06.11.2017

Appellant with counsel present. Mr. Usman Ghani, District
Attorney alongwith Mr. Asghar Ali, Head Constable for the
respondents also present. Arguments heard and record perused. -

- Vide our detailed Judgment of today consisting of four pages

: placed in connected Serv1ce Appea] No. 1080/2013 “titled Mohammad -
r_S\!lualb-Versus-The ‘ Prov1nc1al Police Ofﬁcer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

" Peshawar and two others, we are constrained to abéept the present

appeals, set-aside the impugned order”and reinstate the appellant in

service. However, the respondent-department is at liberty to conduct a

de-novo inquiry in the:mode and manner prescribed by rules against the '

appcllant within a period of three months from the date of receipt of this -

judgment. In case the de-novo inquiry is conducted the issue of back

benefits of intervening period will be subject to the outcome of de-novo

inquiry. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the

record room.

ANNOUNCED % Lo,
06.11.2017 JeH con W%f o

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)

0 \/%ﬁ MEMBER
: (GUL ZEBKTIAN) o

MEMBER \ \
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17.03.2017 .~ Appellant in person and Addl: AG -alongwith Mr. -
‘ Muhammad Shiraz, H.C and Mr. Asghar Ali, H.C for -
respondents present. Appellant requested for adjournment. To

come up for arguments on 08.06.2017 !

(MUHAMMAD AAMIR NAZIR)

i, (ASHFAQUE TAJ) ~ MEMBER
MEMBER |

. '()8%06.2017 ’ Clerk of the couﬁsel for appellant and Mr. Sheraz Khan, HC alongwith Mr.

|
|

.
|

Muhammad Adecl Butt, Additional AG for theet E®respondents present. Clerk
of the counsel for appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for
- arguments on 03.10.2017 before D.B.

Y ¥ e

(Muhammad Amin.Khém Kundi)

Member
(Gul Ze¢b Khan)
Megtber
03.10.2017 Appellant in person and Asst: AG alongwith M.

Muhammad Farooq, Inspector (Legal) for respondents present.
Appellant seeks adjournment as his counsel is not in attendance.

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 06.11.2017 before D.B.

W _
(MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL)
" MEMBER .

(AHMAD HASSAN)
MEMBER
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98.07.2016 _ . Counsel for the _appellant and. Mr. Yaqoob Khan, Naib

Court alongwith Assistant AG for respondents present. 'Leafned;
counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment. Request
-accepted. To come up for arguments on Zf é before D. B_

alongwith connected appeals.

%r - Member

©29.08.2016 . Appellant with counsel and Mr. Javed Iqbal, DSP
| (legal) alongwith Additional AG for respondents present,
Due to non-availability of D.B comprising of Mr. Pir
Bakhsh Shah, Learned Member (Judicial) and Mr. Abdul
Latif, Learned Member (Executive) today the instant appeal
be placed before said Bench.

In view of the order dated 15.06.201 office is -
directed to place the instant service appeal alongwith other

identical appeals béfore the said bench for final hearing: for

01.12:2016. .
‘ ber . Chirmah

01.12.2016 ‘Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Javed Igbal, Inspector -
alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP' for respondents present. The D.B is
jncornplete due to relinquishment of eharge by Judicial Member.

To come up for argumentson /7 +» 3. />

Member -
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15.6.2016

29.6.2016.

,,.J:“'*Gé",,‘l ,1. T ,z’ .,,,“ oy 4 i

* Counsel for the éppellém and Mr. Javed ]qbai; inspectsz" -
' '(Leg‘al).. alongwith’ Assistart 'AG for respondents present.” Learned

.counsel for the appellant submiited before the court that the present

case has been heard and fixed for order by the other bench vide order

sheet dated 26.2.2015 however, later on other connected cases were

clubbed and the case was fixed for re arguments. Learned counsel for
the appellant requested that the case be sent to bench which has
aheady heard the case and fixed it for order.

Pcrusal oi lhe case file rcveals that vide order shect dated

26.2;2015 the case was heard and ﬁxed'fm order however, due 10

consolidation of connééted cases, the case was [mcd for re-
arguments, therefore, it Would be appropriate that the case be ['xed
before bench which has already heard the case and fixed it for, order.

Case file to sent learned Chairman for making appropriate order,

Member': ‘ - Member

L]

g

File received and order sheet;‘"d;ttédg 15.06.2016

pefuséd.
| This appeal is entrusted to D;B coﬁiprising of Mr.
Pir Bakhsh Shabh, iearned Member (Judicial) and Mr. Abdul

Latif, learned Member (Executive) for final hearing and

disposal&-r/ ,33;7,20/3 |

1

RN A
.



02.12.2015

11.02.2016

o
-
-

28.04.2016

‘*gy—’" :
'} D
] P ol ot Ay

Counsel for thc appellant and Mr. Javed lqbal; Ihspeétor )
(Legal) alongwith Asst: AG for respondents present; During
course of arguments copy of enquiry report .wzlts ﬁot found on
record. Repl‘eselﬂati\fe of 11;1’(? respondcm-depar;nenl is directed to
produce the same on next date. To come up for argumgﬁts on.

W2 20tl

Member - $b01

Counsel for the appeilant and Mr. Muhammad Jan,

Government Pleader with Javed Igbal, DSP for the respondents
bresent. Since the Court time is over, thei’efore, arguments

could "not be heard. To come up for arguments on

254 Jl . . . '
: MEMBER EE niim

Agent of counsel for..the appellant and Mr Javed Igbal,
Inspector (legal) alongwith Mr. I\/Iuhammad Jan GP for respondents
present. Due to strike of the Bar Iearned counsel for the appellant is

~not avallable today before the Court, therefore, case is adjourned for

argumentsto 4 S - é. [L .

Member

N
A



© 09.04.2015 Appellant with counsel Addl: AG for respondents prese,,r

s g A Arguments partly heard.

02.12.2015 - Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Javed Iqgbaly Inspector . -

to criminal proceedings against the appellant which are not available’ on’

theLﬁleq])Lélalr?Rg IHdJ\:S%ZGAnglr?ltte%Spt%% e%lrl rgs%%txt l%upn record

pertainingotoatpenurinsinalpyass’ willubey pmtedamlmmghd of which |

der&%'mOm%%eﬁ%aw%%ﬁﬁ@'l@}ﬁﬁqme%ﬁqyﬁ&mﬁ MR gecord.

" To come up for further arguments on 4.8.2015.
ploduce the same on next d'lle To come up {

MEMBER

arguments on

MBER -~

' : <+ Member © Member :
- 4.08.2015 , Jumor to counsel for the appellant and Addl AG with-Mir Fara/

Inspector (Legal) for the respondents present Counsel for. the appellant

was stated to be busy in-hon'ble Darul Qaza. Therefore case to come up

for requisite record and further arguments on B8~ - 0 ~24/ f\

/ _ o
MEMBER S . ME { *R
08.10.2015 , R Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Mir Faraz, 'Inspect'or‘.' (legal)

alongwith Addl: A.G for respondents present. The Bench is incomplete

" therefore, case is adjournedto 2. ~{ 2~ r - for arguments.

» * \

It transprred that the mquwy officer in hIS mqurry report referred |
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30.01° "2014- Appellant in person and Mr, M1r Faraz Khan, Inspector (legal) for :
| ' respondents with. Mr.Usman Ghani, Sr.GP present. Written reply received
. on behalf of the respondents copy whereof is handed over to the appellant

for rejomder on 30.4.2014. '

2942014 ~ Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Mir Faraz, Inspectot )
Legal for respondents with AAG present. Rejomder received on
behalf of the appellant, copy whereof is handed over to the learned.

C AAG for arguments on 29.9.2014.

29.09.2014 . Appellant with counsel and Mr. Mir Faraz, Inspector (Lega]) on
' behalf of respondents with Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, AAG present.
! Arguments could not be heard due to incomplete Bench. To come up for

arguments on 10.03.2015.

‘,‘:5' L ' fa—
‘ S Cowne , Member

10.3.2015 o Counsel for the appellant and Mr Ziaullah, GP with
R v+ .. Mir Faraz, Inspector (Legal) for the respondents present. It came
to know that in cases-of .s1m1lar'n_ature in Service Appeal No.
675/2014, Shaista Khan etc, have been heard and fixed for order
on 0-9.4.2015. Thetefore, this case is also adjourned to 09.4.2015
for.ar‘guments.
@—

MEMBER . © MEMBER
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Counsel for the -appellant pfééeht and heard on' E
preliminary. Contended fhat t‘h';et“aﬁ'p'j:éllant ‘has not ~5ee;1"'
treated in accordance with the Iaw 'Hé"'ufther contended that -
proceedings against the appellanf "i:\i:tiaitéd.under vxfrong la‘w."
Hence the impugned order is‘illegai}. ‘Points réisedv need
consideration. The appeal is admitted to regular hearing,i |
.subject‘to all legal objections. _‘I;he apbellant is directed to’

: deposit.'éecur.it;/{a%r;d 'p}ocess fee WEthin'l(_) days__.n_The‘r?aﬁqf{

e D Ll
. v

notices be issued to the respondents.’Towconle up for Written.

SR S

reply on 19.12.2013.

. TR . A\ )
This appeal is entrusted tc Final Bench \ .

- “..

for further proceedings.




)

S ; N -
Nt L et

s

~hew o Form- A w
FORM OF ORDER SHEET |
Court of
" Case No. 1081/2013
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings o :
1 2 3
1 11/07/2013 The appeal of Mr. Nasir Zaman presented today by Mr.
‘ Mr. Muhammad Asif Yousafzai Advocate, ‘may be entered in the »
Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for
. prellmlnary hearing. '
N ‘ R
> /7203

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench-for prellmmary

hearing to be put up there on M_Qz 0/ g
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR;

'APPEAL NO. [ '5‘?? [ 12013,

Nasir Zaman . " Vs :-Police»Dépt_t:»
INDEX
S.NO |DOCUMENTS  "TANNEXURE | PAGE
1- Memo of appeal I 1-4
2- Charge sheet. ' A 5.
3- Statement of allegation B 6
4- Reply to charge sheet C 7-8
|5- - |Inquiry report. D 9-12
6- | Penalty order. E 13
7- Appeal. F 14 - 15
8- | Rejection order G . 116 ¢
9- | Vakalat nama - : '17.'
APPELLANT
NASIR ZAMAN
"THROUGH:

- M.ASIF YOUSAFZAL
ADVOC-ATE.‘




'BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESH'AWAR.

APPEALNO._ /58] 12013,

| Nasir Zaman Ex-Constable NO.1469

| P.S Haved, Bannu

'VERSUS

1- The provincial Police Officer KPK PeShawar. .

2 The Regional Police Officer, Bannu Range Bannu,
- 3- The Distt: Police Officer Bannu. |

[P R Respondents.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE
KPK SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT 1974
- AGAINST _THE ~_ORDER _DATED,
- 21.5.2013 WHEREBY THE APPELIANT
- WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE AND
AGAINST THE FINAL REJECTION
ORDER DATED. 19.6.2013 WHEREBY
THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT WAS REJECTED.

That on acceptance of this appeal the order =
 dated. 19.6.2013 and 21.5.2013 may be set-
aside and the appellant may be re-instated
with all - back benefits. Any other remedy
which is not specifically prayed for that may
also be awarded in favour of appellant.




8
~§\
S 2

R.SHEWETH.
1)

.. _.2) |

3)

_—

5)'"

6)

Tiehagtats Lo aRE

| That the appellant joined the police force in the year'

2007 and completed various courses successfully and also
has good service record. The appellant as per court

- judgments and definition was a CIVI| servant of the
- Province of KPK.

That the'appellant was charge sheeted under Police Rules |

1975 for not properly performing his duty while on gasht
with the then SHO Imam Hassan Shaheed on 13.1.2013.
The P.I Bannu was also nominated as inquiry officer in
the statement of aIIegatlons .Copies of the charge sheet |
and statement of allegations are attached as Annexure —
A&B.

That the appellant filed 'reply_‘ to the chafge sheet and
denied all the allegations with proofs. Copy of the reply to

~ charge sheet is attached as Annexure = C. .

That then the inquiry was conducted and statements of
all the. accused constable were recorded but the
statements of other -officials were not recorded in
presence of appellant nor they were put- to cross
examination. However. the inquiry - officer held the
appellant 'guilty and recommended for major punishment.
Copy of the inquiry report is attached as Annexure — D..

~ That then after the inquiry on 21.5.2013 the appellant

was dismissed - from service. The appellant filed

‘departmental appeal against the penalty order but the - |
‘same was also rejected by the appellate authority on -

12.6.2013. Copies of order, appeal and re]ectlon order
are attached as Annexure — E F&G.

~ That now the appellant comes to this august 'Ttibunal on

the following grounds amongst the others.



.GROUNDS

A)

B)t

"C)

D)l"

B

That the order dated 1962013 and 21.5.2013 are-

- against the law, rules , norms of ]ustlce and material on
- record. Therefore not tenable.

That no 'final'show'.cause notice w_aé issued td appellant

‘which is the violation of law and as such the whole action |

of the respondents became liable to be set-aside.

That' no chance of personal hearing was provided to
appellant and as such the appellant was condemned

" unheard which is the v10|at|0n of prlnCIples of Audi-Altram
Partem.

_ That none of the other ofﬁci_al’s statement was recorded
~in presence of appellant nor were they put to.cross
“examination, which is also the violation of law and rules.

That the appellant never shown any cowardice and
fought for long time nor left the premises. That was also
reported by the other ofﬁcuals in their dlanes That aspect
was not consudered by the mquury offi icer. '

That the appellant was a civil lservant of the province and

~ he was to be dealt according to E&D Rules 2011, but in

| ~ the instant case the_appella‘r’it was dealt under ‘Police

G)

‘1):_

 Rules 1975 which is gross illegality.

That the appellant was punished for no fault on his part -~

and the_given penalty is also very harsh.

That the appellant has not been treated accordlng to Iaw_ o

and rules.

That the appellant seeks permission tovadvance other

~-grounds and proofs at the time of hearing..

" 1t is therefore most humbly prayed that_the appeal of the

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.
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~ NASIR ZAMAN |
- THROUGH %QA -
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' ADVOCATE.



the NWFP, Palic

AND WHEREAS, I'am of the view LhaL LhC. atleggtlon

1

would call for a major penzlty as defined in Rules

NOW, TI.ER FORE, as r
! L GHAFOOR KHAN AFRID! District Police fficer Bannp
aut l{ crity, hereby charge them FC Umer Jan 2:47/..F "FC
=¢ Nasib Uliah 4072/EF, FC Fawa

/SF, FC Imtiaz 18Z5 EF,
en Ne.55 and FC Nasir Zamen 1469, FC Shoaib 33',
ailecations, attached with this charge sheetl. -

He) <4 PRy 3
AND | girect you IUILD.QI unaer

o put in written defense within 7 cays cf the
2

whether major OR Minor punishment as cefin
v

V\/(.‘rdCO to you. f\[s state.at the same time whather ycu desw toibe,

N‘;"}uh suffic em reason, it + would be pres:

your defence o"aO the undersizned wo

straig 'hL away against you.. .




\\

' \\ 4 ' ' ‘-'w"*'=ré~ o - ‘
\

’ \Jmcwow’ })ﬁ)c:.)bﬁ/—’)g \_J"‘&i" c-:.)l(éwfi's ]\.._.._.m.\ z {;\ c_-::.)}‘))
2 :;’ﬂ/)bdb/),slﬁ? ) ’[’@'z(_ﬂa ~"’L Q}\“/U(\M l

\ . - v ) i .

w—

wwm o> 13 20\3(9;),3 Uwud,}uﬁ}y’ -7 =zAL;AJ
;/JQMMMU“‘”(A\»r)J)” 3 emaabre SHO O”/"_/f/ i
sbeser T P s ol (T (S L £
wua,g/r-/y;wf‘/b/) by (F0le Crramso” 2 &
U,_J(),,/d,»f/ﬁj L/U’L’J} (N('(u

f

r‘-’/cﬁ)\ﬂ!)»wuuédtfc)\»/”ov’/b ld)’h:ﬂ“"
j//j/fwc.._@n(/v/LL)QL,(;/J/!L,;JJJ)bQ’Jka TTLSTED
" Lﬁwwaﬂg\ TE i uﬂw’dl/"éﬁ@*qé\

MU"’@«W Sy Gl b bes o

e ). .
/’7”"//’( ‘*L"Q;NML/cjﬁvowajJU;ucr»ufm

C .;Ji/—*/?'(?c/J r\‘L/er(}f’i/) {_L,)u} TtV e {“Ub‘ /L
J
’g IS O“J(}/()”‘JU“"wr\\w/z)e}:r r))a,w/\m
V()jﬁ"’)p&" > Lj"/\/\f"d.ﬁ_ 01-9/(//)&/ S’Hauu &—d}”/‘})‘d’
e Lt S ch»m G e Uy (L,(,/ru g
L/Cz”//o/’//&/ 09& Lf’// A\s)*)(jj()j)‘l'f(j 0;, 1Pl o5 L,:L//
'//u“’)’ «f—ﬂwf!oow (jb s = 1,/»;’ g/«) /uz)u (F —2ibs
q’b \///I»—-//(JLJ(AL))
(_,_.J-&m DFCM)ydy’)&/A#/f)UU"OV
4‘//‘9’% &/’) 4—-:)"<:§° QJ"}__.»a&c_/)iWLJ“/" LLO”""
)3}0"” (»&Ic)‘)’@)(_fd)y)ué)g"z«j /,413»/%/;1 > f‘“"’.) ’w
d)”)w@%(jg (j(&vg,L//M//f' OU//d/b/
V)f&{(jh/’W ()’/”/U} L/ﬁ,_, (ﬂbbL/<)L—f/)/ U’J‘*’/’Lﬂ‘*
’ &CBI/Q)CB/J[;&_CJ’/LLU)*")CJ% (:"L'K)Nd
J)Cg”/@(ﬂd K% _)l,__/jSILZ"’ C’--—w(/u (“)de:b}le’ﬁ/o
\lﬂ, g /l/f“ (ocff_{“ /// C}U_._.yf _JJ}/Z_,.LD(J U—’/‘J)’y)(d/ﬂ@’
AN

/




@%m4fawwéﬁ/wggwgbawaw:dw

(La Ve, o ot (}’uu/wf(su»c)//ﬁ(//b
@/4’2@—3—1 b
OB LELC )




P S

INQUIRY FINDINGS REPORT

..+ " This findings report is the result Of departmental probe against police

.+ officials.namely:- :
* FC Umer jan No.2342/ EF, FC Rizwan Ullah No.2345/EF, FC Imtiaz No0.1625/EF, FC
e Nasiﬁ-\UllalL{No;‘:O?Z/EF, FC Fawad No379/EF of Platoon No.33, FC Nasir Zaman
o NBAY ¢9hand ‘FC Shoaib No.331 DEC while posted 0 PS Haved were found tO
o indf;lgu in isconduct under the following, aflegations: .
. .f.'Tha;;:afkcr conducting prefiminary inguiry by PSP/ 1HQrs and PO, Rural-t
5 ,lli(,‘j;}‘y\(hilc posted to 1S Haved were found neyligence and cowardice.
¢ " That.on 13.01.2013, they were deputed for Naka Bandi duty with 8! fam
E Hz}ssan Shaheed the then SHO 0 1laved, 01 accused namely Amin Shah
started firing upon S1 {mam Hassan Shaheed in the premises of Sheikh Farid

,

Coe

WA
.
-

1 L e Baba Resultantly, he was sustained injured and after then he got embraced
{ : :-::: . ji?%qiyyx'cioxnm.

’1 e -o'-The: :accuscd decamped from the scenc after the commission of offence
1.4 - ) ‘-§§’jt1}0ut ar\}"hindrance while they havc, pecame a silent spectators. Thwus they

W iave ceased to become good police officials 25 well as guilty of misconduct.

"That, they have ceased to bcome good police officials by committing the
’,ﬁbg\{é'commission/ omissions. :
*Charge sheets with summary of allegations tO all the aforesaid officials were
. d: 11.04.2013 by worthy DPO Bannu and the undersigned was appointed as
'iné}‘ixir'y' officer to hold department proceedings against the accused officials.
B . “Prior to the issuance of above. preliminary inquiry through psSP/HQ and
..SPPO., Rural-l was. conducted and the above mentioned officials were held
résporisible for cowardice and negligence during the encounter with the militant/_
PO Amin Shah. :

\y.é}'e_ji;s_timmoneq and copy of charge sheet with summary of allcgations were
: sgp’pl}cd to them for reply and explanation. Their replies to charges received, placed
-on file'and reproduced below.

e

4)'REPLY.OF CONSTABLE UMER JAN NO.2342/EE.

v et e
.

v

i,
&

Lk Lo He 'exp}ained that he had accompanied the SHO lmam Hassan
§1ja1fgeé;'q for patrolling in area Choikh Farid. SHO stopped the mobile in front of one
housé-and ‘asked him, Fawad and Rizwan to stand atert with the mobile vehicle
" whilehe along with other strength entered ihe house. After some while, firing and
Wo! .lgw'sts were, made in side the house, Imtiaz constable came out hurriedly and

about the injury of SI10O. Shoaib DFC present inside the house called him
A‘:(Uﬁjcrian) to onter the house for shifting injurcd Imam Hassan outside the house:
, He;r/n.nt inside the house aad fiving was made at him but escaped unhurt. e has
) :'.";f)Ot.’;\'f,\"\messed any accused nor identified. He blamed the SHO for getting some
- illegak gratification from the accused and scribed/ preparcd wrong report for his
. ‘S-Vmg_'g‘x:tyxd'om.

\:REPLY OF CONSTABLE FAWAR:

~.. .- He stated that i fact SHO Imam Hassan had gone to the house of PO
Shah for getting illcgal monthiy gratification and due to non paying the same

L AMIN:
- Tgvd Aae . . . N . .
SWIONg FIR was made. He with Rizwan and Umer Jan were standing alert with the

b11 “vehicle while SHO with other police entered the house. After some while
figng!

‘e '.;;ln'o
M a4 N s
ing. Was heard. SHO Imam Hassan in injured condition was brought and
t{ieré@ftcr,_shifted to hospital. Due 10 spread of evening darkness, the accused
. decamped from the spot.

i 'On receipt of the papers from the dealing hands SRC, all the accused officials

o T
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o
et
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REPLY OF CONSTABLE RIZWAN NO.2345/EF.

: . enl He.oxplained that mobil

L o vehicle stopped in front of one house. He
“bles Fawad and Umerjan were asked by SFLO Imam to stand atert with vehicle
e entered . the house. Firing was heard. SHO. Imam in
It and shifted to hospital. At the spreading of evening
rched the house but no accused was found. He
from the PO/AmiIn Shah and
ackage of martyred. He used

vplfle SHO"with other polic
iired condition was broug
% police nafri reached and sea
‘?'bl'f'fn';_éd, the SHO for getiing filegal gratification
;_'zjred wrong statement/ report for his getiing P

the SHO Imam Hassan.

£
¥ )
35
ST
e

i

PITURY

ST 44 LA }
arkness,

Ay R

. e

atory‘words for
OF CONSTABLE NASIB ULLAH NO.4072/EF
7 He stated that he with SHO lmam, Imtiaz, Nasir, and Shoaib DFC
eéntered "the. house. Meanwhile burst fire was made from the room, SHO lmam
d. Two bombs were blasted. Due to smoke, nothing was
Y 1O was shifted to hospital and passcd away.
7 It . . . .

rongana his intention was not to arrest

"‘H'-Ieblamed :t‘hzgl':" the FIR of SHO Imam was i
theRO.t atification from the PO Amin Shah;

ey

ol Rl o SR sy age . .
Thsean was hit'and injure

e e ? . L
¥ fisible: After sufficient ime, injured S

e

PO but torreccive/ get illegal gr
ZAMAN NO.1469/FC:

Gt e
HEPLY OF CONSTABLE NASIR
R .
"‘iiu"u“' T

entered. the house. Mca
Fiassan was hit and inju
; l;“:f"/‘\ftci"'spfficiuht time, injuree
;}’-Ieblamcd that the FIR of SHO Imam was wrong
';%Ii’q.i’o-but'to receive/ get itlegal gratification from
{6YREPLY OF CONSTABLE IMTIAZ ALT NO:1625/F

. He séatcd that on the d

m, Imtiaz, Nasir, and Shoaib _DFC'
nade from the room, SHO Imam
lasted. Due to smoke, nothing was
al and passed away.
jon was not to arrcst

ife stated that he with SHO lma
nwhile burst fire wast
red. Two bombs werc b
| SHO was shifted to hospit
and his intent
the PO Armin Shah:

T : -
he along with other constables
<-SIO PS haved to the house of accused Amin
firing was made from the room. Resultantly
were also made. Due 0 heavy
ss time police nafri came and the

ay. He blamed SHO and
area and did not

ay of occurrence,

d gone to t
o the house for the purpost ©

ympanied the late Imam Flassan ¢
| ¢ house,
SHO was-hit'and fell on the
the evening darkne
it red:-SHO was shifted o the hospital where he passed aw
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C" BEFORE T. HE WORTHY REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER BANNJ
g . REGIO]}’ BANNU

-

Subject:- Departmental appeal / Repre_sentatlon against the dw
mtssal order OB No.575 dt 21- 05-201 3 passed bv the District
. I Police O[Zwer Bannu wherein the appellant was dismissed

from Service without any legal / valid grounds / justifications.

Respected Sir,

y . the following few submissions are submitted for .s"ym:pnthy,
consideration.
1. That the appellant was enllsted as constable in Dlstnct Pollce
. Bannu on 15 7-2007 and quahﬁed basic trammg in Training Centre successfully.
_ 2. That he performed official duties at various police station toithe
best satisfaction of hls seniors and nothing adverse was found in his eewiee |
,, 3. That the appellant wh:le posted in Police Stataion Haved under
the command of then SHO P.S Haved ( Imam Hassan ) went out for patrollmg in the
area of Sheikh Farid BaBa. When the Police Party reached to the street through fare
| on seeing the Police Party Amin Shah Proclaimed Offender terrorist with other
‘unknown rhiscreants, suddenly threw a hand garned which blasted and started. ﬁring at
Police Party resultantly SHO (Imam Hassn ) was hit, injured shifted to District Head
Quarter hospital while Pohce Party immediately responded to attack in self defense, ‘
and the combat continued w1th terrorist for sufm but unfortunately they
| succeeded in decamplng from the spot. .

4. That the allegatlons leveled in the charges are totally incorrect and

based on surmises. The appellant hat not commltted ‘any negligence or Cowardice on
spot and actively responded to the attack of militants and made ﬁrmg.whlch 1s evident

from the FIR daily diaries reports Photo COpy‘enclosed.‘

e




5. That the impugned order ol District Police Ollicer Bannu is harsh, 1 {

. ‘- agamst the facts on record and unjustified. o | ‘ _—
' ',“ « " 6. The Imam Hassan (Shaheed) in his FIR (dymg declarat1on) has
conceded the fact that the P.O and his compamon on seeing the police party threw a

- hand garned and started firing at Police Party and in fespone the Police party also

I started firing at them. This alone is sufficient to ﬁegate the allegation of riegli_gepce
o - and Cowardice. . : T - .
V.i
. Prayer:- :
Y : : . : : e
. e ' Kecping in view the above facts and on acceptance of this petition =

b the Impugned order dt 21-05-2013 may kmdly be setaside and appellant may please be
Re-mstatcd in service with all back benefits. ‘

o

I will Pray for your long life and Pr05per1ty

Dated: 4 -6-2013 . o
- Your Obediently

Sy Mg

* Nasir Zaman ‘S/O Shiek Amir Jan
R/O Sokari Hassan Khel Tappl Kala
P.O Bannu
~ Ex Constabulary No.1469 / 5868
District Polic_é Bannu

SR ATTESTED

B



W OLICE DEPARTMENT. L BANNU REGION.

v

- ORDER

My thlS order will dispose off the appeal in respect of Ex )

, Constable Nasir Zaman No. 1469 of Bannu District Police against the order of MaJor A
pumshment of dismissal from service, passed by DPC/Bannu vide OB: NO 575 dated i ' 1
5.2013 for committing of the following omissions:- ’

o That on 13.1.2013, he a!ong with other Police officials were deputed fer Naka bai’ldt_
duty with SI Imam Hassan shaheed, the then SHO PS: Haved, one acc used nameiy i

i Amin Shah started firing upon SI Imam Hassan shaheed in the premuses of heikh ‘
Farid Baba. Resultantly, he was sustained injuries and after then he qot embraced ‘

martyrdom. The accused decamped from the scene after the commission of offence

without any hindrance, while they lncfudlng appellant -:zcame silent spectators Thus '
they including appellant ceased to.become good police officials as well. as gurlty, of |
misconduct. R i

,I

The appellant:was properly proceeded against departmentaliy 1

' Mr Mir Faraz Khan Inspector Legal DPO-Office, Bannu was appointed as enqurry ofﬂcer :
who conducted proper dep.artmental proceedmgs and submltted his findings, wherem the

delinquent Police official was found gunlty After proper departmentai proceedmgs, the i

delinquent Police official was awarded the afo*ement:oned punishment (dl:missal from i

serwcc) by DPO/Bannu vide OB: No, 575 dated 21 5.2013. e f- ] ii

' é I -

The appeltant appeared in orderly room on 186 2013 é;nd e

personally heard. After personal interview, the undersnoned can not be persuaded by the :

appellant about his innocence. Therefore, I Azad Khan Regional Pohce Offlcer, Bannu i

: Reglon, Bannu in exercise of the powers vested in me under Police Ru!es 1975 can not |
interfere in the order passed by DPO/Bannu vnde 0OB: No. 575 dated 21.5, 2013 bemg one, |

in consonance with law and hereby file the subject appeal of Ex: Constable. NaS|r Zarriian ;

No. 1469 ~ ‘ o E E

_Order announced. | ' j

(Azad Khan), TST, PSP_
- Regional Police Officer,
Bannu Region, Bannu. -

.
!
§ i
H
H

. o P
No. /'/"3‘9 /Eg,— dated Bannu the /? /_C& [2013.

/Zopy to the District Police Officer, Bannu for information'w/r to his '
office Memo: No. 7157 dated 11.6.2013.. His S ‘Roll along with departmental proceedmgs
file received with the above quoted reference are sent herewith for record '

n‘
5
It
#
|
|

[ J

(Azad Khan), 15T, PSR, ;
‘Regional Police Offrcer, : ¢
Bannu Region, Bannu }j "

Eialb| 13 -

 eeErTe oo



-

,u’m;:&uw’ LA Gz (/swﬂ/-fx/wﬁu/m/uw

""lf"g_/ N =
T L?’ . _— ' e syt 4
[). ~(-4" L' ' - "’“’M-qr-cmauhn/'ﬁ"
Ve 74

O‘»ﬂ/’gl: e Ml 85

e wo.' )

Ry ) |

,ab/dlﬁjbgﬁ/ui;uliﬁdsféibc_u/’dU"ULU’}) T
e (}//u/\m/’g oz =0

- Ko /VFJKdeubL}/JMW}C}r‘VJUJ/c‘.t’bb’f«l/’i//"
m&éduwwyvc_;_&/w I PR N Y o Ay
M”d’()/ /V/)/ﬂdﬁ(j‘pf/f _,us..ﬁ»dr"/:f»f/l "/U' -f;vn‘""

2l

A irzs e s BB E S oS B S Sy 2
NI ettt ot $ I st Sk S 2L S B
BT Un F o B0 b2 s S a2t o Lol Ko
.;bfn:c_ut;é,»ﬁfé_l}dulo/:; PR Ur i i J o3ty

Ssmt- ﬁu:ﬂytwutjfg:’n/-h:.ytﬂ/awrbﬂu” Z/Jt'(}:’/ ,

\-ﬂ:'l

et oL LJK:U.«LJ/ 2
;%;__DL . . 'r}/la' -' ?
IR R S '_“‘
o Govmun,




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

~ Service Appeal No.1081/2013

Nasir Zaman Ex-Constable No.1469,

Police Station Haved Bannu (Appellant)
Versus .

1) Provincial Police Ofﬁcer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

2) Regional Police Ofﬁcer Bannu Region, Bannu

3) District Police Officer, Bannu .
(Respondents)

PARAWISE REPLY BY THE RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth:
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS: .

1) That the appellant has approached the Honourable Tribunal with
unclean hands

2) That the appellant is estopped to ﬁle the appeal due to his own
conduct.

3) That the appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary
parties.

4) That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from the Honourable
Tribunal. .

S) That the appeal of appellant is not maintainable.

6) That the appellant has no cause of action.

7) That the appeal is time barred.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:

1)

2)

’

3)

4)

Pertains to record, hence no comments.

Pertains to record,' however The appellant with other colleague while
on patrolling badly failed to 'caught hold or causing injuries to the
proclaimed offender Amin Shah and his companions despite the facts
that their commander (late Imam Hassan SHO) was martyred by the
said miscreants. Cewardice, negligence and inefficiency on the part of
appellant and his colleagues have been proved from the statement_s of
witnesses and their frivolous reply and statements.

Incorrect. The reply of appellant was without proof and contradictory
to the statement u/s 161 CrPC recorded by the investigating officer in
a criminal case vide FIR No.09 dated 13.01.2013 u/s 302,324,34 PPC/

7ATA PS Haved. (Copy of the statement u/s 161 CrPC is annexed as
annexure “A”. '

Incorrect. Statements of material official witnesses were recorded in
the presence of all accused official and they were given chance of cross



L ' / : ‘-
examination. Each statements of witness carries the signature of
appellant and others.

S) Pertains to record, hence no comments.

0) The appellant has-wrongly challenged the convincing and valid legal
orders of the respondents. '

OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS:

| ‘A) Incorrect. The orders of the respondents were passed on cogent
grounds, facts on record and in accordance with law / rules.

B) Incorrect. All codel formalities were fulfilled.

C) Incorrect. All the opportunities of explanation and hearing were

_provided to appellant. The dismissal order was announced in his
presence.

D) Incorrect. All the material witnesses were examined in presence of
appellant as evident from the statement which was signed by the

appellant. An opportunity of cross examination was provided but he
failed.

E) Incorrect. The appellant with other colleague while -on patrolling
badly failed to caught hold or causing injuries to the proclaimed
offender Amin Shah and his companions despite the facts that their
commander (late Imam Hassan SHO) was martyred by the said
miscreants. Cowardice, negligence and inefficiency on the part of
appellant and his colleagues have been proved from the statements
of witnesses and their frivolous reply and statements.

F) Incorrect. No illegality has been done by the respondents. The
appellant has been dealt in accordance with existing law/ rules i.e.
Police Rules 1975.

G) Incorrect. The appellant was given punishment after proper thorough
departmental probe on the charges of cowardice, negligence and
inefficiency during official duty.

H) Incorrect. Tﬁeb appellant and other were dealt departmentally in

accordance wlith law/ rules by the respondents with out any malafidy
or discriminative intention.

I) The respondents seek permission to advance or add any grounds or
proofs during hearmg of the appeal.

?
e




.
. \‘-"‘

¥ In view of the above stated facts, it is humbly prayed that

2
. 'L &tv;’ q

the appeal of appellant «being devoid of legal force, may kindly be

=gl
dismissed w1th costs A
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
{fin., by PESHAWAR
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s ‘a §emce Appeal No.1081/2013

Nasir Zaman Ex-Constable No. 1469, o
Police Station Haved Barmu . (Appellant)
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2) Regional Pohce Ofﬁcer .Bannu Region, Bannu
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(Respondents)“ . .
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PR "5‘ o S
S h
>

[N %e‘:" o
of the underSIgnedrm the above cited case.
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¥4 Service Appeal No.1081/2013

3,, 3, u
Nasir Zaman Ex- Constable No.1469,
Police Station Haved Ban_nu (Appellant)

SR
gf.z *._'.; U Versus
1) Provincial Pohce Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

2) Regional Pélice Ofﬁcer, Bannu Region, Bannu
3) District Police Ofﬁcer, ‘Bannu
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We, the {espondents do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that

e

the contents of the attached para wise comments are true and correet~o the
i r‘ R O 'y N

(Depone

Provin ial Polite Of ers . : Regionalpolice Officer
Khyber Pakhtunkhwad Bannu Region, Bannu
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
L PESHAWAR

Serv1ce Appeal No.1081 /20 13

Nasir Zaman Ex- Constable No 1469,

Police Station Haved Bannu , (Appellant)
i Versus _

i) Provincial Police 'Ofﬁ‘eer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

2)  Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu

3}  District Police Officer, Bannu
(Respondents) .

. PARAWISE REPLY BY THE RESPONDENTS

ReSpectfu.’tly' Sl_l_ewe’thz
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS: |

1) That the appellant has approached the Honourable Tr1bunal Wlth

: unclean hands”

2) That the appellant is estopped to file the appeal due to h1s own

~ conduct. .

3} Thatthe appeal 1is bad due to rms-Jomder and non-joinder of necessary
part1es -

4) That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from the Honourable

_ Tribunal. S

5) That the appeal of appellant is not maintainable.

6) That the appellant has no cause of action.

7) That the appeal is time barred.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:

1)

)

3)

4)

Pertains to record, hence no comments.

Pertains to r‘éco_rd,:'however The appellant with other colleague while
on ‘patrolling " badly failed to caught hold or .causing injuries to the

proclaimed offender Amin Shah and his companions despite the facts

that their commander (late Imam Hassan SHO) was martyred by the

said rmscreants Cowardlce negligence and inefficiency on the part of
appellant and his colleagues have been proved from the statements of
witnesses and thelr frivolous reply and statements.

Incorrect. The reply of appellant was without proof and contradictory
to the statement u/s 161 CrPC recorded by the investigating officer i in
a criminal case v1cle FIR No.09 dated 13.01.2013 u/s 302,324,34 PPC/

« 7ATA PS Haved. {Copy of the statement u/s 161 CrPC is annexed as

annexure “A” '

Incorrect. Statements of material official witnesses were recorded in
the presence of all accu%ed official and they were given chance of cross

™



i

examination. . Each statements of witness carries the signature of
appellant and others

5) Pertains to record hence no comments.

6) The appellant'has ~wrongly challenged the convincing and valid legal
orders of the respondents :

OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS

| A) Incorrect.. ’I‘he orders of the respondents were passed on cogent

grounds facts on record and in accordance with law/ rules.

B) Incorrect. All codel formalmes were fulﬁlled

C) lncorrect All the opportun1t1es of explanation and hearing were

prov1ded to appellant The dismissal order was announced in his -

presence

D) Incorrect. All the materlal witnesses were examined in presence of
) appellant ‘as’ ev1dent from the statement which was signed by the

appellant. An opportumty of cross ‘examination was prov1ded but he
failed.

E) Incorrect. The appellant with other colleague while -on patrolling
badly falled to caught hold or causing injuries to the proclalmed
offender Armn Shah ‘and his companions despite the facts that their
commander (late Imam Hassan SHO) was martyred by the said
miscreants. Coward1ce, negligence and inefficiency on the part of
appellant and his colleagues have been. proved from the statements

~ of witnesses. and the1r frivolous reply and statements.

F) Incorrect.. No 1llegahty has been done by the respondents. The
appellant has been ‘dealt in accordance with existing law/ rules i.€
Police Rules 197 5: g

G) Incorrect. The appellant was given punishment after proper thorough
departmental probe on the charges of cowardice, negligence and
inefficiency. durmg ofﬁcxal duty.

H) Incorrect. The appellant and other were dealt departmentally in

accordance w1th law/ rules by the respondents with out any malafidy
or dlscnmlnatwe mtent1on.

"'r, i

1) The respondents seek permission to advance or add any grounds or
proofs durmg hearmg of the appeal. '
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it is humbly prayed that

In v1ew of the above stated facts,
may kindly be

al of appellant being devoid of legal force,

dismissed thh costs

District Pollce fficer-\
Bannu ,

(Réspondent No.3)
| %
\ /

Regxonal Police /0 icer,
Bannu Regi f Banpu
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' Provmmal P

(Responde t No 1)



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVI

CE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Serv1ce Appeal No.1081/2013

- Nasir Zaman Ex~Constab1e No. 1469,
- Police Station Haved Bannu {Appellant)

Versus

1) Provincial Pohce Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

2) Regional Pohce Ofﬁcer Bannu Region,'Bannu )
3) District Police® Offlcer Bannu

(Respondents)

" AUTHORITY LETTER,

Mr. Mir Faraz Khan Inspector ‘Legal Bannu is hereby authorized to

appear before The Servxce Trlbunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar on behalf

of the under31gned 1n the above cited case,

He is. authorlzed to submit and sign all documents pertaining to

the present appeal.—

Regional Police mcer, K .:l . l District Igolic o) [ﬁcer, '
Bannu Regfon, nnu, o .+  Bann
(Respondent No. 2) . T

(Resporndent No.3)
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BEFORE TH
.1081/2013

S_erVioe Appeal N

Nasir Zaman Ex-(;lér‘i‘_'stabl‘:e‘ No.1469, ,

- Police Station Haved ‘Bannu . A ) (Appellant)
| | - | Versus

1) Provincial Poli'ce;" (Sfﬁcgr, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

ﬁcé ‘Ofﬁcér, Bé.nnu Region-, Bannu .

L 2) Regional Po
r, Bannu

3) District. Police Office
(Respondents), o

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

eby solemnly affirm’ and decl

omments are frue and corgeeto the
. 7 .

d/6r concealed

i

/ /
(Deﬁonen"f) A

Regionaldyélice Officer

Provinéial Polce’ fﬁi;er': :
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar ' Bannu Region, Bannu
E . (Respondent No.2}

(Respondent No.. b

A \Deponel) ‘

o " pistrict Police Offtcer;
" " Bannu
{Respondent No.3)

We, thejéqundents do her are that
of the ~f:lL‘_ct:au;hé‘_c‘i para wise ¢

the contents
nowledge and belief and noth

ing has been withhel

pbest of our k
ribunal.

\ .
from this
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PR e o e emassanvaLAL O
4  Inc e
! orrect. Statem . :
the prese e §11t$ of material official witnesses were recorded
»sence of all accer . I orded in
o ‘of all-accused official and they were given chance of in
‘ e e of cross
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BEFOREwTHE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.__1081/2013

Mr. Nasir Zaman V/S PPO, KPK & Others.

RESPECTFU LLY SHEWETH:

(1-7)

FACTS:

Preliminary Objections:

All -objections raised by the respondents are-

incorrect. Rather the respondents are estopped to
raise any objection due to their own conduct.

Admitted correct by the respondents, so no
comments. Moreover, the Para-1 of the appeal is
self explanatory.

Incorrect. The appellant was charge sheeted due to
not properly performing his duty.

Incorrect. The appellant himself denied all
allegations with proofs.

- Incorrect. The appellant was not treated in

accordance with law during the enquiry
proceedings.

Admitted correct by the respondents, so no
comments. Moreover, the Para 1 of the appeal is
self explanatory. :

Legal.
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GROUNDS:

A) Inco:'rrect, While Para-A of appeal is correct.

B) Incorrect. All actions by the respondents were
against the law and rules.

) Incorrect. As explained in Para-B above.

D) Incorrect, while the contents of Para-D of appeal
are correct.

E) Incorrect. The appellant has not been dealt in
accordance with law and rules.

F) Incorrect. The contents of Para-F of the Ground
of Appeal are correct; Moreover, the appellant
was a civil servant of the province and he was to
be dealt according to E&D Rules, 2011.

G) Incorrect, while Para-G of Appeal is correct.

H) Incorrect, while Para-E of Appeal is correct.

I) Incorrect, while Pafa-I of Appeal is correct.

J) Legal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the
appeal of appellant may kindly be accepted as
prayed for.

APPELLANT
Nasir Zaman
Through: f g %
| ( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAT )
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are
true and correct tp, the best of my knowledge and belief.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.__1081/2013

Mr. Nasir Zaman V/S PPO, KPK & Others.
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RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

All  objections raised by the respondents are
incorrect. Rather the respondents are estopped to
raise any objection due to their own conduct.

Adrreitted correct by the respondents, so no
comments. Moreover,-the Para-1 of the appeal is
self explanatory. .

Incorrect. The appellant was charge sheeted due to
not properly performing his duty.

Incorrect. The appellant himself denied all
allegations with proofs.

Incorrect. The appellant was not treated in-
accordance with law during the enquiry
proceedings. "

‘Admitted correct by the respondents, so no

comments. Moreover, the Para-1 of the appeal is

self explanatory.

Legal.



GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect, while Para-A of appeal is correct.
B) Incorrect. All actions by the respondents were
against the law and rules.
C) Incorrect. As explained in Para-B above.
D) Incorrect, while the contents of Para-D of appeal
are correct.
E) Incorrect. The appellant has not been dealt in
accordance with law and rules.

- F) Incorrect. The contents of Para-F of the Ground
of  Appeal are correct. Moreover, the appellant
was a civil servant of the province and he was to
be dealt according to E&D Rules, 2011.

- G) Incorrect, while Pa'ra-G of Appeal is correct.

H) Incorrect, while Para-E of Appeal is correct.
I) Incorrect, while Para-I of Appeal is correct.
J) LegaL
It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the
appeal of appellant may kindly be accepted as
prayed for.
APPELLANT
Nasir Zaman
‘Through: |
( M. ASIF YOUSAFZAI )
‘ : ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.
AFFIDAVIT '
It is affirmed and declared that the contents. of rejoinder are

true and correct tp the best of my knowledge and belief.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
‘Service Appeal No.__1081/2013
Mr. l\]asinZarh_ah N o ,’;V/S . PPO, kPK&Others.w
- REJOIIVDER OIV BI.-'HA LF OF APPEI.I.A/VT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH
Preliminary Objections: - L

(1-7) - All objections r'aised' by the requnde‘nfs are

- incorrect. Rather the respondents are estopped to
raise any objection due to their own conduct. o

FACTS: o .t

1 Admitted correct by the respondents, so no
comments. Moreover, the Para- 1 of the appeal is
self explanatory. -

2 Incorrect. The appellant was charge sheeted due to
not properly performing his duty.

3 Incorrect. The appellant hlmself c!enled ~all

' allegations with proofs. :

4 Incorrect. The appellant was not treated in
accordance with law during the enquiry
proceedings.

5 Admitted correct by the respondents, so no
comments.  Moreover, the Para-1 of the appeal is
self explanatory.

6 Legal.



¥ GROUNDS:
A) | Incorrect while Para-A of appeal is correct.

. B) Incorrect. All actions by the respondents were
against the law and rules.

o)) Incorrect. As explained in Para-B above.

D) - Incorrect, while the contents of Para-D of appeal
are correct. '

E) . Incorrect. The-appellant has not been dealt in

accordance with law and rules.

F) Incorrect. The contents of Para-F of the Ground
of - Appeal are correct. Moreover, the appellant
was a civil servant of the province and he was to
be dealt according to E&D Rules, 2011.

G) Incorrect, while Para-G of Appeal is correct.
HY  Incorrect, while Para-E of Appeal is correct.
I) Incorrect, while Para-I of Appeal is correct.

J) Legal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the
appeal of appellant may kindly be accepted as
prayed for. -

APPELLANT
Nasir Zaman

Through: . |
(M. ASIFYOUSAFZAD)

ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.
AFFIDAVIT R

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoiﬁder are
true and correct tf the best of my knowledge and belief.




