..,<

TIEN

ST L
Tk

' BLFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
 PESHAWAR |

Service Appeal No. 4275/2021

'BEFORE: MRS. ROZINA REHMAN - MEMBER(J)

MISS FAREEHA PAUL e MEMBER(E)

M‘uhammad Haseeb son of Mati Ud Din R/O Muhammad ‘Zai,'
Kohat (Constable No. 5453). e (Appellant)

Versus

I (,ovelnment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secret‘lry Home &
Tribal Affairs Department, Peshawar.

. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

. Additional TInspector General of Police, Headqlnrtels, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

. Deputy Commandant (FRP) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

. Superintendent of Police (FRP) Kohat Range, Kohat.

6. Commandant FRP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

: .. (Respondents)

s B2

WY

Mr. Hassan U.K Afridi,
Advocate - ‘ . For appellant

Mr. Muhammad Jan, For respondents
District Attorney. " '

Date of Institution.................. ...25.03.2021

Date of Hearing................... ... 16.11.2022

Date of Decision............... PR 16.11.2022
JUDGEMENT

FAREEHA PAUL, MEMBER (E): The service appeal in hand has

been instituted under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
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Tribunal Act, 1974 against the impugned order of dismissal dated

27.07.2020 passed by respondent No. 5 and order'dated 3b;99.2020 of
respondent No. 4 whereby departmental appeal/representa;tion was
rejected/dismissed and the revision petition filed u/s 11-A of t_hle Khyber
Pakhtun-k_lmfa Police Rules, 1975 was rejected vide order dated 04.03.2021
by respdndent No. 3 with thé prayer that all the impugned orders be

declared as null & void and the appellant might be reinstated in service

with all back benefits.

2. Brief facts of the case, as given in the memorandum of appeal, are

that the gppellant was appointed as constable in the respondent department
on 02.12.2013. While he was performing his duties to the entire
satisfaction of his authorities, an FIR No. 843 dated 17.06.2019 was lodged
against one Adeeb son of Jogandar Naat u/s 5 Explosive Substance Act, on
the information delivered by constable namely Wajahat. The appellant was
charged in Zimni No. 2 in the said FIR. Charge sheet and statement of
allegationé was issued to him as he was involved in FIR No. 843‘ and that
he absented himself from a refresher course at FRP Headquarter, Peshawar
oﬁ 14.06.2019 without prior permission. He was, therefore, put under
suspensién on 26.06.2019. An inquiry was conducted and inquiry officer
recommended that till the decision of the court, the appellant might be
reinstated based on which he was reinstated in service on 09.07.2019 and
his 14 days absence was treated as leave without pay. He was transferred to

District Police, Kohat. The appellant was again called for personal hearing

e



19!

after which he was dismissed from service on 27.07.2020. He submit.ted
departmental appeal on 04.08.2020 which was rejectl'edlon 30.09.2020,
after which he filed revision u/s 11-A of Khyber nghtunkhwa Police
Rules, 1975 which was also rejected on 04.03.2021; hence this service

appeal.

3. Respondents were put on notice who submitted written
replies/comments on the appeal. We have heard the learned counsel for the
appellant as well as the learned Additional Advocate General for the

respondents and perused the case file with connected documents in detail.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the impugned

~ orders were against law and justice and were liable to be set aside and that

the disciplinary proceedings initiated against him were not in accordance
with law and rules. He further contended that the inquiry proceedings had
not been conducted in accordance with law as no show cause notice was

issued to the appellant. According to him, the allegations against the

appellant were baseless for the reason that the inquiry officer ’c‘l"garly

recommended that the appellant be reinstated ull the final decision of the

criminal court of law according to which action was taken and the
appellaﬁt was reinstated in service but later on was dismissed without
regular/proper inquiry. The learned cognsel further contended that no
opportunity of defence had been provided to the appellant. He presented an

order dated 25.05.2021 of the court of ASJ-III Kohat vide which the



- appellant had been acquitted of the charges levelled against him in FIR No.

843 dated 17:06.2019.

5. The learned District Attorney presented his rebuttal by stating that
the appellant was involved and arrested i1'1 a'crim‘inal case vide FIR No.
843 dated 17.06.2019 u/s 5-ESA by District Police, Kohat. He further
contended that there were eight bad entries against the éppellént and that
. his_entire sel'vice record was blemished prior to the registration of the
criminal case as mentioned ih FIR No. 843 for which he' had been awarded
punishment of forfeiture of four years appréved service. He contended that
the appellant was placed under suspension and proper departmental inquiry
‘was conducted by issuing him charge sheet alongwith statement of
allegations. Accordiné to him, the competent authority while re-ekamiﬁing
the inquiry file extended an opportunity of personal hearing to the
appellant but he failed to pl"ocidce any plausible explanation regarding his

innocence and hence was correctly dismissed from service.

6. [From the record and arguments presented before us, it transpires that
the abpeliant was charged in an FIR lodged under Explosive Substance
Act, and he was placed behind the bar on17.06.2019. On 25.06.2019, he
was released on bail by the Additional Sessions Judge-11i, Kohat. An
mquiry was initiated against him by his competent authority and a Charge
Sheet and Statement of AIl-egation was issued. A finding report annexed
with the reply indicates that the Inquiry Officer recommended to keep the
inquiry proceedings pending till the decision 6f the competent court in case

/



of the F:IR in which the appellant had been charged. He was placed under
suspension vide order dated 21.06.2019 and was reinstated on 09.07.2019.
The period of absence trom 14.06.2019 to 28.06.2019 (14 days) was
treated as leave without play. Impugned order dated 27.07.2020 itself
provides that despite the fact th_at the Inquiry Officer had recommended to
keep the inquiry proceedings pending till the decision of the competent
co'urt of law, his inquiry papers were reconsidered, he was given an
opportunity of personal hearing but his response was not found
satisfactory. The same order further mentions about bad entries and
‘blemished service record on wﬁich he had already been awarded
punishment. Based on the above mentioned facts, the competent authority
awarded major punishment of dismissal from service which was upheld by

the next level authorities also.

7. Some of the facts that qeed to be mentioned here are that for his
previou's misconduct, he had already been punished and that chapter stood
cl(_)sed.‘ As far as the fresh case of involvement in FIR No. 843 was
concerned, he was placed under suspension and after being released on
bail, he was reinstated in service. Despite the fact that the Inquiry Officer
had recommended to keep the inquiry proceedings pending till the final
outcome 61“ the criminal case against the apbellant, his competent authority
d-ismisséd him from service: It appears that the competent authority acted
hastily in awarding a major punishment to the appellant. It would have

been in the fitness of the matter to wait for the judgment of the court of law

-/



“

where the case of the appellant was pendirﬂg. Judgment of the ASJ-III

Kohat dated 25.05.2021 produced before this bench spéaks in clear terms

that the prosecution failed to bring on record any material connecting the
accused persons with the commission of offence and, therefore, acquitted
all the accused persons, including the appellant, from the charges leveled

in FIR No. 843 dated 17.06.2019.

8. In view of the above discussion, the appeal in hand is allowed as

prayed for.  Parties are left to bear their own costs. Consign.

9. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our hands

and seal of the Tribunal this 16" day of November, 2022.

(FAREEHA PAUL)
Member (E)



Service Appeal Noi4275/2021 - v

Mr. Hassan U.K Afridi, Advocate for appel'lant present. Mr.
Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondents present.

Arguments heard and record perused.

02. Vide our detailed judgement containing 06 pages, we are of
the view that for previous misconduct of the appellant, he had already
been punished and that chapter stood closed. As far as the fresh case of
involvement in FIR No. 843 was concerned, he was placed under

suspension and after being released on bail, he was reinstated in service.

‘ Despite the fact that the Inquiry Officer had recommended to keep the

inquiry proceedings pending till the final outcome of the criminal case
against the appellant, his competent authority dismissed him from

service. It appears that the competent authority acted hastily in

‘awarding a major punishment to the appellant. It would have been in

the fitness of the matter to wait for the judgment of the court of law
where the case of the appellant was pending. Judgment of the ASJ-III
Kohat dated 25.05.2021 produced before this bench speaks in clear
terms that the prosecution failed to bring on record any material
connecting the accused persons with the commission of offence and,
therefore, acquitted all the accused persons, including the appellant,
from the charges leveled in FIR No. 843 dated 17.06.2019. In view of
the above discussion, the appeal in hand is allowed as prayed for.

Parties are left to bear their own costs. Consign.

03.  Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under our

hands and seal of the Tribunal this 16" day of November, 2022.

EEHAPAUL)

ember (E) -
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24.06.2022 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Riaz
Ahmed Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for the
respondents pres'en‘t. "

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant requested for
adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the‘
appellant is indisposed. Adjourned. To come up for arguments

on 13.09.2022 before the D.B.

A -
; - '

, . A
(Mian Muhammad) (Salah-ud-Din)

Member (E) Member (J)

13.09.2022 Appellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Ria; Khan

Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents
present. |

Appellant requested for adjournment on the ground
that his counsel is indisposed today. Adjourned. To come up
x on 16.11.2022 before the D.B.

————

~ (Mian Muhafimad) (Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (Executive) Member (Judicial)

for argury
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02.03.2022 Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, thci:

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case |is adjourned tci,

' j

29.04.2022 for the same as before. |

. !

!

. |

g .

’ i
29.04.2022 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad, Riaz
Khan Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for respondents

|

present.

|
Learned counsel for the appellant submitted rejoinder \Euhich
is placed on file. Copy of the same is handed over to the IezBrned

Assistant Advocate General. Adjourned. To come up for arguniwents

before the D.B on 24.06.2022. |
|
|

/
|
-
I
—_——_ﬂl

(Mian Muhammad) (Salah Ud Din)|
Member(E) Member(J) |




12.07.2021 Learned _Addl, A.G be reminded about the omission

and for submission of reply/comments within extended

. time of 10 days. | %

’ Chairman

|

j10.2021 . | Clerk of learned counsel for the appel!ant_present. M.
' Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate - General for
respondents present. ‘

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant seeks
adjou‘rnment on the ground that learned counsel for the
appellant is not available today. Granted. To come up for
arguments on 11.01.2022 before the D.B.

Stipulated period passed répiy nR submitted.

|

. - Chaipman
(Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)
11.01.2022 Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,, Addl.

&

AG for respondents present.

- ‘1«\& .

Reply/comfnents on behalf of respondents have already -
“been submitted through office-which is placed on file. To come

up for rejoinder if any, and argumenté before the D.B on

29.04.2022. | U

(Atig-Ur-Rehman Wazir) ‘
‘ Member (E)
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31.05.2021 = Counsel for the appeilant present. Preliminary arguments

@/I\t;ggﬂei\,/ s heard. -
| Points raised need«':cozr?sidér‘at;o-r'w. The apbeal is admitfed to
regular hearing, subject fo all legal dbjections’ available to the
respondents. The appellant is directed to deposit security and
proéess fee withiﬁ 10 days. Thereafter, notices bé issued to the
respbndents for submissipn of written reply/comments in ofﬁce.

‘within 10 days of the receipt of notices positively. If the written

| 'Ap nnpossted reply/ comments are not submitted within the stipulated time, the
g?ssFee . . S L
_,3] office is directed to submit the file with a report of non-compliance.
e

. __,._,.....-m
e

>

. File to come up for arguments on.04.10.2021.

Chairman'

11.01.2022 Nemo for the appellat. Mr. Kapirullah K attak, Addl.

AG for respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of respon nté have already
is placéd on file. To come
, and argument% before the D.B on

'3
/

been submitted through gffice whig
up for rejoinder if a

29.04.2022.

(At‘iq-Ur-Rehman Wézir)
Member (E)
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
M ?‘ wit
Case No.- 7 ( /2021
C TS

Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings

2 3

2'9203/2021 The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Haseeb resubmitted today by Mr.
Hassan U.K Afridi Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and

put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order plgase.

REGISTRAE 't
7/éb§})/j This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary, 't)ea,r.ip_g. to be'f)ut

up there on 5{ ,ogz[

1 CHAIRMAN
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Haseeb son of Mati-ud-Din r/o Muhammad Zai Kohat
received today i.e. on 2'5/03/2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the

counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.
1~(r_mexures of the appeal may be attested.

2- Address of appellant is incomplete which may be completed according to the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974.

3- Page no. 27 & 28 of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legible/better
one. :

No. é‘??’é /S.T,

ot. 35/@3 /2021

&—d{_w
REGISTRAR "~

. SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.

M, Hassan U.K Afridi Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. /2021
Muhammad Haseeb....................... Ve Appellant
VERSUS
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home &
Tribal Affair Department & others................ Respondents
INDEX
i 5# Description of_pocuments Annex_ Pages
1. | Service Appeal with affidavit 1-8
2. | Application for condonation of delay 9-11
alongwith affidavit ‘
3. | Addresses of parties 12-13
4. | Service card Y/,
5. | FIR/Murasila ’ 1S 6
6. |Zimnireport /7
7. | Statement of allegation/charge sheet /fw A
8. [ Dismissal order dated 27.07.2020 2.0
9. | Departmental Appeal dated 04.08.2020 &1 -22-
10. |Order of rejection by  Deputy
commandant vide dated 30.09.32020 23
11. | Order in revision dated 04.03.2021 Al
12. | Card Giraftar dated 19.06.2019 . 25
13. | Bail order dated 2§06.2019' Q6258
14. | Wakalatnama w it aphlrife 29
77 ~@ 7
: Appellant
Through ’
Hassan fridi
Dated 17.03.2021 Advoc
Supre urt of Pakistan

Cell Ng.0800-9151963
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'w?_(y_]_ﬁmoy alsq' be declared ’asmr_wll
and void and set aside and ihe'appeilq'nf
may' please be reinstated fn service with
all back benefits. |

Any other relief, deemed fit and

- necessary in the given circumstances of

the case may also be awarded |n favour

of the abpellcmi was against respondents

Respecifully Sheweih:—

Facts of the case |

1. That the appellant was appointed  as

- constable in the Department of responden’rs

=

on 02.12.2013. (Copy of Sérvicez Record s

attached).

2. That from the date of appointment the
appellant performed his duty well and_to the_

entire satisfaction of the .du’rhoriﬁes.' _

3. That an FIR No.843 dated 17.06.2019 was

lodged against Adeeb Son .Vof Jogandar Naat

I e ———— N

uss 5 explo_sive' Substance Act, on the



-

informohon delrvered by one Cons’rable

™ i AR S

J——

namely Wojoho’r

o At

That later on the eppellon’r hos been charged

s e y—— ——cy

in Zlmnr N02 |n ’rhe 50|d FIR as octuclly the

oppellon’r is rnvolved

v rh e T

That charge sheet ond statement  of

g S 98 ST S a2 - —— s -

- ——————

ollego’rlons hos been |ssued ’ro the oppellcn’r as

e A~

’rhe oppellonr rnvolved |n FIR No.843 and the

oppellon’r was obsen’r from a refresher course

e e e e r—

cu’r FRP HQ Peshowor on ]4_06 2019 wrthou’r

- v e s -

any prior permlssron and the appellant was

suspended on 26. 06. 2019
% ON 26002

That inquiry was conducted and the inquiry

v —

officer recommended ’rho’r ’rlll ’rhe decmon of

L. e e,

court ’rhe Qppellom‘ may be relns’ro’red SO the

K A2

appellant has been relns’ro’red on 09. 07 2019

B i WG e e

and his 14 doys obsen’r has been treated as

S A N = e el e TP e o A st A e R

i PR

Iecve wa’rhou’r poy and the oppellon’r hos been

ot

fransferred to District Police, Kohat.

That the appellant then again called for

personal hearing and after personal hearing,

ISR e



the  appellant has been dismissed on

27.07.2020.

AR TN PG Y AR Y
Corrmomt S8

pxa ]

8. That ’rhe_ oppellcn’r then  submitted
M”

departmental appeal on 04. 08 2020 which was

also rejected on 30.09.2020 and after that

T
appellant filed Revision Under Section 11-A of

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Public Rule-2014, which

g

has also been rejec’réd on 04.03.2021, hence

e ey T

this Service Appeadl before this Hon'ble Tribunal

on the following amongst the other grounds:

‘GROUNDS:

A. That the impugned order of dismissal vide

dated 27.07.2020 and further impugned orders

as mentioned above, are against law and

Jushce and are I|oble ’ro be se’r aside.

e ——

B. That the appellant has not been dealt ln'

/,M%m__n«.__,__ e, —

occordonce with law Gnd rules.

R I ST T W N R e v

o

" C. That the disciplinory proceedings initiated
against the appellant is not according to law

and rules as laid down in service laws.



That the ehquiry has not been conduc’red in
accordance with law dnd the allegations

levelled against the oppellon’r have not been

preved.

That no Show Couse Nohce has been issued to

. e v S ey e
[ WS E N
T T e, e e

the appellant as no Show Cause Notice hos

e,

been received by the dppellont.

That the ollego’nons ogolnst ’rhe oppellon’r cre

e A b s bR v s

baseless for ’rhe reason fhe enqunry offlcer gove

“recommendo’nons ’rhc’r ’rhe oppellon’r be

e e TP 1 % e )

W“_m J e e - 3 C e e
rems’ra’red fill ’rhe flnol deC|5|on of the cnmlnol

PR

coun‘ of Iow and after ’rho’r the appellant has

s s A ®

reinstate and his absence has been treated as

e i e e

leave without pay but ms’feod of that the

o

appeliant has been dismissed os awarded

major penalty, wu’rhou’r regulor ond proper

< o it 42

inquiry.

e

That the oppor’runi’ry of defence has not been

2 rem——y

given to ’rhe oppellqnfr

e

That the allegations in the charge sheet has not

been proved but still the major penalty has
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR :
Service Appeal No.__ /2021
Muhammad Hoseeb...; ..... esvsrscatsrustetetuenrasnans Appellcmi
VERSUS |
Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secrefory Home &
- Tribal-Affair Depqr’rmen’r &_oTher_s ................. Responden’rs
: A FFIDAVIT.

Muhommod Haseeb Son- of Mo’rl Ud Din, R/o

Muhommod_lm, Kohat, do. hereby solemnly qfﬂrm and

declare on oath that the confents of the accompanying

Service Appeal are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed

from this Hon'ble Court.

DEPONENT
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" Dated 17.03.2021 | Advocate |

10

5. That some other ground may be adduced at the
fime of arguments with the permission of this

Honourable Court. =~

It is therefore, humbly proyed thdt on
acceptance this opplivcd’ribn., the delay if any is

cased may please be condoned.

R |

Applicant/Appellant
Through )

Hdssan U.K A&fri
preme Court
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BEFORE THE E KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR -
- CM.No._ /2021
In E _

Service Appeal No. /2021

Muhammad Haseeb.............. eee ...... Appellant
' VERSUS |

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home

& Tribal Affair Department & others........... .Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

, Muhammad Haseeb Son of Mo’rl Ud Din, R/o
Muhammad Zai, Kohat, do hereby solemnly ofﬂr_m and
declare on oath that the con’ren’rs: of the occgmponying
Applicaiion are true and .correc’(. to the beé’r_ of~'my
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed

from this Hon'ble Court.

]

#

DEPONENT




Iompbysad bquum,qxod 1agAyy ‘stappnbpoay
‘82|04 jo |QJeueg lo}oadsu| IoUCHIPPY €

' IOMDYsad
‘DMUPUNIYPIDG 18JAYY 821104 JO [oioua) Jojoadsu] g

_ IDMDYSsad
‘uswipode@ o)y joqul 3 SWOH AID}8108§
yBnoyl PMURUNIYIO 189AYY Jo Jjuswiulaaos) |

SINIANOdJdS3IY

(€5¥5'ON 2|qDsU0D)

JDYOY ‘107 POUWWBYNW O/

‘U PN HOW JO UOS GOSSDH PRWWDYNI
CINVIT3ddV

ﬁllﬂV_d T(-) §3sS3¥Aqv

sjuapuodsay - rsIBYE0 R Juswipndad JIbyY [ogu]
© "3 SWOH AIbalosag q6n01q1, o/v\q>|um,q>|od Jquq>| JO "JAOD

SNSYIA
lun]leddv ........ eeeeiaennans ,'_.~.T“~ .......... qeeSDH pDUJUJDL{nW
©1g0g/  'ON|paddy aoineg

WMVH"‘_sad

'IVNﬂﬂIH.I. 33]/\838 VMHINNLIHIVd NEEYNECTERTOFET

zl



13

5 4 Deputy Commandant (FRP.),ﬂ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, =
Peshawar '- |

- 5. Superintendent of Police (FRP) Kohat Ronée, Kohat

6. Commanded FRP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

b}
C o2

\
"',/..
~ Appellant
Through -

. Hassan U.K
Dated 17.03.2021 Advocate
: . Supreme Cpt



fiat RE'IIIB &vs..w‘}!ww_w,,f

Name Muhammad Haseeb
Dafxnaﬂon Constable B/NO:1232
Fa:herk Name Mati-ud-Din

Date of Birth07/09/92 D. of App: 09/12/2013
ddress: Muhammad zai Kohat
LfBlood GroupQ+ve Hight 59°  Eyes Color Black
[ 1.D MarkNil Contact0334- 8271147
N.1.C No14301 —7369310-9
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‘,‘ o S

A5G /pARe . w Déted._ )/ M‘g /2013 j ..

MHE&T . ' - : v

‘ _"I Mnan lmtnaz Gui SP FRP Kohat aq cor'r*p@tant authonty am of the ommcr. that | ,rm, '

‘-'(,onstable Muhammad Haseeb No ‘SSSBIFRP havc—* comm.tted the - mllﬂwmc-

"

‘act«/omrsssfm as deﬂned in Rule 2 (fn of Polace Rules 10»75

a) T!wt as mtimated by SF’ lnvestsgat;or- W;ng Kehat V!de his-o] fice letter -N-c;.
1 QS //GC datcd 20 {)6 2019 yau have been mvohjdenMg*mma! Case F;r No. -
843 dated 17 086. 2019 U/S 5FQA P. 8 Cantt Dlstnct Kohat. I\ﬂoreover it h
>-also been reported agamst you fhat you have absented yourself “from.
Refresner course at FRP HQrs P@shawar w.e.f14.06. 2019 vsde DD No. 45
| datad 14.06. ?019 without any leave or prlo. pe'mlss;on of the campetent
: autho;f_’w cmd' have not reported pack till date Thus you havc, wmmﬁtm
. gross "Misconduct“ as defmed}n» Rule 2 A(m).of Palice Ru:e* ‘.’v?'i and havs

reridered ‘,'/m‘:irgptf liable to be pmeeaaded 'against cle‘partmentafly.

By reason of the above you sgerm tr:: be gudty as kU*’TuCt&:n’t ma‘cnr,ua is placed

-‘before the unders&gned thererore it is dec&d 4 1o p‘aﬂeea ac;nmst you in gi’:ﬂé‘-’ﬁ.‘zi

noilce proceedmg

You are; ‘th@refme reqmred to subrmt vom writtm rw!y within Sr o.am of the

o rece;pt of this charge sheet to the Enqu:ry ”)ﬁtcer '

V)

- I

Your wntten Teply, rif any, should re,ach the Enquiry Offlonr Wn‘hm :\.peumc p;,riod

failing which it shaiit be pres umeJ that you have no uefer'se to offer and in thai case

emparle acuﬁn shah follow against you

\

lnt;mate as to whether you destfe o be hea;cs in parson or not?

A statement of all sgatlon is ﬂnclo sed. \\
/i \

I I / h X\‘ |
B o {5 rantitiaz Gul)
‘ : . JPE%? ENDE TOF PC*UCE FRP

- D P A




.
L)

.l'. . . -' | ) . . | | . . . x | N . . ' g,
. o : o ) ' o PAJCH St
; BE"&{,EP INARY .IUL EE{}N ‘ 2 ' R

. Mian lmtu;z Gul, 8P FRP Kohat as oum_mter*t amhonty am of tm ()Dll“‘if)*'l ’ma; Yo

- Constable Muhammsd Hase.eb No. t«(533:‘&7-’!115” haw* ccmm;tted the fa{iow‘rg acts lomismon-
dmnad in Rule (it} Oi Pohce Rutes 19;

ﬁal:ﬁﬁi MENT OF &E 3»3‘7{5:‘%55{)?“ '

1. That as intim dted "v SP 'nqesugauon W‘ng Kohat wdj his ofﬁce: etter W ?’*5;;;‘.’:‘
[ dated 20.06 2019 you have ‘been mvo!ved m cr:mmai case i-fr No. 843 daied
17.06.2019 urs 5ESA = 8 Cantt !’)lbta :ci: Kohat. Moreover tt has also been reported
against you that ymu havp abéenmd yr\umn from Refreshar course ai FRP H.Q rs: -
Peshawar w.e.f 44 (06,2019 v;cie BD Mo. 45 dan.,d M 06.2019 wﬁnwt any leave o
prior puﬁ. ion of the corr.petent au*thrmfy and have nul tﬁ-:nortt,d hack il d"a*a Thus:
you i Haua ucmm!tlad 8 gross “M:acondmt" 2% d@ﬁned in !’«"’ui@ (i) of Folice Rules
1975 and h'we lendared yourself i[abie to be procee d@d against d{*i}a!‘t"}%ﬁ HQ.
2. For ﬁhe purpose of m.utlmze the cohduct of said Constabie with re*wmnc,w ? the
above ahegauo% ‘Nagir Khan DSP “RP Exoha;. is mgaommd a3 enguiry ot :i’“&"r
3. lhe mc;uiry ofﬂcear shail conduct prom@d;nv in accordance wnfh pro\/ssu*m of Police
Rules 1875 and shail nrovide ma%rable cpportunity of defense and nearing {0 the
accused official, r%ord it i nndmg and make wm twen ty five (45 ) days of the receipt
of this order, .r«wummendatm'x as 10 humsnmr nt or of hcr dpproprzatﬂ acticn awurm
'_the BCOL ;ﬂ@d oﬁ,ctal

4h*= dennf;uemt ofﬂc:a! shall join the pmwequ on the date. time and place fixed by

B

the offscar.

\ .
{ itiaz Gub

- . m ENDENE OF POLICE, FRF

! _ o e f KOHAT W\NG KOHAT
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= : : 4 :
My this order relates to departmenta) enquiry conducteg against Constable Haseeh Mo, 5653{FRP
"undef Khyber Pakﬁé‘unkhwa Palice Disciplinary Rules 1975 (Amendments in 2014),

Biief facts are that, ag intimated tiy 5p Investigation Wing Kahat vide his office letter No. 1937!GQ'_

Y "\. o ' @ " Pherder.20p9.
QRDER P :

r N
N » . ¥ . N :-*“'_'_‘ g
28.06.2019 (totaf absepce_'_penod is 14 days) was treated as 12gve without pay.

n the due course, he was transferrad to Distriot Police Kohat vide alg Establishment Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawa:r order Endst: No, 6852-53/E-l\(_:dated Mrior to his departure, the enquiry papers

-

His service fecord was perused a‘hd it “evealed that he was appointed as constable on
02422613, 2 i inst him wi G in hi it He has blemished his service
02.12.2613 ~There are 08 bad entries_against him with no gcod entry in his credit 2 .

retention of Such of_ﬁqa!_in the departmeqt will bring bad name for the whole departme:- { '
T Therefore, | Sana Uah, Supeﬁntengen! of Fulice FRP Kat-at Range, Kahat in aNercise of

Powers vested in me under Rule 5(5) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwz Police Rules-1975 “Amended in 201 4), award him &

- |
o Supeitendent of Police, FRp,
Dated: %’203 ' p &Kchat Range, Kohat.

Y R mabage.a o -

. = DATED KOHAT THE °Z __ /2020
Copy of aﬁoile i5 forwarded for favour of information please to the-. —
1 .

» Worthy Commandant zpp Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar in continuation with this
office Endst: No. 12322C dateg 09.07.2019

2 SP. Investigation Wing Kohat w/r to his office fefter No. quoted aboye and in continuation
with this office Endst: No, 259-60/P4 dated 21 .08.2019.
3. ay Officer
5. Reader | for further necessary action
6. OHC and compliance ‘

\

Superin e dent of Police, FRp,
¥y, Kohat Range, Kohat,




.m,‘;;‘ . - | @ ‘A

BEFORE THE COMMANDANT EKP PESHAWAR -

APPEAL AGAINST OB NO. 637 OF SP POLICE
FRP KOHAT RANGE VIDE WHICH THE
APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED MAJOR

PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL
BRIEF FACTS: E
. Ry , .
1. - Appellant as coﬁstable has service credit of 7 years.
2. The under mquny case FIR No. 843 dated 17- 06-2012 U/ S5 Exp ”

Act P. S Cantt Kohat was 1e01ste1ed agamst one Adeeb Kumar a

membe1 of Hmdu Commumty Recovery was effec tecl from him.

3  The Hmdu Commumty pressurlze the than SP (DPO) Kohat and
| - then' the local police entagled the appellant in ‘the case. the
appellant appealed to IGP through C1t1ze11 Portal. As ‘against this |
the local police in fxusnatlon mmated clepa1tmental inquiry |

against the appellant. ‘

‘ 4 | ‘The appc,llant was granted bail and the case is pendmg trial. The
EO 1ecommended that inquiry shall be kept penclmg till the

* decision of the case. The 1ecommendat10n were made on 09-07-

2019. Based on- tlus recommendation the SP FRP Kohat Range

with draw the s.iispensi’on order and appellant assume his duties.

5. - The case is. still penchng trial in the court of Addmonal Session
Iudgc-IH Kohat and date fixed is 18-08-2020.

6.  Wor thy spP FRP on 27-07-2019 dlsm1ssal the appellant agamqt the

1ecommenclat1on of EO that too after about one year.

oo

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
No 885 -a£ ISt Legal, dated Peshawar the % /2 /2020,
Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-
. / SP FRP Kohat Range, Kohat. His service record and D file sent herewith.
2 Ex-constable Muhammad Haseeb No. 5653, Slo Mati Ud Dln R/o Muhammad Zai,
Police Station Cantt; Dtstrlct Kohat.
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INSPRCTAR GENERAL OF POLICF.
KHYEER PAKITUNKHWA
PESHAWAR. 4 ({ 63

we.s A 21, dated Peshawar the (/72021
ORDER

: Ve . t @’“‘
‘ o 5 YWWFICE G " TTIE S? .

This order is hereb? passed 1o disposc -1 Revislon Petition under Rulo 11-A of Khyber 1
Pakhtunkhws Police Rulc-1978 (wr-ended 2014) submir ad by k2-FC Muhammad Haseeh No, 2653, The
petittones was dismissed from sen.2e by <wpdr' r. Pol FPR, K. hat vide OB No. 637, dated 27 07.2020 on
the allcgations that he was involvt-Varrest 4 in criminal cose vid FIR No, 843, dated 17.06.2019 ws SESA
Police Station Canti; Kohat and &-sent 4 from refreshe. course s FRP HQrs: Peshawar wef 14062019 W
78.06.2019 for 14-<l'ys His sppasl s sejecten by Neputy “ommandant, FRP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar vide order Endst; No. 8805-06751 Legal]d=ted .0.09.260.

Meeting of Appelly B ard was held or 14,01,2021 whereln petitioner was heard in person.
Petitioner contended that his case 's unc ¢ trial in the tount-

The petitioner was _car and all reco. 3 perused. 1t» case Is under wial in the court. The Boacrd
see no ground and reasans for acec stan ¢ of his petiticn, therefare, the Board decided that his petition is hereby

rejected. o b _ ,
. 0{‘" l

PEELELS - - - '}\
1 bbb ‘.zg p\e 3 Sd/- \
S 3 . KASHIF ALAM, PSP

‘ Additiona! Inspector General of Police,

: - 1:Qrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, P shawar,
No. &7 ;fa,ésah 13 Khyoer wa, Pe

Copy of the above is farwarded to he:
1. Commandsnt, FRP, Klyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pr thawar, One Service Rall and one D-filc of the above
named Ex-FC recelve? vide your office Mei0; No. 10219/5) Lega), dated 04.11.2020 is returned
herewith for your offisx record. -
Supdt: of Police, FPR. Kohri.
PSO 10 IGP/Khyber Prkhtur:":wa, CPO Peshawar,
AlG/Legal, Khyber Pothtur.iiws, Peshawar,
PA t0 Addl: IGP/HQrt: Kb+ ber Pakhtu: khwa. Peshaw i,
PA 1o DIG/HQrs: Khyoer Prhtunkhwa Pes awar,
Office Supdt: E-IV CP-S Pe. hawar, )

A 3
AN

Iy Senvie
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Order—-02 -

i Better Copv,f-@

‘ ; R
Ly By 8

25.06.2019

Case file received from the court of Iearned
ASJ IV, Kohat. Be reglstered

Present: _ :
Tanseer Ali, APP for State
Accused/petitioner through counsel
~ Record received.

Accused/Petitioner Muhammad Aseeb S/o0

Rafi-ud-Din is seeking post arrest bail in case FIR

'No.813 dated’17.06.2019 u/s 05 Expl. Substance

Act of P.S Cantt, Kohat

| have heard arguments and gone through the

record.

The alleged recovery has not taken place. from
personal possession of the accuséd/petitiOner.
Rather, the recovery of hand grenades were
effected from a MotOrcycIe bearing registration

N0.0096 KT of accused Adeeb S/o0 Jogandir Naath.

~ Moreover, in this case both the witnesses of the

recovery memo are the police officials and 1.0 has
not given any»reasoh that whey any private person
was not associated with the recovery prdceedings
Thus the I. O has prlma facie wolated the provisions
of sectlon 103 Cr P.C. The accused |s in jail since
17.06.2019. the investigation to the extent of
accdsed/petitibner is compl'ete'and he is no more

required for the purpose of any inve_stigatior{ the
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accused/ petltloner has ne:ther confessed his gunti

nor there is a history of his mvolvement in such like

cases. before. The accused/petltloner is therefore

held entiled to be concession of bail.

Accordmgly, mstant petition is allowed and

accused/petitioner is dlrected to be release on

post arrest bail subject to furnlsh;ng bail b,onds in

the sum of Rs.150,000/- with two sufeties-’each in

the like amount to the satisfaction of this Court. =

- Copy of this order be pléged on judicial file. File'be

éonsighed to Record Roorﬁ after its completion.

ANNOUNCED
25.06.2019

Sd/- :
~ Syed Hamid Qasim
ASJ-il, Kohat
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWA

Service Appeal No. 4275/2021
Ex-Constable Muhammad Haseeb Son of Mati Ud Din, R/o Muhammad Zai, Kohat
(Constable No. 5453) ... oG ADPETTANE,

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. . Commandant Frontier Reserve Police,"
-Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
i 3.. The Superintendant of Police, FRP

KOHAT Range, KOHAT L Respondents,
INDEX - /
S.lNO DESCRIPTION OoF DOCUMENT§ - | ANNEXURE PAGLS
1.~ | Para-wise Commients - _ 01 -03
2. Order. ~. - “At . 04
3. affidavit - _ : . (05
Total ~ 105
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

' .;m K ' O

l Serwce Aopeal No. 4275/2021. R
Ex-Constable Muhammad Haseeb Son of Mati Ud Din, R/o Muhammad Zai, Kohat
(Constable N, BABB) .o.vevereeereseeisansssse e Appellant.

AN Yy
F ol .
LI

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber  Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar &
othersRespondents

PARAWISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS. "

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

1. - That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

3. . That the appellant has no cause of action to file the instant appeal.

4, That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.
5. That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct to file the instant

Service Appeal.
That the appellant is trying to conceal the material facts from this Honorable
Tribunal.

2

FACTS:-

- N

Para No. 1 is pertain to the appellant record. .
2. Incorrect. The appellant has’involved/ar"esfed in cnmmal case VIde FlR No.
843, dated 17.06.2019 U/S SuESA _Police Qwuon f‘antt DlStrICt Kohat.

oY R e e e,
Besides, from perusal of his service record, it has been found that during his

past service, there are 08 bad entries agamst hlm W|th no good entry in his

credit. He has a blemlshed servuce record m very less tenure of service

which speaks for hls il reputation Prior to the reglstra’uon of above

il a0 T AR

mentioned crimmal case_against him, he was also awarded pumshment

N i e R < B

two other offences 8uch as sellmg a‘coho. (Tlncture) and maklng of

I

: ob;ectlonable vdeo in uniform during duty hours to which he a.,o awarded

R

the “phnishment of foifeiture of 04 years approved eerv:ce (Copy of
pdmshmont order a*tached berewnth as annexure “‘A").

3. Correct to the extent that the appellant has also been mvolved himself in
criminal case vide FIR No. 843, dated 17.06.2019 U/S 5-ESA, Police Station
Cantt; District Kohat. | | | A

4, Correct to the extent that during tho lnve tigation the appellant was found
mvolved m the mstant cnmmal casa lhelefore he was chargeo/arrested by
the local police in the sa:d criminal Case o

5. Correct to the extent that bemg mvolved ina cnmmal case, the appellant was

placed under suspension v1de offtce OB No. 525 daied 21.06.2019 and

e etk T A s T e
SRR T

rem————
closed to Police ling, Kohat. .Prc>per-dr=partmen tal_enquiry has been

ooncuc*ed _against him as he was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statemert

,,,,,, 3 e ——— e,
e R e e

-




name for the whole department Thus allf‘proceedmgs against the appellant
was conducted by the respondents rs Iega'ly Justlfled and in accordance with
law/rules. - :

G Incorrect. The oppo'tumty of defence bemg heard in person in the light of
natural justlceahas already been provrded to, the appellant but he failed to

B present any Justlflcation regardlng his i mnocence .

H. Incorrect Proper enqurry has been conducted aga'inst the appellant on the
atlegatron of his invoivement in the above mentioned criminal case. The
allegatlon wa° fully establrshed agam st the appel'ant dunng the course of
enqwry, and after ful flllment of all codal formalities , the competent authorltv
has awarded major punrshment of dismissal from service as per ‘aw/rules

l. . The respondents may also be permltted to rarse addrtlonal grounds at the

‘ tzme of arguments '

PRAYERS:-

.. Keeping in view the,above facts and circumstances, it is most humbly
prayed that the instant service appeai being not maintainable may kindly be dismissed

-with costs please.

ﬂ’

~ Superintends##of Police, FRP
Kottat Range, Kohat - .. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pe pawar

(Respondent No: 5) . : - . {Respondent N0.4&6)

Inspector %en;ral of Police Govt; of KhyberPakhfunkhwa through,

Khyber Pakhttsnediwa, Peshawar. Secretary Home & Tribal Affair Dept:

(Respondent No. 2&3) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
(Res_po_nde_nt No. 1).
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. | §QL," | . . | L f : ’ PA orte-2020
\ = N A ."‘g’R’DER . : ~ 3 .
o " - My this order refates to departmental enquiry conducted against Constable Hageeb No. 9653/FRP

under Khybe'r Pakhtinkhwa Police Disciptinary Rules 1975 (Amendments in 2014).

) ' Brief facts are that, as intimated by SP investigation Wing Kohat vide his office letter No. 1937/GC
datel 2.06.2019 thet he b been involved/amested i criminal case FIR No. 43 dated 17.06.2019 U/ SESA PS
Cantt District Kchat.'Moreove_r. he has, also absenfed himself from refresher course at FRP HQrs Peshawar w.e.f

‘ 14.06.2018 vide Db No..45 dated 14.06.2018 to DD No. 09 dated 28.06.2019. ) R
] - In this regard, he was placed under Suspension vide this office OB No. 525 dated 21 .06.2019 and
a.‘departmental enduiry was initiated against him through LO FRP Kohat who, in his finding, found him gui[ty of the
ch':arg_es leveled againsf him,. however, recommended the enquiry papers to be kepl pending till the decision of .
Inthe Iight'bf finding of £.0, he was re-instated in service vide 08 No. 563 dated 09.07.2019. The
enqufiy pap;rs were ordered to be kept pending till the decision of court and his absence period w.e.f 14.06.2019 to )
28.06.2019 (fotal absénce period Is 14 days) was treated as leave without pay.
. " In the due course, he was. transferred to District Police Kohat vide AIG Establishment Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar order Endst: No. 8852-53/E-1V dated 04.07.2019. Prior {0 his departure, the enquiry papers -
were reconsidered, He wég .ﬁrovided opportunity of personal hlean'ng but he failed to produce any plausible -
 evidence of his innocence in his Support as well as failed to satisfy the competent authority.
' f  His service record was perused and it revealed that he was appointed as constable on
02.1?.201'3. There ‘ar'e?ba bad entries .Against him with no good entry in his credit. He has blemished his se{viée
 record in very less tenure of service which speaks for his ilt reputation. Prior to the registration of above mentioned
criminal case a;c;ainst him, he was also awardqéi punishment in two other offences such as selling alcohol (Tincture)
. and making of objectionable video in uniform duty., Summing up the above facts | have come to the conclusion that
' ~ retention of such official in the départmént will bring bad name for the whole depa;'hnenl.
, ' Therefore, I, Sana Uilah, Superintendent of Police FRP Kohat Range, Kohat in exercise of
‘powers vesied in me under Rule 5(5) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975 (Amended in 2014), award hima .
major punishment of dismissal from service with immediate effect. ) ‘

[y
\

OBNo._4£32 ~ '
Dated: 2242 1020

. "OFEICE OF-THE §UPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, FRP, KOHAT RANGE, KOHAT

ntendent of Police, FRP,
ohat Range, Kohat,

NO./82 - 183 _HP€"DATED KOHAT THE z‘z‘Zog 12020

Copy of above is forwarded for favour ofinformation please to the:- .
» Worthy Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar in continuation with this
office Endst; No. 1232/EC dated 08.07.2019,

2. SP Investigation Wing KoRat wir to his office letter No. quoted above ang in continuation
. with this office Endst: No. 259-60/PA dated 21.06.2019. ’ :
3. Pay Officer N
4, SRC ,
© 5. - Reader for further necessary action
6. . OHC and compliance

¢z Superintendent of Police, FRP,
6y, Kohat Range, Kohat.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

N .
e A

Service Appeal No. 4275/2021. - .?' - ’

Ex-Constable Muhammad Ha¢eeb Son of lVIatl ud Din, R/‘o Muhammad Zai, Kohat
(Constable No. 5453) ..o l ........................ Appellant

'VERSUS

Provincial Police officer, Khyber-Pakhtunkhwé Peshawar & others. ... Respondents. .

AFFIDA VI T

Ghasan Uliah ASI FRP HQ: do her?b,/ so!omnly aff:rm and
- declare on oath that the contents of the accompanymg Para-wise Comments on behalf

of Respondents No. 1 to 5 is correct to the best of my knowledge and belief that
nothing has been concealed from thts Honorab'e Court.

Ghassan Ullah




"“s.,‘:- _.

-“-‘InR-eﬁ . ‘
Service Appeal No.4275/2021

|
BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR ]

- Muhammad Hcseeb..........................,.,..L.Pehhoner

Govt. of KPK & others.....cccevvviiiiiiennnnns, Respondenis

|
REJOINDERON BEHALF OF THE
APPELLANT

Respectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary Objections:

That all the Preliminary objections have given in B
the Parawise reply are irre,l,ievdn’r and
misconceived as the service appeal is within time
the appellant has cousé of ocﬁbn and the
appellant came to this Hon'ble Tribuhol with clean
hands. ' !

 REPLY ONFACTS: |

1.  No need of reply. ‘
2', That Para No.2 is incorreci, the appellant was not |
involved in the criminal case, for the reason, the

qppellon’r has been acquitted from| the charges,




..

e e e ~

I
I
.

leveled against him and even in inquijy report, the

involvement of the appellant has not been

proved and the inquiry has held obeyfonce il the

decision of criminal court, further that the other

..........

allegations as 8 bad entries in his credit etc have S e

not been mentioned in siqtemen’r of ollego’rioné

and charge sheet. | ‘

That Para No.3 is incorrect as the appeliant has ‘

been acquitted from the charges levelled -

against him. |
|

That Para No.4 is incorrect as fheré is No volid

proof, regarding his involved in the said criminal .

case.

That the appeliant was arrested o!nd malafide

involved in the criminal case and was behind the

|
bar, so the appellant was not absent willfully.

. That the inquiry was held pending til the decision |
of criminal case, and the appeliant has acquitted |

by the competent court, but without ini’rioﬂng‘ 7

further regular inquiry, and without isSuing show

cause notice, the appellant has ?worded the

major penalty of dismissal, which |s against law

and justice.




It is, ’rherefore humbly prcyed that the service
oppeol filed by the Appellan'r moy kindly be
‘ .

accepted and ’rhe appellant may, please be

reinstated with all back benefits. |
|

Appellant |
Through e

Dated: 20.04.2022 bshawar

AFFIDAVIT |

been kept concealed ffo ‘ble Cour‘r )
é’(-‘:h'aiid-‘M» AV
Cath . @hin
QWarH,'g er

Il

s - i '.:..;
* Coury DEPONENT




SerV|ceAppeolNo4275/2021 o |

. Prehmmary Ob;echons

BEFORE THE‘ HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA o
: ' SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR | ' '
. InRe: | - L L

MuhommodHoseeb..;'..;......;.'_,;.._...__;._..‘.r...‘ ..... Pehhoner

- Govt. of KPK & o’rhers.....'..,..'..._:..._.‘.'..‘. _.._.;..‘..Re%po,ndénisif

RFJOINDERON |BEHALF OF THE
APPELLANT '

Respectiully 2|Shevvveih”: 2

That all the Prellmlnary ob echons have. glven in

'The Porowzse reply lrrelevcm‘ ,d

mlsconcelved as the servuce oppeolus within ’nme o
the op||oelion’f hos cause of ochon Ond ’rhe

oppellon’r came ’ro this Hon ble Tnbunol with clecm._"

‘hands.
REPLY ON FACTS: - . = -l' R
. Noneedofreply.. . |

2. That Para No.2is incorrect, the -dpbelmn'ffms*hbt .

l .
mvo!ved in The crlmlncl cose for ’fhe reoson The _‘

appeliant has been ccquﬁ’red from the chorges
.A 'i |
1
. |
o



N

leveledog‘oins’r .him and.even i'n‘inquiry repOrT The |

mvolvemen’r of ’fhe oppellon’r hos not’ been i |

proved ond The mqwry hcs held obeyonce hH ’rhe‘ |

decmon of cnmlnol cour’f fur’rher Tho’f ’rhe o’rher |

ollego’rlons as 8 bod en’mes in hiS cred:’r e‘rc hove i

not been mem‘loned m s’ro’remem of ollegohons

and charge shee’r S |'

- That Para No 3is mcorrec'r os ’rhe Oppeﬂcn’r hos S

, N
been ocquﬁ’red from The chorges Ievelled'
against hlm | T
That Para No.4 s, mcorrec’f as: ’rhere is no VO|Id o
|

| proof re=gordmg hls Hvolved m The said crlmmol :

| . i
case. L

~That the oppellon’r was orres’red ond maloﬂde o

mvo!ved in 1he cnmlnal ccse ond wos behlnd ‘rhe" 3

bar, so ’rhe oppeilon’r wos no’r absem waIIfuIly
o

That the | tnqwry wos held pendmg fill the de<:|s:on.- o

~of criminal cose ond ’rhe oppellonT nas ocqu1’r’red_
‘by the compe’ren’r cour’r bu’r w1’rhou‘r mmo’nng o
further :egulczr mquwy ond erhouT |ssumg show .

cause nohce ’fhe oppellon’r hos owcrded The* |

major penol’ry of dlsmlssol WhICh 1s ogomsT Iaw .’

and justice. . |



GROUNDS-

That Para No 7 IS mcorrec’r as no codol formolmes

have been odop‘red by ’rne ou’rh‘onhes ond o

wufnour proper regulor |an|ry ’rhe nnOJor penol’ry E

of dismissal, has been owctrded whrch is no’r ’rhe"

mcrndo’reoflow T ‘. o '._

That the Para No.S is nor 'correé’r.. L

A.

. That F’Gro-Hvi,s‘incbvrrec"r i |

b s -
That Para-A isinc;OrreciT. R

That Para-B is incorrec’lr. CL |'

That Pafa-C s denied,'fhe,'rul'es- have no’r been =

complied. P S

- i

That Poro D is mcorrecf os no regulor mqunry hos' |

been conduched under ’rhe Iow l'
That show cquse- is',‘ m_ondcfdry"lunde:r the law. -

That Para-F is Encorrec’ros*'rhe" reduiremen’rs"'of'

regular |nqu1ry under ’rhe rules hove no’r been‘ B

fulfiled. as no oppor’runr’ry hos been glven for hIS
defenceetc. : e »! |
That Para-G isincorrect.- . - - RN



N -
| )
|

It is, ’rherefore humbly prcyed tho’r ’rhe serwce -

appeal flled by the Appellon’r may klndly be

occep’red and ’rhe oppellon’r moy

|
relns’ro’fed WITh all bock benefl’fs 7 I
I .

| Appellon’r
Through :

N SO | 'Hdssan-"u
Dated:20.04.2022 ~~ + Advocate,

AFFIDAVlT - S
It is stated' on oo’rh Tho’r ’rhe a

n’ren’rs of fhe

o occomponymg rejomder ore ’rrue ond correc’r ‘ro 'rhe

bes’r of my knowledge ond bellef and |nofhmg hcs

been kept conceoled from Thls Hon b|e Cour’r

l-

DEPONENT
O K '
-
I
|
|

please be e

Cw

|
-4
|



