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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1395/2017

Date of institution ... 18.12.2017 
Date of judgment ... 13.09.2019

Abid Zaman S/o Mir Madad Shah
R/o Surati Kala Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati Distriet, Karak (Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer/Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkh>va, 
Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat.'
3. District Police Officer, Karak.
4. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary^ Peshawar.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UM)ER SECTION-4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974\
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 08.08.2017 PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO. 3 BY WHICH MAJOR PENALTY OF
REMOVAL FROM SERVICE WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT HAS
BEEN AWARDED TO THE APPELLANT AND THE
REPRESENTATION OF THE APPELLANT FILED ON 21.08.2017
HAS NOT YET BEEN DECIDED BY THE RESPONDENT NO. 2.:V

Mr. Shahid Qayum Khattak, Advocate 
Mr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney

Fof.appellant. 
For respondents.

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI 
MR. AHMAD HAS SAN

MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
.. MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) ;■

•.

■

JUDGMENT

;; ■

MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI. MEMBER: Appellant

alongwith his counsel and Mr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney for the 

respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Brief facts of the case as per present service appeal are that the appellant 

was serving in Police Department as Constable. He was imposed major penalty
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of removal from service vide order dated 08.08.2017 on the allegation that he

was.involved in case FIR No. 8 dated 20.03.2017 under section 9/14/15 CNSA

Police Station Anti Narcotics Force Kohat. The appellant filed departmental

appeal on 21.08.2017 which was not responded hence, the present service

appeal on 18.12.2017.

3. Respondents were summoned who contested the appeal by filing written

reply/comments.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant was

serving in Police Department as Constable. It was further contended-that-the

appellant was involved in case FIR No. 8 dated 20.03.2017 under, section

9/14/15 CNSA Police Station Anti Narcotics Force Kohat alongwith two other 

persons namely Umar Sharif and Sirajum khan. It was further contended that 

the appellant was hon’able acquitted by the trial court vide detailed judgment 

dated 25.09.2018. It was further contended that the respondent-department was
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required to wait for conclusion of criminal case but without waiting for the fate
■■1

of criminal case, the appellant was imposed major penalty of rernoval from

service vide order dated 08.08.2017. It was further contended that neither
■ ■

proper departmental inquiry was conducted nor the appellant was associated in
'I,

departmental proceeding nor any show-cause notice alongwith copy of inquiry 

report was-issued to the appellant therefore the appellant was condemned 

unheard which has rendered the whole proceeding illegal and liable to be set- 

aside and prayed for acceptance of appeal.

i

5. On the other hand, learned District Attorney for the respondents opposed 

the contention of learned counsel for the appellant and contended that the 

appellant was arrested on the spot by the Anti Narcotics force red handed. It 

was further • contended that acquittal of the appellant is no ground for

.
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»exonerating him from the departmental proceeding. It was further contended 

that proper departmental proceeding was initiated by the respondent-department

and after fulfilling all the coda! formalities, the appellant was righty imposed
s

major penalty of removal from service and prayed for dismissal of appeal.

T'.6. Perusal of the record reveals that the appellant was serving in Police

Department. He was involved in Narcotics case vide FIR No. 8 dated

20.03.2017 under section 9/14/15 CNSA Police Station Anti Narcotics Force

Kohat alleging therein that the Anti Narcotics Force recovered 2400. grams

Chars from the motorcar driven by the Umer Sharif while the appellant

alongwith one other person namely Sirajum was setting on the rear seat. .The

record further reveals that the respondent-department was required to wait for 

the fate of criminal trial but the respondent-department imposed major penalty

of removal from service before conclusion of the criminal trial. The record

further reveals that the appellant was acquitted by the trial court vide detailed
\

judgment dated 25.09.2018. The record further reveals that the respondent- 

department initiated departmental proceeding against the appellant but the

inquiry officer has not conducted the inquiry in the mode and . manner 

prescribed under the Police Rule, 1975 even a show-cause notice alongwith 

copy of inquiry report was not handed over by the respondent-department to the 

appellant meaning thereby that the appellant was condemned unheard which has

rendered the whole proceeding illegal and liable be set. As such, we partially
i.

accept the appellant, set-aside the impugned^nd reinstate the appellant intq

service with the direction to the respondent-department to conduce de-nov^in

the mode and manner prescribed under Police Rules, 1975 and respondent-

department is also directed to fully associate the appellant in inquiry 

proceeding, providing opportunity of cross examination and issuing show-cause

r',.i
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notice alongwith copy of inquiry report. The issue of back benefits; will be 

subject to the outcome of de-novo inquiry. Parties are left to bear their own

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
13.09.201

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER ,

(AHMAD HAS SAN) 
MEMBER
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19.06.2019 Appellant in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional AG alongwith Mr. Tasawar Hussain, ASI for the 

respondents present. Written reply on behalf of respondents not 

submitted. Representative of the department requested for further 

adjournment. Case to come up for written reply/coniments on 

12.07.2019 before S.B.

;

(Muhammad Arnin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG alongwith 

Tasawar Hussain, PASI for the respondents present. Written 

reply submitted. . To come up for arguments on 13.09.2019. 

The appellant may submit rejoinder, within a fortnight, if so 

advised.

12.07.2019

Me nber
13.09.2019 Appellant alongwith his counsel and Mr. Usman Ghani, District 

Attorney for the respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today consisting of four pages placed 

on file, we partially accept the appellant, set-aside the impugned and

reinstate the appellant into ^rvioe with the direction to the respondent- 

department to conduce de-novo/in tne mode and manner prescribed under 

Police Rules, 1975 and respondent-department is also directed to fully
7

associate the appellant in inquiry proceeding, providing opportunity of v , 

cross examination and issuing show-cause notice alongwith copy of 

inquiry report. The issue of back benefits will be subject to the outcome of . 

de-novo inquiry. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned ; 
to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
■^5/i349.2m9

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

V

(AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER
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Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for the 

respondents present.

Learned AAG requests for adjournment as he has not 

been contacted by representative of respondents regarding 

preparation of reply/comments. Adjourned to 27.03.2019 

before S.B.

04.2.2019

Chairman

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Written
I

reply not submitted. Muhabbat Ali SI legal representative 

of the respondent department present and seeks time to 

furnish written reply/comments. Granted. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 25.04.2019 before S.B

27.03.2019

Mernber

Counsel for the appellant present. Addl: AG alongwith 

Mr. M. Zafaran, PASI for respondents present. Written reply 

not submitted. Requested for adjournment. Adjourned^but as a 

last chance. Case to come up for written reply/comments on 

19.06.2019 before S.B.

25.04.2019

(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member
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Service Appeal No. 1395/2017

11.12.2018 Counsel for the appellant Abid Zaman present. 

Preliminary arguments heard. It was contended by learned 

counsel for the appellant that the appellant was serving in 

Police Department as Constable. It was further contended that 

the appellant was removed from service vide order dated 

08.08.2017 on the allegation that he was involved in criminal 

case vide FIR No. 8 dated 20.03.20H^rider sections 9/14/15 

CNSA Police Station Anti Narcotics Force, Kohat. The 

appellant filed departmental appeal on 21.08.2017 which was
not responded hence, the present service appeal on 

18.12.2017. Learned counsel for the appellant further 

contended that the appellant was honorable acquitted by the 

competent court vide order dated 25.09.2018. It was further

contended that before imposing major penalty of removal 

from service neither, proper inquiry was conducted nor any 

show-cause notice was issued to the appellant and the 

appellant was removed from service vide order dated
I

08.08.2017 while the trial of the criminal case was concluded 

by the competent court on 25.09.2018 therefore, without 

waiting for the conclusion of the criminal case the impugned 

order is illegal and liable to be set-aside.

The contentions , raised by learned counsel for the
I

appellant need consideration. The appeal is admitted for

regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant isAppellant Dspo!5!fsd
PfOcesS F©i > directed to deposit of security and process fee, thereafter

notice be issued to the respondents for written 

reply/eomments for 0^ .02.2019 before S.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member
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()3.()5.2()I8 The Tribunal is non fiinclional due lo reliremenl oT the

Monorable Chairman. Therefore, the case is adjourned. To conic up lor 
Jhc samefon 28.06.2018 before^S.-lT

Reader

28.06.2018 None present on behalf of the appellant. Adjourned. 
To come up for preliminary hearing on 30.07.2018 before 

S.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

■i

30.07.2018 Mr. Shahab Faheem, Advocate, counsel for the 

appellant present and requested for adjournment. Granted. 

Case to come up for preliminary hearing on 06.09.2018 

before S.B.

•:

Chairman

06.09.2018 None present on behalf of the appellant. Adjourned. 
To come up for preliminary hearing on 24.10.2018 before 

S.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member
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Junior to counsel for appellant'present and.25/1/2018

seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for

preliminary hearing on 21/2/2018.

%

(Muahamrnad.Hamid IVIughal) 
MEMBER

c;'. . i-i'

' I

'21.02.2018 Appellant alongwith his counsel present and seeks, 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing ..

01T15.03.2018 before S.B.

•' i

(Gul Zeb Knan) 
Member

15.03.2018 Appellant in person present and seeks adjournment on the 

ground that his counsel is not available today:* Adjourned. To 

come up for preliminary hearing on 11.04.2018 before S.B.

m-
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member

i;

Counsel for the- appellant- present and seeks adjournment. 
Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 

before S.B. , , ' .

11.04.2018

Member
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FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of

1395/2017Case No.I;

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 ,3

18/12/20'^^ The appeal of Mr. Abid Zaman prefent^ today by Mr. 

Shahid Qayum Khattak Advocate may be entered in the

up to Worthy Chairman for proper

1

\ Institution Register and 

order please. \

REGISTRA^g/l5,[|-)

W/>//7.2- This case is entrusted to S. Bench for prelirhinary hearing 

to be put up there on

Counsel for the 'appellant present and seeks 

)urnment. Adjourned. I'o come up for preliminary hearing
201803.01.

adj
25.01.2018 before S.B.on

(Gul Zcb 
MEMBBR(E)

A ■ an

I
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

3^/Service Appeal No. 2017

A,

Abid Zaman Appellant

Versus

Provincial Police Officer and others Respondents

INDEX

S.No. Description of Documents Annex Pages
1. Memo of appeal with affidavit 1-5
2. Address of the parties 6
3. Charge Sheet with statement of allegation A 7-8

4. Reply of appellant B 9-10
5. impugned order dated 08/08/2017 C 11
6. Copy of Departmental Appeal D 12
7. other documents 13-/6
8. Wakalat Nama

Appellant
Through

Shahi ayui h Khadtak 
Advocate, High Court' 

PeshawarDated: /12/2017
Mob No. 03.33-9195776

<A/
&. •»

ShaK^usRaheem
Ad^cate
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BEFORE^ THE SM^ICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. ^/2017

Abid Zaman S/o Mir Madad-'Shah R/o Surati Kala Tehsil 

Takht-e-Nasrati District, Karak.................................................. Appellant

pakiitakhwa
Xrit>unalKhyber

Service

Versus Oitiry No.

pated

1. Provincial Police Officer/ Inspector General of Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

■ The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat 

District Police Officer, Karak.

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 

Chief Secretary, Peshawar ....................

2.

3.

4.

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ORDER 'DATED 08/08/2017 PASSED BY 

RESPONDENT NO. 3 BY WHICH MAJOR PENALTY OF REMOVAL 

FROM SERVICE WITH EMMEDIATE EFFECT HAS BEEN 

AWARDED TO THE APPELLANT AND THE REPRESENTATION OF 

THE APPELLANT FILED ON 21/08/2017 HAS NOT YET BEEN 

rtlesStO-slay DECIDED BY THE RESPONDENT NO. 2 ______________________

V * Q fRepastrar

PRAYER

By accepting this service appeal, the punishment awarded to the 

appellant through impugned orders, dated ,08/08/2017 

graciously be set aside by declaring it illegal, void, unlawful, 

without authority, based on mala fide, void abinitio and thus not 

sustainable and the appellant is entitled for reinstatement with all 
back benefits of pay and service.

may

y



y .•

Respectfully Sheweth; -■?••

That appellant was serving as constable in police department and 

was lastly posted in Police Station Teri. On 17/03/2017 appellant 

has been granted two day emergency leave for treatment of her wife 

and after availing the same he left home for joining duties 

20/03/2017. On reaching Amberi Kalla he notice scuffle between 

some persons on road side and while reaching near there he notice 

that some person are trying to kidnapped one police official Umar 

Sharif and one another person therefore, he intervened to 

police official due to which those person who were in plan and 

white clothes also stated beating appellant due to which appellant 

was injured. The people of the area also getter to safe us from 

kidnapper due to which they put us in vehicle in injured condition 

and stared journey toward Kohat. Later on we came to know that 

they are not kidnapper but staff of ANF although they are not in 

uniform. But on reaching to ANF Police station I alongwith other 

were falsely implicated in Narcotics Case.

1.

on

rescue

That respondent No. 3 issued a Charge Sheet alongwith Statement 

of Allegation to appellant which was properly replied but the 

has not been taken into consideration and passed impugned order 

dated 08/08/2017 and appellant has been removed from

( Copy of the Charge are attached as Annexure “A” “B”and “C”)

2.

same

service.

3. That appellant filed departmental appeal against the impugned 

order before worthy respondent No. 2 on 21/08/2017 but till date 

the same has not yet been decided. ( Copy of the Representation is 

attached as Annexure “ D”)

7. That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order 

hence, filling this appeal on the following amongst other grounds 

inter alia

GROUNDS:

That impugned order dated 08/08/2017 passed by respondent' 

No. 3 is illegal, unlawful, without authority, based on mala fide 

intention, against the nature justice 

Constitution and Service Law and equally with out jurisdiction,

a.

violative of the



hence, the same,are liable to be se’t^aside in the best interest of 

justice.

b. That impugned order passed by respondent is veiy much harsh, 

without any evidence based on surmises & conjectures and is 

equally against the principle of natural justice.

That respondent No. 3 has not taken into consideration the 

detail and plausible reply to the show cause notice but brushed 

aside it without any reason, grounds and without conducting 

any legal enquiry. Furthermore respondent No. 3 has not 

adopted proper procedure and passed impugned order which is 

liable to be set aside.

c.

d. That final show cause notice has issued to appellant and 

regular inquiry has been conducted for confirming the 

allegation and scrutinizing the conduct of appellant with 

reference to the charges therefore, the very foundation of the 

impugned order was 

sustainable under the law and rules.

no

baseless and groundless and not

That the allegation leveled against the appellant are baseless, 

without any proof and cogent evidence and is based on malafide 

intention and are concocted one. No proper opportunity of 

personal hearing has been provided to appellant. Respondents 

have not adopted proper procedure nor any statement of any 

witness has been recorded.

e.

f. That previous unblemished record of appellant has not been 

taken into consideration. Further more mere charge in criminal 

case is no ground for removal from service, until and unless the 

charge has been proved against appellant.
/

A' ;

That the trial of the criminal case is still pending adjudication 

before the competent Court of law and pre-trail conviction order 

of removal from service is not justified.

g-

h. That the impugned order has been passed in violation of law 

and rules of disciplinary proceedings and principles of natural 

justice. The authority wrongly and malafidly based the



' .1-. impugned order on assessments and speculations, therefore 

the impugned order is bad in law. .

That the disciplinary proceedings against. appellant suffered 

from gross infirmities, illegalities and irregularities as no 

evidence what so ever has been produce or cited in the 

respondents nor any witness has been examined.

That major penalty of removal from service has been passed 

against appellant without conducting any regular inquiry and 

without examining any witness in support of the charges. 

Similarly no documentary evidence was brought on record to 

substantiate the allegations leveled against appellant, therefore, 

the impugned orders based on assessment is bad in law and 

has been passed in violation of settled principles governing the 

disciplinary action against the Police Officers. Similarly n show 

cause notice has been issued against appellant which also 

make it a void order.

J-

k. That the learned respondent has not taken into consideration 

that the rules under which the appellant has been charged 

not applicable on him which clearly' shows that the act of 

respondent is totally based on discrimination undue 

victimization beside that the impugned order is suffered from 

gross infirmities, illegality , based on no evidence totally 

contradictory to the enquiry.

are

1. That the entire service record of the appellant is unblemished 

therefore, the impugned order would be a black stigma on the 

clean service career of the appellant, therefore, the 

liable to be set aside.
same is

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on accepting 

this service appeal, the punishment awarded to the appellant 

through impugned order dated 08/08/2017 may graciously 

be set aside by declaring it illegal, void, unlawful, without 

authority, based on mala fide, void abinitio and thus not 

sustainable and the appellant is entitled for reinstatement 

with all back benefits of pay and service.



Any other relief not specifically prayed for but deem 

appropriate in the circumstances of the case may also be 

granted.

Appellant,

Through

Shahid Qayunjl Khattak 
Advocate, High Court 

PeshawarDated: /12/2017

&
Sh! aib Faheem 

Auvocate

Certified that as per instruction of my client no such appeal has 
been filed before this Hon’ble Forum.

Affidavit

I, Abid Zaman S/o Mir Madad Shah R/o Surati Kala Tehsil Takht-e- 

Nasrati District, Karak do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on Oath 

that the contents of the above appeal are true and correct to the best of 

my knowledge and belief and nothing has been kept secret from this

Hon’ble Tribunal.

Deponent

/
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2017

Abid Zaman Appellant

Versus

Provincial Police Officer and others Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT

Abid Zaman S/o Mir Madad Shah R/o Surati Kala Tehsil 

Takht-e-Nasrati District, Karak

RESPONDENTS

1. Provincial Police Officer/ Inspector General of Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2. The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat

3. District Police Officer, Karak.

4. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 

Chief Secretary, Peshawar

Appellant
Through

Shahfia Qayum Khfettak 
Advocate, High Court 

PeshawarDated: /12/2017
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CHARGE SHFFT

tu ■*. 1. ’ ^'Strict Police Officer,
authority, hereby charge you Constable
Police Lines Karak as follow-

Karak as competent 
Abid Zaman No. 415 (suspended)

"You Constable Abid Zaman No. 415 have directly been 
criminal case FIR No. 08 dated 20.03.2017 

CNSA Police Station Anti Narcotics Force,
discipline and amount to gross misconduct.”

charged/involved i
u/s 9/14/15 

Kohat. Your this act is against service

2. By reason of your commission / omission 

under Police disciplinary Rule-1975 (amendment 
dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

rendered your-self:'liable to all 
1975 ibid.

constitute miss-conduct 
Notification No. 3859/Legal, 
Police Department and have

;■

.1}
i

or any of the penalties specified in Police Rule-

3. You ^re, therefore, required to submit y 

07-daj^ oi ihe receipt of this ^charge sheet to the
enquiry Officer 

purpose of
conducting enquire/;, u

Your written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officers 
within the specified priod, faiiing which it shail be presumed that you have no 

defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shali be taken against you.
V .

4 intirpate whether you desire to be heard iin person.

5 A statement of allegation is enclosed.

District Police Officer. Karak

4-. S'€> }
^ V

G

t

i-
i



disciplinary ArTir>M

1.cth ; ■ r Jan. District Police Officer, Karak as comoetenf
authority, ,s of the opinion that Constable Abid Zaman No. 415 {suspended) 
Police Lines Karak has rendered herself liable to be proceeded against 
^rnmitting the following act / commission within‘the meaning of Police

27 08 h Notification No. 3859/Legal,
27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

“Constable Abid Zaman No. 415 has directly been charged/involved
in criminal case FIR No. 08 dated 20.03.2017 u/s 9/14/15 CNSA Police Station
Anti Narcotics Force, Kohat. His this act is against service discipline and amount 
to gross misconduct/’

on

dated

.1

The enquiry Officer . 
accordance with provision of the Police T^ule-1975 (amendment Notification No 

3859/Legal, dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Department 

may provide reaso^iable opportunity of hearing to the accused official, record her 
finding and make within 10-days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as 

to punishment or other appropriate action against the accused.

2.

3. The, accused official shall join the proceed! 
place fixed by the enquiry officer.

mg on the date, time and

C)
District Police Officer, Karak

---- (anqui’^X dattd / >.3

Copyto:-
The enquiry Officer for initiating proceeding against the accused under the

Rule-1975 (amendment Notification 
No. 3859/Le|al, dated 27.08.2014) Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police 
Department.

14. Abid Zaman No. 415 (suspended) Police Lines Karak.

0^.

204.

. ■
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1- ORDER

My thl5» Order will disposed off the departmental enquiry against 

Constable Abid Zaman No. 415 (suspended) of this district Police.

Facts are that Constable Abid Zaman No. 415 have directly been 

charged/involved in criminal case vide FIR No. 08 dated 20.03.2017 u/s 9/14/15 CNSA 

Police Station Anti Narcotics Force, Kohat. His this act is against service discipline 

amounts to gross misconduct.

He was issued Charge Sheet and Statement of allegation. Mr. 
vMuhammad Nazir, SDPO, B.D.Shah was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct. 
proper departmental enquiry against him and to submit his findings, in the stipulated 

period.

The Enquiry Officer reported that it is transpires the recovery of Char:>s 

has actually been^made from the accused Constable Abid Zaman No. 415 and he ie 

found guilty of the charges leveled against him.

He was called and heard In person In the Orderly Room held in thes ofti ;«f 

hut he coulcl pfoduee eiiy co^enirea^on Enquiry papers d
'i-

Keeping in view of the above and available record and facts on fiie, he ■. 

found guilty of charges, therefore,,he Is awarded a major punishment of Recic va' f'c 

service with immediate effect.

OB No. 
Dated

Af-

District Police Office^ Kaiirr



d
i

.To> The Deputy Inspector General 
Of Police, Kohat Region, Kohat

4V: .SUBJECT;- DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

Respected Sir, ' \

Appellant submits departmental .appeal against order,of Diatrict Police Officer, Karak

bearing OB No. 454 dalcd 08.08.2017 vide which appellam was removed from service.

; V, V ■ ^ facts
r--' !.■■■

ill■-.I . That in march,2017, appellant was posted in Police Station Teri and paid visit home for • 

: availing leave. On 20.03.2017appellant left home for joining duties and on reaching 

Amberi Kalla stand noticed an unaraecsd fight between that persons.Being police officer 

intervened into the fight for removing that along main indus High Way.Appeilant also 
; sustanined injuries.

f. That later it came to light that the fight was between Umer Sharif police officer FRP 

Kohat and narcoties police .Both the parties were in plain and white clothes.

That appellant, Umer Sharif arid one another were implicated in narcolies case FIR NO 

08/2017under section 9, 14,15,CNSA PS ANF ,Kohat.

That on Umar sharif On bail; appellant resumed duties and was removed service impugned 

order.Hence departmental appeal on the following grounds.

A

4

•ti •

That appellant has falsely been in implicated the narcotics case, Appellant intervened into 

the fight along the indus High to remove it which annoyed the official of narcotics police 
who were in plain clothes and,implicated appellant in the case .

That the narcoties has allegedly been rbcovered fi'om motcr car ,neither appellant was 
trevelling the moter car nor was having any concern with the motor car. 

r: That appellant also sustained injuiiss while intervening in the fight. Depantmentai dial

take notice of injuries and responding to the call of duties rather removed appellant from 
' service. '

V; That the previous rank of sefvic of applicant is unblemished. Ex part /depaitnitnlal 

proceeding were conducted. No chance o,f defense was provided to applicant. No 

examined in process of appellant. No,‘ chance of cross examination of witness was 

' provided to applicant. Thus the entire departmental find was propassed in violation of law
y and rules.

. That mere change in criminal case is not grouned for removed from service, uiitills and 

:■ unless the change in proved norcptics un-registered against applicant is still pending trial, 

Therefore pretrial or pre conviction order of removed from service is not justified.

That matter was finding report of inquiry officer was not supplied to applicant nor final
'xx

■yshow cause notice was issued to applicant. Thus no apportunity of defense was provided to 
(applicant.

It is therefore requested that impugned order may be set aside with back benefits.

r.

:

■

-r-not

f
■:

one was !

KWiv: ■ ■ -
'E;,<

■ c-1
I

■ A-i

:

Yours Obediently

■>

Ex-Constable NO 415 District KaraJc

<5,3/.5' ‘?S ^ S ff.y

r
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL; PESHAWAR

Service appeal No. 1395/2017 
Abid Zaman, ....Appellant

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

I N DEX

S N Description of documents Annexure pages
1. Reply Parawise comments '0P03

2. Counter affidavit 04

Copy of FIR No. 8/2017 PS ANF Kohat '3. .A 05-06

•Copy of order respondent No. 2 dated 
09-05.2018
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I:
BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1395/2017 

Abid Zaman, Appellant

VERSUS
Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar & Other Responc ents

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Respectively Sheweth

Parawise comments are submitted as under:-

Preliminary Objections:-

That the appellant had got no cause of action.
That the appellant has got no locus standi.
That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.
The departmental appeal of the appellant was rejected by respondent No. 
2 on 09.05.2018, against which the appellant has not sought any remedy 

therefore, the appeal is not maintainable.
That the appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for own act.
That the appellant has not come to this Hon: Tribunal with clean hands as 

the appellant was arrested in a narcotics case by Anti-Narcotics Force 

Kohat.
That the appeal is time barred.

I.

ii.
V.

V.

vi.

vii.
FACTS

Correct the extant of enrolment of appellant in Police department. The 

remaining para of the appeal is a concocted story submitted by the appellant 
which is against the facts. Actually, on 20.03.2017, the appellant abngwith 

another Constable named Umar Sharif and Sirajum Khan while traveling in 

motorcar No. LK 604/ICT Islamabad was intercepted/ apprehendec by the 

Anti-Narcotics Force near Amberi Kalye chowk Indus Highway Karak. During 

search of motorcar ANF recovered 02 pickets of charas form the motorcar. A 

case vide FIR No. 8 dated 20.03.2017 u/Ss 9C, 14, 15, CNSA/1997 Police 

station ANF Kohat was registered against the appellant and others. Copy is 

anhexureA.
The appellant in addition to commission of criminal act also committed 
Professional misconduct involved himself in smuggling of narcot'i^, was 

proceeded with departmentally SDPO, Banda Daud Shah, district Karak;.vyas 

appointed as inquiry officer. The defense / reply was submitted by the 

appellant during the course of departmental proceedings was not 
satisfactory. Therefore, on completion of all codal formalities under the law /

1.

2.



^ /*

Rules the appellant was award a punishment of removal from seryic^^M 

immediate effect vide competent authority (Respondent No. 3) order dat^ 

08.08.2017.
3. Incorrect departmental appeal of the appellant was processed by the 

respondent No. 2. The appellant was called and heard in orderly room held
09.05.2018, but he failed to submit any plausible explanation tq his act. 

The appeal was devoid of merit and rejected vide order dated 09.05.2018.
4. The appeal is stopped to file instant for his own act.

on

GROUNDS:-
a) Incorrect proper departmental proceedings were conducted against the 

appellant in accordance with law & rules. Furthermore, the respondents No. 
2 & 3 have passed orders according to law / rules.

b) Incorrect the appellant was charged / arrested by Anti-Narcotics Force while 

trafficking narcotics in a motorcar, who earned bad name to discipline 

department. Therefore, the appellant was deserved for the punishment 
awarded to him.

c) Incorrect the appellant failed do defend te himself during course of

enquiry. Furthermore, the appellant did not submit any ill-will or malafide on 

the part of Anti-Narcotics Force. All codal formalities were completed in the 

departmental proceedings. i
d) Incorrect proper departmental enquiry was conducted in accordance with 

law & rules. Furthermore, there is no provision of final show cause notice u/s 

5 (3) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules (amended 2014) 1975.
e) Incorrect the appellant alongwith other were apprehended by Anti-Narcotics 

Force and 02 pickets charas weighing 2400 Gms was recovered from the 

motorcar,
f) The appellant was proceeded with departmentally for the commission of 

offence detailed above. The appellant was charged for a moral / social crime 

and earned bad name to the department. Therefore, retention of the 

appellant in a discipline force shall earn bad name to the entire department.
g) Criminal and departmental proceedings are distinct in nature. Therefore, the 

department in not bound to wait for disposal of criminal case pending under 

trial in any court of law.
h) Incorrect, both the orders passed by respondent No. 2 & 3 are in accordance 

with the law & rule.

n



v’^

4.

i) Incorrect the disciplinary proceedings conducted against the appellant were 

g according to law & rules and all codal formalities were fulfilled.
j) Incorrect the appellant indulged himself in criminal / extra departmental 

activities, transporting narcotics. The appellant failed to submit any malafide 

or ill-will on the paret of ANF, Kohat. The allegations / charge leveled aginst 
the appellant was established beyond any shadow of doubt and held guilty of 
the charges.

k) Incorrect the appellant alongwoth other was apprehended with recovery of 
narcotics from motorcar in which they were travelling / trafficking. The 

appellant was proceeded departmental on the above score of charge which 

was established. Therefore, no question of discrimination or victimization is 

arising.
l) The appellant was taken to task under the law for the commission of offence 

/ his own act which earned a bad name to the entire police department His
retention in a discipline department will be black stigma.

_ . .1-
* I

1

In view of the above, the appeal is devoid of merits, without any substantiate 

and legally defective may graciously be dismissed please.

of Khyl^er Pakhtunkhwa, 

through Chief Secretary 

(Respondent No. 4)

Provinci^ Police Officer, 
Inspects General of Police, 
Khyber Jakhtunkhwa, 
(Respon^dent No. 1)

Govt:

Regional PolfceD\smct PoHceJDffiter, 
' Karak

(Respondent No. 3) ^pondent No. 2)
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. BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYB.ER PAKHTUNKHWA

Service appeal No. 1395/2017 
Abid Zaman, . *« Appellant

VERSUS

Provincial Police-Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others ...... Respondents .

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT
\

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are correct and 

true to the best of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from 

this Hon: Tribunal,

l Provincial jjoWce Officer/ 
inspector oAerai of.PdlicD, 

Khyber Rfikhtunkhwa,
(Respo|dent No. 1)

Govt of Khy^^rPakhtunkhwa.' 
throiigffXhief Secretary 
/(Kespondent No, 4)

-'OistricTPoNce Officer, 
Karak

• (ResppMerffNc;. 3)

\ •

\
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POLICE DEPTT: e:qhat regionI

ORDER.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal, moved by 

Ex-Constable Abid Zaman No. 415 of Karak district Police against the punishment order, 

passed by DPO Karak vide OB No. 454, dated 08.08.2017, whereby he was awarded 

major punishment of Removal from service for the allegations of his involvement in case 

vide FIR No. OS,, dated 20.03.2017 ii/s 9/14/15 CNSA Police Station Anti-Narcotics 

Fojce Kohat.

He preferred an appeal to the undersigned, upon which comments 

were obtained from DPO Karak and his service record was perused. He was also heard in 

person in Orderly Room, held in this office on 09.05.2018, but he did not advance any 

plausible reply, in his defense. .

I have gone through the available record and came to the 

conclusion that the allegations leveled against the appellant are proved beyond any 

shadow of doubt and the authority has passed a legal and speaking order. Fherefore, his 

apjreal, being devoid of merit is hereby rejected.

Ol der Announced 
09.05.2018 /

\

(MUHAMMAD^Z, PSP) 
Region PolicMMccr, 

Kohkt Region. v 0
i.'/0'^

'V1/EC. dated Kohat the ///^ k'' /2018.
■ V

Copy to the District Police Officer, Karak for in formation, w/r to his 
office Memo: No. n654/LB, dated 16.10.2017. His service record is returned herewith 
please.

No.

!f
\

(MUHAMMA 
Region Pol^e

Kohat Region. ^

,PSP)t

(V
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BEFORrtHE SERtHCE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1395 /2017

Abid Zaman Appellant

Versus

Provincial Police Officer and others Respondents

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

Respectfully Sheweth;

Preliminary objection

That the reply/para-wise comment has not been competently filed 

and nor any affidavit has been filed in accordance with law nor the same
has been properly attested, hence the same- has no value in the eyes of 

law.

Reioinder to Preliminary objection

Preliminary objection raised by respondents 

frivolous, based on male fide intention and" having
are erroneous

no factual and legal 
backing thus not tenable. Respondents have failed to explain as why the 

appellant has no cause of action when he has been awarded punishment 

and filing appeal is his substantive right and he has aggrieved party 

hence filed this appeal; why the appellant has no locus standi after

award of punishment; how the appeal is not maintainable in the present 

form; why the departmental appeal was not decided on time; how the 

appellant has been estopped to filed the instant appeal; 

material fact has been concealed by the appellant from this

Tribunal; who the appeal is not based on facts; how the appeal 
barred;

that what

Hon’ble

is time
No plausible explanation has been given by the respondents. No

specific and due objection regarding the controversial question of facts 

and law involved in the instant service appeal has provided, therefore, 

appellant is unable to submit proper rejoinder to the preliminaiy 

objection raised by the respondents. However it is submitted that

appellant was dismissed from seiwice thereof appellant has got every 

right to file service appeal after exhausting departmental remedy.
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Appellant was mala fidely implicated in Criminal case by Anti- Narcotics 

Force officials and the respondent department instead of defending 

appellant issued the impugned orders of dismissal from service without 

conducting proper enquiry and waiting for the decision of the trial 

Appellant has filed the service appeal within time before
court.

proper and
competent forum thus the preliminary objections raised by respondents 

are unestablished and without footing. It is pertinent to mention here 

that after passing of the impugned order dated 08/08/2017 appellant 

filed departmental appeal will with in time but the same has not been 

decided within the stipulated period and accordingly appellant filed 

appeal before this Hon’ble Tribunal and thereafter
an

once the matter
become sub-judice before this Hon’ble Tribunal, respondent can not 

legally passed any order.

Reioinder to Facts of Reply/ Parawise comments

1. In response to Para No. 1 and 2 of the reply /

it is submitted that no doubt the anti Norcotics Force implicated 

appellant in criminal

parawise comments

case by planting of narcotics against 
appellant but the trial court i.e Judge Special Court Peshawar

recorded acquittal order of appellant dated 25/09/2018.
Furthermore appellant was acquitted of the charges under section 

265-K Cr.PC. The trial court was of the opinion that there 

life in the charges against appellant therefore, issued the acquittal 

order. Furthermore mere charging in criminal

was no

case is not a
justified ground for awarding of major punishment unless the 

allegation is proved. Here the appellant has been acquitted by the 

competent court of the alleged allegation leveled against him, 
therefore, the impugned order is liable to be set aside. The
departmental enquiry has not been conducted in accordance to law

and no witness whatsoever has been examined against accused in 

his presence nor any evidence except charge in criminal case has 

record which clearly show the innocence of 

appellant after acquittal. The learned Trial court recorded acquittal 

order in the criminal case therefore, departmental order based 

criminal charges will automatically fail. ( Copy of acquittal order 

is attached)

been brought on

on

2. In response to para No. 3 85 4, it is submitted that impugned order 

was passed on 08/08/2017 and accordingly appellant filed 

departmental appeal on 21/08/2017 but the case has not been



S)
decided after the laps of 90 days and appellant filed appeal before

this HonTole Tribunal on 18/12/20'l7 much prior than the alleged 

order i.e 09/05/2018. Once an appeal is filed before this Hon’ble
no power and authority toTribunal then respondent has left with 

decide the subjudice matter, hence there is no need to challenge 

the same before this Hon’ble Tribunal is the same is nullity in the

eyes of law. It is further submitted that appellant being a Civil 

Servant has wrongly been proceeded with under the Police Rules 

1975 nor adopted proper procedure. Further it submitted that 

procedure for disposal of appeal has not been adopted byproper
respondent No. 2 envisages in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil

Rules, 1986. Hence, appellant left with noServants ( Appeal) 

other option but to filed the present appeal.

Rejoinder to the Grounds of Reply/ Parawise comments

a) Para No. a- c of the reply / parawise comments are incorrect and 

that of memo of appeal are correct. The entire departmental file 

has been prepared in violation of law and rules. Both the orders 

illegal, unlawful, without authority, based on mala fide, void 

abinitio. Appellant was mala fidely arrested and the learned trial
are

stamped and corroborated the stance of appellant correct by 

recording acquittal order of appellant in the criminal case. No
provided to appellant. The appellantopportunity of defence was 

has been proceeded with the rules and regulation which are not

applicable to him nor proper procedure has been adopted by the 

respondents to determine the guilt of appellant. No evidence 

whatsoever has been procured against appellant. No statement of 

witness recorded by the enquiry officer in presence ofany 

appellant.

b) Para No. d- h of the reply / parawise comments are incorrect hence 

denied. Detail given in the memo of appeal is correct the same has 

not been properly replied. The respondents did not adhere to the 

rules while conducting departmental proceedings. The appellant 

has been victimized without conviction in a criminal case which 

were the main allegation against him. Now appellant has been 

acquitted by the learned Trial Court in the Criminal case therefore, 

the allegation leveled against appellant is liable to be set aside. 

Under the law in opportunity of cross examination of witnesses is 

the unalienable right of appellant but no opportunity of hearing



> statement is recordedhas been provided to him, even then no 

against appellant which also support his stance. The penalty 

imposed on appellant is only on the basis of surmises and
conjunctures without taking into consideration the documents and 

evidence provided by the appellant. The stance forwarded by the 

appellant has not been taken into consideration. Whether a person 

can be penalized only on here say evidence and whether this
case has been considered by theimportant aspect of the 

respondent while awarding punishment to appellant. And whether 

it is justified under any canon of law that a person has to be
penalized on mare charging in criminal case without waiting for his 

conviction. No evidence whatsoever has been attached against the 

appellant with the Parawise Comments, which speaks about the 

veracity of the accusation. The respondents had based the charge 

sheet and both the orders on criminal case and no other allegation 

of commission of misconduct were leveled against appellant. 
Acquittal from criminal charges washed all the allegation against 

appellant.

c) Para No. i- 1 of the reply / parawise comments are incorrect hence 

denied. No proper procedure of enquiry or awarding of punishment 

has been adopted by the respondent. The whole departmental 

proceeding were not conducted in accordance with rules and 

regulations. The acquittal from criminal charges washed all the 

allegation. The appellant being Civil Servant has wrongly been 

proceeded with. It is the ultimate purpose of law and rights 

guaranteed by the Constitution that no body has to be condemned 

unheard but here the basic right of the appellant has been violated 

and he has been condemned unheard, hence both the orders are 

liable to be set aside in the best interest. The Learned respondent 
No. 2 has not adopted proper procedure as mentioned in the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants ( Appeal) Rules, 1986. The 

question arises that whether there is any evidence regarding the 

allegation leveled against appellant and whether the punishment 

awarded to appellant being a civil servant is in accordance with 

law, rule and regulation. The procedure adopted by the 

respondents clearly show male fide intention, discrimination and 

undue victimization of the appellant and the appellant approaches 

this Hon’ble Tribunal being the final and highest forum of appeal. 
It is further submitted that rules and regulation have been 

blatantly violated.



<•

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that by accepting this 

rejoinder and the ground of main appeal the order of respondent 

No. 3 dated 08/08/2017 and that of Respondent No. 2 dated 

09/05/2019 may please be set aside and respondent may please 

be reinstated on service with all back benefits of service and pay.

Appellant

Through

Shahid Qa^um Khattak 
Advocate, Supreme Court

Dated: /09/2019

Affidavit

I, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on Oath that the contents 

of the above rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been kept secret from this 

HonT>le Tribunal.

Deponent
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■Learned SP for tl-ie State'and-accused I. timer Sharif, 2. 

N^Abid ZaraSn ana-'3. SiraiSm'Khah'LPtjiiValongwitb counsel present,

I" jljj Today ihe case, was fixed for evidence when learned

yWcounsel for accused Sirajam Khan r^^i.ested ihai accused is desirous' 

Tor-pleading his guili.^ it is* staled kf the Bar that accused Siraj 

- !^iccepis the complete responsibility'in'

■fronvth'e' vehicre;'and-that ihe b'tfief

>

o

I

am'Khan

respect of the recovery made 

co-accused, namely Umer Sharif 

recovery of contraband

d- i •

■ and Abid Zam'an'have nothing to do with the 

. b' and have been malandely ro|3ed.ii"li’i the case. On that point.learned 

counsel, for accused Vn^er' Sh^fit‘‘i?,fXbid Zaman also requested 

the acquittal u/s265-^K’Cr.P';c oftlie'liccused. 

of the accused beingconvictecl’in the case.

^ It is discernable from-tWe-record that the

trial were apprehended and ’ 2460'‘gms charas

■. ■ vehicle motor car Toyota Cor&fla’''N{;." fcf LK-604-l,slamabad. 

the accused were

\

- [
for

as there is no probability
l'•^

■■

accused facing 

was recovered from

which
allegedly trafticllVhg'jointly and thus ail the three

accused were arrested c n 20.03.20l y’.'T^hey remained in custody and 

V then were released on b^il hndhtave'l:!een''lariguishing in the agonies of

trial since then, which by itseif-i^ puifi3hn?ent.'

■'vV..

■ ... Record bf the'casl furlHef'^'a’w.s that the same has been pul

- ; .. in Court-on l■2.07.2.O.|7■b‘ut'^,,5-til|■''h6■to.h6-t even the single PW could .

. ■ ■ be examined-and the case has-‘beeh\fh'-necessarily prolonging. Faced 

. with the anom'albds-posilioh.-tlie accused Sirajam Khan 

bar that'he admits'hi.s'guiii'-and'reto'i^eci his staiemenl'in this respect 

wherein lie.has stated that he'bel6ngi-t6'‘a very poor background. He is 

laborer by pi'ofossioni havihg'I'aTge'falii'ilf-and there i

' •. y

. ■

• >.
Slated at the

.
-f

IS no one to look
after them. That h'e cannot afford the agonies of protracted trial. That 

■ he .was deceived by anti-social eleiiibnis for 

f-y ■ crime due to -his pov.efjy. That the-oiTib'r

. ^

commission of instant 

co-accused hamely Umer ' 
■ Sharif and Abid Zaman are his frieiid&'and'co-villagers Who were just 

, . travelling wiilrhim and was uiiaware of his trafficking of narcotic. He 

■■ ■ repents,his crime and commits to'.b'e ckfeful in future and also requests

.. . - thal-lenient view may be taken in the matter. T

■

-..■f >■ ‘iTi. accused SfejSnf:has made a clean breast

''s'rtiried.fofasr.i's .^'c'- of offence and sinie lie has beseeched .
• ■ ■' Py. ‘be niercy of this court, therefore, while considering the facts or the .

•
.•i )’■

• V

and punisluiieni provided for the offence, accused Sirajam Khan. case.

I



is convicted and sentenced to 02 year R.l. with a fine’of Rs. 5000/-^ 

(five thousand) in default of payment of tine,^the-.convict shalj suffer 

further five months S.l. Accused deposited the'^amounl of fine.
Since the.accused is first offender, therefore, instead of 

actual imprisonment he is allowed .tc.^’released on ’ probation 

provided he furnishes surely bonds of .RWpOO/- (fifty thousand) 

with tWo sureties, each in the like amount to the sati.sfaciion of 

Probation Officer Peshawar. Accused is on bail, taken into custody and 

shall be produced before the Probation Officer at Peshawar and if he 

succeeds in furnishing bail bonds to the Probation Officer concerned, 

he be released from custody, otherwise, be kept in .ludicial lockup till 

production of bail bonds before the Probation Officer.

As co-accused, Umer Sharif'and Abid Zaman 

travelling with .the convicted accused and they had 

■ knowledge of the concealment of narcotics in the vehicle as stated by 

the convicted accused Sirajam Khan in'his statement recorded today, 

iheietore. the co-accused can by no means be connected with the 

\ commissiori,of offence. As such, there seems to be no probability of 

\ their being convicted in,the case-anditherefore while accepting the 

request of counsel for accused .Umer Sharif and Abid Zaman. they 

.acquitted u/s 265-K Cr.P.C of;the charges leveled against them. They 

are on bail, therefore, their bail:bonds are cancelled and sureties are 

discharged from their liability undenthe bail bonds.

-
\

\

were just

no conscious

are

Personal belongings 1/ non' incriminating articles of the 

convictee as well as acquitted accused shall be returned to them as per
recovery memo, while charas shall be destroyed as per law but after 

expiry of appeal/revision.period; ' -• r».

: . Asifar.as.the-vehicle To.yota Corolla car No. ICT-LK-604-, ■ 

Islamabad is.conGernednthe^same.was already returned to its lawful 

. owner. Sureties of the vehicle are.absoived-froni their liabilities under 
. the bonds.

\* t*

. :u ''

.File be consif^ned to record •room after completion and 

. compilation. '.rr'i

f/ be f-

, cxaru.'.ner'.^^
Br?^nctv,fudge SpeUal-Court

Announced.
.^,^5.09.2018 {Mrs. Nus<^afAf^vm^n inte^KhXb)^ 

.lud'geSpiemiCp.uK(CNS) 
/i^eshaw^.'*
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
% No. /ST Dated 2019

To
The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

SUBJECT: - JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 1395/2Q17. MR. ABII> ZAMAN.

1 am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 

13.09.2019 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict (Compliance.

REGISTRAR . 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA- 

SERVICE tribunal 
PESHAWAR.
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