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-0 \.v94:11.2022 Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

Muhammad Jan, District Attorney for the respondents present

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant requested for

.adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the appellant 

is not available today due to strike of lawyers. Adjourned. To
•/'

come up for arguments before the D.B on 26.12.2022.

V.
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(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)
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29“' Mar, 2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Fazal 

Shah Mohmand, Addl: AG for respondents present./

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment 

on the ground that he has not prepared the case. To come 

up for arguments on 12.06.2023 before D.B. P.P given to 

the parties.

(Salah Dd'DiTT) 
Member (Judicial)

(Kalim Ar-shad Khan) 
Chairman
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i
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Learned AddI, A.G be reminded about the omission 

and for submission of reply/comments within extended 

time of 10 days.

12.07.2021
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Appellant alongwith his counsel Mr. Asad Zeb Khan, 
Advocate, present, who submitted Wakalat Nama on behalf of 
the appellant, which is placed on flle.< Mr. Kabiruljah Khattak, 

Additional Advocate General for the respondents preset and 

submitted comments, copy of which handed over to learned 

counsel for the appellant, who sought, time for submission of 

rejoinder. Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder, if any, as well as 

arguments ojxZS.02.2022 before the

10.2021:7
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(Salah-Ud-Din)(Mian Muhammad)
Membe^^|)^^ retirement of the Worthy C?liainn^n, ^'i^e

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to
28.02.2022

03.06.2022 for the same as before.

Reader.

Bench is incomplete, therefore^A case is 

adjourned to 11.08.2022 for the same as before. .

03.06.2022 ■
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Appellant present in Counsel for the appellant 

present. Preliminary arguments heard.
17.06.2021

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is

admitted to regular hearing, subject to all just and legal

objections. The appellant is directed to deposit security

and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be

issued to the respondents for submission of written

reply/comments in office within 10 days after receipt of

notices, positively. If the written reply/comments are not

submitted within the stipulated time, the office shall submit

the file with a report of non-compliance. File to come up

for arguments on 27.10.2021 before the D.B.

Chairman

' 'A



'a01.01.2021 Appellant present in person.

He made a request for adjournment as his counsel is not 
in attendance. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary 

hearing on 30.03.2021 before S.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

/
/ \

30.03.2021 Raheel Zamah attorney of appellant present.
\

He made a request for adjournment as counsel for 

appellant is not in attendance; granted. To come up for 

preliminary hearing on JX/_5^2021 before S.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

/i



4/
Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

. 72020Case No.

/



1
Jl

BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No/ J2020

Laiq Zaman Appellant

VERSUS

IGP, KPK and others Respondents

INDEX
Description of DocumentsS.No Annex Pages

1. Grounds of Service Appeal Ini2. Affidavit oy-
3. Addresses of Parties

popy of CNIC ^

Copy of i Appointment order dated 

01.07.1991 alongwith Service Card 

Copy of FIR dated 06.03.2013 

Copy of departmental inquiry report 
Copy of impugned termination order
dated 09.02.2015
Copy of judgment dated 25.09.2020 

Copies of departmental appeal and 

order dated 05.11.2020

4. A 0?
5. B-C •

/o ^/f
6. E
7. F
8. G

9. H ■

10. I-J

11. Special Power of Attorney 

Wakalat Nama12.

Appellant^ .
Through

Mafkhar Haleem Kakakhel
Advocate, PeshawarDate: 1/2020
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BEFORE THE SFRVIGES TRIBUNAL. KPK, PESHAWAR

,/2020Service Appeal No,

Laiq Zaman S/o Aziz Khan, ,,
(Ex-Head Constable No.591, Police Department, KPK) 
R/o Village Rashakai, PO Tarakai 
tehsil Razzar, District Swabi.......... Appellant

VERSUS
Inspector General;of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Lines, 
Peshawar

1.

2. Regional Police Officer (RPO), 
District Mardan

3. District Police Officer (DPO),
DPO Headquarters, District Swabi

Deputy Superintendent of Police (DSP), 
Razzar, District Swabi

4.

....Respondents

Appeal u/s 4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the 

impugned order dated 09.02.2015 of 

respondent No.2 and 3, whereby the 

appellant has beeri terminated from 

his service.



Prayer in Apbedl:

On acceptance of this service appeal, the 

impugned termination dated 09.02.2015 issued by 

respondents No.2 and 3 may kindly be set aside and 

services of the appellant may kindly be restared with 

all back benefits.

Any other remedy, which deems fit and appropriate 

by this Hanaurable, Tribunal accarding ta the facts 

and circumstances of the case, may also be granted 

in favour of the appellant.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Compendium of facts out of which the present 

service appeal arises, are as under:

1. That the appellant is the banafide citizen at Pakistan 

and presently residing at Village Rashakai, PO 

Tarakai, Tehsil Razzar, District Swabi. (Ccpy at CNIC is 

Annexure "A”).

2. That the appellant was initially appointed as Police 

Constable in Police Department in District Swadi 

01.07.1991. (Copy of Appointment order dated 

01.07.1991 alangwith Service Card are Annexure "B" 

&‘‘C").

on



24
3. That lateron, the appellant has performed his services 

to the best of his abilities and capabilities as w,e\\ pi

accomplishing different police trainings/ courses and
* *

was promoted to Head Constable by the high-ups 

vide order dated 11.02.2008.

4. That on 06.03.2013, the appellant has malafidely and 

allegedly been nominated in an FIR No.76 under 

section 302/324/34 PPC by the local police of PS 

Sabzi Mandi, Islamabad. (Copy of FIR is Annexure
“E”).

5. That in the consequence whereof, a departmental 

inquiry has been initiated by the department and the 

Deputy Superintendent of Police, Razzar, Swabi 

(respondent No.4) has found the appellant as 

innocent and requested the high-ups to exonerate 

the appellant from the charges levelled against him 

in the said case/FIR. (Copy of departmental inquiry 

report is Annexure “F”).

6. That although, the respondent ,No.4 has made 

request to exonerate the appellant from the said 

charges, but the respondent No.3 did not pay, any 

heed to such findings/ inquiry report and terminated 

the appellant from his service vide termination order 

dated 09.02.2015. (Copy of impugned termination 

order dated 09.02.2015 is Annexure "G" .
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7. That as the appellant has been involved in said case 

malafidely and after conduction of full-dress trial,:the 

dppellant was acquitted honourably by the Ipdrnpd 

Additianal Sessions Judge-IV, Islamabad vide order/ 

judgment dated 25.09.2020. (Copy of order/ 

judgment dated 25.09.2020 is Annexure “H” .

8. That after getting acquittal in said criminal case, the 

appellant promptly approached the department 

andisubmitted departmental appeal/ representation 

on 28.09.2020 before fhe Regional Police Officer, 

Mardan (respondent No.2) for resforation of his 

services, but, the respondent No.2 has rejectedhhe 

same vide order dated 0^1Jh2020. (Copies of 

departmental appeal and order dated 05.11.2020 

are Annexure “1" & “J").

9. That the: appellant being aggrieved from :the 

aforesaid orders dated 09.02.2015 and 05.11.2020 of 

respondents No.2 and 3, having no other remedy 

apd is constrained to file the instant service appeal 

before this Honourable Tribunal, on the following 

grounds amongst others:

GROUNDS:

That impugned termination order of respondent No.3 

dated 09.02.2015 aiongwith order dated 05.11.2020 

of respondent No.2, whereb'^ departmental appeal 

of the appellant was rejected/ dismissed, are 

patently illegal, against the facts and material

A.



s
respondents is violative of Article 4 & 5 of 4he 

Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.

F. That the appellant seeks leave of this Honourable 

Tribunal to raise further points at the time; of 

arguments. ' ■ i

IT IS, THEREFORE, most humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of the instant service appeal, the 

impugned termination dated 09.02.2015 issued by 

respondents No.2 and 3 may kindly be set aside and 

servifces of the appellant may kindly be restored with 

all back benefits.

Any other remedy, which deems fit and appropriate 

by this Honourable Tribunal according to the facts 

and circumstances of the case, may alsb be 

_ granted ip favour of the appellant.

Appellant
Through

AAafkhar Halepm Kakakhel
Advocate High CourtDate: ^/11/2020
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KPK. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. ./2020

AppellantLaiq Zaman

VERSUS

IGP, KPK and others Responjdents

AFFIDAVIT

L Raheel Zaman S/o Laiq Zaman R/o Village Rashqkai, 

PO Tarakai, Tehsil Razzar, District Swabi (Special Attorney for 

appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oafh

that the contents of Service Appeal are true and correct to 

the best of my knowl 

concealed fro

ge and belief and nothing hasjDeen

ble Tribunal.

DEPONENT
CNIC: 16202-0386822-3 
Cell: 0345-2762772
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRiBUNAL, KPK, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No., ,/2020

Laiq Zaman Appellant

VERSUS

IGP, KPK dtiid others Res0dih^(dehts

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT

Laiq Zaman S/o Aziz Khan
(Ex-Head Constable No.591, Police Department, KPK) 
R/o Village Rashakai, PO Tarakai,
Tehsil Razzar, District Swabi

RESPONDENTS:

Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Lines, 
Peshawar

2. Regiohal Police Officer (RPO), 
District Mardan

3. District Police Officer (DPO),
DPO Headquarters, District Swabi

4. Deputy Superintendent of Police (DSP), 
Razzar, District Swabi

9

Appellant
Through

Mafkhar Haleem Kakakhel
Advocate High CourtDate:4^/l 1/2020
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d^^8/15:^yjj:3j 6, March 2013 :^y/6^tr 76/13

26/a d-v^9/20^j!06-03-13j./'vl
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y?NnTfiRV AGAINST HFAD CONSTARIF. I.AIQ ZAMAN

• Mv tHSJfidings wll dispose off a departmental enquiry conducted against HC Laiq 
2nman N*eported allegations that he while posted to Police Lines Swabi involved 

- ' 5r."fS. FIR No.76 d...d 06.03,2013 u/, 302/30 PPC FS SaOll «.nd.. The,.fed 
■ r*., i|.te=..d .nd th. d„d..dlsddd W.S .ppomidd .s En,dW 

departPjmquiry against the said official vide DPO Swabi office Memo: No.l96/CC/PA
dateplt).2013

'“X^fed^ter official HC Laiq Zaman No.591 was called to the office and recorded 

. h#atement,which is attached herewith in original and worth perusal.

/ He stated that on .16.08.2013 at 1510 hours his brother namely Misal Khan was 

Murdered in his presence by accused Istiraj and Faraz sons of Ha„i Haider^ S.raj s/o IsUra,.
£as Fauii and Bilawal s/o Sher Haider residents of Rashakai and a case vide FIR No.ll27 

S Vad ffi 08 20ia'u7S 302/34 PPG PS Kalu Khan was registered on his report. One of the
:;.a£lSMfSs---dandremainingaccusedarestillat,a^ 1.. •

‘ proceeding u/s 512 CrPC has been completed and declared as POs.

As far as his involvement in murder case is concerned, he is a complainant and eye
of his.brother due to which, he has been implicated in the above |

t ■i ■

i .

?:.■

-cv:...
.1

•-« ;•

t'

{

' .*

‘

' ■

.r^'se due'tb u» pvL-He was performing his duty during the time : 1

' eunher with lavid Ktan MPA and on 06.04.2013 he has reported to Police Lines ?wabi.

• Lfiia.safg=spia..d,n*.»—

:

.;

■i .withdi'aw from the case. His brother.who is an
.who is doing M-Phil were also nominated in the said case due to some ulterior

/V’ ' •I' 'r;- ••< *<

. motive. 7,!. ..
is a Police official and is pursuing the murder case of his

He further stated that he
He is innocent aod falsely robes in the murder case. ■ ibrother.

Taralcai MPA has appreciate his duty. According to him, Laiq Zaman ,
■ ' 2011 till date i.e

11.... Mf.JavidKhan'
• HCofSwabiPolicb:iia(iperformed,security duties with-hirn since

found the clock basis, with full devotion, honestly and dedication. He
best of luck in future. He reiterated that

.1:

'. 04.04.2013 on 
■ - ■ appreciated his professional duty and wishes him

he was accompanied with him on. 6^^ March 2013.
■■■ i'. ;

4
Iconnection with the enquiry:- ,The statements of the following were also recorded in

X: Fayaz s/o Ali Bahadar r/o Rashakai 
* 2. Shah Jihad s/o Israr Khan r/o Rashakai

! ; V.

.■r
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statement that HC Laiq Zaman has been implicated
in th °murXr case falsely. On the eventful day he was presentwith them and 

l>e was accompanied with lavid Khan MPA to Peshavvar ■ - .. >

ElNIllNIiS
A case vide FIR No.U27 dated 16.08.201?, u/s 302/324/34 PPG PS Kalu Khan , • • 

registered on the report of complainant/accused officer for the murder o
his brother against his opponent party .
Thp defaulter officer is a complainant and eye witness in the above case.
The. accused party has adopted tactics in order to compel the defaulter official 
for compromise and withdraw him from the case. .•
MPA lavid also stated that he was accompanied with him _
The statements of the two persons also revealed that he was present th Swab.

. and the then left for Peshawar with lavid MPA on the of o^=“n-ence.
proved from the above evidence that the defaulter official has been falsely

1
was

2
3-

ori 6^^® March 2013.^^^
4
5

Itis6
implicated in the case.

, iI. ;t7

’41! '

d that the'defaulter ^fficiaiHU^
roNcmsiON

In view of the above and enquiry conducted, it is foun 

' Laiq Zaman may please be exonerated from the charges.
t

Ji

1

ten’derit of Police,• Deputy S
’iv; w..H.Qrs, Swabi.
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OFFICE OF TlfK DLSTRtCT POLICE 0FF1CER,_S:^BL

^ ORDER.

1-SC 1 aiq z.aman No. 591, while posted to Polioe lanes. Swabi 
FIR No.76 dated 6.3-2013 IJ/S 302/34 PPC Police Station

-■-I

involved himseil' vide case 
Sab/.I Mandi, Islamabad, which is highly against the discipline and amounts to gross mi.s-
conduct riierefore, he was placed under suspension and served with Charge Sheet ih. 
Summary of Allegations and DSP, H.Qrs Swabi was appointed as Enquiry Ofheer, I he 
Officer conducted proper departmental enquiry, collected evidence and recoidcd 
statements of all concerned and submitted his findings, which was orde^^-ed to be kept 
pendinu till the decision of the trial court. However, 11C Laiq /oman ^
pendeiKy of enquiry, managed transit bail fipm the honorable Peshawar High (..oui 
Peshawar on 17.4.2014. wherein he was-dtrectea to appear betorc the concernet court at
Islamabad, Consequent upon which he was re-instated and was 'iia 3am m
Subsequently the complainant party submitted application ai^amst IjC Uiq /.nn.,. 
regarding his absconding from the court, Asisuch he was served with Wnal Show C.ausu 
Notice and the application was marked to DSP. Razzar lor enqmry and report, Hts teplt 

ihe Final Show Cause Notice was received, perused and 
i ,„.vcvcr, the undersigned deeded to gwe htm an opportunt.y of
did mil appear and went into hiding. In the meantime report from DSI . ka/,z,m leecmui 
wherein he slated that HC f.aiq Zanian has not attended ilic conrt and is qbscondiiig

Therefore. 1, Snjjad Khan, PSI>, District Police Officer. 
eixercise of the powers vested m me under Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Police Rules I)/

ard HC Laiq Zaman No.091;. Major Piinishmeiil ol dismissal from seivice. onh

found ui'i-salislaclory.was
10

hereby aw 
dmniediaie effect.
O.B J .
Dtited efj ■ ^2015 Nr-

(8A.l.)AO K1 AN) RSP.
District Police Officer, Swabi

0F1-!cf: pouch OFifCFik^vo^
‘3ated Swabi,d.he ...- ■

Copies to the: -
1. -ASP. !-FQRs.;S\yabC,
2. Bslablishmenl felcrtC
3. Fauji Missal Clcrk.
4. Pay Officer.

No.^;5'3-:

i
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mORDER.
-21.09.2020

'et if be registered.It's a fresh challan.

M
“'S

Accused on bait.
Mr Zamurd Khan, learned 5PP for State.

■ I ■ I 1 • ■ I

he had reached on a compromise

Present:
I ■ I

Accused has stated that 

with the legal heirs of deceased and in pursuance of the compromise, the | 

legal heirs have already recorded their

may be given an adjournment for production of the legal heirs for 

rding of their statements. On request of accused, adjourned. Now to

come up on 25.09.2020.

Statements at bail Stage. That he

\ reco

\
SHO concerned for submission of

or other

Robkar also be issued to 

list of legal heirs of deceased duly aft zsted by Revenue Officer I

respectables of locality.

lAAnnounced
Muhammad AH Warraich) 

Add!. Sessions Judge-IV 
Islamabad- (West).

21.09.2020 

■PRO E R.

f-

- r
25.09.2020 t

Accused Laiq Zaman on bail.
Ou! Foraz Khan father and Mst. Razia Faraz 
mother of deceased in attendance.
L earned counsel ^for complaihan t.
Learned counsel ^for accused.

Present: \

i

:

behalf of legal heirs has been 

te. Fresh power of attorney has

Power of attorney on 

submitted by Mr. Rdbnawaz Advoco

' also been submitted by Mr. iHyas Khan Advocate on-behalf of

ATTESTED .accused. .

__ _' __ Onbehalf g£ legaljieirs^fjdeceased^an o^lica tion. u/s

345 Cr.PC has been submitted seething permission for 

statements for compounding with the accused. By putting some 

question to bo th &ul Faraz Khan and^ Mst. Razia Faraz, convinced
2 G SH?

I i



*

State Vs. Uiq Z^tian ■■•r : ;

that both the legal heirs of deceased are intended to make :/:e 

statement voluntarily and i^ith their free will and without any dure-j:

vfcl> uftu ^iui^n\c^ttt <j t lyuforpr£SSur^. COfiScpu€ntly oppi'^uiiwn u/

Faraz and Mst. Razia are recorded separately.

After recording of statement, learned counsel for 

complainant has made an applicationu/s doP-K Cr.PC. Notice at which 

given to state.

Arguments on application u/s 265-K Cr.PC heard.

Briefly, the background of prosecution case is that on

06.03.2013 on complaint of Altaf Hussain son of Gu! Faraz FIR No.

76/13 u/s 302 PPG was registered at P. 5 Sabzi Mandi against accused
»

Laiq Zaman present in the court, Hukam Khan, Aziz Khan, Arif Khan 

and Oiyar Khan etc for the allegation of murder of Zakir Hussain. 

Currently the challan/report u/s 173 Cr.PC has been submitted to 

the extent of accused Laiq Zaman present in the court. Today 

Gulfaraz Khan son of AH Haider Khan and Mst. Razia fqther and 

mother of deceased Zakir Hussain respectively have appeared 

before the court andgot recorded their separate statements to the 

effect that they have forgiven the accused in the name of Almighty 

Allah and have also waived their right of Qisas and Oiyat against him. 

That they have no objection on acquittal of accused from this case.

Earlier on such compromising statement, pre-arrest bail 

application of Laiq Zaman was confirmed on 20.07.2020. List of legal _ 

heirs was also summoned from 5HO P. 5 Sabzi Mandi. As per report, 

Gulfaraz Khan and Mst. Razia (real father and mother) are legal heirs 

o f deceased Zakir Hussain.

Keeping in view the compounding statement u/s 309 PPC, 

-A Laiq'Zaman is acquitted anthebasj^f comprgmisejt/^45^

^ f Cr.PC. File be cbnsigned to record rodm.after its due cotnplefion.

kO
: ...................................
(Muhammad AH Warraich)25609.2020

Add!. Sessions Judge-IV 
Islamabad (West).i

j

I



(\
I

t

f /■

%
. tJJ^-iy’ —7- '

C> ^/7S^xJ/(

o'-^>yyy- ^

1.^I
I

I

®-'"so

si )«.' «

It'^ «-,j[^t> n.:®
m

ti&tSAs

i‘l

] (filI
Kf;gfWT

j'

i -w

I!
4
fJr

?

''JJ^

\

Scanned With GamScanner



/<?
feS
S'

i]:;«...
y umm

iJ iu,
PJ,-'* i''r

»:
-.,1

^Su'

1 <f'

1
-

[ \JjO -
Jlti> Jj <

(J i—“ T

y ■ y>,- It i>y

- ^ 4 I' 3 / f^i < yA ^ij'A'^-^ \\y' y ■ ■‘i .(

I

r

U^1
j
f

;
■I

!

fi>I

1

4*

■,?

I ,: X .-.wv

Scanned with CamScanner



a

J y' J
y C' n-

pif'i^;|f|sc/J

. ^ l:-u

«k/ *
:.il;

llli>r ?;

;■ .. “f

■,'. -;;S

I f##•

U-^PCJ

*f
i-l> , •

4

«

•- . » l/V»
>

^1

1
zoTjy^!^Z8

tifeL/'WI,
> - , ..“til y>.

^-f/ ‘
*•

- '136^'^'^'^(O'^LlS
a

<3

r

I-

Scanned with CamScanner
I



r;t

•V.

H R D E Ri

order will disposeron
the departmental appeal preferred by 

District Police against tb<e 

awarded major

This
591 of Swabi • 'T■■‘I.

No.Ex-Head Constable Laid Zaman

order of District Police '
punishment of dismissal from seance vide OB ■ 

placed under suspensio
while posted at Police Lines

whereby he was
,17b dated 09.02.2015

and proceeded against departmenteiiy

Swab! was invclveo m

Officer, Swabi The

n
appellant was 

the
FIR No. 76

that he
dated 06.03.2013 b/s 302/324-P

Station Sab^-iPoliceon

case
Mandi, Islamabad. initiated againstproceedings were

Statement of Allegations
nominated as

departmental enquirv

Sheet along-^ith
aridProper 

Issued Chargehim. He was 

Deputy
Enquiry Officer
his findings, v/hereupon the competent
departmental enquirv pending tiil the oecision

The appellant had managed

■ Swabi wasHeadquartersof PoliceSuperintendent formalities submitiec;
[- after fulfilling codal

authority issued directions
The Enquiry Officer to 'fseep

of the tria^l Court.

transit bail from

17.04.2014. wherein^. 

Islamabad, But he
High Court Peshawar on

concerned Court at
le did not bother to 

Posn.a-.'.-a.i 

issued f ma'i

Peshawar 

appear before the
with the order passed by the

prodairried offender.

' whiEh-hisheply waP
f . ' t . ^

hut found unsatisfactory,

him in Orderly Room

Hon'bie Peshawar High Coort.

comply 
an.d was declared as

Consequently;-he v/as
received and the same was paic

the rlglT. olCause Notice to , He was also provided

held by the Disinct

Show
bus consideration 1 Pc.ice

self defense by summoning 

Officer, Swabi ..

‘■.'.rawarded mi.a;Therefore he vvas
but he failed to appear

173 dated 09.02.2'J u.' .>/
f dismissal from sen/ice vide OB No.

punishment 0
District Police Officer . S'wabi.

eved, from the order
Swabi.of District. Police Officer

ed and heanll inipersbn
the

Feeling aggri 

appellant preferred 

in Orderly Room

stant appeal. He was summon 

27.10,2020
in

the
held in this,office on file and service, recoro 01 tne 

nentioneci

instant appeal on

regarding the delay
inteiiere.nce

that he has been ■.
From awarded the abpve i

it transpired

in the ye^r
appellant 

punishment

05.10.2020 without
passed by the competent

thehe preferred2015 whereas Hence
advancing any cogent reason 

aiithorib/ does 1not v/arrant any

order



I, Sher Akbar. PSP S.St Regional 

find no substance in the
Keeping in view the above

Police Officer, Mardan, being the appellate authority
-'rejected and filed, being badly time barred

' '■'itappeal, therefore, the same is
Order Announced^

rh^Iice Officer 
Mardah.

Regtorra

o..r / /f 12020.

; Swabi for information 

; Legal dated 08.'10.2020.

Dated Mardan the 7IBSNo./b
forwarded to District Police Officer

Copy
office 'Merrip: No.and necessary w/r to his

His Ser^.icG Record is returned herewith. 
» -

•i "
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PbWER OF ATTORNEY ,,!I •t

I, Laiq Zarhan S/o Aziz Khan R/o Village Rdshakai, PO Tarakai, Tehsil
(

Razzar, District Swabi, do hereby nominate, constitute and appoint Mr.- 

Raheel Zaman S/o Laiq Zaman R/o Village Rashakai, PO Tarakai, Tehsil 

Razzar, District Swabi as my AttjDrney and authorize him by virtue of this 

Power of Attorney to appear on my behalf in service appeal titled "Laiq 

Zaman Vs IGP, KPK and others" in the Service Tribunal, KPK, Peshawar 

upto august Supreme Court of Pakistan. A
4

Mr. Raheel Zaman is authorized/ empowered through this Power of 

Attorney to file appeal, reply, rejoinder, pefition, review etc upto Apex 

Court, to furnish affidavits, Vakalatnamd on my behalf, to sign written 

statement,! application etc, if 

counsel on my behalf.
need be and to also engage lawyer/

Every action taken or ought to be taken in this respect shall be admitted 

to me and shall be deemed to hjcve been performed by me.

1 shall be having no objectidn tojthe acts performed by the said attorney 

on my behalf. ’
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THEREFORE, this Power of Attorn'ey is signed and executed in favour of 

above mentioned

November, 2020.
person in presence of witnesses on this 19^^' of

ACCEPTED BY: EXECUTANT: ¥ ^f
•r/’ .

Raheel Zaman
CNIC: 16202-0386822-3

Lai^ Zaman
CnIc: 16202-5887176-95

4

WITNESS No.l WITNESS No.2

Abdullah K^an
CNIC: 16202-6980372r5

Muhdmmad Haris
CNIC: 16202-7473388-5
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

i

i

Service Appeal No. 14550/2020.i

Laiq Za-man Ex-Heacl Constable No. 591. Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents
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BEFORE THE kHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

I'
Service Appeal No. 14550/2020..;•.

i:.

Laiq Zamari Ex-Head Constable No. 591 V.

Appellant
5;

i'
VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents

PARAWiSE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS.
•?

Respectfully Shewith

Preliminary Objections.

1. That the appellant has got 

present appeal.

That the appeal is bad due to misjoinder and nonjoinder of 

parties.

cause of action and locus standi to file theno

2.
necessary

3. That the appeal is barred by law & limitation.
4. That the appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean hands. 

That this Hon’ble Tribunal has5.
got no jurisdiction to entertain the

present appeal.

That the instant appeal is not maintainable in its present form. 

That the appellant concealed the 

Tribunal.

That the appellant has been estopped by his 

appeal.

6.

7.
material facts from this Hon’ble

8.
own conduct to file the

Reply on facts.

1. Para No- 01 of appeal pertains 

, hence need no comments.

Para No. 02 of appeal pertains to record 

Swabi.

incorrect, performance of appellant during service delivery was not upto 

the mark.

to personal information of appellant^

2.
as he was employee of Police

3.



4. Para No. 04 of appeal to the extent of involvement of appellant i 

on account of which he
‘f- in murder 

was proceeded against
case IS correct 

departmentally.
5. Para No. 05 of appeal to the extent ■

appellant on account of involvement i
of departmental proceeding against 

in criminal case through DSP/HQrs
Swabi is correct..

6. Para No. 06 of appeal i 

proper departmental
IS correct to the extent that after conclusion of

enquiry, the respondent No. 3 kept pending the
enquiry till the decision of criminal case, however the complainant party 

against appellant regarding his absconding from 

directions of Hon’ble Peshawar 
Peshawar passed in transit bail dated 17.04.2014, 

which, appellant

submitted application 

the Court despite of the
High Court 

Consequent upon 

Notice, besideswas served with Final Show Cause 

report was also sought from DSP Razzar who
reported that appellant did 

concerned Court at Islamabad, hepce after receipt 
of reply of Final Show Cause Notice and fulfillment all the

not appear before the

requirement 

service vide order dated
under the law, appellant 

09.02.2015.
was dismissed from

7. Para No. 07 of appeal pertains 

comments. However, criminal 
can

to judgment of Court, hence 

proceeding and departmental
need no 

proceeding 
appellant acquitted on the ground ofrun side by side and the 

compromise and not on merit
8. Para No. 08 of appeal is correct'to the 

in the said criminal
extent that after getting acquittal

appellant filed departmental appeal which 
examined and rejected by the respondent No.
The appeal of appellant was badly time barred.

That appellant has got

case,
was

2 through speaking order.

9.
cause of action and theno

present appeal is
groundless and devoid of merits

Reply on grounds.

A. Incorrect. The orders of respondents 

and based
are in accordance with law/rules

facts and justice. ■on
B. Incorrect. The orders of respondents 

is pertinent to mention here that 

merit, but on

accordance with law/rules; It 

was not acquitted

are in 

the appellant {

on
the basis of compromise.

C. Incorrect, Reply already given vide para above. 
Incorrect. TheD.

respondents have not violated the principle of naturaljustice.
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B. ‘ Incorrect. Appellant

fundamental rights of appellant 
That respondents will also seeks leave of this 

further points at the time of hearing.

was treated in accordance with law/rules and no ^
violated by the respondents.was

F.
Hon’ble Tribunal to raise

ii

irh; PRAYERS

Keeping m view the above stated facts it is humbly prayed that the 

appeal may kindly be dismissed with costs being devoid of merits/legal force.

.i' ■.

Inspector GenerSu
Khyber Pakn^nkhwa, Peshawar 

(Reshon^nt No. Ij

Police,
v.:' •

I'

Deputy Inspectoryberieral of Police, 
Mardan Region-I, Mardan. 

(Respondent No. 2)?

District Police Officer, Swabi. 
(Respondent No. 3)

f

;•* *• ‘/ • '.
/

Sfab DivisiMal Police Officer, Razzar. 
(Respoydeht No. 4)

^ .
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BEFORE THE iKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appieal No. 14550/2020.

Laiq Zaman Ex-Head Constable No. 591 Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Sc others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT:-

We the respondent No. 1 to 4 do hereby solemnly 

on oath that the contents of the written reply are correct/true to the 

knowledge / belief and nothing has been

affirm and
declare 

best of our 

honorable Tribunal.
concealed from the

ihspector G^r Police,
Khybef i^htuiikhwa, Peshawar 

(Hes^ndeht No^ 1)

Deputy Inspector Gejl
Mardan Region-I, Mardah. 

(Respondent No. 2)

eral of Police »

District Polled dfficef, Sw^i, 
(RespoWeiU No; 3) /

Sub Divisioi^ Ij
(Respotidelijt No. 4)

jolice Officer, Razzar;
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