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r 30.1.2015 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP
I '

with Mir Faraz Khan, Inspector (Legal) for the respondents 

present. Rejoinder received, copy whereof is handed over to the 

learned GP. To come up for arguments on 16.3.2015.
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16.3.2015 Appellant with counsel (Mr. Sajid Amin, Advocate) and 

Mr. Ziaullah, GP with Mir Faraz, Inspector (Legal) for the 

respondents present. Arguments heard. To come up for order on 

04.5.2015.

MEMBER MEMBER

SI"-

iii 4.5.2015 Appellant in person and Mr. Ziaullah, GP with Mir Faraz,
i

Inspector (Legal) for the respondents present. Arguments heard.

Vide our detailed judgment of to-day inIS Record perused, 

connected Service Appeal No. 498/2014, titled “Jamshed AH 

Shah. Versus Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar etc.”, this appeal is also disposed of as per detailed 

judgment. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be 

consigned to the record room.
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^ANNOUNCED
1® 04.5.2015.

MEMBER

;■
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19.08.2014 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan. 

GP for the respondents present. The learned Member is on 

official tour to Abbottabad. To come up for the same on 

09.09.2014. .p i
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP with | 

Mir Faraz, Inspector (Legal) for the respondents pre sent. Written | ‘ 

reply received and copy handed over.to counsel for'the appellant.

To come up for rejoinder on 24.10.2014. / r

09.09.2014

ft ;
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24.10.2014 Junior to counsel for the appellant, and Mr.

Adeel Butt, AAG for the respondents present. The lea'rned Memb'er 

is on leave, therefore, case to come up for proceedings as before on 

19.11.2014. //

Muhammad

i

I
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ft.
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19.11.2014 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan. GP
I ’

with Mir faraz. Inspector for the respondents present. The
1 ' 'Tribunal is incomplete. To come up for the same on 29.12.2014.

V_^=^ADER
Clerk to counsel for the apjx^llanl and Mr.^ Muhammad

licspundcnis 
he! -vi icm

30.l2.20lt|
Jan. GP with Mir i-araz. Inspector (Ecgal) .for l tc 
present. The Tribunal is incomplete. To come ip [I'or 
30.1.2015.

on i; i t|: HiI I!I i ' .!LI*
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esent. Preliminary arguments;Appellant with counsel23.05.2014
heard and case file perused. Counsel for the appellant contended that .: I

the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law/mles, ’ >

Against the original order dated 31.12.2013, he filed departmental 

appeal, which has been rejeeted on 10.03.2014, hence the present. 

appeal on 08.04.2014. He further contended that the impugned order ^ -

i

.!•

' dated 10.03.2014, has been issued in violation of Rule-5 of the^^ijil;
Servant (Appeal) Rules 1986. Points raised at the Bar. ^|||^
consideration. The appeal is admitted to regular hearing sulyect to all 

legal objections. The appellant is directed to deposit the security

amount and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, Notices be issued 

to the respondents. Counsel for the appellant also filed an application 

for suspension of operation of orders dated 31.12.2013 and 

10.03.2014. Notice of application should also be issued to the 

respondents for reply/arguments. To come up for written 

reply/comments on main appeal on 20.08.2014 as well as 

reply/arguments on application on 12.06.2014.

i

i

! .

•..i'

i.

■ CX3l^ember
cr C

for further proceedings^This case be put before the Final Bench23.05.2014

Chairman

*r

Siraj Khan, Attorney for the appellant alongwith 

Counsel for the appellant and AAG with Mir Faraz, Inspector 

(Legal) for the respondents present. Power of attorney placed 

file. Respondents need further time. To come up for written reply 

on main appeal as well as reply/arguments on applicaj^on for 

interim relief on 20.8.2014.

i 11.6.2014

on
■

i

mem:mem:
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

502/2014Case No..
\

S.No. Date of order 
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

1 2 3

08/04/2014 The appeal of Mr. Sifat Ullah presented today by Mr. 

Ijaz Anwar Advocate may be entered in the Institution register 

and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary hearing.

1

REGISTRA

This case is entrusted to Primary Ben^lTror preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on2

t

1:
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Appeal No.S^^

Sifal Ullah, Ex- Constable No. 1833, District Police, Bannu.
(Appellant)

/2014

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunldiwa, 
Peshawar and others.

(Respondents)
INDEX

S. PageDescription of Documents AnnexureNo No
1 Memo of Appeal & Affidavit

Suspension order dated 7.11.2013 

Charge Sheet and Statement, of 

Allegations
Reply to the Charge Sheet 
Inquiry Report dated 23.12.2013, 
and Application dated 10.12.2013 

Penalty Order dated 31.12.2013 

Departmental
Rejection Order dated 10.03.2014

1-5
2
3

3 7^6
4
5

6 IX-1 Appeal and

8 Vakalatnama.

Appellant
Through

IJAZ ANWAR 

Advocate Pes lawar
&

SAJTDAMIN
Advocate, Pesnawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Appeal 2014 MJL
Sifat Ullah, Ex- Constable No. 1833, District Police, Bannu.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhw'a, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer Bannu Region Bannu. '
3. District Police Officer Bannu. !

(Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of The Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, against 

the order dated 31.12,2013, whereby the appellant 

has been awarded the major penalty of Dismissal 
from Service, against which his departmental 
appeal has also been rejected vide order dated 

10.03.2014 communicated to the appellant 

14.03.2014.
on

Prayer in Appeal: -

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned 

orders dated 31.12.2013 and 10.03.2014 may 

please be set-aside and the appellant may be 

re-instated in service with all back benefits of
service.

Respectfully Submitted:

1. That initially the appellant was enlisted as Constable in police 

department in the year 2007. i

2. That ever since the appointment, appellant had performed his duties 

as assigned to him with zeal and devotion and there was no
complaint whatsoever regarding his performance. It is' pertinent to 

mention here that during the entire service, the performance of the 

appellant remained commendable, he traced and arrested criminals
who were required to the Police in some high profile cases. Beside 
this, during the roar of militancy, he always remained*in the front
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line against the militants and demonstrated exceptional performance, 
gallantry and devotion beyond the call of duty. His performance was 

also appreciated by the High Ups. ‘
I

3. That while serving in the said capacity the appellant y/as suspended 
from service allegedly on account of having tainted jreputation and 
involvement in anti-social activities. (Copy of suspension order 
dated 7.11.2013 is attached as annexure A).

4. That the appellant was served with Charge Sheet anil statement of 

allegations dated 06.12.2013, containing certain unfounded and 

baseless allegations. The allegations leveled in the Ciiarge Sheet are 

reproduced bellow, for ready reference: '
have been suspended by the regional Police Officer 

Bannu on the basis of your tainted reputation and your 

alleged involvement in anti social activities,
(Copy of the Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations is 

attached as Annexure B)

5. That the appellant duly replied the Charge Sheet arid refuted the 

allegations leveled against him as false and baseless vike reply dated 

13.12.2013. ( Copy of the Reply is attached as Annexure C)

6. That a partial inquiry was conducted and the inquiry officer without 
properly associating the appellant with the inquiry proceedings 

conducted inquiry and submitted his findings ' wherein he 

recommended the appellant for major punishment vide the inquiry 

report dated 23.12.2013. It is pertinent to mention here that due to 

the partisan behavior of the inquiry officer, the appellant also 

submitted an application dated 10.12.2013, for the Unarking the 
inquii-y to any other officer, however no action was ’taken on his 

request. (Copy of the Inquiry Report and application dated 

10.12.2013 are attached as Annexure D).

7. That thereafter without issuing upon him any Final ’Show Cause 
Notice, the appellant was awarded the major punishment of 
“Dismissal from Service” vides order dated 31.12.2013 to the 
appellant. (Copy of the Order dated 31.12.2013 is \ attached as 
Annexure E)

8. That the appellant submitted his departmental appeal, however it has 
also been rejected vide order dated 10.03.2014. Copy oflhe rejection 
order was however communicated to the appellant on’ 14.03.2014. 
( Copies of the departmental appeal and rejection order 'are attached 
as Annexure F & G) \
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9.; That the impugned Orders are illegal unlawful against law and facts 

? hence liable to be set aside inter alia on the following grounds :

GROUNDS OF APPEAL.

A. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law 

! hence his rights secured and guaranteed under the law are badly 

' violated. i

,B. That no proper procedure has been followed before awarding the 

major penalty of Dismissal from Service, to the, appellant. No 

1 proper inquiry has been conducted, the appellant has not been 

associated with the inquiry proceedings, statements of witnesses 

if any were never taken in his presence nor he has been allowed 

opportunity of cross examination, moreover he ihas not been 

served with any show cause notice, thus the whole proceedings 

are defective in the eyes of law.

C. That the allegations leveled against the appellant are general in 

nature and no specific instance has been shown where he has 

been found involved in the charges leveled against him, thus the 

Charge Sheet in itself is ambiguous and not warranted under the 

law.

D. That the appellant has not been allowed opportunity of personal 
hearing, thus he has been condemned unheard.

E. That in the Charge Sheet/ Statement of allegations it was alleged 

that the appellant is having tainted reputation and allegedly 

involved in anti social activitieSy however not a single instance 

has been mentioned wherein he has been found involved in such
I

like such like activities, thus he has not been allowed fair 

opportunity to defend himself against the charges. ,

F. That the charges leveled against the appellant were never proved 

in the enquiry, the enquiry officer gave his findings, 
and conjunctures, moreover the inquiry officer had .stated in the 

inquiry report that he secretly collected information from the 

local people about the character, however neither the names of 

those person (if any) were brought on record nor the appellant 
has been allowed to cross examine those person on whom 

statements the inquiry officer relied and recommended him for 

major punishment. Thus the inquiry report is defective in nature.

on surmises
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G. That the appellant has never been served with Show Cause 

Notice, nor has he been provided the copy of the'inquiry report, 
before the imposition of penalty upon him, which is mandatory in 

case of awarding major penalty.

H. That the appellant has never indulged in any such activities 

beneficial to his person except the performance of good duty. The 

allegations leveled against the appellant are quite baseless, based 

on hearsay evidence which has got no footings in the service 

laws. The Superior Courts have always held that no' one should be 

condemned without solid reasons.

I. That appellant has never committed any act or omission which 

could be termed as misconduct, albeit been awarded the penalty 

of “Dismissal from Service. ”

J. That the appellant has not been associated with the inquiry 

proceedings, his statement has not been recorded by the inquiry 

officer, nor any witness have been examined or if so examined 

the appellant has not been allowed to cross examine those who 

may have deposed against me.

K. That the appellant never committed any act and omission that 
could be termed as misconduct albeit he has been awarded the 

penalty of dismissal from service. The charges leveled against the 

appellant were based on mere presumptions, moreover the same 

also remained unproved during the inquiry. All the proceedings 

conducted against the appellant and the penalty awarded to him 

was predetermined.

L. That the inquiry officer while exceeding his mandate, had 

conducted inquiry even in those charges which were neither 

mentioned in the charge sheet nor the appellant was afforded 

opportunity to defend himself against those unfounded and 

baseless charges.

M. That the appellant has at about 7 years bright and spotless
career at his credit, the service record of the appellant bear 

testimony of his spotless service career, the appellant has

service

never
communicated any adverse entries nor has any bad entries in his 

ACRs, the penalty imposed upon him is too harsh and liable to be 

set aside.
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N. That the facts and grounds mentioned in the reply, to the Charge 

Sheet and the departmental appeal of the appellant may also be 

read as integral part of the instant departmental apppl.

O. That the appellant is jobless since his illegal Dismissal from 

Service.

P. That the appellant also seeks permission of this Honorable 

Tribunal to rely on additional grounds at the time' of hearing of 

the instant appeal. I

It iSy thereforcy humbly prayed that on acceptance of this 

appeal the impugned orders dated 31.12.2013 and 10.03.2014 may 

please he set-aside and the appellant may be re-instated in service 

with all back benefits of service

Through

IJAZ ANWAR 

Advocate Peshawar
&

SAJID AMIN 

Advocate, Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sifat Ullah, Ex- Constable No. 1833, District Police, 
Bannu, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 
contents of the above noted ^^eal are true and correct and that 
nothing 
Tribunal.

cealed from hi Hoiaourable
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bannu RgnioK? .. ’. ^ ORDER

The^mediate effect for their ftUuT^to 
n-'ajority of them have 
activities:-

OfficeVs/officials 
fulfill legal obligations 

sot tainted reputation

are suspended- with 
coupled v/ith the fact that ‘ 

and .allegedly involved in anti-social
1.

ASl'’Rasod‘i(h Bannu.
AS H rd In m"'®

Constable Arif Uliah Mo qcc o Bannu.
Constable'Aman UUah No. 1977 QRF^Poli'ce^^''''
Constable Shahid Aslam No 2Dfi7 rr ' ^ District Bannu.
Constable Saboor No 293 Police i' ^aadullah PS City)Constable Shah QiarfLis^fpohrM'
Constable Azmar ijn-,'-, m Distric: Bannu.
Constable Hahin Ulllh <;h°hlf ^ Bannu,
Driver/Constable Attique°No 1609^3 rf' ‘’h"'"'' B""™. ,
Driver/Constable Tawab No ,269 P9 J B"™"-

7

3.
4.
5.
6,
7. District Bannu. 

. , Bannu.8.
9. •
1C,
11.
12.
13.

h
■ 14.,
15.
16,

^ "/'i-iil ' i"17.
15.

■ ' II

19.
20.
21.

/i i

\SAJiD/vl_l KHAN) PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 
Ban.nu Region, Bt.r.nu ’

/2013 •
,dated Bannu the

Copies to;-

The Prcrinda. Police Officer. KhyberPahhtunkh

The District Police Officpr R:,nN ^

/ // :■< .

,-1.

for favour of informationwa
P'^^ase.

3.

wa,
,4.Z^'/ .//

f<'

(SAJiD Ay'f<HAN/ PSP 
Regional Police Officer 
Bannu Regi on, Bannu
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CHARGE SHEET
A

I, MUHAMMAD IQBAL District Police Office, Barinu, as competent 

authority, hereby charge you Constable Sifat Udah No.489 of Police Line Bannu 

you have been suspended by the Regional'Police Officer, Bannu on the basis of your 

tainted reputation and- your alleged involvement in anti-social activities. Your 

activities are against the norms of a disciplined service, morality and impartialness 

vvhich are badly required for the police force. '

as

By reason of the above you appear to be guilty of misconduct under the 

police. Rules (Amended vide NWFP gazette,. 11 January 1976) and .have rendered 

yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in the said rules.

2.

You are therefore, directed to submit your defense 'Adthin 07 days of 

the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry officer.

3.
7

Your vv'ritten defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry Officer within 

' the specified period, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to 

put in and in that case an ex-parte action shall be taken against you-

4.

S. Vou are directed to intimate whether you desire to be heard iri person.

A statement of allegations is enclosed.CO

(MUHA.^.MAli'lQbAL) 

District .^^'’olice Officer, 
Bannu:
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,y
STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS: \

I, Muhammad. .Iqbal, District Police Officer, Bannu' as competent 

authority, am of the opinion that Constable Sifat UUah No.489 of Police Line, Bannu 

has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against as he has committed the following 

misconduct within the meaning of Police Rules (amended vide NWTP gazette 27-^*' 

January 1976).

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS:
I

He has'been,suspended by the Regional Police Officer, Bannu on the 

basis of his tainted reputation and his alleged involvement in anti-social activities. His 

activities are against the norms of a disciplined, service, morality and impartialness 

which are badly required for the police force.

1.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused with 

reference to 'the above allegations Mr. Liaqat Shah, DSP Naurang, District Lakki 

Marwat, is appointed’3S Enquiry Officer. • ' .

2.

The Enquiry Officer shall provide reasonable opportunity of heari.ng to 

the .accused, riDcord statements etc and findings, within-(2.S-days) after the receipt of 

this order.

3. .

.The accused shall join, the proceedings on the date, time, and place 

-fixed by the_Enquiry Officer.

4.-

(MUHAMMAD
District; Police atfiPer,

■Bannu. . ,7o / yaNo.
Copies to (1) Constable Sifat UUah No.489 of Police'Line Bannu -(2 Mr. 

.-Liaqat Shah, DSP Naurang/District Lakki Marwat (3) SRC Bannu.

t

(MUHA.MMAD IQBvX^
District PcHice Officer, 

Bannu.

f
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Respcclccl Sir.
66&-70 7 SRC/:iaa.te'd I

■;\oocl self-number• WilV; reference lo yuur ;
V.as uncK'r.:-r0P'M2/13.

. r.r Consluble in'the year 2007 

in the training institution, reported

has lu'cn

disehari’cd

•ruiU‘d '-‘in ice deplt: as-ct1 riie/i^rlili^'iu.M' rec. ^

and after nndergoing basic trainin^c, m 
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7. /\c>;o:'ci ing, ic; Ih- dicln of Supreme court of Puki.sla.n 
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as wcl.i as service l
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impar ialnes.s' are not governed by
:ct regarding in-inorality and Lin-
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.oflicial/ollicer can be- entangle with such like allegations without 

subst: ntive proofbccause the, petUioner has shown-bravciyc every'time

no

i.
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durinp. the course of servicedn pcrforihancc of duty.
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rp ; shi et may kindly be tilled v/itljiout further action.
■c-
v.'. ' ' - cl.

Yours Obediently

j.

I^olice I/iiiG Bpnnuf- ; . r

tv.:.i

[3 ^ V't' ■ ;
;
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OFFICE OF THE .
ir - ■, M

District Police Officer 7

BAN MU.
Phone Mo: ■ 0928-9270 038 Fsx No: 0S28-9270G46

.08.No. Dafed^l.1^014 .

Constablo Sjfatui:^;h No.439 of D^sfriot Bajinu Posico.io:

ORDER

1. You, Constable Sifatullaii No.489 were charged for the rriiscoriducl 

' communicated Io you during depcrlmonlai proceedings, the gist of which is ihu^ 

ycl! had a tainted reputation and remained invoiveo in anli social activities, 

■ Accordingiy proper departmenial enquiry was conducled to find out facts.

2. !Vlr.. iiaqat Shah’-DSP’Nuuraou 'Oistrid Lakki^vac appeinfed as inquiry Officer 

vrho has submitted his findings, wherein hs has reported that you have been 

irivoived in corruption, 6es:dd-c, during the'course of enquiry, you were caught 

red handed by i..achi po.'ice.of disirict kohat while transporiing a no.n custom.paid 

can'. You were then .booked aioFSR Np,433 u/s 27G/337/427M19/420PPC • PS 

Loch; dated 23;.1T.2313. .This ,:s ample prooDof yo.ui' inyoivemeni Pec 

• activities, - . . .
c

3, You were Galled in the„prder'y, room oh 30.12.2013 and y/ere heard in person. -
r

• You. had -nothing, subscantiai in your, defense. Therefore,. \._ Mohamrnad icibaP 

DPO Barinu, .as competent qulhpriiy. under Police. Rules .(amerided vide NWpP 

gazette, 27 January'-1976.) have, come ..to (he conoiusion'that charges ieveied 

against you are. proved beyond any doubt and that your .retantiori in police 

service'wcuid be haimfui for.ihe force. .1 have, therefore, decided io.impose major 

penalty of dismisscil from service upon you. Ttiis order will take orioci: 

immediately. '•

>. •

/
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lt (Mn ihc puhlic lb lJu‘ oCnctM's biiul, this is wiiy llinl iu) (k‘[)iirlnibiii;il 
;ic(i(iti li;iN l)L'(.‘ii iniliiiU'd ;ii4;iinsl llu' pt'liliinu'f IVinu ntn dii llu'
iKisi^v III' .Aiili S(Ki,;il ;i(iiN ilii-s ui- 11:1 nspoil:! I ........... j' N( I’ \ i-liiili-s.

7. riu‘ ;ilico;,iio„ k>N ck'(P in . Hr- suhjccl ( Sliocl is nnl l);ist'il upon
ku'Is l)cc;uiso !hi' pclilioiUT li;is nol hccii cniitisclcd h>' llu.' niiliioiiu in 
li^lil nl Ilif.t'on 1 t'liIs nl.tlu' nhnxc nilc^nlions. /\ccpn!in|i 1(» st't'\iof 1 
\\ lu'rii’MT III) |nnnl; is :i\;iil:il)k' ;i^;i insl ,;i n > ul'lkiT/nlTioinl on llu- snhi 
nl futruplinn or liny nllicr iinli-snciiil :K'li \ ilirs Mini I hr oiTiriiil/nf'ricii is 
(lii'i'i.'lcd iiy llir ;i n (lid j i 1 \ I o)' 1 r I o nn ;i I ion oi' rcnios i tip I lu' siiorl 
01 Ilii s;inu' is l oiniiinniritlnl In llir olTiri'i7orik;i;il in slinpr ol ink i i sr 
iriiiiirks in llu- A( K Ixil in iny riisr no snrli luku-rsr rriiinrlvs Inis hr 
(.■oniiniini(.';ili.'(l In iiu' in sliiijiL' oi A( 1^ or :uk itr, ^\ liit li suppt-sl lliiil (hr 
;ilko;i(ions monlion in llu’ iiimve Idler is nol snhsliinlinied I>\ 
evidence.

:iv\ s
•! ri' I
I .

r I) m 111' ‘
li. n

rn

V eopeiil

S. Aceordinp lo Ihe liieln oC Supreme conri. of Ikikisl.iin as w ell ;
Ifihimal aiul llie constilnlion of Islamic re))nl)lic oT I’aUislan 1973 
orricial/olTicei- should lie condemned willionl solid reasons / proof of an\ 
allepalion and in (he easeol any alle^alion apaiiisl Ihe spiril of polii-e ' 
rnles/serv ice law s. Ihe ollicial/ollicer will he snspendetl w hen lire,re is 
some cine leading Inw ards Ihe allepalions l)ul in Ihe case of pelilionei

nor anv

IS serv ice
no

11 (I
complaini whal so cver has been made apaiiisl Ihe pelilioner 
kind (d- link'd allepalion has been relereed in Ihe charge shed. I he 
general allepnlioiis willvonl proof is 
harassmeni of ihe ofUciai.

-I
nolhin^ bnl amonni.s ihe

‘k lhal. Ihr alk-palions, in llu: eliarp
eopenl/soiid prool and no oilicial/olTicer can lie enlanple wilh such Ml 
allepalions wilhoni snbslanlive pro(d'.

Mh lhal llie ajiepalions of Iransporlalion of non-cusloiii paid vehicle is nol

aeeoi (linp (o law no one can lu‘ 
condemned for any allepal.ion nol sn.bslanlialecl by any copenl rea.siins 
or pi-oof. Ai-ia! allepaiions aoninsl any ofricer/olUcials is a^ainsl I he 
X (inslilnlion of Islamic Uepnblic of I'akislan 1973 asw’dl as olhei la\> s 
of I he la nd.

sLu-r I a 1 r nol pov r 1 net I 11 \ a o \
U'

poN.rrncd by aiiy sedid proof and

I 1. I lial onlv on llie basis of receiid of reply In llie cliarpe shed was iiiailc 
■ llie in(|nir\ proceciliop which is.nol called inijiiiiv ralher Ihr sanir

snppesl lhal (he anlHot ily has already decided lo dismissed me from Ihc
serv ice w lialevei- llie resiilf of Ihe ini|niry may lie. In llie iiuiuirv 
slalemeiils ol all Ihose persons were leeorded in piesence of ihe 
ddanllinp ollieial w ho are siipporlinp (he charges of charge shed bnl in 
my ca.se no such slalemeni has been recorded and Omni bus order has 
been jiassed by Ihe l)l‘0 on Ihe ille<;al in(|niry of Ihe in(|niry oflicer.

I--llhiI Ihe llndin^ ol Ihe inf|iiii:y ofHeei' cleaidy sfip^esl lhal he has 
decided lo declare me 
because Ihe reasons advanced

as pnilly of llie charpes bv hook a nd c roo'k -
in Ihe iiKpiiry . proce.edinps and ihc . 

eliarpes leveled in Ihe charpe shed aie t(nilc differeiK. l lie law 0.I ihr 
land and I'liles presci'ibed lhal wlien ever en(]niry officer is incinit-inp. 
inlo Ihe mailer lie shotdd lo conironi Ihe defanltinp oiricer vviih specific 
allepalion whereas in peneral allepalions dias been lev eledmv case
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111 Uk- iii(iiiir\ |)riiii.'i.“i)ni>^,s
adjudii'iiliitii iai llii- coiirl ol l;i\\ and iink'ss and nnlil llio saini* has luil 
hct'ii decided IVom liie eonijiclcnt coiicfOf hnv, no one can he hlatned lor 
die s:ii(| ehar^es.

I Im

IS

13. 1 hat il is Hie law ol' the land as well as law of nainre dial a 
liresnnied innoeenl unless.and nidi! eoiivieled fj-

....... I person, is
oiii llie eompetcnl eoiiri 

ol law lull in my ease withoiil waiting die resnll or eonri onU'r in du' 
ease KIK i\o. 433 da led 23/1 I/) 3 U/S 279/337(;/427/4 h)/42l) PP( I’s
i.aeli'i , eapilai jiiinislimenl lias been indicled upon me in xiidalion ol’ 
hnv and rules and in ease if mv ae(|nillal in Hie eonii of law 
^iie\anees will not ho I'edri'ssed in shape ol money and my ilefama’lii 
^\ ill not he I'eslored. on an\ imsl.

n I \
m

Id. riial the iiKpiirN ol'lleei- has reeorded onl\
disposing Ihe in(|nir> proeeedin!.>s one id' (.nl .lanan and Sho laelii and 
another ol IJasher Idian ln\esli[ialin|i idfieer wilhonl snmmoniiiL: dir 
omeer/iiflleial mcntioned.in the slalemeiil of (he above Iwo idlicials aiid 
w ilhonl afloi-din^ opporlniiily lor rehnllin;; the alle^ali.ons of (he aim 
l\'o olliLeis. Ihe inijnii’y ollieer \vas so inneh iti hni'rv in snlmiission 
Ids lindino dial c\en record the sialcmeni he has not bonder lo reeord 
die slalemenl ol DVVs (he name ol w liicli are mentioned in m\ stalenu-ol 
“iiN en to (he iii(|n ii \ id I leer, .1 he main deem of the in(| nir\ in (he ea pil ;i 1 
ehar^e is to separate orame fi-om die ehal'e but the attitude of the 
in(|uiiy ofncer

(\N () statements w hih

N e
nl"

md impartial ratliei' sfieaks his diversion (un\; 
my punishment on an\ cost w hieh hasdone by him.

as l I ■ ( 1 .S

15. I Ital aetnally 1 aloiyn \\iih mv Asad Ali Shah Inspeetoi 
I' rom

■ w ere eomiii!.-
resha\\ar (0 Bannn and when reaehed to (he taxi adda I’esliawai. 

(he motor ea r bearing no. U/‘)4 1 h l‘eshaw'ar w as pai'ked on. I he road and 
■ asked ns that he is ^oin^ to Hannn aml.if \> e ai e proeeedin^s to daiion 

then we can ^old in the niotoi-ear on (lie reiil (d'Rs. (d)()/^- per passenger >
\\as ti\e<l beeanse (he \eliiele was ^oiii^ to liaiinnwithonl his nnmbiV. 
Atlei- tl.xin;^ Ihe rate widi (hedriver we started from I*esha3vai- to lb 
when we eross the laehi ba/aar , die dri\'er of (he motor 
eonirolleil the \ehiele and turned down near (lie Jnii^ara Imlel in do 
mean while poliee eame there (he driver (led ;

I nn n 
ear has no(

iwa>’ from the spot ami i 
\veie arr.esled by the poliee in injured eoidliiion, i 

nairaled (he (rue story bcfoi-e (lie pediee bnl die 
poliee was reluetanl the aeeepl ol' real eonlention and boojual 
abo\ e ease.

alon^ with siCat nllah
and -Asad Ali Shah

ns. in die

Ih. I hat I and Asad Ali Shah diseloseil-the pai'ticnlar ol- (he xlrix er iif (he 
\eliiele to Ihe lO and .SIK) but lliev were not acecptiii'i oirr eonlention 

a statement from our side D/S Ibl Cr.dC from hisand N\ rote own.,
know ing the condnel ol the lO, 1 a.pproachcd ihe court 22A((i} ( C.IA 
and |■ccorllcd ni)' statement U/S 16! Cr.l*C according to tlic actual fael 
and eireiunstanec (d’ the ease. Admitting mv contention bv-l’lic eoiirt the 
lO was directed aeeordinoly eojiv-of (he order is aiuievetk The dri\nl’ 
die vehicle is elaimin<i the .said \ ehiele and also its d ri\ ioTim t he dax of

lnd the local pidiee iil' kidial is relnelani to do so lor (he 
reasons/liest known to the K).
oeeu rrenee

17. i hat the law on the subject is very much clear that the K) is bound lo 
I et 01 d Ihe stalcmeii ( ol a censed oi' a n y ot hei' pei'son coming forw a rd lor 
l ecordtno (heir slaleinent for and a^ain.sl.lhe incident i.o w hal exe r max



l)C’ hill the nialafulL' (iT llic K) IJaslicr Uiuui is ci*ystal clear ironi llic facts 
that lie was reliictaiil lo record my slaleiiieiil , statemenl ol sifal ullah as 
well as (he si ale men I of d riser shoiiUal Ali.

, 1S. i liar on receipl ol‘ llie tliulin” of imjnify dlTicer llie KI'O williool 
a|>preeiatin^ the material of iminiry passeil an driler (it dismissal 
w ithout ^is iri^i any reason’s. According lo the diclas ol supreme conn ol 
ral;islan as well as service trilmnals the order foi’ awardiip^ the cajiital 
punishment must he hiised n[)on solid and cogent reasons. I'he; order 
must he in a nature lo rehnt the. contention ()f ,the defaulting officer 
w il.honl solid proof hut the Rl‘() only passed Iw'ii lines order of dismissal 
w hich is alien of tile hooks of law.

h). 1 hat the 1)1*0While passinti the order of dismissal has riot assess the 
chare.es of charge sli.ect the procecdiii^is <d’ in(|uiry , ciilleclvd c\idi lu i'. 

. of the l*\Vs anti contention of myself iii r’ehntlin^ the. eharjies.. It w as the 
hounded duly of the KPO lo place in jnsta position all the procedure of 
the inipiiry .proc^'cdines and their after passed a a;|))>ropriale Order 
accordin^ lo the justice hut the in(|uiry proceedings anil the order ol the 
1)1*0 clearK sneeesi that ah ead)' decision ol'dismissal has heen jiavsed 
on me w hat ever the evidence for and against may he such like order of 
dismissal is (jnite aeainst the norms of jnslice and.annMinIs In 
diseonra’ee me.

1

V

2(1. riiat in the in(|nir\ priiceediiijis proper.opporlnnity will he provided to 
the defanltinjiofficial for cross examination upon tlie l*\Vs to iin-earlh 
the real facts and in my case as evident from the iiuiniry ofITcer no 
charge has been proved against me. furthermore, the imjni'ry ofUcci- 
has not hrioii^ht on record any such fact vide which I have approached 
for choice posting hut wdienever I have heen directed Or performance of 
dnt)' as a driver in any police station, 1 havedischarjicd .my fnriclion e(t- 
hearledly , scarifyinn ni) life, in jierfoi’mance of front line dnt). 1 lie 
1)1*0 has ii()t considered the material of iiuinii'y proceedings and passed 
I he oi'der of dismissal a;4ainst the spirit of law and jiistice. .

21. rile petitioner is the only hread-earner of the family and such like 
(lefamalion ^vill certainly d.isconra.^c myself as Nvell as other police 
olilcials in performance of dnty specially in the situation facinji h) tile 
police injiow' a da) S.

In li|.ihl of llie a hose facts and circnmsiances, it i.s reiiiiested Ih.ii 
the oi'der of 1)1*0 heario” OB No. 1464 dated 3 1/I 2/13 may kindl\ lie 
set-a.side and I max he reinstated to the service IVoin tlie dale of 
suspension.,I will pra\' for )'onr Ion”.life and ”ood health.

Von>*t>i)l)edienlls

/K
. Sil'al ullali 

VC No. 4S^)



i I^LICE DEPARTMENT. BANNU REGION.

ORDER

My this order will dispose of departmental appeal preferred 
by Ex: FC Sifat Ullah No. 489 of Operation Staff, Bannu against the order of Major 
Punishment of dismissed from service by DPO/Bannu vide Order No. 1464 dated 31-12- 
2013 for committing of the following omissions: -

• That his reputation was reported to be tainted as vyell as charged for 
• anti social activities

The said EX: FC was proceeded against departmentally for 
the above misconduct. Mr. Liaqat Shah, DSP/Naurang, District Lakki Marwat 
appointed as Enquiry Officer, who conducted proper departmental enquiry into the 
allegations and submitted his findings. The delinquent Police FG was reported to be 
guilty of the charges. Hence, he was awarded major punishment of Compulsory 
retirement from service by the competent authority under police rule-1975 vide Order 
Book No and dated quoted above.

was

The appellant preferred departmental appeal before the 
undersigned for set asiding the. awarded punishment. The undersigned, besides 
perusing the departmental enquiry file and contents of the appeal, also verified the 
allegations through various sources which were found accurate. Opportunity of 
personal hearing was also afforded to the appellant but failed to satisfy the 
undersigned regarding the allegations leveled against him.

Keeping in view the above, therefore, I SAJID All KHAN. 
Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region. Bannu in exercise of the powers vested in 
under Police Rules 1975. hereby file the instant appeal with immediate effect.
Order announced. \

t

me

(Sajid All Khan)PSP 
Regional Police Officer, 

Bannu Region, Bannu. • ^

No. ^ 7-^ '^/EC. dated Bannu the ^

Copyto:-

The District Police Officer, Bannu along with service record containing 
departmental proceeding file for information and necessary action^w/r 
^o his office memo: No. 811 dated 28-01-2014. [ /
Ex: FC Sifat Ullah No. 489. /

/2014.

1.

2.

(Sajid AH Khan)P5P 
Regional Police Officer, 
^nnu Region, Bannu

;



. ^ ^ POWER OF ATTORNEY .

k'/ZAIn the Court of

}For
. }P]aintifr 

} Appellant 
}Petitioner 
} Complainant

VERSUS
}Defendant
}Respondent
}Accused
}

Appeal/Revision/Suit/Application/Petition/Casc No. of
Fixed for

I/We, the undersigned, do hereby nominate and appoint

IJAZ ANWAR ADVOCATE, SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN

and lawful attorney, for me
in m'/sWe and on my bSialf to appear Z. to appear, plead, act and 
answer in the above Court or any Court to which the business is transferred in the above 
matter and is agreed to sign and file petitions. An appeal, statements, accounts, exhibits. 
Compromises or other documents whatsoever, in connection with the said matter or any 
matter arising there from and also to apply for and receive all documents or copies of 
documents, depositions etc, and to apply for and issue summons and other writs or sub
poena and to apply for and get issued and arrest, attacliment or other executions, warrants 
or order and to conduct any proceeding that may arise there out; and to apply for and 
receive payment of any or all sums or subinil for the above matter to arbitration, and to 
employee any other Legal Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and 
autliorizes hereby conferred on the Advocate wherever he may think fit to do so, any other 
lawyer may be appointed by my said counsel to conduct the case who shall have the same
powers.

AND to all acts legally necessary to manage and conduct the said case in all 
respects, whether herein specified or not, as may be proper and expedient.

AND I/we hereby agree to ratify and confimi all lawful acts done on my/our behalf 
under or by virtue of this power or of the usual practice in such matter.

PROVIDED always, that I/we imdertake at time of calling of the case by the 
Court/my authorized agent shall inform the Advocate and make him appear in Court, if the 
case may be dismissed in default, if it be proceeded ex>parte the said counsel shall not be 
held responsible for the same. All costs awarded in favour shall be the right of the counsel 
or his nominee, and if awarded against shall be payable by me/us

IN WITNESS whereof I/'we have hereto signed at 
__________________ day to_______________the the year

Executant^Executants__________________
Accepted subject to the terms regarding fee

Ijaz AnwarSAJirJ AMIN
(f. \A\OH COURT Advocate High Courts & Supreme Court of PakistanAOVCH -

ADVOCATES, LEGAL ADVISORS, SERVICE & LABOUR LAW CONSULTANT 
FR-3 &4, Fourth Floor, Biiour Plaza, Saddar Road, Peshawar Cantt 

Ph.091-5272154 Mobile-0333-9107225 i
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BEFORE THEKHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2014Appeal No.

Sifat UUah .... Applicant
Versus

Provincial Police Officer and others .. .. Respondents

APPLICATION FOR THE SUSPENSION OF

OPERATION OF ORDERS DATED 31/12/2013

AND 10/03/2014 TILL THE FINAL DISPOSAL

OF THE TITLED APPEAL.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH.

1. That applicant has filed the tided appeal before this 

Honourable Tribunal in which today i.e. 23/5/2014 is the 

date fixed for the preliminary hearing.
i

2. That the facts^ and grounds mentioned in the tided appeal 

may be read as integral part of the instant application.

3. That appHcant has got very good prima facie case and is 

sanguine of his, success^ in the same.

4. That balance of convenience lies in favour of the applicant 

and an irreparable loss would accrue to him if the instant 

application was not accepted.

a
*

9'I

ft-V
i



♦
i

5. That any grounds will be raised at the time of arguments 

with prior permission of this Honourable Tribunal.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this application operation of the orders 

dated 31/12/2013 and 10/03/2014 may please be 

suspended till the final decision of the titled appeal.

Applicant£Through

IJAZ ANWAR
/OAnd*

SAJID AMEEN

Advocates, Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT:-

I, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that all the 

contents of instant application are true and correct and nothing has 

been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

DEPONENT

ATItSiEO

m/

T’

•f
<1
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Appeal No. 5^^^ /2ni4.

Sifat UUah .... Applicant
Versus

Provincial Police Officer and others
r

.... Respondents

A

APPLICATION FOR THF, SIJSPF.NSIOM OF 

OPERATION OF ORDKR.S DATFn
AND 10/03/20^4 TILL THE FIN AT

31/12/2013

DISPOSAL
OF THE TITLED APPEAT

RESPECTFULL YSMr^\m7Tyf
\\

1. That applicant has filed the titled appeal before this 

Honourable Tribunal in which today i.e. 23/5/2014 is the

date fixed for the preliminary hearing.

2. That the facts and grounds mentioned in the titled appeal 

may be read as integrH part of the instant application.

3. That applicant has got very good prima facie case and is 

sanguine of his success in the

)

same.

4. That balance of convenience lies i 
and an

applicadon was not accepted.

, - in iavoLir of the a|)plicant
hreparable loss would accrue t(j him if the instant

»“ ■ v-* ,
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5. That any grounds will be raised at the time ot arguments 

with prior permission of'this Honourable i ribunal.
;

humbly pruyed that on 

acceptance of this application operation of the orders 

dated 31/12/2013 and 10/03/2014 may please be 

pended till the final decision of the titled appeali

It is therefore, most
k-

:

•j
■\

1-, SUS
•'

I

j

■Applicanti;' ,
a

ThroughV,.

IJAZ ANWAR■4 ■■ f'

And
f

SAJID AMEEN ;

Advocates, Peshawar.
;

AFFIDAVIT:- ; .

oath that all the 

true and correct and nothing has
I, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

contents of instant application 

been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

on

are

DEPONENT !

-•<

-I
>•
i

J &• f

■muiffrnwiiaBWlP anr
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Appeal /2014

Sifat Ullah .... Applicant
Versus

Provincial Police Officer and others .... Respondents

application__FOR THE SUSPENSION OP

QIAE R A'riON OF O R OF I?

AND 10/03/2014 TTT.L THE FfKTAT 

OF THE TITLED APPT at

DATED 3l/12/?i)1^

disposal

RESPECTFULLY SHKWP:tm^

1. That applicant has filed the titled appeal before this 

Honourable 'fribunal in which today i.e. 23/5/2014 is the 

tlale lixetl lor ihe preliminary hearinyc

2. ihat the hicts and grounds mentioned in the titled appeal 

may be read as integral part of the instant application.

3. That applicant has 'got very good prima facie case and is 

sanguine of his success in the same.

4. That balance of convenience lies in favour of the applicant 

and an iiieparable loss would accrue lo him if the instant

application was not accepted.

■

b .-j
m- - 1^1. K, :s Wv .
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5. That any grounds will be raised at the time of arguments 

with prior permission of this Honourable Tribunal.

1

humbly prayed that on 

of the orders

and 10/03/2014 may please be

It is therefore,
acceptance of this application operation 

dated 31/12/2013
pended till the final decision of the titled appeal.

most

sus

Applicant

Throughr:li-

IJAZ ANWAR 

And

SAJII) AMliliN

Advocates, Peshawar.
■■'V,

AFFIDAVIT:-

oath that all the 

and correct and nothing has
1, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

contents of instant application are true 

been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

on

D E O N E N T

f •

1

. £I

k

• 5
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SiHir Ullah . -Applicant
Versus

Provincial Police Officer and others . ■Respondents

APPLICATION FOR THE StJSPF.NSION OF 

OPERATION OF ORDERS DATED 31/12/7.on

and 10/03/2014 TILL THE FTNAT. DISPOSAT 

OF THE TITLED APPFAT

respectfully SHRWVrM^

1. That applicant has filed the tided appeal before 

Honourable Tribunal in which today i.e. 23/5/2014 is the 

date fixed for the preliminary hearing.

this

2. That the facts and grounds jnentioned in the titled appeal 

may be read as integral part of the instant application.

3. That applicant has -got ver)^ good prima facie case and is 

sanguine of his success in the same.

4. That balance of convenience lies in favour of the applicant

and an irreparable loss would accrue to him if the instant 

application was nor accepted.

V
■ 4
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grounds will raised at the time of arguments5. 'Fhat any
with prior permission of this Honourable I ribunal.

I

humbly prayed that on 

of the orders

;It is therefore, most

acceptance of this appUcation operation 

dated 31/12/2013 and 10/03/2014 may please be
(‘■.1

pended till the final decision of the titled appeal.sus

I

Applicant
* Through

IJAZ ANWAR <

And

SAJID AMEEN :r'

Advocates, Peshawar.

9AFFIDAVIT:-

oath that all theI, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

contents of instant application are true and correct and nothing has

on

been concealed from this Hohpurable Tribunal.

i
I'

DEPONENT

‘■I

r

I
.i

(
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 502/2014.

Sifat Ullah, Ex-Constable No.489, District Police Bannu. (Appellant)

VERSUS

1) Provincial Police OfRcer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu

3) District Police Officer Bannu (Respondents)

PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENTS No.l to 3.

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

1) That the appellant has approached the Honourable Tribunal with 
unclean hands
That the appellant is estopped to file the appeal due to his own 
conduct.
That the appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 
parties.
That the appellant has concealed the actual and material facts from the 
Honourable Tribunal. i
That the appeal of appellant is not maintainable. i 
That the instant appeal is barred by law.

2)

3)

4)

5)
■ 6)

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS

Pertains to record.
Incorrect. The appellant has performed duty , as routine and 
never showed any exceptional performance.! He was found

I

involved in anti social activities such as transportation of 
non custom paid vehicle and apprehended by police vide FIR 
No.433 dated 23.1 1.2013 u/s 279, 337G/427, 419, 420 PPG 
Police Station Lachi district Kohat. Copy enclosed as 
annexure “A”
Incorrect. After verification through various sources, 
appellant and other officials were found involved in anti 
social activities he was suspended and dealt: departmentally 
under Police Rules 1975.
Incorrect. Well founded charge-sheet based on statement of 
allegations was issued to appellant followed departmental

(1)
(2)

(3)

(4)

inquiry.
The reply of appellant was examined in the light of

f j
allegations and found baseless and unsatisfactory.
Incorrect. Impartial inquiry was conducted. All the 
opportunities of defense/hearing were provided to the 
appellant in accordance with law/rules. Application for 
marking of inquiry to other officer has not been received to 
the respondents.

(5)

(6)

Final show-cause notice is not mandatory under Police Rule 
1975.

(7)
However opportunities of hearing!/defense were 

afforded to appellant before passing of dismissal order.



. i :>

a
Departmental appeal of appellant was found baseless and 
unsatisfactory and rightly rejected.
Incorrect. The orders of respondents are lawful, based on 
facts and justified under the law/rules.

(8)

(9)

OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS.
A. Incorrect. The appellant has been treated under Police Rules 

1975 and no rights of appellant has been violated by the 
respondents.

B. Incorrect. Proper inquiry under the prevailing Rules was
through

charges/allegations leveled were established against the 

appellant and appropriate punishment was given to him after 
providing all the opportunities of hearing/defense.

C. Incorrect. Beside the finding of inquiry report, the appellant 

was caught red handed by Lachi Police of district Kohat vide 
Transporting a non custom paid car and booked in FIR No.433 

u/s 279, 337, 427, 419, 420 PPG which is an ample proof of 
his involvement in illegal activities.

D. Incorrect. The appellant was heard in orderly room dated 

30.12.2013 but he had nothing substantial in his defense.
E. Incorrect. The charges have been proved from the inquiry 

well as FIR copy already enclosed as annexure “A”. All the 

opportunities of defense were provided to the appellant.
F. Incorrect. Regular inquiry through DSP Naurang Lakki Marwat 

was conducted in accordance with law and rules and all the 

opportunities of hearing/defense etc were provided to the 
appellant.

G. Incorrect. Charge-sheet based on statement of allegations were 
issued to the appellant. Issuance of final show-cause notice is 
not mandatory under the Police rules 1975.
Incorrect. Regular inquiry under the prevailing rules was

conducted officer wherein theinquiry

as

H.
conducted and in the light of findings report and involvement 
of appellant in transporting of 
evident from annexure

non custom paid vehicle as 
A, a legal order was passed by 

respondent No.3 in accordance with law and rules.
Incorrect. Misconduct on the part of appellant has been proved 
from various sources/proof.

J. Incorrect. All the codal formalities were obser|Ved during the
course of departmental inquiry. '

K. Incorrect. Explained in preceding paras H & I.
L. Incorrect. The inquiry was conducted under Police Rules 1975 

and all the opportunities of hearing/defense were provided to 
the appellant.

M. Incorrect. During the short period of service the appellant was 

found involved in smuggling/transporting of non custom paid 

vehicle as evident from the inquiry report and FIR copy already 
enclosed as annexure “A”.

I.



N. Incorrect. The reply and departmental appeal of appellant
were found unsatisfactory and baseless. |

O. Incorrect. The dismissal order was passed in accordance with
facts on record and rules. !

P. That respondents also seek permission of the Honorable
Tribunal to rely on additional grounds at the tim!e of hearing of 

appeal. ^
Prayer:

In view of the above facts and stated reasons, the appeal 

of appellant is devoid of legal force, may kindly be dismissed 
with costs. i

Provincial Polic
I

Khyper Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
7 (Respondent No.1)^-^

n

Regional Poli^
Bannu Regioi^^dnnu. 
(Respondent No.2)

pfficer,

District Police Officer, 
Bannu. j

(Respondent No.3)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 502/2014.

Sifat Ullah, Ex-Constable No.489, District Police Bannu. (Appellant)

VERSUS

1) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu

3) District Police Officer Bannu (Respondents)

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the attached 

comments are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

with held or concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

Provincial Pqlice Officer 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.l)''"''^
j

(Deponef^
Regional Officer
Bannu Region,[Bannu. 

(Respondent No. 2)

(Deporient)
District Police Officer, 

Bannu
(Respondent No. 3}
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUN KHWA PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 502/2014.
Sifat Ullah, Ex-Constable No.489, District Police Bannu. (Appellant)

VERSUS

1) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawarl

2) Regional Police Officer Bannu Region, Bannu

3) District Police Officer Bannu (Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER.

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

the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtun Khwa Peshawar on behalf of the :undersigned in the

above cited case.

He is authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to the present appeal.

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawa 

(Respondent No.1) /

Regional Police O^feer, 
Bannu Region, Ban^u. 
(Respondent\No.2)

District Police Officer, 
Bannu.

(Respondent No.3)

'I
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before tee eh^ber RjEHmmmm^A
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESTfA^R

In the matter of 

Appeal No.502/2014

Sifat Ullah Ex. Constable No. 489,District Police Bannu.
(Appellant)

VERSUS
Provincial Police Officer ICr ber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar & 
others. (Respondents)

\

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT

Respectfully submitted;

ON PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS!

1. Contents incorrect and mislQadinxx ^ 
court with clean hands.

2. Contents in correct and mis 

in the instant case.

3. Contents incorrect and misleading al! necessary parties are arrayed in 

the instant appeal.

fi- appellant has come to the
■■ -5

1 -I * 1 e of esstople is applicable

4. Contents incorrect and misleadinj, ail necessary facts are brought 
before this Honouralbe Tribuiiul end nothing has been concealed 

^ from the Honouralbe Tribunal.

5. Conterits incorrect and 

accordance with the 

maintainable.

6. Contents incorrect and misl

mi si 1 the appeal being filed well in 

1 ales and procedure hencepicz

ppeal as maintainable.:c'rA

ON FACTS

1. Contents need no reply, hov.^j , 
are true and correct.

2. Contents of Para-2 of the 

the Para- is incoiTect and f

nts of Para-1 of the appealr V'
> ■

c ;e ::rrect, the reply submitted to

J



t.

; \ ';.! .'

3. Contents of Para-S of the appeal^are correct, the reply submitted to 

the Para- is incorrect and misleading.

Contents of Para-4 of the appeal 'are correct, the reply submitted to 

the Para- is incorrect and misleading.

5. Contents of Para-5 of the apped are correct, the reply submitted to 

the Para- is incorrect and niisleadiJg.

6. Contents of Para-6 of the appeal aiQ correct, the reply submitted to 

the Para- is incorrect and mislcadinf^.

7. Contents of Para-7 of the appeal correct, the reply submitted to 

the Para- is incorrect and misleadiiig.

8. Contents of Para-8 of the appeal are correct, the reply submitted to 

the Para- is incorrect and
. I

9. Contents of Para-9 of the appeal arc correct, the reply submitted to 

the Para- is incorrect and misleading..

4.

GROUNDS ;

The Grounds (A to M) taken in Tie 

will be substantiated at the time of arguments.
memo of appeal are legal and

i

It is therefore humbly prayed th"t the appeal of th^ appellant 
please be accepted as prayed for.

may

ippell^
Truough i\

IJAZ:MWAR 

Advocate, Peshawar.
&

Advocate, Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT
I do, hereby solemnly affem

contents of the above rejoL p'||^-ase4hled appeal are true and 

correct and nothing ha;; concealed. from this
Honouralbe Tribunal, /fvX '

and declare on oath that the

5 ..
<**

Di

^ ^ Deponent
/^ /

| .Tj; i
S;i ftOS\AC

y
’S''

VaU .
j IV.


