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- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
Service Appeal N6 609/2013
Date O‘f Institution... 27.03.2013

Date of decision... 18.12.2017

‘ Qaizar Khan s/o Abdul Qadeer Khan (Belt No.619), R/o Gara Baloch, District

Tank. ... A . (Appellant)
Ve;sus

1. | Inspector General of Pblice Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and three others.
: ‘ (Respondents)

" MR. Ibad Ur Rehman Advocate ‘ For appellant.

MR. Mr. Muhammad Jan,

o
. For respondents.

| MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN
- MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL, MEMBER
JUDGMENT

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN., CHAIRMAN: - Arguments of the learned

counsel for the parties heard and record perused.

FACTS

2. The appellant was discharged from service on 15.01.2008 with

retrospective effect i.e 15.12.2007. The charge agaﬁnst the appellant was his
absence. The appellant filed the departmental appeal (undated) which was not

responded to and thereafter the appellant filed a mercy petition (undated) and then




-a reminder was sent to the appellate authority on 18.02.2013 for the decision of
. departmental appeal which was résponded on 27.02.2013. in this latter order the

appellant was informed that his departmental appeal had already been filed.

ARGUMENTS

3. Learried counsel for the appellant argued that the impugned order was
béssed due to absence of appellant on the complaint of Commandant PTC,
- Hangu. That the said order was passed purportedly under Police Order, 2000
‘which was fufth'er amended in 2005. That there is no Police Order of 2000 as
mentioned in the impugned order. That at the relevant time the Khyber
) Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special Power) Ordinance 2000 was in

vdgue. That no charge sheet and statement of allegations were issued to the

- - appellant which was a réquirement under the lost mentioned law. That no inquiry

was 'conducted. That no chance of personal hearing was afforded to the appellant.

4. On the other hand the learned Deputy Distri‘c-t Attorney argued that the
: appellant was on probation and he could have been terminated under Rule 12.2] of
the Police Ruies~1934. That alternatively his services could have been termiﬁate'd
- under Section 11 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act, 1973. That

‘ .wrong menﬁohing of any law in the impugned order would not make order illegal.
.-He' also argued -that the present appeal was time barred. That no second appeal or

‘mercy petition could enlarge the period of limitation.

CONCLUSION
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5. Itis correct that no second appeal or mercy petition can enlarge the period

of limitation as is settled posision of administrative law. However the order is

passed from a retrospective date which according to judgment reported as 1985-

'SCMR-1178 is void and it is also a settled position of law that no limitation runs

-against void orders. Regardless of the fact under which law or rules, the order is

passed, the order is void. The present order is a void order which cannot be

sustained in the eyes of law. Secondly if some specific allegation is laveled against

a probationer which carries a stigma then service of notice is must even to

- probationer. Reliance is placed on 2012 PLC CS 838 and 2003 PLC CS 1421. It

is correct that the service of probation can be dispensed with without notice. But
when some stigma is involved then a probationer cannot be terminated from

service without service of notice. In the impugned order the appellant has been

~ stigmatized not only for the reason of his absence but by adding the words that “he

cannot become an efficient and good police officer in future.”

6. As a sequel to above discussion the order being void is set aside and the

‘appellant is reinstated in service however, he shall resume his status of probationer

as he was at the time of impugned order. The departmém" is at liberty to deal with

the probationer in accordance with law. And if the department wants to proceed

~against the probationer on the basis of the charge of absence then the department is

at liberty to proceed in accordance with law and rules within a period of ninety .
days from the date of receipt of this judgment. The issue of back benefits etc. of

the appellant shall be subject to the final outcome of denovo proceedings, it any.



Otherwise the issue of back benefits shall be dealt with in accordance with- the
‘rules on the subject. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to -

the record room.

) Chairman
Wi

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal)
Member

ANNOUNCED
18.12.2017
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for the respondenl present. Counsgal for the appellant requested for adjournment.

‘Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 03.10.2017 before D.B.

-

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)

‘ Member
7 (Gul Zdh Khan)
Mempber
03.10.2017 - Junior to counsel for the appellant and Asst: AG for respondents

present. Junior to counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment as senior

- -counsel is not in attendance. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on

Y.

18.12.2017 before D.B.

(MUHAMMAD HAMID MU GHAL) _

#/ B - MEMBER

(AHMAD HASSAN)
MEMBER
18.12.2017 ' Counsel for the élppellant and Mr. MuhammédtJan,

Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.

Arguments heard and record perused.

This appeal is accepted as per our detailed jud'gme_nt
of today. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be

consigned to the record room.
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A | ANNOUNCED
v 18.12.2017
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06:06.2()17 Counsel for thc dppel ant and Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional AG -

T o



16.08.2016 , Junior to counsel for the appellant (Mr. Imran Advocate‘}{'

.
~

06.12.2016

03.03.2017

and Mr. Muhammad Khan HC alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP for
respondents present. Jumpr to counsel for the appellant requested
for adjourned as senior counsel was not available. To come up for

argutnents on 06.12.2 6

ber

Appellant w1th counsel and Assistant AG for the respondents

present. Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment.

Request accepted To come up for arguments on 3 -3-/ 7 before D.B.

NS

(ASHFAQUE YAJ) (MUHAMMAD AAMI I
MEMBER =~ - MEMB

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, GP for
respondents present. Counscl for the appellant requested for

adjournment. Requcst aeceptcd To come up for arguments on’
06.06.2017 before D.B. '

(AHMAD HASSAN)

MEMBER

4 ?’-



08.1.2015 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP
| ' with  ~Muhammad Ibrahim Azhar, Inspector (Legal) and
: \ Muhammad Khan, H.C for the respondents present. The Tribunal
o
] is incomplete. To come up for the same on 25.3.2015.
I’ h
ER
25.03.2015. Counsel for the appellant and Addl: A.G for respondents present.

Rejoinder not submitted. Requested for adjournment. The éppeal is

assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for 14.10.2015.

(.. -o\ ,’ . o i
‘ l. , . ‘ Chélrman

14.10.2015 . Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for
respondents present: Rejoihder on behalf of the appellant

~submitted which is placed on file. To come up for arguments on

3l -1 .

DN——

Member

13.04.2016 Appellant with counsel and Addl: AG for respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment.

Adjourned for arguments to ﬁ . g @' before D.B.

Member . : l\/ll ber
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12.5.2014.

20.08.2014

5.11.2014.
.4

- -

Counsel for the appellant and Muhammad Jan, GP
No 4

with Muhammad Iqrar, Inspector for respondent

present and reply filed. Notices be [iss} ue| ”""L
f )
0 come up for written reply on 12= 2014

i kil

respondents.

ME '

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP
with Muhammad Khan, H.C for the respondents present and
reply filed. Copy handed over to counsel for the appellant.
To come up for rejoinder on 20.8.2014. o

Muhammad Ibrahim Azhar,

Inspector (chal

respondents present The learned Member 1S J*

I !
to Abbottabad. To come up for the same on 0|S 113014 .11

Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP with

Muhammad Zaman, Inspector (Legal) for the respondents present Counsel

"i

for the appellant needs time. To come up for rejoinder,on! 0

1
[
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: é. ' 27.09.2013 | Counsel for th appellant present and heard on

| ‘prelliminary. Contended that the appellant has not beén treated in

' ‘Va‘ccordance with the law/rulés. He has been discharged from service
on 15.01.2008 with;)ut giving him proper opportunity of defense
and personal hearing. He filed departmental appeal which has not
begn responded within the statutory period of 90 days, hence the
present appeal on 27.03.2013. Points raised at the Bar need
consideration. The appeal is admitted to regular hearing subject to

all legal objections including limitation. The appellant is directed to

/
‘ deposit the security amount and process fee within 10 days.
Thereafter, notice be issued to the respondents. Case adjourned to
18.12.2013 for submission of written reply.
7 27.09.2013 This case be put before the Final Bench
sl » .
N r
\\ "‘.
-y
18.12.2013. - Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad

Adeel Butt, AAG with Said Ahmad, ADI and Muhaimmad
‘Zaman Inspector (Legal) for the respondents present and

requested for further time. To come up for written reply on

6.3.2014.

‘ MEMB



‘&6'9'.&9’5_ - Counge]  fov  The aPPellomnt Pvegond

21.05.2013 - _Coﬁns'el forthe'éppelaht'present. In
purshance of 't'ﬁ?é?ltlgﬁzjllaler._vpékhtunkhWa Service
fibunals (Amendment Ordinance, 2013) (Khyber
Pakhtnkhwa Order |l of :2013), the case is'ad.journed -

on note Reader.fdr proceeding as before on 11.7.2013

11.07.2013 ~ Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. In pursuance;ﬁ"f
the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunals (Amendment)

Ordinance 2013, (Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ord. 1T of 2013) the case is |

adjourned on note Reader for proceedings‘ as before on 26.09.2013.

Reader
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- Form-A -

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of- :
Case No. 609/2013
'S.Np. . Date of order | Order or otﬁer proceedings with signature ofjudgé or Magistrate
' Proceedings .
1 2 3
1 08/04/2013 The appeal of Mr.Qaizar Khan resubmittéd today by Mr.
lbad-ur-Rehman Advocate may be entered in the lnstitution
Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary
hearing. '
| %@rﬂ
| 1h =Gty

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for prelrmmary

hearmg to be put up there on: ; z g ; :{)/Z
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- ' ~
The appeal of Mr. Qaizar Khan son of Abdul Qadeer Distt. Tank received today i.e. on

27/03/2013 is incomplete on the following scores which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for

completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- index of the appeal may be prepared according to Khyber Fakhtunkhwa service
Tribural Rules 1974.

v 2-+ Memorandum of appeat is unsigned which may be got signed. -
3- Departmental appeal hav 1g no date be dated.

[ No ] éo ___JsT,
Dt. 9\{4 Oﬁ> 2013.
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' BEF ORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PE SHAWAR

APPEAL No. é@% /2013

Qaizar Khan . Versus - I.G. Police & others
INDEX.
S.No. Description of documents. Annex: _ P.No.
- 1- . Grounds and Memo of appeal 1-4 -

2-  Impugned order-I/Rejection order A 5

3~ Copy of Reminder | B 67

4-  Order dated 09-01-2008 S C 8
L5 Dismissal Order dt: 16-1-2008(Impugned) D 9

6-  Representations EILE2 ~  10-11
7- Order dated 17-12-2007 F 12-13"
8- Bail order dt: 05-01-2008 G 14215
9.  CopyofFIR H 6
10-  Order sheet dated 30 01-2008 | | 17
{1- Wakalatnama 18
IBADUR RAHMAN
) Advocate High Court

" Dated.25 /372013,

127-128, Sarhad Mansion

. Hashtnagri, G.T. Raod

Peshawar.
(Mob# 0300- :9329%9)



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KPK SFRVICE TRIBUNAL

N - . PESHAWAR.
: : ‘ N ) ‘ W F Provi
APPEALNO.__ 669 12013, &m &
’ | . o Wy ch
Qaizar Khan s/o Abdul Qadeer Khan (Belt No.619), et w
Resident of Gara Baloch, District Tank Appellant

Versus
1- Insp,ector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
'~ 2- Deputy Inspector General of Police, D.I. Khan.

y District Police Officer, District Tank." - Respondents
L'_'_/ C.DV’\W\QM) PO ll‘t..e.TDA\u\c! C_,,.,Jve) Ho“,&dq.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974.

Respectfully sheweth,
Appellant _submlfs as under :-

- That the appellant belong to a respectable farmly of DlStIlLt T anL

and has a spotless career.

/

2- * That being fully qualiﬁed and eligible, the appellant was selected

P in Police Department and was allotted Belt No. 619 in District .
% Tank. : T ' : .

as-submmc@ w% Centre Hangu for necessary trammg and the appellcmt 1omed the
wad filed.

That as per procedure, the appellant was sent to Palice Tnammg

said training with full zeal and zest.

qlfjél- That the appellant took keen inter est'in the tr aining and was takmg,

part in the training whole heartedly.



That during the training, the appellant fell lill'l due to which the

appellant went to his home and there thé appellant was informed

that some of his rivals have lodged an FIR against thé appé}lant as

‘well as against the brother of the appellant.

~ That after getting the knowledge of the said FIR, 'thc appellant

approached the concémed' court for Bail Before Arrest but the

same was rejected and the appeliant was sent to judicial lock-up.

That the appellant remained in the judicial for about 20 days and

after release from jail, the appellant joined his training at Hangu.

" That in the :training centre, the appellant was not -a.lj_owed 1o jdih
‘his traiﬂing with mala fide and the appellant was sent back to his
home District i.e. Tank, and the appéllant, accordingly reported his

arrival at the office of the -résp_ondent No.3. .

L

That the respondent NQ.3 without giving  any chance" of

explanation, show cause Notice, personal hearing ot any -Inquiry

" and with out any justification, discharged the appellarit from Police

11-

service vide order dated 15-01-2008.

‘That since then the appellant submitted numerous - applications/

appéals/ representations to the respondents but with no.response

- from their side and upon the enquiry of the appeilanl, they si_m"ply .

informed that the case is under process and will be decided in due -

course of time.

That at last the appellant once again submitted a rer"ni‘nde'r/Mercy'
Petition before the respondent No.2 and the appellant was shocked "
that the said appeal/ mercy petition has been filed without any

justification.(Attached Annex:B).



12- That feeling aggrieved and finding no other adequate remedy the

appellant is approaching this honourable tribunal on the following

. ground amongst others :-

~ GROUNDS:

A.  That the impugned Discharge order dated 15-01-20l)8 as well as
letter No.729 dated 27/Z/2013 of the respondent NQ.Z conveyed

vide No. 696 dated 28-0.2‘-3013A_b1y respondent No.3, is illegal,
' : —————
harsh, void ab-initio and without lawful authority.

B.  That the impugned Discharge order is not maintainable and nullity
in the eyes of law as these were passed under Police Rules which
were not existed at that time and were 1epealed through Removal

- from Service Ordmance, 2000 Wthh has over riding effect.

C.  That before passing the impugned Discharge Order as wéll_ as letter
dated 27-2-2013 neither any Inquiry was conducted in the matter

not the appellant was given any chance of defense.

D

D. Thatno Charge Sheet or Statement of allegatlons wete p1 epal edor

served upon the appellant and on thls score too thc impugned

orders merlts to be set a side.

E. That no Show Cause Notice or F inal Show Cause was issued to the _

| appellant before passing the impugned order.

F. That no chance of personal hearmg was ever plC\lded to the

appellant before passmg the impugned orders.

G.  That the stance of the appellant 1e2ardmg his un- mtenmonal and in
unavoidable circumstances needed ptobe but not a single eﬁ‘o"t

. was made to probe and go to the causes of the‘sald absence. ~



"H.  That the appellant is a he'a]thy and well qualified person.

‘I.“ . That the'éppellant is jobless from the date of discharg:.

- That the appellant be allowed to add ‘any other ground at the time e

- of arguments.

It is, therefore, humbly prayéd that on acceptarice, of the appeal

in hand, kg the unpugned mder)&’ ég dated J550t2 |

27-2- 20% may gracmusly be set-a.slde and the appellant be re-
9"

instated in serv1ce with all back beneﬁts

-

Any other remedy, deem proper in the matter not specifically

~“asked, may also please be given with costs.
S \ :

~ 7 .

&&r"

Appei lant

Through: w
' IBADUR RAHMAN
-Advocate Hagh Court

Dated.2 7 /03/2013, . © 27-128, Sarhad Mansion
‘ : ' , Hashtnagu, Peshawar

Affidavit.

~ Solemnly affirm and declare that the above contents are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

AN

~ Deponent N ) g




. From . " Deput hspéftor General of Poﬂiice,
' ’ Ja fsm an Khan Reglo '
o, T The District Folice Officer, Tank
-_ No ?i (f. : /ES | "D'ated D.{.Khan lthe“z . L 47" JQ):O\ 3 }
Subject . - ME'R'C‘I.Y PETITION S | P

Rans M

Meimorandum .

Mercy petition preferred by Ex-Constable Qaizar.Khan No 515

requesting therein for reinstatement in service has been examined and fi}s—sz nform e

applicant far._:c'drding!y. . ' P
p#e - @‘}w[ -
e "‘“‘ | : (ABUL HASSAN SHAH) 0.5 -
/ﬁ I C o ‘ For Deputy Inspector General of Police.

/LD ra Ismail Khan chnon
;f |

‘*‘“"w
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eputy Inspéctor General of Police..
-Ismail KAan.

BJECT: REMINDER FOR PROCESSING .OF DEPARTMENTAL
' APPEAL/ REPRESENTATION AGANST THE DISCHARGE
ORDER DATED 15-01-2008 _ ------ MERCY PETITION.

1
|

. Coe ‘ .
espected Sir, - ’ !
Applicant once again submits as under :- !

1- That being fully qualified and eligible, the appellant was seiected in Police

department and was allotted Belt No. 619 in District Tank.

2- - Thatas per procedure the appellant was serit to Pohce Tr ammg Cemre Hangu

for necessary training and the appellant joined the Sald training with full zeat _

© 3 I and spirit.

 training while heartedly.

5-  That du‘ﬁngihe training, the ‘appellam fell ill due to which the appellant went

to'h.o'me aﬁd there the appellant was informed that some of his rivals have
rappellant.

6- .' That .after getting knowledge of tl_1e said FIR. 'tile ~appel]a.n.t épproacheq the
appellant was sent to judicial lock-up. -

7- . That the appellant remained in the judicial for about 20 days and afier release
from jail, the appellant joined his training at Hangu.

8- That in the training centre. the appellant was' not accepted and was sent-back
to hlS District (Tank) where without giving any chance of e\plana11on Show
Cause the appellant was discharged from Police serv ice vide order dated 13-

Mt

01-2008 without any _|ust1ﬂcat10n.

lodged a FIR against the appellant as well as against the brother of the

concerned court for Bail Before Arrest but the same was rzjected and the -

- 4- That the appellant took keen interest in the training and was getting the




o

any quarter and the appellant is always informed that his case is under process

and wil! be decided in due course of time.

That now the appellant once again through this REMINDER requests ur

9.
honour to please process the appeal/representatlon of the appellant on the
followmg ground amor: gt others :- '
GROUNDS: | .k
1- That the impugned Discharge order is illegal, harsh, Void ab-inition and without
lawful authority. '
. . . . !
2- That the impugned order is not maintainable in the eyes of law as it was passed
under Police Rules which were not existed at that tie ‘and were repealed through
~ Special Removal from Serv1ce Ordmance 2000. '
3- That before passing of the said impugned order neither any Inquiry was conducted
nor the appellant was given any chance of defence .
4- That nog Qtatement of al‘eﬂaﬁm. n,u‘mrgc heet was ever prepared of servied upon
- the appellant. ‘
5- That no Show Cause Notice or Final Show Cause was issued before the passing of
impugned order. ‘
6-

That no chance of personal hearing was ever given to the appellant before the

impugned order.

It is, therefore, prayed that the appeal (Reminder) in hand and earlier
submitted appeals/representatlons may kmdly be accepted and the

appellant be re-mstated in service w1th all back benefits.

'

: Yours Faithfully

' o Qarza% n (Belt-619)

S/O Abdul Qadeer Khan

QD/«*OA ' ’{) rl// ’)/o B “ ) R/o Gara Baloch,

District Tank.

LAY



¢
? ] o The pistrich ?olibe Officer,
) Tanke
wo. 217 Jac, datss ggnal , S8 5? ] /2008,
piect i opuAN 10 DISTRICE 1S ON-GUAMIETED. :

14 Qazie¥ K:&n Ho.619 0f Fou
vog 5 qawtes

% //
0*1':!’\.&141) ‘3.1_
| f:e 9

"ES" y‘..—xL

Poll
ﬂ"ﬁgua



Az Lo ] A e 3D

/

N\
\

1‘ ' (‘ J J- )

o ,.,)Jl'/L/ /") -.--—~* (J 2y “/ / Ll )//
/") T //) 2 ~/ [ / 7 . . | / p B p
' / ;o 3. 507 ;' i_t.i_‘i)l T“.\--"_'/A"J“:{‘J ,n'l)/v,; /‘/:: {- }{' 0/

-
.. .
-

\3“
i N

=\
hy
SR
&/
o
i
-
N
A
v

e L T NI N Wty

l\
'.4
,
—
s
N
~{
o
~
&~
N
R
N
\\:
kS
N
\
.‘—

L‘!:‘i -~ -— : /,, i’
' " s, b e ’
L . o Y ar
- e J 9 Y Are )/) /

o~
\
§
~
RS
—~
..'
2 .
IRV ~
™~
<
\
N P A e

27 s £ : | ‘:
— /. i Y
£y -'/// L ’V Pk
}-‘ - -—'_,/ ///’ 4 }/ 7 ; i ‘?‘-
> - ;: . ,'"
C oy g . % | e
e ’J/’;,// ; .y | »
o/ > .
e - - 3 {
’ o N I
- Jos S0 L5 Pl
oS ~ £ 1. // ! ¥
R ‘ RS
L .- ’
e a .J,/ Ve / e "
s sy %
- j\-——- 7 b T/_'/ E
K ' [
'5
-; A f ‘
R I o //M
u?‘/ g —, //
/ - ;/
i/ o .
‘ AP B T ,
e A 2[R ’ f i
/ b ’? | ‘
R L i ) . ;
o Vv 5 ¥ | !
N 1 [
I
1]
| e
. ! |
— ;
. q 7 i
2T b ol '
3. ez Vi '
3 S Joid i
n - - e G X
. /¢ |
- |
i
i
. . 4 . i
LDistrict Pok{ icer. !
“ Tan - 0" i
’ﬂ‘ RIS ; 1
i e
i ’ X |
i |
|
B 1 |
[ I
., |
q |
: o i
{ y |
'a i '
e b _ R e e
\: Iz . A e
i '
N I
. L




S

b Jeblenst 0 33 o 33 - LeDLLG Plir Coatsy

u”»’g‘}"f EOTRRZRY 3 LI DRy PN, 15l

cubfrtics U ety

e e F e S Sy i
& lfé‘zf)}’U"2007()VJVC./gj})&.gﬁLﬂlLij’MJ/"'luli)’Jl/L 2
Ve S G oo/ S blaima v1619 A% S fs r,»d/ JJ’{#J
LA G Kb o S TSt S S

(P B Ko sNE L L U S i tntn

Jw/wdmwwvff- e fofla syt S0l P
/Cjbc_. o.“_/‘ALIU'L')’%f&/#&./&/ﬁu/@»(}bﬁf%é{.{?:)’c'u/{atﬂb

-L-(L) .
Po A HSSL PRI adSehise ,,..»_wfr;afa_w 3

MLWJMJW/J)b
-LJE’ l./c‘_/, u/l}’/JM)J)’;J/" = 4

,/JVJJV/JIU‘U”GK/:/JVJG;C‘U ):.gf KJWMV"GMJL«L 5

- ~pbguulp<:..wgl.ﬁ/uj’i;d_./(

et oo Ul e ind Ase s e LT

J » | | .-Luj'/:(ln
| M\ J eé"c}ofjmg A uwwm,uww |
e



L | WQ‘/ o
! ,lyu//..pu IGP ulp./ui Bt @ .

btz

L e J’!Jﬁvuu’

N -wvd/f T 2007 uni S 1S
-y V(CJ@“JJ;%%@/‘%L,»J&/};GL’W[

| aodyu/lié_;(lf/wtyu"uj:’f c.J:“LuKuwu/w .

| - .JVU/L}J)KJVL}’L/JW’]U&WV’JL”’L—’u?lnﬂu‘(}L/‘é_’/: |
- o

J eé‘c)a/ ' 619/-6,¢aluww o

b
WM




. L.B.A Petition No: 160/2007. e
Abdul Waheed & another Versus yESIN
‘ ‘ ’, g g '/é‘ 4'; ;
“Present:- Mr. Muhammad Kamran Niazi \ orpe,tltlgﬁ/é}/s 3
- Mr. Karim Nawaz SPP for the Statg, ..~ B
T
/ - . - . . ] S AR .

17.12.07 . Present the petitioners Abdul Waheed and Qaizar Khan
alongwith their counsel and seek confirmation of ad-interim pre-
arrest bail in case FIR No. 181 dated 16.09.2006 registered U/Ss
302/34 PPC at police station Kulachi.

Record shows that on 16.09.2006 at about 0945 = §
B - : '

A

_ hours the complainant namely Sabaz Ali t'o.c}k the dead bédy of His

|
{
1
!

father Ghulam Hussain to the P.S and reported that he alongwith

his father and uncle Wwere going that day at 0700 hours from

58y
/ cfoa >

. ) " N . .
Mauza Takwara to Mauza Chota Takwara, the deceased was going

.an

" N - ahead of complainant and the PW Qadif, when near a water pond
0:;. | at Mauza Chota Takwara the. . petitiogners equipped with
X Kalashnikovs stood in the way Vémc.l' the moment, father of the
. ? .complainant reached near the pétitioﬁérs, both the pétitioners
{,\\:} }! 1—; ‘ started firing il_pon him, gs a réS}‘ﬂt of which he got injured and
: \ ; .il {\ ' fell down. The petityioners thereafter came closer to the injured |
¢ f *l Q and subjected him to .indiscriminate firing. The complainant party !’
QJE | ‘Cb . being empty w}}_a_rgded,'c_o.gl.d‘._‘o.r,,ﬂy.‘Wi"tness..th&ooeurreﬂeé; Motive-for
' ; ij the occurrence was described to be previous. blood feud. l
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I have gone through the record of the instant case as
well as record of case FIR No: 31 dated 15.01.2005 registered u/s
324 PPC at PS Saddar against the petitioner Abdul Waheed for his

!

. havirig attempted at the life-of the deceased Ghulam Hussain who

survived firearm injuries. The petitioner after having attempted at i
the life of the person of Ghulam Hu,gsgin,_?qent[into hiding' and

challan against them was sﬁbmittled U/S 512 CrPC and the trial

e k.
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commenced. It was during the period of his absconsion that the

i
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petitioner Abdul Waheed alongwith the other’ petitioner Qaizar

Khan allegedly caused the muider of ‘Said’ Ghulam Hussain, o
N Y ‘ . . -
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BBA No,178 of 2007.

(Continued order sheet ﬁo,04 dated 14,12.,2007) .

have effected-éomprbmisécnis the tri“i(of the e i
has veen VOEaihg oelﬂro bhe.vourt of Learned /AS5J-11 g 5
) DIKhan, tnerefore, tne present BBA petltl ' ;ﬁ
sent to. the Couvt of anourable beSalOA: Judge E[
DIKhen wipi'uge reouﬂst that the samg/ may be . ijé

DTKnan for

dlSposal Partles are dlrpﬂted t ar before the
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. . . ) . . qj.'
E DE : - s £
QEDER : . couns¢l for accused/petitioners present. B3
14,12.2667 . . . " b el K
a_— DEP for the sfate present. The contents el 3

sheet reflected By ASI-IIX
are self-explanatery, therefore,

today's
perused Wi

the EBBA 1t19n in hand is hereey withdrawn o

from thg diary of AST-111 and entrusted to ASJ-IT 'i

for dibwosal according to law. counsel for petitioners 2

is d rncted to appear in the Court concerned today. )

L : : A {
o J//QZ? had 5

. B Cer omee o :

- Muhammad gafdar Khan ikéndri,
cessiong Judge, DIKhan
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b ¢ 4
a4 - Needless to mention that grant of pre-arrest bail on’
e whatever grounds is an extraordinary relief which besides’

availability- of other ingredients requires the etitiozzerfs._ o
approach the Court with clean hands. In this case, the petitioner
once attempted at the life of the compiaiﬁanf Ghulam Hussain in
case FIR No:31 and then went into absconsion whereafter he
allegedly caused the murder of the deceased with the help of other
petitioner. The conduct of both the petitioners to avoid their lawful
arrest and to come to Court only after managing to compound the
matter is unjustifiable for the sake of grant of an extragrdinary
relief of BBA. BBA' refused in the circumstances and the ad-
interim pre-arrest bail already granted is hereby recalled. Sureties

of the accused-petitioners are discnarged. - A copy of this order be

piaced on the record of the case. Th1s file be conswned to Record

Roomi.

Announced
D.I.Khan
Dated 17.12.2007
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-éaéﬁé:}h (£nd 1 Wonood Js.R0C 3tate) -
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1
Or = A o C s o :
___.._-———-Ci-’- Bail pebition presented shrough counsel. Be

L lou.ce and Lecood for O4.1.2008.

Muhamuad Nasim
AC\) "'.LJ- ’L .I Kﬁal"

Or - Oz ~ oL dpéfent counsel for the accused/pet txcnf‘r and BP"D
o4.01 .2008

ror tue State. 11 the adult legal hel"s of decessed complt:
also present and recorded their statement of compromise. To
come~up for order longwith connected B.h No: '165/2007 on
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Or----- Present counsel for the accused/t petitioner and SPP for

4 .
05.01.08 -the state. All the "adult "egal heirs of the cec;eased complainant
Ghulam Hussain also present. ' |

Record shows that accused/ petitioner Abdul Waheed

\'tx: s

son of Abdul Qadeer was. charged by ong _Ghulam Hussain son of ‘

e .
b SR Stk Rk Y

Khadim Hussain for making an attempt at hm life, vide FIR No.31
dated 15.01.2005 reglsLercd U/S 324 PPC at PS Saddar D.l.Khan.
The said complainant however lateron got murdered allegedly at the
hands of the same accused/pentloner, against which separate case
U/S 302/34 PPC vide FIR No.181 dated 16.9.2006 at PS I\.ulachl
was registered. Today the widow of the deceased and the adult sons
and da ugh ters appeared before the Court and stated i:o have affected
f compromise Wwith the accused/ petitioner in both the cascs.
: Statement of compromise in this case was recorded and p}aéed on
. W) file. The widow of the deccased complainant, also compounded the

matter on behalf of the three minor legal hez;s bgsx_ng.the:r guardian.
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Since the offence is compoundable under the law and

the lcgal heirs of the deceasnd complamant have forgiven the

e i 3

accused/petitioner in the name of Almighty Alah, requesting for

admission of accused/petitioner to post arrest bail on the basis of
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compromise, I allow the instant bail applita.téon and admit the

T . oo . : . . Tt . . - . 4. WA o S
petitioner to bail subject to furnishing his bail bonds in the sum of T

Rs:60,000/- with two surcties each in the - like amount to the
satisfaction of Illaqa/Duty" Judicial Magistrate, D.1:Khan. Copy of the

order be placed on record of the case whereas this file be consigned

Lo record room. A o .

Announced.
Dera Ismail Khan
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“their sureties are discharged of the liabilities of their bail bonds.

)

ORDER SHEET -
State Vs Abdul Waheed etc

Present both the accused on bail alongwith counsel and
SPP for the State. Today all the major LRs of deceased Ghulam
]Iuswm dppearccl and stated to have affected compromlbe with both

lhc accused and w have forg given them in th(, name of Almighty Allah

by walymg their Fl{DhLS of Qisas and Diyat. Their joint Statement

recorded. and placed on file. Widow of deceased also stated to have

,corﬁprolm'ised the matter on her behalf and on behall of minor legal

heirs namely Irfan, Mst: Mehreen Bibi and Mst: Romaha Bibi, being

~ their guardian; that the accused had deposited Rs: .'2,2‘9,(-)91/- as

sharc of diyat of minor legal heirs in the Court. Statement of widow of
deccabcd also recorded and placed on file. Joint statement of C]d(,’[‘b of
the arca namely Riaz and Kifayatullah aibo recorded wherem they
v_ent“cd. the status of the parties and the compromise. Affidavits of
comprorﬁise are Ex:PA & Ex:PE, compromisé cleed is Ex:PB, proforma

of compromlbe is Ex:PC and list of legal heirs i is Ex:PD.

Recmd shows that thc ~accused Abdul Waheed and Qamar'

hhan sons of Abdul Qadeer i\hdn btdnd charged U/S 30’)/ 34 PPC

-vide l‘ [R No.181 dated 16.09.2006 of PS Kulachi.

A'-@;.;;, Since all the adult legal heirs of dcccabcd have afk.clod
compromise with the accused whereas accuscd havc deposned'

share of dlyat amount of the three minor legal heirs and the offence

- 15 alsp compoundable, I, therefore accept the comprorruse ‘and acquit . ‘

both the accused on the basis of the same. The accused are on bail,

- Case property b(, disposed of after the lapse of llmltatxon perxod for

appeal / revision. File be conSIgned to record room.

Announced.
PDera Ismaxi Khan
Dated 30.01.2008 .
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o e BEFORE THE HOMOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER

‘! ' ‘ ' : ' PAKHTUNK}FWA; PESHAWAR.
“Service Appeal No. 609/2613.
Qzll.i'z.elr khan s/ o Abdul Qadeer Khan (Bg!t No 619),
R/ 0 Gara Baloch District Tank. ... PP ..... (Appé]lzmtj
Versss
. The Provincial Folice Cfficer (.i'{iii.-i;.), ["\LI'&)’I’K‘,‘;}; Pakhtunkhwa Pf:sl'fa\,var.
iZ.ll"'i’h.c 'I{egi:<>1.iz;! Police Ofﬂ‘f’i?;(flj{'[)](’i), Dera Ismail 'Kh’an‘ \
+ 3. The Distriet Pohice Qf'f‘icef,"funk ...... ST e, (R.es‘pon-dent)
WRITEEN REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.
PREL EM INARY OBJECTIONS '
. 1. 'i‘hat‘the: appetlant has got no _c;a:;lse of action & loucs standi.
2. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder/non _—',—_ioind‘er of necessary parties.'f
' 3. That the appeal is time barved. .
4. That 1i:1e':.rg5pei!5ht has not come with clean l':iauds. - (
5. That-the a}:'-;:‘,cliaﬁlt is estopped due to his own cm-lduc-t.
6. That tbhc apptzllant has concealed lh material facts from Honourable Tribunal.
PN

7. That the appeal is not maintainable & incompetent.

8. That the Homourable Service Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the instant appeal.

BRIEF FACYTS.
{. No comm=ants.

2. Pertains to recerd.

L2

Correct to the extent that appeltant \\t& sent to PTC Hangu for training but ‘the remaining
portion <}\!’l the para i1s im?:cn‘m;c-t : lnl;'uc:t during the training at PTC Hangu appellant
absented }'1i1;1se}.f from lijl‘.\’fu}'dli[y for 26- days and was sent unqualified by the
Commandan{ PTC ﬁ!—Ian@ ‘.'i{.h.:;,l»;a[rc.r No. 21 7/(‘}'(}.‘, d:ﬁfvfd 09-01-2014.

4. Incoreect . The appetlant absented himself wilfully during training from PTC Hangu.



S. Incorrect. No such infermation or medical documents regarding illness were:
produced by the appellant nor any information about registration of FIR

furnished.
6. Pertains to.record.

7. Pertains to record.

8. Incorrect. Neither the appellant joined training after his absence nor he was
disallowed to join his training upon his wilful absence of 26-days he was sent
ungualified by Commandant PTC Hangu.

9. Incorrect. The appellant was returned unqualified by Commandant PTC Hangu,
due to his wilful absence from training period, which shéws him unlikely to
prove on efficient police official. Therefore, he was discharged as per provision
of 12-21 Police Rules 1934 r/w Removal from Service Order, 200'5. .

\

[0. Pertaing to record.

U1 Pertains 1o record.

12. May be treated as per Rules

GROUNDS |
* A. Incorrect. The appellant absented himself during the training from PTC Hangu
and was sent back ungualified. The appellant proved himself an inefficient

Police official as per provision of Police Rules 12-21.
B. Incorrect. The order was passed under existing Law & Rules.

C. The appellant absented himselt chring iraining from PTC Hangu and was sent

ungualified. There ts no provision of inguiry under Police Rules 12-21.

D The appellant was sent unqualified by Commandant PTC Hangu because of

wilful absence, therefore e was discharge from service under the Rules.




E. Reply has been given above.
. Reply has been given above,

G. The hppella‘m showed himself an inefficient police official on ﬁrst step of his

service while undergoing mandal;;)ry police trammg, dbsented himself wilfully

and was declared unqualified. : .
H. The appellant proved himsell an inefficient police official.
[. Asstated above.

J. The appeal may be treated according to law.

PRAYER
{tis, thercfore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of these parawise
~comments, the Appeal of the Appellant which is devoid of legal footing and merit-

- may graciously be dismissed.

A

7

Provintial Police Officer

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No.1)

\

» gl J

\ XN -
\~\q‘ \\\ ‘\ . ,-’j\\
\\ (’\"\‘h ‘\ : ' >
: \r’ . ‘ DT .Khan Range D:1.Khan

/ o -~ (Respondent No.2)
t :

District Police Offi¢ cer’,‘\wb

Tank

. (Respondent No. 3,)/
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/ BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
: /-{',‘ _ . PAKHTUNKHWA,; PESHAWAR. |

Service Appeal No. 609/2013

Qaizar Khan s/o Abdul Qadeer Khan (Belt No. 619), :
R/o Gara Baloch District Tank..........c.coooiiiiniiiiinins (Appellant)

Versus i

1. The Provincial Police Officer (IGP), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer (DIG), Dera Ismail Khan |
3. The District Police Officer, Tank...................(Respondents)

| | |

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

We, the respondents do hereby Solemnly affirm and declare on oath
that the contents, of Comments/Written reply to Appeal are, true & correct to
the best of our knowlédge and nothing has been concealed from . this

Honourable Tribunal.

‘Provinéial Potice Officer
Khyb r Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No.1)

D.I.Khan Rgnge.D K han
(Respondél't No.2)

/
District Poilice' Officer,
Tank '

(Respondent No.3)
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* "+ BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER ’:'
iy PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR. =

Service Appeal No. 609/2013

Qaizar Khan s/o Abdul Qadeer Khan (Belt No. 619), . '
R/o Gara Baloch District Tank....... e (Appellant)

1. The Provincial Police Officer (IGP), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer (DIG), Dera Ismail Khan
3. The District Police Officer, Tank....................(Respondents)

AUTHORITY |

- We, the respondents do hereby authorised DSP/Legal, DIKhan to appéar
before the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, on 'our behalf, He is also
authorised to produce/ withdraw any application or documenﬁs in the interest of

Respondents and the Police Department. '

‘Provificial Pef
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

{_]Mv(Res" égnder_ii: No.1) ST
ot 2

TKhan Range D.I.Khan
(Respondent No.2)" -

i . 'i
; A/\ri/‘ ' |
P 4 -
District Police Officér, / :

Tank a
- (Respondent No.3)



'BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.
APPEAL NO. 609/2013
Qaizar Khan Appellant
Versus
Govt: of KPK & others Respondents

'REJOINDER TO THE COMMENTS.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

All objections raised by the respondent No.1 — 3 & 4 are in incorrect
and baseless. Rather the respondents are estopped to raise any
objection due to their own conduct and illegal acts.

ON FACTS.

1-  ParaNo.l need no reply.
2-  Contents of Para-2 has not been denied by the Respondents.

3-  Contents of Para-3 of the comments are wrong whereas that of the
appeal are correct. ‘

4-  Contents of Para-4 of the comments aré wrong and incorrect .
whereas that of the appeal are correct. :

5-  Contents of Para-5 of the comments are absolutely wrong as all the
relevant documents were duly brought into the knowledge/Notice -
of the respondents.

6-  Contents of Para-6 has not been denied by the Respondents.
7- . Contents of Para-7 has not been denied by the Respondents.

8-  Contents of Para-8 are mis-leading and ambiguous. The appellant
duly joined his training but he was not allowed to join his training
rather the appellant was declared as unqualified without any
chance of hearing which is totally against the law & rules and
natural justice. '




P

W»,

. 9. Contents of Para-9 of the comments are totally wron'g and mis-
leading. ' ‘ o ‘ ' :

10- Contents of Para-10 has not been denied by the Respondents.
11-  Contents of Para-11 has not been de_nied by the Respondents,

12- Need no reply.

" GROUNDS: .

All the comments regarding the “Grounds” stated by the

respondents are wrong, unjustified and mis-leading and are liable to be

‘struck down, whereas that of the appellant taken in the memo of Appeal are

correct and may be considered.

" It is, therefore, humbly prayed that tﬁe stance taken by the
respondents in their comments, may kindly be struck down and
the appeal of the appellant may kindly be allowed. & ‘

Appellant
Through:
IBADUR RAHMAN
‘ Advocate High Court
Dated. &/710/2015. _ ' Peshawar. '
AFFIDAVIT.

Stated on oath that the above contents are true and o
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. S
. Deponent
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‘j 'BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR: L

Y

Qaizar Khan o B Appellant

Versus

Govt: of KPK & others C 'Respbndeﬁts

REJOINDER TO THE COMMENTS.

. PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

All objections raised by the respondent No.1-= 3-& 4 are in incorrect -

“and baseless. Rather the respondents are’estopped (to raise any
objection due to their own conduct and illegal acts. ' R

ON FACTS. | e
- Para No.l need no reply. B
o S o
2-

Contents of Para-2 has not been denied by the Respondents.

Contents of Para-3 of the comments are wrong whereas that of the
appeal are correct. S ‘
Contents of Para-4 of the comments are wrong and incorrect
whereas that of the appeal are correct. ‘

Contents of Para-5 of the comments ‘ailre absolutely wrong as all the
relevant documents were duly brought into the knowledge/Notice .

of the respondents.
Contents of Para-6 has not been denied by the Respondents.
Contents of Para-7 has not been denied by the Respondents.

Contents of Para-8 are mis-leading and ambiguous. The appellant
duly joined his training but he was not allowed to join his training
rather the appellant was declared as unqualified withcut - any
chance of hearing which is totally against the law & rules and
natural justice. | :

APPEAL NO. 609/2013 -~

s
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No 2729 /ST Dated 22 /12/2017

To

The District Police Officer,

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Tank.

Subject: JUDGEMENT/ ORDER IN APPEAL NO. 609/13, Mr.QAIZAR KHAN.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgment/order dated
18/12/2017 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Encl: As above

. ' . }7@
e
~
REGISTRAR
m/{ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.
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Serv1ce Appeal No 609/2013

BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBAR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Qalzar Khan s/o Abdul Qad1r Khan Dlstrlct Tank.

VERSUS

1 Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police D. I Khan.

3 DlStl'lCt Pohce Officer Tank.

4 The Commandant Pohce Tralmng College Hangu

INDEX:-
--"':'.ﬁ'.',SANo‘. "'?5]_;)_bic'|'_|n'i¢nt_s L Annexure Page
1ol "Parawise Comments ' 1-2°
2. . | Affidavit 3 .
ormand

DEPONENT

15402-1431222-7

M hamiiind Zaman

‘ ©inspector

P,T,C_,Aéa:?a_
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JBEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBAR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Serv1ce Appeal No. 609/2013

Qalzar Khan s/o Abdul Qadlr Khan, Drstrrct Tank.

VERSUS
. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

: Deputy InSpector General of Pollce D.I.Khan.
' Drstrlct Pohce Ofﬁcer Tank.

e"&»ro:-.

'The C'ommandant Pohce Training College, Hangu.

o Subject —PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHAIL(MESPO___M_N_QQ_
~ PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

g - 1L .That appellant has got. no cause of action to file present appeal

: N 2 :'That the appeal of appellant is time barred.

3 ,That the appeal of appellant is bad for mis-joinder of necessary partles and Jomder of
',unnecessary parties. '
Cig That the appeal isnot malntarnable in the present form. -
| . 5. -That appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
: 37fﬁFACST— . |
| 1.. Need no comments on the part of answering respondent.
2.‘. , Pertaln to record hence no comments
| 3 'Pertam 0. record hence no comments
| 4:.‘- : I'Incorrect appellant rernamed absent from training program therefore the answermg respondent
reverted appellant unquahﬁed to dlstnct ‘ .
‘ 5. _Incorrect appellant, absented himself from training program for long perlod therefore he was
L -reverted to district,
< 6. Not related to replymg respondent. _
R 7 Needs no Gomments, not relevant to the respondent No.4.
- 8 IIncorrect under the rule a trainee remaining out of training program, for long period will be-
| reverted to district. Therefore the answering respondent reverted appellant to dlstrlct in
: 'accordance w1th rules. _
-9 | No related to replymg respondent
0. Not related to. replylng respondent.
. I1. Not related to replymg respondent. -
- 12. Incorrect the appellant has got no cause of action hence his appeal is llable to be dismissed.
- GROUNDS - ' '
- A Incorrect respondent No.4 has reverted appellant to district in accordance wrth rlules as he
- remamed absent from training program for long period.

¢ B, Not related to replymg reSpondent



: "C :Not related to replylng respondent.

. Not related
‘ “E: Not related
. F. Not related

. Needs no comments

D
E
L G. A.Incorrect the appellant remamed absent and he was reverted to drstrrct accordmg to rules.
L 'Needs 1no: comments on the part of respondent No4.

J

- ;'-:_ f _}.' That the respondent may be allowed to add other grounds at the time of argurnent

o It is therefore requested that the appeal of appellant may be dismissed

‘ -.j';'_‘wn:h costs '

. -

Commandant
Police Trammg College,

Hangu.(Respondent No.4)




~ fBEFORE THE HON ORABLE KHYBAR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Servrce Appeal ‘No. 609/2013

e ; . 'Qarzar Khan s/o Abdul Qad1r Khan District Tank.

: : VERSUS
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
N 2 Deputy Inspector General of Police D.I. Khan

3 Dlstnct Police Officer Tank

R

. 4. The Commandant Police Traming College, Hangu.

AFFIDAVIT:-

I Muhammad Zaman Inspector Pohce Tralnmg College Hangu do hereby solemnly
_j"afﬁrm and declared that the contents of the reply on behalf of Respondents of Service - -

R ‘ Appeal No 609- P/2013 are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and ‘belief that
l i_i_nothlng has- been concealed from this Honorable Court

DEPONENT
. 1 5402-14351222-7
Mubzmmad Zainan

. -~
g =€‘-‘»£0r
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