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S.No. | Dateof Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Mag1strate and that

Of | Orderor ‘of parties or counsel where necessary.
Order :proceedings
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
CAMP COURT SWAT.

APPEAL NO. 1031/2013

(Zia-ur-Rahman-vs-PPO, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and two others).

JUDGMENT
3.6.2015

MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFRIDI, CHAIRMAN:

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Khawas Khan, S.I (legal)

alongwith Mr. Anwar-ul-Hagq, Govt. Pleader for respondents present.

~ Appellant Zia-ur-Rahman hase»pr‘eferred the instant appeal under
section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against
- | orders dated 27.4.2013 and 13.6.2013 vide which he was discharged from

| service due to his involvement in theft of various articles including

. > ‘ ‘
/{ Mobile sets etc and cash amount of Rs. 760/-.

&\ 6 Brief facts of the case of the appellant are: that the appellant was |
S| :

s

/6 - charged for stealing mobile sets, shoes worth Rs.; 800/- and cash of Rs. |-
O 760/-.The inquiry committee recommended the aéppellant for discharge
from service under Police Rulel2-21 which récommendations were
approved by DPO Swat. Aggrieved from the said findings, the appellant

preferred departmental appeal which was rejected on 13.6.2013.

We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the parties

and perused the record. ' |

Record placed before us, Annexure-A (Page-6), is order sheet

which contains allegations, recommendations of inquiry committee and | °

approval of the same by the DPO. So far as other details of the said .
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pod
AT

inquiry are concerned, the same are either not available with the
respondents or no other inquiry proceedings were carried out in the |

instant case.

We have failed to appreciate mode and manners adopted by lth_e_-.
authority for proceedings against the appellant as only allegations in the
shape of five lines are reproduced where-after i'nquii’y committee has’
given two lines recommendations for discharge from service of the
appellant under Police Rulel12-21 which recémmendations were just

“approved” by the authority.

The departmental authority has not written any elaﬁorative or
speaking order. Moreover, no orderé of constituting inquiry committee
are available on the record and above all no opportunity of hearing
whatsoever was extended to the appellant who has been discharged from |

service on very serious charges of theft.

In view of the above, we accept the instaxﬁ appeal, set-aside the
impugned order of discharge of appellant from fservice under Police
Rulel2-21 and reinstate him in service and would direct that before
proceedings against the éppellant, the de_partmentall authority shall afford
him appropriate opportunity of hearing where-after the departmental
authority shall pass orders deemed appropriate. The enquiry be proceeded
with expeditiously but not later than two months. ’fhe appeal is accepted

in the above manners, with no order as to costs. File be consigned to the

record. ,

ANNOUNCED Thammad Az ié Affdi

3.6.2015 O mn5(:}&22 | ,{ %
(R

(Abdul Latif)
Member
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8.4.2015 "1 "o ™ T Egiiel for theippellant and Mr: Khawas Khan, Si (iegal) alongwith Mr.

BN de s BTosgy e

“Muhammad ‘Farooq Ahfad, Addl: G.P'for respondents present. Arguments

o b enns s et couldwmotbe héard due té-non-availability of D.B. To come up for final hearing
before D.B on,3:6:2015.at Camp Court-Swat.
Chalrman
Camp Court Swat
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g - 5,8,2014 . Counse) for the appellant (Mr.Imdadullah,Advocate)

and Mr.khawas Khan, S,I(legal) for respondents with
Mian Amir Qadir, G.P present. Arguments could not be heard
due..to incomplete Bench. To ceme up for arguments at camp

court Swat on 7.11.2014,

; Ch " PANE
Camp Court t

lo - 7.11.201h . . Coussol for the appellet (W . Indadullan, Adv. )
and. Mr.Khavas Khap,S.T(Yegal) en Bekalf of respendents
with Mr.Anvar-ul-Heq,G.P presemt. i?gﬁncntc ceuld net be
heard due. te imcemplete Bameh. To come up for srgumexts

at camp sourt Swat em 3.2.2015,

Campp Ceurt

1. 03.02,2015 Counsel for the appellant and Mien Amir Qadir,
d,p for respondents present. Due to incomplete Bench
arguments could not be heard., To come up for final hearing/

arguments before D.B on 8.4,2015 at camp court Swat.

~ Chairman
Camp Court Swat
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7.4.2014

5.5.2014

Appellant with counsel (Mr.Imdadullah, Advocate) and
Mr.Khawas Khan, S.I(legal) with - Mr.Muhammad Zubair,
Sr.GP for the respondents present. Rejoinder has not been
received, and learned counsel for the appellant requested for a
direction to the respondents: to produce proper order dated
27.4.2013, which, according to the learned counsel for the
appellant, has not been received by the appellant so far.
Representative of the respondents is directed accordingly. To
come up for production of the requisite record and rejoinde A at

camp court Swat on 5.5.2014.

Appellant -in persen and _Mr.!mlva;'l(h:r;. SeI(legal)
for respoﬁdents Qi’th Mr. Muhammad zuhq;r. 8r.Gp present,
Rejeinder received en behalf of the'{is'ppellhnt; copy whereof
is handed over to the leaned Sr.gP for arguments. Recerd
of the case avijilable with representative ef the respendents
decs net reveal jscuance ef preper erder by the cempetent
autherity. Te ceme up fir arguments at camp ceurt Swat ~

en 5.8;201‘0.




5 — 03.02.2014 Appellant with counsel énd Mr.Khawas Khan, S.I(legal) with
Mian Amir Qadir, G.P for the respondents present. Preliminary arguments
heard. The learned counsel for the appellant argued'.that on the charge of

“theft of mobile sets and selling government shoes, the appellant was
discharged from Service under Police Rules 12-21 by the competent
authority i.e. DPO Swat (Respondent No.3) on the office notice without
making a formal order under the law and serving the same on the
appellant. The learned counsel further contended 'that the appellant
preferred appeal to the D.1.G of Police, Malakand Range, which too was
filed by the latter and coﬁveyed-by the office Superintendent to the DPO
Swat vide memo dated 13.6.2013, hence this appeal on 1.7.2013. The
appellant has mainly assailed both the impugned orders on the grounds
that the impugned action taketghim is the result of pfoceedings conducted

~osited : : , o : .
Ap*}aisﬁt’” posite in a mechanical manner without affording him opportunity of defence and
t)bn” t ‘1’ “" i

------------

[ <....BankK . hearing and that there was no ev1dence/Pr09f against him to warrant

([ m{\fé ------------- (i\?ﬂﬂ‘]‘Fl‘e [ SRR EANE oy fl' '
Recai iptis A Uathe 1mposmon of the harsh penalty of dlscharge from service. The points

~ r'

ST e ey raised af the Bar need conmderatwn Admlt Process fee & security be
T ey e B ! epoitéd within 10°days. Theré after, notices be issued to the respondents
Cap L e e oo o for 'writteh reply/COmments at canmip court Swat on 3.3.2014.
I8 CERR 's 7 N - I TR SR IE A Y ) """’.’ s
R S T TEY S S R A AR Rt A B Tate SRR
o . anwas
[ A SR T A AR TR N [osm 0 T grd i ‘.’ v Camp Court Swat
LU T :
Te
j. j»;. . X . - .
é — ‘ 3.3.2014 Appellant in person and Mr.Khawas Khan, S.I(legal) on

behalf of respondents with Mr.Muhammad Zubair, Sr.GP present.
Written reply received on behalf of the respondents, copy whereof is
" handed over to the appellant for rejoinder at camp court Swa

7.42014.




3~ 23.9.2013

02,112,201
L. 3
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‘No one is. present on behalf of the appellant. To come up

.forApréliminary hearing at camp court Swat on 02.12.2013.

Appellant with ceuneel (Mr.quadullah,Advoqate)
present and hasrd. The uppellant has made available enly
erder sheet whereby the effice hadwréeommepdei discharge
of the appellant frem service under pelice rules 12,21
which was lpprovedvby the competent autherity i.e. DPO
Swat, and the learned éounsei for the gypellang‘gtntgd that
beside the erder sheet, the appellantvdid>§ot receive any
formal erder regarding his diséharge frem service, In view
of the submission ;f.fhe learned ceunsel for the &ppellant,
a p;eaadmissien retice be issued to the reepondents for
productién of cemplete recerd, including fornal»order of
the eempetent'luthority)for further preliminary hearing at

camp court Swat en 3.2,2014,

Camp Court
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7.8.2013

| hearing, B T TR N

~ before, on 23.9.2013

Form- A
- FORM OF ORDER SHEET

" Courtof

Case No. 1031 /2013
-S.No. Dat_e' of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judgé or Magistrate

Proceedings . .
1 2 3

|- [ 04/07/2013 .- r  ~The appeal ofrMr. Zia-ur-Rehman resubmitted today by |

‘Mr: Aziz-ur-Rehmap Advocate, may be entered in the Institution

- Register and put ..up4to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary

REGISTRAR

£

[ T r

SINE PR N
preliminary hearing to be put up thereon _\8 —0 P21y %

DO

L . ot P - _- . :
‘ * Due to Eid-ul-Fitar, casé is adjourned for proceg

~t g .;.i . . ',l.
This case is entrusted to touring Bench Swat for |~

. .

dings as




The appeal of Mr.Zia-ur-Reh"fnan Ex-Constable No. 3175 received today i.e. on 01.07.2013 is
incomplete on '“t.he following scorés": which is returned to the‘counsélf for the appellant for completion

and resubmission within 15 days. -

1- Appeal may be got singed by the appellant.
- 2- Copy.of Impugned order dated 27.4.2013 mentioned in the heading of the appeal is not
attached with the appeal which may be placed onit.
. 3- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, Show Cause Notice, .enquiry report and
o _replles thereto.are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
~ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
_ _ _ . PESHAWAR.
Aziz-ur-Rehman Advocate Swat. '

__%
QWWvaWMW“ﬁﬁ

Tlls 2s Tk W mimwﬂywwpwgw

W MoXoves me apped i ABd. The WWW




Service appeal 103 | 0f2013

Zia-ur-Rahman ...Appellant

VERSUS
‘The P.P.O. K.P. and Others | ..'.Résgondénts
INDEX

2 Addresses of the parties . R e |5
- 3. | Copy of the order S ' — A 6
B 4. | Copy of the appeal . | - B — 7-9
5. | Copy of the order R | C 10
6. | Vakalat Nama . A v 11
- Appellart through

AZIZ-UR-RAHMAN
ADVOCATE SWAT

Oﬁice Khan Plaza, Gulshan Chowk,
G.T. Road, Mingora, District Swat.
Cell No. 0300-9070671
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Service Appeal No.[03] of 2013 s we /210
Zia-ur-Rahman Ex-Constable No. 3175 Javid Igbal '

Shaheed Police Line, District Swat.

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

VERSUS

1. The  Provincial  Police Officer ~ Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Deputy Inspector of Police, Malakand Region
at Saidu Sharif, District Swat.

3. The District Police Officer at Gulkada, District

/ Swat.

...Respondents

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the order of the
respondent No. 2 bearing No. 4048/E dated Saidu Sharif,
the 13/06/2013 whereby the appeal of the appellant
' //7/ﬁ against the order of the respondent No. 3 bearing OB

No. 75 dated 27-04-2013 was rejected in a whimsical

manner against the law, facts and Shariah.

ss-submitted to @i  Prayer:
wd tiled; ‘

That on acceptance of this appeal both the
> impugned orders of the respondents No. 2 and 3 be set
{’ 7( [} aside-and the appellant reinstated into service with all

consequential benefits.,

Respectfully Sheweth:



Facts:

11,

111.

10.

Vi,

Vil

That the appellant joined the Police Force on

the reserved quota of Shaheed being real brother .

of the Shaheed.

That the appellant was a regular employee of
the Police Force and performed his duties and

obligations to the satisfaction of the authorities

- without any complaints.

That the appellant has successfully completed

his training and efficiently performed his duties

till his removal from the service.

That while posted at Javid Igbal Shaheed Police
Line the appellant was allegedly charged for the

| theft of various objects, which was a baseless

and  frivolous allegation and needed solid

evidence under the law to be substantiated.

That a nominal inquiry was conducted against
the appellant and that too with a predecided

result.

That in light of the shame inquiry the appellant
was removed from service vide impugned order
of the respondent No. 3, which though is not an

independent order. Copy of the order is enclosed

as Annexure “A”.

That the appellant feeling aggrieved of the order
of the respondent No. 3 filed an appeal to the

respondent No. 2, which was also rejected in a

-very whimsical and mechanical manner against



the law, rules, facts and Shariah. Hence this
appeal on the following grounds. Copy of the
appeal is enclosed as Annexure “B” and that of

the order as Annexure “C”.

Grounds:

. That the appellant has not been dealt with in
accordance with the law and his vested rights: have

infringed.

. That the appellant has never been associated with
the inquiry proceedings and the same was

conducted at his back.

. That the respondents have used their authority in a
very colorful and mechanical manner to the
detriment of the appellant.
/ .

. That pervious service record and good charter of
the appellant was completely ignored and the
respondénts have imposed a very harsh penalty on
the appellant without and that too any solid

evidence.

. That the appellant has not committed any act of
omission or commission which may constitute any

offence under any law.

. That the appellant has remained jobless from his

removal till date.

1t is, therefore, very respectfully prayed that on
acceptance of this appeal both the impugned orders

}
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may very kindly be set aside being viod and
reinstate the appellant into service with all the

consequential benefits.

Any other relief deemed appropriate in the

circumstances may also very kindly be granted.
Appéllant

Zai-ur-Rahman

l Through Counsels,

Aziz-ur-Rahman

Imda :Ullah
Advocates Swat
Affidavit:

It is stated on Oath that all the contents of this
appeal are true and correct to the best my knowledge

and belief and nothing has been either misstated or

concealed thereto.

D ent

Zai-ur-Rahman

e Y
- T

AT
{'VC{} \




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

- Service Appeal No. of 2013

Zia-ur-Rahman Ex-Constable No. 3175 Javid Igbal
Shaheed Police Line, District Swat. \

...Appellant
VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
and Others. ‘

...Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant:

Zia-ur-Rahman Ei~Con_stable No. 3175 Javid Igbal
Shaheed Police Line, District Swat.

Respondents:

1. The Provincial  Police  Officer  Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Deputy Inspector of Police, Malakand Region
at Saidu Sharif, District Swat. | |

3. The District Police Officer at Gulkada, District

Swat.

Appellant Through,

Aziz-ur-Rahman

Advocate Swat

B L TR T o

o
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CONSTAELE ZIA-UR-RAHMAN NO. 3175,

That the Constable Zla- -Rahman No. 3175 while posted .
o JIS Polica Lines, Swat theft of

£ LLEGATION -

various ar‘acles i.e. Mobile Seats,_ '
Government shoes, and sold worth Rs. 800/~ wherein cash of Rs., 760/~

‘ere recovered from you which shows your mefﬂcuency and lack of =
interest in peno"mmg ‘of Govt: duty on your part.

R'ECOMMEE\!DATEON OF .
S HENDATION OF

ENQUIRY COMMITTEE:- -

: Pollce Ruielz =21 .
Submltted please

R

/S _ . E.C
. , - ' 12/03/2013
FINALDECISION - |

BY DPO SWAT:- .
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~ From ' The Régional Police Officer, e
Malakand,. a¢ Saidu ‘\!nnf, Swyrat, - /}/ 1
-To : ‘ The District Police Ol'ﬁcer, Swat.
. . _ - 1ed .
No. Z/ O (_{ Bk, dated Saidu sharit, the | 3 [ ] o3
Subject: APPLICATION FOR RE-IN STATEMENT IN SERVICE:.
Memorandum: Y S ‘
Reference you} officc Memo: No. 6987/E, dated 10/06/2013 on the
subject.

Apphcatlon of Ex- Constable Zla-Ur-Rehman No. 3175 of your
sttrlct f01 reinstatement in service has been examined and filed by the worthy Regxonal

Police Chief. The' Service Roll @nﬂ/dqpaltmental“ eaguiry>fie received with youu,ro[hce

‘Meimo: No. quoted above are returned herewith for record in your office, which may pleasée
be acknowledged. ‘

The applicant may be informed accordingly.

Office Siipdt:
%&* For: Regional Police Officer,.
' : Malakand, at’ Saldu Sharif Swat . L
(. e , (ﬁ’\/ : "‘Naql* '|7
|
li .
> |
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Zia Ur Rehman (EX-Constable Belt No. 3175) s/o JIS Police Line District Swat.

Ty o -

Befor The:Seérvice Tribunal Khybér Paki\tuhkhwa, Pesh:awa r.:
H

Service Appeal No. 1031/2013

A {Appellant)
| VERSUS
1. ~.‘?-;]5fovihcial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. 'Re“éi-on_allPolice Officer, at Malakand Saidu Sharif, Swat.
3. District Police Officer, Swat. ' o
{Respondents)
Respected Sheweth, ” .
1. Preliminary Objections.
1 That the appellént has got no Cause of action and locus standi.
2 That the appeal is time barred. A
3 That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
4, .That thé appellaht is estopped by his own conduct.
5 That fhe appeal is bad in its present form.
6 That the appeal is not maintainable due to miss joinder and non joinder

of necessary petition.

Comments on behalf of respondents are as under.

Para No. i.

Para No. Ii. '

Para No. iii.

Para No. iv.

Para No. v.

Para No. vi.

Para No. vii.

GROUNDS.

'Para No. a.

Para No. b.

Para No. c.

Pertains to records need no comments.

Of appeal is incorrect, appellant during his probation period proved himself an
inéfficient police official due to involv'e’ment in a criminal act of theft of his own
colleague which acts did not suit with a member of police force. .
Of appeal is correct, apbellant at his initial stage of service pr'ové'd himself an -
inefficient police official which resulted in his discharge from service under
police rules 12- 21. (12, 21 is enclosed) |

Of appeal is correct to the extent that he has been charge sheeted for

commission of theft, but the same charge has been proved during departmental

enquiry, while stolen property has also been rec'overed,fwhich is a solid piece of

evidence.

Of appeal is incorrect, proper departmental enquiry was conducted; consequent
upon respondent No. 3 passed a speaking order.

Of appeal is correct to tHe extent that he has been discharged from service, the
order is quit legal and of speaking in nature. | _

Of appeal is correct to extent that appellant has‘"preferred his depaiftmental

appeal, but the same was rejected by competent the authority being devoid of

merits.

Incorrect, appellant has been treated in accordance with law and rules.
Incorrect, appellant has been associated with enquiry proceeding.
Incorrect, respondents have acted strictly in accordance with law and rulégr;“ p

while no injustice has been done.




Para No. d. Incorrect, rely already given.
Para No.e.

‘ case at his initial stage.
Pa-ra No. f. Incorrect, being irrelevant.

Incorrect, appellant being member of police force involved himself in a criminal

It is therefore requested that the appeal of appellant may very kindly be

dismissed being devoid of merits.

1)

2)

3)

Provincia{ P ,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1)

Regiohal Police Officer,

at Malakand Saidu Sharif, Swat.
(Respondent No. 2)

District igfer, Swat
(Respondent No. 3)

} st
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR S

Service Appeal No. 1031/2013. : ]l

1

Zia Ur Rehman (EX-Constable BeIt‘No. 3175) s/o JIS Police: Line District Swat.
. | -
|

| 4
Petitioner/Appellant.

|
B
|
|

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber PakhtunkhWa, Peshawar
2. The Regional Police Officer, at Malakand Saidu Sharif, §Wat. .

. TN
3. The District Police Officer, Swat ' ;‘

POWER OF ATTORNEY, S

We, the undersigned No. 1 to 3 do hereby appoint Mr..Mohammad Ayaz
Khan DSP Legal Swat as special representative on our behalf in the above inoted appeal. He is
authorized to represent us before the Tribunal on each and every date fixed and to assist the

Govt: Pleader attach to Tribunal in Submission of record.

1. Provincia

» Khyber Pakhtunkhwé, Peshawar
) {Respondent No. 1)

| 2) Regiona’ Police O IC:EI’,
' at Malakand Saidu Sharif, Swat.
(Responﬁent No. 2)! |

: 3) DistrictP ]
‘ (Respondent No. 3}
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUN‘AL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

|
Service Appeal No. 1031/2013.

Zia Ur Rehman (EX-Constable Belt No. 3175) s/o JIS Police Line District Swat. .

Appellant.

VERSUS
1) The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2) The Regional Police Officer, at Malakand Saidu Sharif, Swat.
3) The District Police Officér, Swat.-

{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. secrete from the honorable service Tribunali Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar.

1. Provincial Polic

Khyber Pakhtumithwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1) - . _
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2) Regional Police Officer,
at Malakard Saidu Sharif, Swat.
{Respondent No. 2)

3) District :
{Respondent No,
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Zia Ur Rehman (EX-Constabie Belt No. 3175) s/o JIS Police Line District Swat.

G
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Befor The Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
Service Appeal No. 1031[201

(Appellant)
VERSUS
1. Provmclal Pollce Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. ) Regional Police Officer, at Malakand Saidu Sharrf Swat.
3. . Dlstnct Police Officer, Swat. _
. (Resp‘ondents)
' Respeeted Shevrleth, ' '

1. rehmmal_'y Objections.

o v W N

That the appellant has got no Cause of action and locus standl
That the appeal is time barred.

That the appeal is not maintainabte in its present form.

That the appellantis estopped oy his own conduct. .

That the appeal is bad in |ts present form.

That the appeal is not maintainable due to miss joinder and non Jomder

of necessary petition.

Comm'ents on behalf of respondents are as under.

Para No.i. .

Para No. ii.

Para No. iii.

Para No. iv.

Para No. v.

A Para No. vi.

Para No. vii.

GROUNDS.

Para No. a.
'Para No. b.

Para No. c.

Pertains to records need no comments.

Of appeal is incorrect, appellant during his probation period proved himself an

_ inefficient police official due to involvement in a criminal act of theft of his own

colleague which acts did not suit with a member of police force.

Of appeal is correct, appellant at his initial stage of service proved hnmself an

meffrcuent police official which resulted in his discharge from service under |
police rules 12- 21. (12, 21 is enclosed) '

Of appeal is correct to the extent that he has been ‘charge sheeted for
commlssmn of theft but the same charge has been proved during departmental

enquiry, while stolen property has also been recovered, which is a solid piece of -
evidence. ' .

of appeal is incorrect, proper departmental en_quiiry was conducted; consequent

upon respondent No. 3 passed a speaking order.

Of appeal is correct to the extent that he has been discharged from'service, the

order is quit legal and of speaking in nature.

Of appeal is correct to extent that appellant has preferred his departmental

appeal, but the same was rejected by competent the authority being devoid of

merits.

Incorrect, appellant has been treated in accordance with law and rules.
Incorrect, appellant has been associated with enquiry proceeding.
incorrect, respondents have acted strictly in accordance with law and rules,

while no injustice has been done.
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Zia Ur Rehman (EX-CohstabIe Belt No. 3175) s/0 JIS Police Line District Swat.
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VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. The Regnonal Police Ofﬁcer at Malakand Saidu Shanf Swat.
3. The District Pohce  Officer, Swat '

POWER OF ATTORNEY.

We, the undersigned No. 1 to 3 do hereby appomt Mr. Mohammad Ayaz
Khan DSP Legal Swat as special representative on our behalf in the above noted appeal Heis
authonzed to represent us before the Tribunal on each and every date fixed and to assist the

Govt: Pleader attach to Tribunal in Submission of record.

e _ 1. Provinci
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No. 1)

at Malakand Saldu_Shanf, Swat.
{Respondent No. 2)

_{Respondent No, 3

Petitioner/Appellant.
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’ ' .~ BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA; PESHAWAR
Service Ap-peal No. '1031/2013.'
Zia Ur Rehman (EX-Constable Belt No. 3175) ;/o JIS Police Line District Swat.
Appellant.

| - VERSUS

1) The Provincial Pollce Offlcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

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

3) The District Police Officer, Swat.
! {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
nothmg has been kept secrete from the honorable service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar. .

1. Provincial Polic

i
Khyber Pakhtunthwa, Peshawar \\:
(Respondent No. 1) ' o

\ - |

2) Regidnal Police Officer, '
: . , ) at Malakamd Saidu Sharif, Swat.
. ‘ _ ’ . . {Respondent No. 2)
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

~No.___905 /ST Dated_ 9 / 6 /2015
To
| The DPO,
Swat.
Subject: - APPEAL NO 1031/2013 Zia ur Rehman VS PPO PESHAWAR AND OTHERS.

I am directed to forward herewith certified copy of Judgement dated 3.6.2015 passed by
this Tribunal on subject appeal for strict compliance.

Encl: As above ‘ " . ' \ |

: REGIS‘TE%ET
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.




