on official tour to D.I. Khan, d'herefore, the case is adjourned to 

for arguments

24.11.2015

(A
Member

04.03.2016 Appellant in person and Mr. Fayaz, Head Constable

alongwith Asst: AG for respondents present. Arguments could not

be heard due to shortage of time. Therefore, the case is adjourned

to 02.052016 for arguments.

Member
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^1I Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguin
eal uhder

bills'04.02.2015
heard and case file perused. Through the ^ ing|int^-5pp 

Section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act l')74,
I

! .h

tljie appellant has impugned order dated 03.(|)8.2015. vide w lich
major penalty of reduction in pay to mipiimuin^lfof l^me* ,S( kle has

• • ' ' M' I •' T'I been imposed upon the appellant. Against- the ab|Ove I'leijerred

impugned order appellant filed departmenlai appeal; which 

rejected vide order dated 10.12.2013, hence .the instant appea on

07.01.2014. He contended that the competent authority .did
1; , ' I ' t. . 4'i'y k.'frI'J

■ justify the specified period which is violafen pf fundfuhepi'|il|l^u!e.
'}9. He further contended that limitation would not run agaiLl void

the

wast |!

not

4order. t'l f

Points raised at the Bar need consideration, 'fhe appeal is
■'I

Thei
admitted to regular hearing subject to all legal objections.

j i . Jl • tj f j ’ I'*: , 
appellant is directed to deposit the security arnoimt anjd. pro.tess

vyithin 10 days. Thereafter, Notices be isstied to the resipondepts
'cDme up for written reply/comments on 0^.04.2015' before

learned Bench-111.
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Agent of counsel for the appellant and Mr.' ^isa);j

'i -'!
Inspector (Legal) alongwith Addl: -AG for the,Hesp6nderits

i'"' • .
present. To come up for written reply/cornments on 01.07.20j5
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!Mr. Sajid Amin, Advocate present and filed Wakal^t Nama22.09.2014«'

;
' on behalf of the appellant. He requested, for adjournment. Request ■

r
accepted. To come up for preliminary hearing on 23.10.20I'd: j

Member j
!

•f
I I

Clerk of counsel for the appellant'present, and requestec) for23.10.2014

! adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for preliminary

hearing on 08.01.2015.
♦*

1 ■A
Member

Reader Note:
•f

Appellant in person present. Since the Tribunal is08.01.2015

incomplete, therefore, case is adjourned 04.02.2015 for the same.
1

j

eadcr

i

\

I

•f
1

i

■'i

i
J

X

I

I

J

1 •I . 1■ ' i;
I

1

'!’

. !



IV
&

Clerk of counsel for the appellant present and requested for 

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

23.04.2014

preliminary hearing on 29.05.2014.

Member

Counsel for the appellant present and requested for 

adjournment. Request accepted. To come upv for preliminary 

hearing on 16.07.2014.

29.05.2014

MemberI

* Counsel for the appellant present and requested for 

adjournment. Request accepted.

16.07.2014

To come up for preliminary
T

hearing on 19.08.2014.

ember
V

ft

Reader Note.'
^ '

Appellahi In person ‘'present. The I-lon'able Bench i.
i 1

tour“fo'‘Abbottabad’'iheref6re, case to cOme“up for preliiitmary 

hewing ofi 22.9.2014.

is on19.08:2014
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

72014Case No.

Date of order 
Proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

1 2 3

27/02/2014 The appeal of Mr. Hawaldar Khan resubmitted today by 

Qari Fateh-ur-Rehman Advocate, may be entered in the 

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

preliminary hearing.

1

REGISTRAR
2 This case is entrusted to Primary Be^nch for preliminary 

.hearing to be put up there on
r

X

\

'i

f '

Ji**' ^



The appeal of Mr. Hawaldar Khan Son of Dedar Khan Constable No. 472 Police Line Nowshera 

received today i.e. on 07.01.2014 is incomplete on the following scores which Is 'eturned to the counsel 

for the appeHant for completion and resubmiss.on within 15 days.

J1- Memorandum of appeal may be drafted according to sub-rule-2 (a) of rule-6 of the Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974.
Copies of Change Sheet, Statement of allegations, Show Cause Notice, enquiry report and its 
replies are no: attached with the appeal which may be placed on t.
Copy of deparmeital appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed 
Annexure-A o’ the appeal Is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.

on it.
r(\j

ys.T,No

SERVICE TRmdNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.

0 /2014.

Qari Fateh-ur-Rehman Adv. Nowshera.

0 f : ‘i C'
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Before the service Tribunal K.P.K. Peshawar
Service Appeal /2014In Re:

HAWALDAR KHAN Appellant.

VS

I.G.P. K.P.K. and other Respondents.

INDEX.

S.No Description of Documents Annex Pages

(1) Grounds of Service appeal with 
affidavit

(2) Address of parties 8

(A)
(3) Copy of DPO Nowshera order 

Dated. 05-08-2005
9

(B)

(4) Copy of DIGP Mardan, Order 
Dated.07-12-2013

10

(5) Wakaiat Nama 11

Appellant through Counsel

Qari Pateh Ur Rahman 
0331-9116728

Advocate Peshawar High court

Dated^2014

i

r:
* i
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Before The service tribunal KPK Peshawar.
HAWALDAR KHAN S/0 DEDAR KHAN < 

R/0 DHERI MIAN ASHAQ^POST OFFICE 

PABBI, NOWSHERA o ■0W'

Constable N0.472 Police Line Nowshera Appellant

VS

1. Inspector General Police KPK Peshawar
2. Deputy Inspector general of Police Mardan
3. District Police Officer Nowshera Respondents

Service Appeal U/S 4 of NWFP Service tribunal act 1977 against the 

order dated: 03-08-2005 Passed by Respondent No. 3 Where by appellant 

was awarded major penalty of reduction and pay to minimum of tirne 

scale per Indefinite period where by representation of appellant was 

rejected by respondent No.2 wide order Dated: 10-12-2013 without 

assigning any legal reason.

PRAYER IN APPEAL

To set aside the impugned order dated: 03-08-2005 and 10-12-2013
I

Passed by respondent No.2 and 3 respectively and the appellant 

Be restored to his original position with all service benefit from the

Date of reduction.

Respectfully Sir,

It is submitted as under

r
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1. That the appellant was appointed as constable on 28-08-1995 vide belt 
No.472 and the police department at Nowshera and was serving to the 

best of his abiiity and to the entire satisfaction of his superior.
2. That the baseless allegation were leveled against the appellant and was 

charged on the ground of absented from service regarding the movement 
by respondent N0.3 vide order dated: 03-08-2005.

3. That the appellant was proceed against departmental on such charge and 

respondent No.3 imposed on major punishment of reduction to the 

minimum of time scale vide dated 03-08-2005
(Copy of order is annex A)

4. That the feeling aggrieved from the same, appellant preferred 

departmental representation before respondent No.2 which also met 
with the following remarks.
"Being time bord the appeal is filed forth with however due to his physical 
condition he may be granted light duty"

(Copy of order DIG annexure B)
5. That the orders passed by respondent No.2 have seriously aggrieved the 

appellant, and thus the same before this honorable Tribunal, inter alia, on 

the following grounds.

GROUNDS.

(A) That the impugned order date: 10-12-2013 and 03-08-2005 

against law and facts and records of the case hence untenable.
That the competent authority passed mechanical order and 

departmental authority also passed similar order without application 

of mind. Had both these authorities looked into the fact of the case 

deeply, they were not passed such impugned orders.
That the no cogent and confidence inspiring evidence was brought on 

surface about the involvement of appellant in charges leveled against 
him. He was awarded major penalty of reduction pay to

are

(B)

(C)
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maximum of time scale without specified any period, so such 

punishment is violation of fundamental Rule N0.29, which is under

"F-R 29" if the Government servant is on account of misconduct or 

inefficiency, Reduce to lower grade or post, or to lower stage and his 

time scale, the authority ordering such reduction shall state the period 

of which it shall be effective and whether, on restoration it shall operate 

violated the principal of natural justice so imposition of punishment on 

appellant without providing him chance of hearing is illegal is liable to 

set aside."

Therefore such a punishment is not sustainable in the eye of law and 

is liable to set aside.

That It is the legal right of employee to defend him in a case he is 

charged with any act of misconduct and such any act of misconduct is 

required to be proved through independent and impartial full pledge 

inquiry with the active participation of the employee neither full pledge 

inquiry was conducted by respondent nor appellant was allowed to 

participate in the said inquiry, such procedure adopted by the respondent 
against K.P.K. Government servant rules therefore such in impugned 

order are liable to be set aside.

D.

That the impugned order are base on mala fide and personal grudges, so 

are liable to set aside.
E.

That the appellant was not provided any opportunity of being heard and 

he was condemned unheard therefore, Bothe confident authority as well 
as appellate authority violation the principle of nature justice, so 

imposition of punishment on appellant without providing him chance of 
hearing is illegal and is liable to be set aside.

F.
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'«G.
That appellant was not providing any opportunity to cross examine and 

defense thus both authority have violated the fundamental right of 
appellant.

The appellant has not been here in according with law.

That the appellant has been made victim of high handedness of the 

respondents heaving no fault on the part.

That the cause of act of respondent that appellant was highly 

discriminated.

H.

I.

J.

That the appellant due to rules proprietary fare play and natural justice is 

required to restore the appellant on his original position.

That any other ground may be adduced at the time of argument with kind 

permission of this honorable court.

For the foresaid reason it is therefore most humbly prayed that 
acceptance of this appeal the impugned order 03-08-2005 and 10-12- 
2013 graciously be set aside and the appellant be restore to his original 
position with all service benefit from the date of reduction.

Any other remedy which deem fit by this honorable tribunal may 

also be granted and favorers of appellant.

K.

L.

on

Appellant thrcmgh counsel 

Qari l^teh ur Rahman

Dated:(^|2014

Advocate Peshawar High court
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<9 Before The Services Tribunal K.P.K. Peshawar
In Re. Service appeal No, 2014.

Hawaldar Khan Appellant

VS

I.G.P, K.P.K and others. Respondents

Affidavlte.

I do here by solemnly affirm and declared that the contents of the 

accompanying service appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 

and believe and nothing has been concealed from this honorable court.

Deponent

CNIC# 17201-3039366-3

f -.
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Before The Services Tribunal K.P.K. Peshawar

In Re. Service appeal No. 2014.

Hawaldar Khan Appellant

VS

I.G.P, K.P.K and others, Respondents

Addresess of parties

Appellants

Hawaldar khan S/0 Dedar Khan, R/o Dair Mian Ishaq, P/s Pabbi, 
Nowshera. Constable belt No. 472, Police line Nowshera.

RESPONDENTS.

1. Inspector General Police K.P.K Peshawar
2. Deputy Inspector General of police Mardan region-1 Mardan.
3. District police officer Nowshera.

Appellant through counsel

Qari Fateh ur Rahman

Dated:|p^2014 Advocate Peshawar High court



■i BETTER COPY OF ANNEX “A ”
ORDER:

Constable Havaldar No 472 while posted to PP/Jehangira absented himself from 

duty with effect from 21/03/2005 to 23/03/2005 and from 4/4/2005 

issued
to 30/4/2005. He was 

enquiry committee consisting of the 

constituted by the undersigned to conduct an enquiry against him 

under the NWFP removal from service. (Special power) ordinance, 2000.

charge sheet/statement of allegation. An 

following officers was

1. Mr. Sohail Khalid. DSP/Pabbi.
Inspector Muhanmiad AshrafK'han R.l. Lines.2.

The enquiry committee conducted
C'

revealed that the defaulter official
enquiry and submitted his fnding which

suffering from UTI. He remained under treatment 
with doctor of DHQ Hospital Pabbi and Emergency Satellite complex Hospital Pabb 

also produced Medical Cerlincate granted by the Doctor of DHQ Hospital Nowshera for 
six days and not for seven days with effect from 03/04/2005 

committee

was

i. He

to 09/04/2005/ the 

as Medical leave.
enquiry

recommended that the period of absence may be counted

He was least interest in the service, before this he absented himself
(15) and awarded him punishment on different occasion. Therefore, i 
power vested in me

on fifteen time 

m exercise of the 

service (Special powers)
ordinance 2000. I am taking a lenient view and award him major punishment of reduction

as leave without pay.

under section 3 of the NWFP removal from

m pay by two stages and the period of his absence of treated

D.A No 07 
Dated 03/08/2005

SIGNED
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
nowshera

Q£g££-Q£^fflEDIS™CTPOLICE OFFICE. NOWSHFP a

NO Dated Nowshera the 5/8/05
3015/16 copy to the: -

Accountant.
D.H.Q 
D.S.P
S.H.O with papers.

I.
2.

4.
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m
Government of Khyber Fukhtunkhwa
Office of the Deputy Inspector General of Police 
' Mardan Region-I, Mardan

Phone No. 0937-9230113, Fax No., 0937-9230115
. f

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Mardan Region-I, Mardan

The District Police Officer,
Nowshera.

From:

dt
EncisvTo;

Q ^ , December, 2013. 

APPEAL FOR WITHDRAWAL OF FUNISHMENX

Nn. /ES.

Subject:

Memo; Please refer to your office Memo No. 7000/PA dated 27.11.2013.

Constable Hawaldar No. 472 of your District appeared before the

Worthy/DIG, Mardan in Orderly Room held in this office on 04.12.2013 foi withdrawal

d period of absence is treated asof his punishment i.e reduction of pay by two stages 

leave xvithout pay vide DPO/ Nowshera OB No. 607 dated 03.08.2005.

thy DIG/Mardan has given the follov/ing remarks.

is -filed forthwith. However due to Ms

an

The wor

"Being time beard the appeal 

physical condition, he may be granted light duty"
1

.(ASMAT ULLAH)
Office Superinteiadent 

For Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Mardan Region-I, Mardan.

i

F /

Dv

fo/zz/iy,



t

/1

1
^ •

. r-^

—J A !2^J^<Ci/ .XT 
- ^ >" ^ _

- ■ ’ 
t\

' I^J ‘
i£:^\

\

\

X^i'-^\J' Uj IJ^ {J^ ij^II ij/lJ^, (jij \yj}Llfyr C)

^ fJ-^M L ^ UL LoJiJ^ I?*(^ irjy^ .

V

# # y>.ol

Jl 6l^ ^1

y>sf^^cL Ae^

■



H- •

Ss ■

t»

/^7/^.- x^25«!fee/^

/-/’Ai^‘‘tC£>^___ i» ^j<fe>4i**t-^ ■

V'J-

/(?r/> cT/ikj^. _

/a/dsX-
S^/Vo ^/7/7eM.

J

8

X?4Xz/> /PUZft^'f^

AAtA^fXjAyif^ Atya^e^y C^J
C3,

Cj‘>)
(Sy^4- ^/ii/2.a/S •

(/OC^ X-c^ •

fypf ytXAA^^ ■

yy»y^<fe/.
/

(T

A



^0 ^

C^siM Oh^^Afo^s^.

J«3S&

yj

^0^ydfj /Ptara^^^

cy

___________

^.t^^yuuy <yy

z3yC^^^ ?sf^«»»W*-/y»^'2'y '^'==^ «r^^
cZoL^, /£>//!/ly>/3^ ^t'AaicZ /i(if^/ty*y' '‘fy^ />^<^

V,
%9,

^ Zyy AZjZ>^-

S Je/^^ai. /Z. ,;.^f<^m^yyaiZ^ ^i>jL i^/8/‘<^r 

.?yx_^/<V^V/>a^€£/^ r^/>crruy&*o^ y/o Z4^

^ Ttet^e^Z^^y&Z
/3 /Ua ayrkf-y^ />asy/ic^ t^ZsC ^ Z<e>f^'^

fyo>*t JL ^ y\!_t:^e/i^. ,







r\'t



4'

r\-



(D
/A^ S^s/j^etT
ai^—^ i(a//Ji/-i^J^ jyiu^ ^YiS.(f£az^S/p

^y^ ^s^^g//gfj^ Ji£ y&T'
2^ /u^ cry^/-^/ y2^xr//i^ ^

/AAf A€0?j^ /y^^yuz/.s^<? ^

/)y ^^yar2y/r ^:^

A^- ■

af/)^4/' 6

/\^/VceAfe^ •



c7^
9

Ay^. A/a 2-a/^

/J

yi*i

J'^y/ae

/A^

✓

P^
0 'CNiC.

ATTESTEII
/ ?A' ’

%mx\.
Notary ?Lb''f/0itli Cctfi 
High Court Poshav.ar (ivMi.’iii



i ‘

%

yj

/(^Z*. ^r/^J

/^i>e>/^jit£/ y>/

/>0>e.//a*^
' MniJS^£^-

^^/e jSaM^

//i^jpec^eo^^Z<s^

C-?y

<^0

ofixtfe^^ 6. la/Cf.
(paf/'

a(^i^

/452^®5?<^- y/er>iif’y^^^' 
s *



<o /
i J

7. A ♦

■3■

4

9^.i\ »>

«♦

i*

jl i '•

^ o^yLy - y
Sa

/•y~ ■» v-"
L ^ I (J'l^^l^J liv Ujl^ C* U ^

^ ^ I [S^){f/j 1^ iji ijr^»7j If (JT)

. .cCu Lrcir'i: (^OJ ,
L []^ '^■L^fi^ij^i (3ii * ‘̂ /j h)i- (Jr^'^ji I

^ ^^lf'*^li9ly^^l/ljyijy&lJ^j^l^h'^Cjhjl^iJj2lj(C^j(l^^

L ojjCi J^, ij‘!\fy)J^j/^^IfijiL 'iytj\^\'^j^. 

yy^J^A^yp, \y ijhsjijy3j^.z>~*

(J^>kl^U(J^yKyrL^>u^ L yty SJ9}

> ' /

♦
/

i

. ij
■ie^ r.20^ (V^o\>r.rf t

/rx. t I
I 2220193-^>J>>l^'0'/^-'4

Mob; 0345-9223239

jl ,fll_^ • f t Jill -

* r^j(
I<•

1»



1;-i

h
BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRlBUNAiL^ KHYBra 

PAKHTTINKHWA. PESHAWAR
\. h JI

; 1
j-i

Service Appeal No. 281/2014

Hawaldar Khan Constable No. 472,
S/0 Dedar Khan
R/0 Dheri Mian Ashaq, Post Office, Pabbi. 
District Nowshera.

Ml Applicant

"1>'ersus

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawjar..
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan. ^

District Police Officer, Nowshera. '
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...L.Respondents

PARAWISE reply on behalf of respondents No. K2&3

Resncctfuliv Shcweth: -

PBEETMINARY OBJECTIONS

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appeal is badly time-barred.
That the appellant is estopped from moving the instant appeal due to his 
own conduct.
That the appeal is not maintainable in its present lorm. . i
That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Tribunal with clean

hands.

1.
1

2.

4.

5.

1On Facts

Para to the extent of appointmenl/enlistment, pertains to^^ecord, needs no 

comments while rest of the para is incorrect hence, denied., ■

Para incorrect because the appellant while posted to Police Tost, Jehangira
1

absented himself from his lawful duty due to which he iwas proceeded 

departmental ly and an enquiry committee was constituted for probing into 

the conduct of defaulter official/appellant. The said/committee concluded 

the enquiry and submitted report whereupon the/appellant was,-,a\yarded 

punishment of reduction in pay by 02 stages. I'lierefore, the plea of the 

appellant is not based on solid reasons. (Charge sheet and statement of 

allegation attached).

Para incorrect, the appellant was awarded punishment of reduction in pay by 

02 stages and not to the stage alleged by the appellant in his service appeal.
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Para regarding aggrieved-ness ot the appellant is not related, needs no 

comments while rest of the para is correct because the' appellant was 

supposed to challenge the punishment order, well in time, but he bitterly 

failed to do so for the reasons best known to him. Moreover, the limitation 

prescribed for appeal is 30 days under the law,,therefore- the appeal being 

badly time barred was filed by the appellate, authority 'which is in

accordance with the norms of natural justice. _
• f •I' '

The appellant has got no cause of action to file instant appeal.

4.

5.

On grounds
I

Para incorrect, because if the appellant was aggrieved from the order dated 

03-08-2005, then he was supposed to challenge the same betore the proper 

forum well in time but he did not bother, therefore, the order dated 10-12- 

2013, is in accordance with law, facts and material available on tecord 

hence, tenable in the eyes of law.

A.

Para incorrect. The punishment order passed by, the cpmpet;^iit authority and 

that of the appellate authority is neither mechanical nor.fancitul rather 

passed after application of prudent mind which does commensurate with the 

gravity of misconduct of the appellant.

B.

.........?

Para incorrect. After taking into consideration cogent . and confidenceC.
inspiring evidence the punishment order was passed which as in consonance 

with the canons of justice. Moreover, the stance regarding non mentioning

of specific period pertaining to time scale, is totally false and fiivolous
’ . . K. l

because the appellant was awarded the punishment of reductipn in pay by 02 

stages which fact is also admitted by the appellant by annexing the 

punishment order with the instant appeal.

Para incorrect. The appellant was provided full Ppportuhiiy of deferidihg
.r. Viv; ' :e:' po r. u yTt? wTim:.

himself during the enquiry proceedings. Therefore, the plea/objection .raised 

by the appellant being devoid of its legal footing is liable to be set aside.

no grudge against the

D.

Para incorrect. The respondent department:, has 

appellant hence, plea regarding malafide is false and baseless,
E.

Para already explained needs no comments.

Incorrect. The appellant was provided ample opportunity tp defend himself 

Para incorrect. The stance of appellant is false and-baseless.;;--
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G.

H.

Para incorrect. Neither the respondenT department has committed any high 

handedness nor has made the appeljant a„,yictini,..rather .after..fulfilling'tall
■ f > 1 . '..'..I' • -T - ^ . J. -. • • " .'A 

codal formalities, the punishment order was passed.-.-t
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Incorrect. Para already explained needsyno eGhimenlsfJ. : *
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- t Incorrect. Para explained earlier needs no comments.

That the respondents also seek permission ofThisTTQnoLjra|ble TribuhaLlo 

adduce additional grounds at the time of argument^.-:
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therefore, humbly prayed that the.appeai:may,kihdly be'dismissed withIt is, ,\'
cost.
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Service Appeal No. 281/2014

Hawaldcu Khan Constable No. 472,
S/0 Dedar Khan
R/0 Dheri Mian Ashaq, Post Office, Pabbi. 
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Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar, 

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan.

District Police Officer, Nowshera.
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Respondents

affidavit

We the respondents No. 1,2 cS: 3 do hereby solemnly affirm! and declare 

Oath that the contents of parawise comments to the appeal are true and correct to 

the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from the

Honourable tribunal.
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FrovinciarPolice Otricer, 
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Dated 6 15/ 2016No. 720 /ST
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To
The D.P.0,
Government of Khyber Palditunkhvva, 
Nowshehra.

T-v|

Subject: - ■IIJOCIVIKNT
•2G

I am directed to forward herewitlh a certified copy of Judgement dated 
2,5.2016 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.
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fuel: As above
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KHYBER l^ARHTUNKHWA 
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