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Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge! or Magistrate and that 
of parties or counsel where necessary.
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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-Haq, Govt. Pleader for respondents present.

Appellant Zia-ur-Rahman has preferred 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/-.

I9' Brief facts of the case of the appellant are: that the appellant was 

charged for stealing mobile sets, shoes worth Rs., 800/- and cash of Rs.
9

760/-.The inquiry committee recommended the appellant for discharge 

from service under Police Rulel2-21 which recommendations were

't-

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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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 the

authority for proceedings against the appellant as only allegations in the

shape of five lines are reproduced where-after inquiry committee has

given two lines recommendations for discharge: from service of the

appellant under Police Rulel2-21 which recommendations were just

“approved” by the authority.

The departmental authority has not written any elaborative or

speaking order. Moreover, no orders 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 instant appeal, set-aside the

impugned order of discharge of appellant from service under Police

Rulel2-21 and reinstate him in service and would direct that before

proceedings against the appellant, the departmental authority shall afford 

him appropriate opportunity of hearing where-after the departmental 

authority shall pass orders deemed appropriate. The enquiry be proceeded
I

with expeditiously but not later than two months. The appeal is accepted 

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

record.

ANNOUNCED
3.6.2015

(Abdul Latif) 
Member
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fedun'selfor tliie’'appelrant aticl lyTr^khawas Khan, SI (legal) alongwith Mr. 

Muharnm^ad Tarboq Ahm'ad) A'ddl: G.’P' tor respondents present. Arguments 

could'fiTot be heard due t6 norr-availSbility of D.B. To come up for final hearing 

before D.B oa3:6i2015.at Camp Gourt-Swat.

8.4;26i5 4

I . 4Y ’ r'T r'l" 'rr,

chV
Chairman 

Camp Court Swat

r\' • *

'.v- :1- -rr „ !' I'-I 4 C '

r: -I -( • - ' i; -4- , ‘x

-V -(
r

-f •• ■1 ■! ■1 —n '.1 '■-rt

p - ■’>' ■!

'4t( :i

4 -f, -f r • .y I-,-. £•T
o f'f'

:i- .,[ "40'■> ■* '• > H '41'4- ; o

- V'!' 'f • ;lp - rfl. IIf ''--'O 4 ■4 •' )0

. ,1 vw • ! 'I '0 VI I-
^o"-' "-f■n

-I *y '' 'oti

1'

- ■

u.



Counsel for the appellant (^^•IiRdadullahfAdvocate) 

and Mr.Khawas Khan, S«I(legal) for respondents with

5.8o2014

Mian Amir Qadir, Q.P present. Arguments could not be heard
idue. to incomplete Bench. To came up for arguments at camp 

court Swat on 7.11.2014.

!

Camp Court

i

Cauasol far the .appellant (Mr>lBdadullah,A4T.) 

and Mr.Khawaa KhaacS.T(legal) aa hdhalf af respaadaBts 

with ir«ABVar^Ql?Haei,Q«P presaat. KrguBaBts cauld Bat ba 

heard dua ta imeaaplete BoBoh. To ease Bp far argBBOBts

at caap eocurt SBat aa 3«2.2015« a

7.11.2014

la
Gasp Canrt SBi^

Gouneel for the appellant and Mian Amir Qadlr,03.02.201511.

O.P for respondent* 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.

Ghairnsan 
Camp Court Swat
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7.4.2014

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 rejoindej^at 
camp court Swat on 5.5.2014.

y

5.5.2014 Ap^llaat in persen an4 Mr.Khawas Khan, S.Klegal) 

far respandents with Mr.HUhattiiiad Zubair, Sr.Qp present.
IXSejainder received an behalf af the'appellaBt, capf wheneaf 

is handed aver to the lewed Sr.QP far argnaents. Reaard 

af the case available with representative af the respondents 

does net reveal isstaance af proper arden* by the eanpetent 

authority. To caae dp far argunents at caap court Swat 

an 5.8.2014.

S'

Caap Court

.H
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Appellant with counsel and 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.I.G of Police, Malakand Range, which too was 

filed by the latter and conveyed 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 takeMim is the result of proceedings conducted

> 03.02.2014

AOp25s'3.nt DGt-'Woifed ^ mechanical manner without affording him opportunity of defence and
Securi'V 0. Pj;0ces3 Fee & -r.

fC'-/"......hearing and that there was no evidence/propf against
SReC£^pti!’’r%t-a0r!ed WithF imposition of the harsh penalty of discharge from service. The points

rJ'j' ■-.•••' -‘-f ■(-. 'V I'l
raised af the Bar need consideration. Admit. Process fee & security be 

^d'epVsifed within I'O^days'. There-after, notices be issued to the respondents 

^ ^ for writtefi reply/comments at canip court Swat on 3.3,2014.

him to warrant
(t
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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 

7.4,2014.

3.3.2014

rman ■
Camp Coui it
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No one is present on behalf of the appellant. To come up23.9.2013
.for.preliminary hearing at camp court Swat on 02.12.2013.

Appellant with eauaeel (Mr.Iin4aAullah,A4v«cate)02o12.?0l5

present and haarde The appellant has aaAe availalile anly

arAer sheet whereby the affice haA. reeammendeA Aisoharge

afthe appellant fran service under paliee rules 12,21

which was appraved by the competent authority i,eo SPO 

swat, and the learned counsel far the appellant stated that 

beside the order sheet, the appellant did not receive any

femial order regarding his discharge from service. In view

of the submission of the learned counsel far the appellant «

a pre-^dffiissien notice be issued to the respondents for 

production of complete record, including formal order of 

the competent authority^far further preliminary hearing at 

camp court Swat an 3e2,20l4e

;

n
Camp Court -t



V'Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

1

I

Court of

1031 /2013Case No,.
I

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

S.No.

321

r -fThe appeal of'^Mr. Zia-ur-Rehman resubrrjitted today by 

M/. Aziz-ur-Rehmaji Advocate, n^ay be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to thp Worthy Chairman for preliminary 

hearing.

, 04/07/2013 .■ n/-1
r

'DD

- r r •v"! r r .. I f- r'r'f r

registrar/
i f a' -I1

! '! -T r r r •.-i t-
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This case is entrusted to touring Bench Swat for 

preliminary hearing to be put up there on "~’0
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Due to Eid-ul-Pitar, case is adjourned for proce< dings as7.8.2013
before, on 23.9.2013
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The appeal of Mr.Zla-ur-Reh‘man Ex-Constable No. 3175 received today i.e. on 01.07.2013 is 

incomplete on the following scores which is returned to the counsel 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 on it.
3- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, Show Cause Notice, enquiry report and 

replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

^S.T,

72013.

SERVICE TRIBUI^L 
KHYBER PAKHTUKfKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Aziz-ur-Rehman Advocate Swat.

/

'tUx^ BX'i-fxA. -
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7C^

IqjL
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^ THE mYBER PAKHTUNKimA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR

S'

Service appeal 103 I of 2013

Zia-ur-Rdhman
...Appellant

VERSUS

The P.P.O. K.P. and Others
.. .Respondents

INDEX

M

1Memo of appeal 

Addresses of the parties 

Copy of the order 

Copy of the appeal

1.
.2-4

2.
5

3. A 6
4; B 7-9

Copy of the order5. C 10
Vakalat Nama6.

11

Appellant through

aziz-ur-rahman
ADVOCATE SWAT 

Ojfice. Khan Plaza, Gulshan Choxvk, 
G.T. Road, Mingora, District Swat.

Cell No^ 0300-9070671

■;

j . i



m
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
w.

Service Appeal NoJ^31 of 2013

Zia-ur-Rahman Ex-Constahle No. 3175 Javid Iqbal 

Shaheed Police Line, District Swat.

.. .Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Ojficer 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Deputy Inspector of Police, Malakand Region 

at Saidu Sharif, District Swat.

3. The Dikrict Police Officer at Gulkada, District 

Swat.

Khyber

.. .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 appellant7,ill I) respondent No. 3 bearing OB
I 1/ No. 75 dated 27-04^2013 was rejected in a whimsical

manner against the law, facts and Shariah.

Prayer:

That on acceptance of this appeal both the 

impugned orders of the respondents No. 2 and 3 be set 

aside and the appellant reinstated into service with all 
consequential benefits.

C,

Respectfully Sheweth:



Facts:

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.

ii.

Hi. That the appellant has successfully completed 

his training and efficiently performed his duties 

till his removal from the service.

iv. That while posted at Javid Iqbal 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.

V. That a nominal inquiry was conducted against 

the appellant and that too with a predecided 

result.

vi. 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”.

vii. That the appellant feeling aggrieved of the order 

of the respondent No. 3 filed an appeal to the 

respondent No. 1, 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.

a.

b. That the appellant has never been associated with 

the inquiry proceedings and the same was 

conducted at his back.

c. That the respondents have used their authority in a 

very colorful and mechanical manner to the 

detriment of the appellant.

d. That pervious service record and good charter of 

the appellant was completely ignored and the 

respondents have imposed a very harsh penalty on 

the appellant without and that too any solid 

evidence.

e. That the appellant has not committed any act of 

omission or commission which may constitute any 

offence under any law.

f That the appellant has remained jobless from his 

removal till date.

It is, therefore, very respectfully prayed that on 

acceptance of this appeal both the impugned orders



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.

Appellant

Zai-ur-Rahman

Through Counsels,

^Aziz-ur-Rahman

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.

Deponent

Zai-ur-Rahman

/



i)BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 0/2013

Zia-ur-Rahman Ex-Constable No. 3175 ]avid Iqbal 

Shaheed Police Line, District Swat.

.. .Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

and Others.

.. .Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant:

Zia-ur-Rahman Ex-Constable No. 3175 ]avid Iqbal 

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,
^^^^iz-ur~Rahman

Advocate Swat
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That the Constable Zia-ui 
to JIS E^ojece Lines, Swat , 

Government shoes, and sold 

were recovered ifrom 
Interest in

"Rahman No. 3175 while posted

articles i.e, Mobile Seats, 

wherein cash of Rs.760/r 

your inefficiency and lack 
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theft of various
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.you which shows 

performing of Govt: duty 
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Discharge from
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IFrom : The Rcgiona! Police Officer,
Malakand,.at Said^a Sharif, Swat

• To The District Police Officer, Swat 

/E, dated Saidu Sharif, the '

APPLICATION FOR RE INSTATEMENT IN SERVICF,.

/
No. /2013.

Subject:

Memorandum: i

Reference your office Memo: No. 6987/E, dated 10/06/2013 on the
subject.

r '

Application of Ex- Constable Zia-Ur-Relmian No. 3175 of your
District for reinstatement in service has been examined and filed by the worthy Regional 

Police Chief The Service Roll/a^^xd^partnientaheaqmiyiTBfe received with youi|foffice 

Memo: No. quoted above are returned herewith for record in your office, v/hich may please 

be acknowledged.
M.

£■

The applicant may be informed accordingly.

e
Office Supdt;------

For: Regional Police Officer, 
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif Sw at
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Befor The Service Tribunal Khyb^rPakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
}

Service Appeal No. 1031/2013

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

V7.' •

\
(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Regional Police Officer, at Malakand Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

District Police Officer, Swat.

2.

3.

(Respondents)

Respected Sheweth,

1. Preliminary Objections.

That the appellant has got no Cause of action and locus standi.

That the appeal is tirhe barred.

That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

•That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct.

That the appeal is bad In its present form.

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

of necessary petition.

Comments on behalf of respondents are as under.

, 1.

2.
1

3.

4.

5.

6.

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 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 recovered, which 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 departmental 

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

merits.

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. Incorrect, appellant has been treated in accordance with law and rules. 

Incorrect, appellant has been associated with enquiry proceeding.Para No. b. ;
Para No. c. Incorrect, respondents have acted strictly in accordance with law and rules;

■

while no Injustice has been done.



Para No. d. Incorrect, rely already given.

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

case at his initial stage.

Incorrect, being irrelevant.

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

dismissed being devoid of merits.

Para No. e.

Para No. f.

1)
KKhyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

(Respondent No. 1)

B
\

2) Re
at Malakahd Saidu Sharif, Swat. 
(RespondenTNo. 2)

r\
3) District

(Respondent No. 3)

.,-1 fjrmi
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1031/2013.

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

Petitioner/Appellant.

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

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

3. The District Police Officer, Swat !

POWER OF ATTORNEY.

We, the undersigned No. 1 to 3 do hereby appoint Mr. Mohammad Avaz 

Khan DSP Legal Swat as special representative on our behalf In the above noted appeal. He is 

authorized to represent us before the Tribunal on each and every date fixed and to assist the
I

Govt: Pleader attach to Tribunal in Submission Of record. i •

I

•

1. Provincii
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa^ Peshawar 
(Respondent No. l)

,r

2) Regional Police OfFTcer^
at Malakand Saidu Sharif, Swat. 
(Responiient No. 2)' ^

3) District Pl
(Respondent No. Sj

wat r

.‘t



BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL 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 

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

The District Police Officer, Swat.

2)

3)

(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 Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

1. Provincial Polio
Khyber Pakhtun^iwa, Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 1)

T

i2) Regional Police Officer,
at Malakafrrd'Saidu Sharif, Swat. 
(Respondent No. 2)

T

3) District 
(Respondent

!
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BeforThe Service Tribunal 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

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Regional Police Officer, at Malakand Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

District Police Officer, Swat.

1.

2.

3.
(Respondents)

Respected Sheweth,

Preiiminarv Objections.,1.
That the appellant has got no Cause of action and locus standi.

That the appeal is time barred.

That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct.

That the appeal is bad in its present form.

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

1. ^ .

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

of necessary petition.

Comments on behalf of respondents are as Under.,

Pertains to records need no comments.Para No. i.
Of appeal is incorrect, appellant during his probation period proved himself an

criminal actof theft of his own
Para No. ii.

inefficient police official due to involvement in a 

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

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

inefficient police official which resulted in his discharge from service under
Para No. iii.

police rules 12- 21. (12, 21 is enclosed)
correct to the extent that he has been charge sheeted forOf appeal is

commission of theft, but the same charge has been proved during departrnental
Para No. iv.

iry, while stolen property has also been recovered, which is a solid piece ofenquiry 

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

Para No. v.

r
Para No. vi.

order is quit legal and of speaking in nature.

Of appeal is correct to 
appeal, but the same was rejected by competent the authority being devoid of

extent that appellant has preferred his departmentalPara No. vii.
;

merits.;

GROUNDS.
appellant has been treated in accordance with law and rules.

Incorrect, appellant has been associated with enquiry proceeding.

respondents have acted strictly in accordance with law and rules,

Incorrect,Para No. a. 'j.

Para No. b.

Incorrect, 

while no injustice has been done.

Para No. c.
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1031/2013.

Zra Ur Rehman {EX-Constable Belt No. 3175) s/o JIS Police Line District Swat.i
H
• 5

Petitioner/Appellant.

I;
!r; VERSUS

1- The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

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

3. The District Police Officer, Swat

\

r

POWER OF ATTQRNFY

We, the undersigned No. 1 to 3 do hereby appoint MrJMohammad^
Khan. DSP Legal Swat as special representative on our behalf in the above noted 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.

V

I

;

;

'

1. Provinci^o
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 1)

Ii

!

I
I

2) Regi^al Police 0
at Malakand Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

(Respondent No. 2)

icer.

ir.

fj
3) District Poltofi^ffrci 

(Respondent No. sT
iwat
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR
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Service Appeal No. 1031/2013.

Zia Ur Rehman {EX-Constable Belt No. 3175) s/o JIS Police Line District Swat.1

I:
Appellant.

VERSUS

1) The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

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

The District Police Officer, Swat.

2)

3)

(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 Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

1. Provincial Pblice-mfrc^
Khyber PakhtURi^fma, Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 1)r

I
s
1
j

2) Regional P^ice Officer,
at Malakarnf Saidu Sharif, Swat. 
(Respondent No. 2)j

]

i

1

3) District 
(Respondent

1
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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 Ziaur 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.

VEnd: As above

REGIS™^
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.

i


