BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL.PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 1183/2016

Date of Institution ...  18.11.2016
Date of Decision 13.12.2018

Sajid Igbal n0.3920 Ex-constable Police Department of Khyber Pakhtﬁnl{hwa,

resident of Mir Said Kalay, Tangi District Charsadda. S (Appellant)
" VERSUS
1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and three |
others. : (Respondents)
MR. MIAN HIKMATULLAH JAN, '
Advocate ---  For appeliant. 5
MR. KABIR ULLAH KHATTAK, ) '
Additional Advocate General , - For respondents.
MISS. SHAKEELA BEGUM,
Legal Advisor ---  For respondent no.4
MR. AHMAD HASSAN, --- MEMBER(Executive)
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL --- MEMBER(Judicial) .
g\ -
S JUDGMENT

AHMAD HASSAN, MEMBER.- Arguments of the learned counsel for the

parties heard and record perused.

FACTS
2. The appellant has impugned order dated 29.06.2016, wherebylwas dismissed
from service. Feeling aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal which was rejected E

vide order dated 20.10.2016, hence, the instant service appeal.

ARGUMENTS

3. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that on the allegations of submitting

k
{

fake/bogus matric certificate at the time of appointment disciplinary proceedings -







- were initiated against him and major penalty of dismissal from service was imposed

on him. His matric certificate was deliberately removed by the respondents from h.is
personal ﬁle.‘ He appeared in 1% year examination as a regular student of GHSS
Umerzai, Charsadda and got DMC which was placed on file. Absence from duty on
the part of the appellant was not intentional/deliberate, rather illness of his mother

tforced him to stay away from duty. He was condemned unheard.

4, On the other hand learned Additional Advocate General argued that as per
record the appellant appeared in SSC Annual Examination 1996‘ under roll no.
33517 and failed in Urdu by securing 32 marks. As per result sheet, he was directed
t\o reappear in the said paper. Thereafter, he produced a fake DMC and certificate
and got appointment in the Police Department. Upoh investigatio'n it was found
correct. The assertion of the respondents was also supported by the report given by
Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education Peshawar. The charge of

production of fake bogus DMC was proved against the appellant.

5. Learned counsel for respondent no.4 concurred with the arguments advanced

by learned Additional Advocate General.

CONCLUSION

6. In the instant appeal the appellant got appointment as Constable in the Police
Department on the basis of a fake/bogus metric DMC/Certificate. He appeared in

SSC Annual Examination 1996 and failed in Urdu by getting 32 marks. It was

- established that he had not passed SSC Examination. The photocopy of DMC

annexed by the appellant with the memo of present appeal was fake. In the original
result he got 32 marks in Urdu, while 70 have been shown in the fake DMC. The

respondents referred the matter for verification to the BISE Peshawar in which it






was confirmed that he produced fake/bogus DMC. During the course of arguments
learned counsel for the appellant was directed to provide copy of SSC of the

appellant but he was unable to provide the same. Rather, it proved the charge of

[
submission of/documents.

7. As a sequel to above, the appeal is dismissed. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

(AHMAD HASSAN)
/ MEMBER

(MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL)

MEMBER
ANNOUNCED

13.12.2018







‘ Order

13.12.2018

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,

Addl: AG for respondents no. 1 to 3 and counsel for respondent no.4

present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placed
on file, the appeal is dismissed. Parties are left to bear their own

cost. File be consigned to the record room.

Announced:
13.12.2018
: Ahmad Hassan)
/ ‘Member
o
(Muhammad Hamid Mughal)
- Member







. : . ey
13.08.2018 | Appeliahf - Sajid Igbal in 'person' present. Mr. - |

B Muhammad Afif, ~Assistant -alongwith Mr. Ziaullah,

DDA for respondents present. Appellant 1nadc a recjuest ‘

for adjoummenf. AGrall'lte;d. To come up for afguments on

10.10.2018 before D.B.

Member - €hairman
freoe ot iond

10.10.2018 " Clerk to counsel for appellant and Mr. Riaz Paindakheil
: lcarned Assistant Advocate General present. Clerk to counsel -
for appellant requested for adjournment as counsel for appellant

is not in attendance. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on
08., FL 2018 before D.B.

Member : ‘ "~ Member

08‘.11.2018 Due to retirement of Hon'ble Chairman, the -
Tribunal is defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned. To

come upon 13.12.2018.




TR

. 28.12.2017 Appellant in person and Addl: AG for respondents present.
Arguments could not be heard .due to incomplete bench.

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 16.02.2018 before D.B.

v

16.02.2018 Counse! for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, District

Attorney for the respondents present. Counsel for the appellant seeks
- adjournment. To come up for arguments on ﬂf.04.2018 before the

D.B. |
Tem ’ . W

11.04.2018 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zia Ullah,
' learned Deputy District Attorney present. Learned counsel for
the appellant seeks adjournmeht. Adjourn. To come up for
arguments on 22.06.2018 before d.B

(Ahmad Hassan) (Muh d Hamid Mughal)
Member Member
22.06.2018 | Junior counsel for the appellant bresent. Mr.

Muhammad Jan, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents

also présent. Junior counsel for the appellant seeks
~ adjournment on the ground that learned senior cqunsel for the

appellant is not available today. Adjourned. To come. up for
~ arguments on 13.08.2018 before D.B. |

(Ahmad Hassan) (Muhammad Amin Khan'Kundi} -
Member . ‘ - Member



6£.05.2017 Appellant in person_present. Mr. Muhamma-d Butt,
- Additional: AG for the respondents preéént. Writt_en ‘répfy on
behalf of respondents No. 4 submitted. The appeal is assigned to

D.B for rejoinder and final hearing on 05.03.2017. ‘

_ RN , : ' Ch%hn
N - -
- 4 » %:w;“!,«. ;4(,1;,,' . . ) ) .

09.  04.07.2017  Appellant present in person. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional AG and
“counsel for private respondent No. 4 also present. Appellant requested for time to file

rejoinder. Request accepted. To come up for rejoinder and arguments on ¢8.¢9.2017

" before D.B.
\j v

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

v

: Member
(Gul ZelyKhan)
Mendber ‘
18.10.2017 ' Appellant in person and Mr. Ziaullah, DDA for respondents -
' present. Rejoinder on behalf of the appellant submitted which is
* placed on file. To come up for arguments on 28.12.2017 before
D.B.
RoRe
Member ‘ Member

(Executive) _ (Judicial)
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(7..2.2C17 Clerk to counsel for the appellent and Addl:
AG for respondents present. Written reply not submitted.
Requested for adjournment. To come up Jor wrilten

reply/zomments cn 07.03.2017 tefore S.B.

b, N—J\ .
(ASHFAQYE TAd)
MEMBER

1713.2077 , Coutnsel for .he appelunt and Mr. Muhammad Razig
11.C alengwith Addl: AG fbr respondents present. Written
reply on behall” of respondents New 1. 2, anl 3 subm:tied.
Wrilter: reply on beaal” of respondents No. 4 not subm.tied.
Requested [er adjournment. To come up for vritien reply of
respondents No. 4 on 05.04.2017 before 8.3, f

~
/.
/A
o . ,
(MUZIAMMAD AAMIEXATZIR)
MEMBER

TR Appellant in person anc Adcl. AG for the respondents present.’
Writlen rep.y not stbmitied. Rcqussted for adjcarmment. Last
oprortunity granted. o come up for written reply/comments on

08 25 2217 batore S.B.

- L
i -
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. 7 <0612.2016 Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments .
/\_\J ' heard and case file perused. 'Tf:rough the instant appeal, the

appellant has impugned order dafed 29.06.2016 vide which the
appellant was dismissed from service. Against the impugned order
' appellant filed departmental appeal which was rejected by
appellate authority vide order dated 20.10.2016 hence the instant

service appeal.

Since the matter required further consideration of this
Tribunal therefore, the same is admitted for regular hearing,

subject to deposit of security and process fee within 10 days.

Notices be issued to the-respondents fof written reply/comments
I’or 16.01.2017 before S.B.

Member

16.01.2017 Counsél for appellant and Mr. Aziz Shah, Reader alongwith
‘ Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional AG for respondents No. 1 to
3 present Ms. Shakeela Begum, advocate for respondent No. 4

present and submitted Wakalatnama Written reply by respondents not -

submitted. Learned Additional AG for respondent No. 1 to 3 and
“counsel for respondent No. 4 requested for adjournment. Adjourned.

To come up for written reply/comments on 07.02.2017 before S.B. -

At

T e, Ldnse Lo Ui et 1 (ASHFAQ[‘}E"I‘T J)Um“llts
] T . o R IR AT i u} <12 ! MEMBER
e bart o fily rerused. Threoch L instant appcal, i

Dopellatt hus Lope Por date? 15.04.2009 vide which tiie
oot sy des D pronions o doe o his pondire inquiry. Latc

' 3 apnellant R | (r : - -

U apne:l vosoerenerated lrom U - o sary s thguire
o R AT - e appldiad Ohd O ;m'{n:c“ial arpyir e
1 052014 20 corsidor dhe a, pellant dor - o T 0 [wom bl Gale
S e COLeL ot pronae  boand L Caled
premotion uu U his dc olvement T aquary. Tel S0 e b
SOV Qe

Sooer the mattyr regeired Disthe considerati-n o is

Tribunal wercfore. s L s admitted L replac Foeing,

© Tic e depostt of securife ana process fer cwiilir 16 it




- Form-A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Courtof - .
Case No. : 1183/2016
S.No. | Date of ofdef Order or other proceedings with §ignature of judge or Magistrate |
proceedings ' '
1. | 2 3
1 30/11/2016 The ap.peal of Mr. Sajid Igbal resubmitted today by
| Mian. Hikmatullah Jan Advocate. may be entered in “the
Institution Register and put up to the Worthy -Chairman.,-nfoi'
: ‘ proper order please. - W
\ R
R s)l \ | . REGISTRAR =~
2- f'l f 7/['2'0({9 This case is entrusted to S. Bench for prelim‘ina'ry hearing |

to be put ub there on 05 //)"/?/) f{> .

-

CHAIRMAN




The appeal of Mr. Sajid Igbal No. 3920 Ex-Constable in police department received today i.e. on

18.11.2016 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for

completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appeilant

2- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.
3- Six more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e complete in all respect may also be

submitted with the appeal.

No. [Ei ﬁé /S.T, .
Dt. 2[ ? ” /2016 ’ \/

REGISTRAR —
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.

Mr. Mian Hikmatullah Jan Adv. Pesh.




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KPK, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal # .4.].. 8.7 2016

Sajid Igbal .......... VERSUS .......... 1.G.P. and others
INDEX

S. No. Description of Ddcuments Ahnexure | Pages
1. Memo Of Appeal = | 1---3
2. Addresses of parties | eee- 4
3. Copy of charge sheet A- 5
4, Copy of disciplinary action B 6

Copy of final show cause notice - | C 7

16. Copy of reply to show cause notice D 8---9

7. Copy of .the dismiséal order dated 29-06- | E 10

2016
8. Copies of dép'artmental appeal F 1113 _
9. Copies of order dated 20-10-2016 G 14
10. Copy of metric provisional certificate H 15
11. Copy of F.A. DMC of 1 year | 16
12. Other Documents =
13. Wakalathama | ——

Dated :- 18-11-2016

Through

l

AppW

- Mian Hikmatullah Jan

Advocate,
High Court, Peshawar.

Cell # 0301-8902021
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KPK, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal ‘[83/ 2016

SAJID IQBAL NO. 3920 EX- CONSTABLE IN POLICE DEPARTMENT OF KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, RESIDENT OF MIR SAID KALAY, TANGI DISTRICT CHARSADDA.

(APPELLANT?
Kh\ ber Pakhtnikhwa
Service Tribunai

Diary No. j___.L.—-Z’C f
Dated

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer, Police Headquarters, Peshawar.

Superintendent of Police, Police Headquarters, Peshawar.

Chairman Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education, Peshawar.
(RESPONDENTS)

P w N

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 READ WITH OTHER ENABLING PROVISIONS OF LAW
AGAINST THE DISMISSAL ORDER DATED 20-10-2016 BEARING NUMBER
1788-93/PA WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL FOR _RE-
INSTATEMENT OF APPELLANT WAS TURNED DOWN AGAINST THE
DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE ORDER PR-1975 VIDE OB NO. 2305 DATED 29-
06-2016 PASSED BY RESPONDENTS WHICH WAS COMMUNICATED TO
THE APPELLANT ON 25-10-2016.

PRAYER IN APPEAL

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 20-10- -
2016 OF THE DISMISSAL OF THE APPELLANT MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET

ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE RE-INSTATED IN SERVICE |
Filedto-day WITH ALL THE BACK BENEFITS.

$y s
SESLH )’y
eg xf&{ ?T ol "

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH : -

.

That the appellant was enllsted in the Police Department as constable on 23- 07 1998
who after undergoing the requnsute training had joined regular service.

That the appellant was charge sheeted for using fake metric certificate, for taking
disciplinary action and was issued final show cause notice which was replied by the

appellant but was hot heard personally (Copy of charge Sheet, dtscnplmary Action
and final Show Cause notice are annexure — A, B,C and D)

That appellant served the polr;e department for a lengthy period of 18/19 years with
a clear and unqualified service record and now after 18/19 years of service the
appellant on the basis of fake and anonymous SMS complaint has been suddenly

'p&u pus

'&zp— ©3 PoOIPILIGRS-I¥
~o

/
et
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removed / dismissed from service vide order dated 29-06-2016. Copy o'fl the
dismissal order dated 29-06-2016 is annexure — E )

4. That the allegations against the appellants are that he has got the job on the basis of
a fake metric certificate and remaining absent from service for about 18 days.

5. That feeling aggrieved from the impugned order dated 29-06-2016 the appellant
preferred appeal against the same which was also decided vide order dated 20-10-
2016 against the appellant and the same was communicated to the appellant on 25-
10-2016. ( copy of the appeal and order dated 20-10-2016 is annexure — F and G )

6. That feeling dissatisfied from the orders dated 29-06-2016 and 20-10-2016 the
appellant approaches this August tribunal for the redressal of his grievances inter
alia on the following grounds :-

GROUNDS :-

i That the impugned orders of the respondents are illegal, incorrect, perverse,
cursory, malafide, slipshod, without due inquiry and without looking into the
record of the appellant hence are not tenable in the eyes of law.

ii. That no opportunity of being heard has been given by the inquiry officer nor
by the respondent # 3 while conducting inquiry and passing the impugned
order dated 29-06-2016.

iii. That the process leading to dismissal of appellant was initiated on the basis of
an anonymous SMS whereafter the record of appellants file was checked and
the original metric DMC was reported to be found missing from the file which
clearly shows the grudge and mala fide of hidden hands against the appellant.

iv. That the appellant duly provided original metric DMC along with all other.
documents to the department at the time of his appointment / enlistment
which was duly verified at that time but lateron the same was shown to be
missing. ' ' B ,

V. That as far as the Board record is concerned, the appellant applied for re-
checking of his Urdu paper which was rendered as passed after re-checking
and a passed metric DMC was issued to appellant which the appellant
provided to the department at the time of his induction. But the same has
been shown missing from the Amal Nama / file of the appellant available with
the department while the provisional passed metric certificate issued by the
concerned school in the same year is available. { copy of the Provisional
Certificate is annexure — H ) |

vi. That appellant passed his metric as he was also granted admission by the
same Board in the inter class and the same record is also available with the
Board. The appellant appeared in his 1% year F.A. Examination as regular
student of Govt. Higher Secondary School Umariai, Charsadda, who was also
issued failed DMC of 1*' year F.A. ( copy of F.A. DMC of 1 year is annexure—1)

. vii.  That being regular student of F.A. PART - 1, the appellant attended all his

classes and during this period the appellant was appointed in the police
department. . '



vili.

Xi.

I
XIl,

Xiii.

Xiv.

That the Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education Peshawar has also
not maintained and scrutinized the academic record of the appellant and has
given the verification reply to the department in a cursory and slipshod
manner. ‘ '

That absence of appellant was also not intentional but to the serious |Ilness of
his mother who has died recently.

That appellant has never done anything wrong throughout his service career
which could bring bad name to the department rather appellant has served
the department with his heart and soul and with full ieal and fervour.

That as far as the fake Metric DMC is concerned the matter to this effect has
not been thoroughly investigated and inquired into and a wrong conclusion
has been drawn on the basis of incorrect and deficient information by the
Board Authorities while for absence the appellant shall remain careful in
future who shall respect obey his superiors.

That there is nothing on record against the appellaht of his being involved in
any corrupt practices or misconduct nor- negligence, hence the appellant
deserves re -~ instatement with all back benefits.

That entire service record had remained unblemished and no adverse remarks
has ever been earned by the appellant in the entire service record.

That any other grounds which has not been specnﬂcally taken may be argued-
at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of this
appeal the punishment of dismissal may graciously be set aside and the
appellant may be re-instated in the service with all back benefits.

Dated : 18-11-2016

ppeHant
- Through
lMian Hikmatullah Jan

Advocate,

High Court, Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KPK, PESHAWAR,

Service Appeal #............... /2016

Sajid igbal ....... ... VERSUS .......... .G.P. and others

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

- PETITIONER

SAJID IQBAL NO. 3920 EX- CONSTABLE IN POLICE DEPARTMENT OF
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, RESIDENT OF MIR SAID KALAY, TANGI
DISTRICT CHARSADDA. - '

RESPONDENTS

Inspector General of Po!ice, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Capital City Police Officer, Police Headquarters, Peshawar.
Superintendent of Police, Police Headquarters, Peshawar.

Chairman Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education,
Peshawar. -

W

- " Petitioner »
Through W '
| Mian Hikmatuliah Jan |
Advocate,

High Court, Peshawar.
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CHARGE SHEET | | ‘ @”
", Superlntendent of - Polnce, Headquarters Capital . City Pohcia o |
Peshawar, ‘as A competent authoruty, hereby, charge that

Constable Sajid Igbal No. 3930 of Capltal City Police Peshawar with the
- following irregularities.

“That you Constable Sajid Igbal No.3930. while posted ‘at PS‘
Pharipura, Peshawar recruuted in Pollce Department on fake certificate,

This amounts to gross mlsconduct on your part and is agalnst the -
dlsoplme of the force.” . ‘

‘You are, therefore, reqwred to submlt your-written defence within

seven days .of the receipt of this chargé sheet to the Enquiry Officer
committee, as the case: may be _ .

. Your - written defence, if any, should reach trpe Enquiry
Officer/Committee within the specnfted period, failing which it shall be

presumed-that have nho defence to put_ in and in that case exparte
‘action shall follow agamst you

Intimate whether you desrre to be heard in person

A statement of allegation is enclosed.
| [
-1/, ZL

SUPE DENT OF POLICE,
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

SPIHQ,rdE}NJ\mVNcw pumshment Jolder/Clarger shoet now




\3/ ;\ ’ N o‘c

T : DISCIPLINARYAC»

I, Supermtendent of Pollce, Headquartera, Capxtai City. Police
Peshawar as a competent authorrty, ‘am of - the opinion that
Constable Saijid Iqbal No.3930 has rendered. him-self liable to. be
proceeded against: under’ the prowsnon of - Pollce Disciplinary Rules-
1975

- -
'STATE-MEN'T':OF‘ALI%EGAT:ION
l -
"That Constabie Sa]ldtlgbal No.3930 while posted at PS
Pharipura, Peshawar recrwted in!Police Department on fake certificate.

This amounts to gross, mISCORdUCt' on his part and is against the
dlSClpEme of the force.” ,

- For the purpose of Scrut{m.:‘zmg the conduct cf said accused with
reference to the above allegatlons an enquiry is ordered and
: ‘ c is appomted as Enquiry

Officer.

2. The Enquiry Officer sha‘all, in.accordance with the provisions
of the Ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the
accused officer, record his finding within 30 days of the receipt of this
order, make recommendatlons as to punlshment or other appropriate
action against the accused

3. The accused shall join the proceeding on the date time and
p!ace fixed by the Enquiry: Officer.

Na
_/ | | ;su’ps%’ foem‘ OF POLICE,

. G S HEADQUARTE RS, PESHAWAR

. No. 3 125 /E/PA dated Peshawar the 05 [0S /2016

v 1'\ % '
,51??;’0“ ind gDP() }'O\‘M")( O\\BOKCA is directed to
flnahze the aforementlonéd departmental proce=ding within
ﬁ‘{" stipulated perlod under the prowsmn of- Police Rules 1975.
2. Ofﬂc:al concerned -

} .
] |
SPMO.IMiz\nnnlhl'm' punishincit l'olde:lt]lmgw dicctew

~ ATTESTED




FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE ” R @

| I Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City = °
Police Peshawar, as competent authority, under the provision of Police

. Disciplinary  Rules . 1975 do hereby .serve  upon ‘you,

Constable Sajid Igbal No.3930 the final show cause notice.

fhe. Enquiry Officer, ASP‘ -Faqi-rabad, after comp!etioh of

ud.epartmental, proceedings, has- recommended you for ‘major

punishment for you Constable Saiid Igbal N0.3930 as the

‘charges/allegations leveled against'you in the charge sheet/statement
of allegations. = . ‘ : o .

- And wh'éreas, -the 'undersigned is sétisﬁe_d fhat you chnstable ;
Sajid Igbal No.3930 deserve the punishment in the light of the above
said enquiry reports. R - o a

- ATTESTED
1, 'compe_téht -a;ii:hdrity, have decided to impose upon you the @\)a\ﬁuz

penalty of minor/major’ punishment under Police Disciplinary Rules
1975. . ‘ : o

1. You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the
aforesaid penaity should not be imposed upon you and also intimate
whether you desire to be heard in person. ‘

2. Ifno reply to‘this‘ notice is received within 7 days of its receipt,

in normal course of circumstances, it shall, be préesumed that you have
no defence to put in and in that case as ex-parte action shall be taken

against you.
S SUPER]%TENDENT OF POLICE,

- ~HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

No. !/9/57{)/ /PA, SP/HQrs: datéd Péshawar thea/l ‘é? : /2016.

Copy to official concerned"



PN

To o - | - : AW:D,

The Superintendent of Police,
Feadquarters, Peshawar.

1

Subject;~ REPLY OF FINAL SFOW CAUSE NOTICE AND STATEMENT
* OF ALLEG ATION/DISCIFLINARY ACTION. -

ReSpected Sir, !

Most humbly and respectfully the applicant beg to

submit the follqwing for ?our kind consideration and favour able
action please: -~

1. . That the charges levelled ageinst me is based
SurmiSes and cojectures =nd a8 such the real facts

have totally been conce&led and miﬁrepresex:x'c«:ci&x‘ggggT

2. , ~ That actually the app}icant pessed l;xis ﬁatric %
| ‘examination during 1996"4nnual Qnder R§11 No.>3517 |
anld the ,.eﬂrolmléntvof the spplicant is quite
genuine with odtvany misreprQSQntétion»bf

mia-statemlent.‘ thus the charges ere dbased on

malafide infentio’n. | .

3 That all the relevant record is genuine \ithout
| any bogasity or mis-repreSentatxon and mis statemem
and ‘during tHis long per:.od a guge period of
Bervice hla‘s been made with unblama!,s‘nid reco:d,
and after; expiry of 19 years service the forged
- and bogusx! allegatidns have been narrated against
the petln\oner whlch not entertainable in the eye

of law and natural justice.
4, That the record of the petitioner services if

clear and services of the petitioner for a period

19 years with unblamished record and during this *j
period the esrrors have not been established by

any cornor.



. e e o

5 ,

It is, therefore, humb'lly pi‘_ajed that'o'n acceptance of
v | 4

this petition the record of the.applicant may kindly be

considered and the Bervices of the spplicant be regulsrised

with &1l back benefits salaries snd wages etc.

dpplicant

§y7/

nuhammad Sajid Alqbval
S/0 Kuchkood Kbam xn/0Q
Mir Said Killi Tangi
Dxé'trict Chars add a.
‘ _noblle No.Q5155107£7%}TEQTE@

W«ﬁ

Dat ed H -9060 20160

/4‘&.)
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This. office order relates to the disposal of formal @

departmental enqguiry against Constable Saiid: Tqbali No.3930: of Capital
City Poiice Peshawar om the allegations: that he: was: recruited in: Pohce
Department on: fake metric certificate..

Im this regard, he was issued charge: sheet andi summary of
allegations. ASP Fagirabad was appoimted! as Enquiry Officer. He
conducted: the: enquiry and submitted: his. repart tirat defaulter official
did: not attend: the: enguiry: proceedirgs. The EO further recommended:
major punishment of dismissal from: service for the defaulter official
vide Enquiry: Report No.26/ST dated 31.05.2016..

Upon: the: finding of Enquiry Qfficer, he was issued final
show: cause notice to- which he received & replied but his explanation:
found: un-satisfactory. He was called for ©.R but he: failed to appear
before: this: office: & not reparted arrival at: PS AMIS: & remained: absent
from 11.06.20I6: tilll date:.

Upon: which: DSP Legal opinian: v::as sougth.. He: opined: that
"the. accused' officiak was: repeatedly sommaned by the EO but he

deliberately failed! to: appear and deﬁend himself. £s such the E.O

recommended him: far award of major punishment of dismissal fro%TTESW-B

service. Besides finding of E.@ has alsa praved/estamhshed deceitfi
Act of the accused cosntable, due ta \INthi’T me: was recruited as
constable an fake: certificate. Besides legal as well as ciepartmental
action: has already been appraved: by wasthy CCPQ on 13.04.2
which: needs: to be: complied with: witheout further loss. oﬁ time."

In the light of recommencations: of E.Q, DS Legal opinion
& other material available em record, the mders;gned came to:
conclusion: that the alleged: officiat Faund quilty: of the charges of

Wafmz.

deceitful. Therefore, he is hereby: dzsm:ssed froam: service: under Police:
& Disciplinary Rules-1975 with: immediate eﬁfect‘ Hence, the period he
remained absent from: 11.06.2016 till date: is trealted without pay,

ya

SUPERINT

w Dated_&_%/ & 12015
NO.2770F ~ [ /PA/SP/dated Peshawar tha__52 / & /2016
Copy of above: is Ferwa-rd'ed‘ for information. & n/action to:

v The DIG Enquiry: & Inspectiom, KPK Peshawar w/r to his; office
letter No.1333/E&E dated 06.04. 2016.

v Capital: City Police: Officer, Peshawar.

v DPO Charsadda.. He is: requested to: dzrec‘c the SHQ PS Tangi to
take necessary legall actiom, against Sajid Igbel sfa Kachkel-ur-
Rahman. r/o Zuhrab Gul Killi Tangi Charsadda

v DSP/HQrs, Peshawar.

v Pay Office, OAST, CRC & FMC along-with. complete departmental

0B. NO..

file.
v Officials concerned..

=NDENT OF POLICE,
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR &




. ” S - C Avax; f

The Chief Capital City Police K.F.K ' R
Peshgwar.

Subjects;~ APPEAL AGATNST TWE INPUGNED ORDER DATED 29.6.2016  |i .

’ Gl

WFEREBY I FAVE BEEN DISMISSED FROM SIRVICES E.E.F
ON_29.6.2016. |

Respected 8ir,

Most humbly &and respectfully the appellant beg to

submit the following for your kind consideration and favourable::

éction please;— | A‘TTESTEB

i. That the appellant waé enlisted as police constabdble
| on 25.07,1998, and Served the depaftmént'for & complete
18 years with unblamisﬁed recérd, after 18 years seiv;béél
suddenly an allegation of fake matric certificate‘énd.
passed a dismissal orqég,ofAtbe éppeiiant was passed 

on 29.6.2016. (Copiés of @ismissal order is attached.

2o That feeiing aggriveé %rom the impugned order of 5-.
| dismissal the appellant has got no other adequate snd
‘speedy remedy except to flle the 1nstant departmentai
appeal before this Fonourable forum heDCg this appeaI'

on the following grounds smongst others;-

- P T W

B,

A) That the matric bertifiﬁate of the appellant was fit'and

-~

at the time of indistment{he B.M.C and other relevant

-

documents were correctly been filed bpfore the’ concerned f
quarter and on the basis of those Sertif1cates the =~
appellant was appq;nted against the post of constable

~

and issued proper appointment order.

B) That the appellent also passed the first yeer examlnatlon ijQ

and its d.M.C and other documents are also attached.




D)

-

F)

G)

/ N .o
o
s=e=i - ‘
: ;

That the allegations framed against the sppellant are
false, frivolous, and fictitious and the establishment’

were duty bound_fo sérutiéiSed the documents and T ecord
T i : :
. : I . . . ’
of a perfon, and lateron after proper vertifjcation and
investigation to.issue Eppoper, order of inlistment,'ip

the'iﬁstant no verification ¢r any other investigation was

made and after 17 yearé Services the sppellant has been

ATTESTED

di smiss ed.

That the action taken égﬁinst the appellant is bas el 58

and concocted, as well aS~premature and in this Btage.a-

socalled forged and frlvolous proceedlngs have been 1nit1at'

which are not entertalnable in theeye of lay and natural

JU.Stlceo

That totally baseless pro%eédings have been inifiatedlagaicg
the appellant and his la_éears Services hAVe bcen spoiléq
and he has been deprive of his lawful,Services - as wll as

8 limitation of service period have also been paSSec.as-ay
thls stage no one is wllllng to provide serv1ces to the.

appellant

Thaﬁ the Pclice eStablishment remained-sleeped for a long

time of 18 yeafé, and £ter a long time they remember the

proceed1ngs agalnst tre appellant

That t‘re actlon taken ag&lnst the appellan is b&Seless and :

-

. concocted and tbe appellant under the law is entltled for

~1nstatpment in service with all serv1ce bennflts



I/ﬁ

f"L

T o R - Rt

It is, t%erefore, humbly prabed thet on acceptance of

this dcpartmental app eal the 1mougnod order dated 29.6 2016

: 1 :
may very graciously be set aside and the appellant be redlnstated

in Service with all service benefits sealaries and wages.

Yours . obedlently

AJTESTED

é%l Sehouns

 pateds=12.7. 2016. (MUTIAMMAD SAJID IQBAL S/0 KACFE{COL KP.AN)

R/O ZIAM QILA MIR SATD KILLI TEFSIL
’I‘Q&ANGI 'DIS’I‘BIC'P CHARS ADDA. B



OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
PESHAWAR

Phone No. 091-9210989
Fax No. 091-9212597 '4"""‘”‘ 3

. ORDER _ | ~ _ @

This order will dispose off departmental appeal preferred by ex-constable

~ Sajid IcibaAl No. 3920 who was awarded the major punishment of Dismissal from service under

PR-1 97§ vide OB No. 2305 dated 29.6.2016 by SP-HQrs: Peshawar.

2-- Short facts leading to the mstam appeal_are that the appelldnt was proceeded
departmentally on the charge of SMS complaint received against him from the office of Inspector
General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar v1de No.159/PAS dt: 12.1.2016, that he was
recruited in police deparfment on fake matric certificate. He also absented himself from law Y e e i
pol ATt

- we.f11.6.2016 to 29.6.2016 ( 18-days). ' _ W

3- . Proper  departmental  proceedings, ~were initiated  against him - and
Mr.Waseem Riaz Khan, ASP-I/Abad, was appointed as the E.Q. The Enquiry Officer in his
ﬁndings mentioned that as per letter No.6278 dt: 25.3.2016 of Peshawar Board Sajid Igbal is failed
in Urdu subject in the SSC Annual 1996. He found him guilty for recruitment as constable in police
department on fake matric certificate. On receipt of the findings of the enquiry officer, the
SP-HQrs: Peshawar issued him FSCN to which he submitted his written reply. The same.was
found Aﬁnéatisfactory‘ He failed to ﬁppcar before SP-HQrs: for personal hearing, therefore, awarded |

him the above major punishment. '

4. - The appellant was called in O.R and heard him in person on 19.10.2016. The
enquiry papers were peruéed. He was provided full opportunity to defend himself but he miserably
failed to prQ’duce any cogent reason in his-favour. He has rightly been connected with the Acharge
framed against him. The punishment awﬁrd to him commensurate with the gravity of offence. :Thére
is no justification to interfere in the order passed by SP-HQrs: Peshawar. His appeal for re-

instatement in service is rejected/filed.

. /{ B N
. , (MUHAMMAD TAHIR)

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
PESHAWAR o\ q: .

No (7&8 9 3 /PA dated Peshawar the l_// o/ 20]6

Coples for inf'and n/a to the:-
1/ SP/HQrs: Peshawar.
2/ PO/OASI/CRC for making necessary entry in his S.Roll.
3/ FMC along with FM
4/ Official concerned.

N
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DETAILED MARKS CERTIFICATE.

rmediate Examination Humanities Group

te
' JE759 Session 19 3 ) _(Annual)
Sr. No. . ' -

~ Name /’//“Aﬂh/l }’L’lﬁ/?/ (&ﬂf/ Qq: Z//ﬂ/
Father’s Name Mn/'/\ k’a// LA ﬁlmm Roll No._/=/ 3 3

ot |, ' MARKS OBTAINED
SUBJECT : F :
of marks
alloted In Figures In YVOfdf
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3. Islamic | 50

Education

LV
zg . © 100
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Total 550

oS

N
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v A
- . o
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N
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¢ r_i JO T
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Servi eal No.1183/2016.
Sajid Igbal Ex- Constable No0.3930 Police Line Peshawar....................Appellant.
VERSUS.
1. Provmaal Pollce Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Capltal,Clty Police Ofﬁcer Peshawar,
3. Supelrclntendent of Pollce\,;iHeadquarters Peshawar.................. Respondents.

; .

Regly on behalf of Regpondengs No. 1, 2, &3.

.'.:;?.Rfe.s.g. ectfgllx shewth -

,-Lx B

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

That the appeal is badly time barred.

N

That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder of unnecessary and non-joinder of

necessary parties.

N O U oA W

EACTS:-
(1)
(2)

(3)

(4)
(5)

That the appellant has not come to this Hon’able Tribunal with clean hands.
That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.
That this Hon'able Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the appeal.

Para No.1 pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

Para No.2 is correct to the extent that the appellant was proceeded
departmentally on the allegations that he was recruited in police
department on fake metric Certificate. He was issued proper charge sheet
along with summary of allegations. He was summoned time and again but
he did not attend the enquiry proceedings. Hence after fulfiling all codal
formalities, the enquiry officer recommended him for major punishment.
He was also called to OR for personal hearing and was heard in person in
OR on 19.10.2016 but he failed to defend himself.

ParaA No.3 is incorrect. In fact as per letter No.6278 dated 25.03.2016 of
Peshawar Board, Sajid Igbal was found failed in Urdu subject in the SSC
annual examination 1996. As the charges of fake metric.Certificate were
proved against him, hence he was awarded major punishment of
dismissal from service.

Para No.4 is already explained above in detail. ,

Para No.5 is correct to the extent that the appeilant preferred a
departmental appeal but after due consideration was filed/ reJected
because the charges leveled against him stood proved.



(6) That appeal of appellant being devoid of merits may k:indly be dismissed
with cost. '

Grounds:- ‘
i. . Incorrect. The punishment orders are legal, per the Iaw/;rules.
ii. Incorrect. All codal formalities were fulfilled.
iii. Incorrect. The chargés leveled against him were proved.
iv. Incorrect. The documents of appellant were proved fake after due
verification from Peshawar Board.

V. Incorrect. Para already explained in para No.3.
vi. Incorrect. In fact the metric certificate was found fake vide letter No.6278
dated 25.03.2016 of Peshawar Board.
vii. Incorrect. As above.
. viil. . Incorrect. The charges leveled against him stood proved.
iX. Incorrect. The éppellant wilfully  absented  without taking
‘ permission/leave.
X. Incorrect. The appellant was found guilty of misconduct.
Xi. Incorrect. Para already explained above in detail.
xii. Incorrect. The appellaht was found guilty of misconduct.
xiii. Incorrect. The appellant was recruited on fake certificate.
Xiv. That the respondents also seek permission of this Honorable Service

Tribunal to raise additional grounds at the time of arguments.

" PRAYER.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above facts and

submissions, the appéal of the appellant being devoid of merits and legal footing,
may kindly be dismissed.

e~

Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

M =

Capital City Police Officer,
Peshawar.

SupeFiftendent of Police,
HQrs:\Peshawar.



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No.1183/2016.

Sajid Igbal Ex- Constable No.3930 Police Line Peshawar.................. ..Appellant.

VERSUS.
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Peshawar.................Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents No. 1,2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that
the contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge
and belief and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

ProvincialjPolice Officer,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

Capital City Police Officer,
Pes‘hawar.

7
Superirgendent of Police,
HQrs:\Peshawar.



AIRMAN BISE PESHAWAR FAx NO. :@9@2’?@5&% 23 M s B
’ - !
Y TV ‘
\?
S g Rk
| - -
BOARD OF INTERM]])[ATE AND SECON DERY EDUCATION
NO. 6278. SSC SECRECY : ; DATE. 25.03.2016
o | ;
The Capttal City Police Oi’ﬁcer,| ' 1
Peshawar. | ' }
o
!
i Subject:- SMS COMPLAINT AGAINST CONSTABLE SAJID IOBAL NO. 3930
i
: Memo, l . ' 3..
i Reference your letter No. 5290 CRC, Dated 18-03-2016. Tt is to inform that
| Roll No. 33517, Muhammad Sa_]ld lqbal S/0 Kachkol Ur Rehman has been appeared in
the SSC Annual 1996. A —

I
According to Board record he is fail in| the subject of Urdu by obtain 32 Marks and has

been declared Re-appear in the Subject of Urdu '

SP/HOrs/My ducumcmsr’rcmindLr
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL,
KPK, PESHAWAR.

In the matter 6f

Service Appeal No, /2016
Sajid lgbal............Versus............. G.P etc.
INDEX.
S. Description of documents. - Annex Pa'g'es.' |
No. , _ i L qo
1 | Written Statement along with affidavit. o 1t05
2 | Copy of Result Gazette. - ‘A’ 6to7
3 | Extract of result sheet. ; ‘B” .8
_ Respondent No. 4.
Through IS =X |
(Shakila Begum)
- Advocate
Peshawar.

o 2] ZIB0L



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL
KPK PESHAWAR.

‘In the matter of

. Service Appeal No. _ _12016

Sajid Igbal. . ........\Versus.............G.P etc.

Written Statement.

Respectfully sheweth:

Written Statement on behalf of Respondenf No. 4
is as under;

- PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

A) The Appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi .
against the replying Respondent. | _
B) The Appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the.
instant Appeal. | | | o

- C)The Appéllant has not come to the court with clean hands.

D) The Appeal in hand is based on malafide and is intended to

get unwarranted relief. | | "

E) That for adjudication of the instant Appeal extensive trespass

into the domain of factual controversy required,‘which cannot

be gone into, in this appeal, therefore, t,he appeal in hand

being misconceived is liable to be dismissed on this ground
alone. |

| F) With utmost respect this Honorable Court has no Jurisdipﬁon.

G) That the present appeal is not maintainable and en{ertqin' |

able in its present form. "‘

ON FACTS.

1) Not related to replying Respondent, hence, no reply.



2

2) In reply to this Para it is submitted that according to record of
réplying Respondent i.e result sheet etc the appellant was
appeared in the SSC Annual Examination 1996 under Roll
No. 33517 and failed in the subject of Urdu' by securing 32
marks, therefore, was declared to reappear in Urdu but he
failed to reappear. As the appellant is not matriculate and he
submitted a fake DMC, therefore, the Departrh'ental
Authorities have rightly dismissed the appellant from his
service. |

3) As the appellant at the time of his appointment was not
matriculate and he submitted a fake DMC, therefore, he was -
rightly removed/dismissed from service.

4) In reply to this Para it is submitted that according to record of
replying Respondent the appellant was failed in Urdu paper
and he has not reappeared in Urdu paper, hence, he had
failed to pass his matric examination. He- was rightly
removed/dismissed from service on this ground. So far the
ground of absence from service is concerned; the replying
Respondent has no concern with this allegation.

5) Needs no reply.

6) Totally illegal and incorrect. The appellant has not come to
this Hon'able Court - with clean hands and was not entitled to
implead the reply Respondent in the instant appeal, hence,
the appeal in hand is liable to be dismissed on this ground
alone. The detailed reply of grounds raised in appeal is as
under;

GROUNDS

i) In reply to this ground it is submitted that as the appellant
was not matriculate and he had pro‘;/ide a fake DMC, _
therefore, he was rightly dismissed from service.

i) lllegal and incorrect.

iii)  Not related to replying Respondent, hence, no reply.




vi)

vii)
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In reply to this ground it is submitted that according to

record of replying Respondent the appellant has not 3

passed his matric examination, therefore, 'it is totally
incorrect that any document was verified from the replying
Respondent.

In reply to this ground it is submitted that according to

record of replying Respondent the appellant was initially

placed in UFM but later on the jury committee let off him |

and his actual result was declared as Re-Urdu due to
obtaining 32 marks. It is totally incorrect that the appellant
had applied for re-checking and after re-checking
appellant was rendered as passed and a passed DMC
was issued to the appellant. The photo copy of DMC of
SSC annexed with the Memo of appeal is fake and
factitious because the appellant has obtained 32 marks in
Urdu and 66 marks was obtained in Pashto while in the
DMC annexed with the appeal 75 marks hés' been shown
in Urdu and 70 marks has been shown in Pashto which

are incorrect according to the record of reply Respondent.

(Copies of Gazette and extract of result sheet are Annex: A

“‘A” and “B” respectively.)

In reply to this Para it is submitted that according to board |

procedure prevailing at the time of appearance of the
Petitioner in part-l exame, the documents proVided with

examination forms and result Gazette etc were used to

scrutinize at the time of declaration of result of Part-Il. As

the Petitioner has not appeared in Part-ll due to the
reason that he was failed in Part-l, therefore, his
documents at the time of Part'-lv exam remained

unscrutinzed. On the basis of appearance in Part-l exame

and DMC of Part-l, the Petitioner is not erjtitled to claim -

that he has passed his matric examination.

Not related to replying Respondent.

t

g ’*‘"v i



viii)

Xii)

xiii)

Xiv)

Totally illegal and incorrect. The replying Respondent after
verifying all the record has given the verification reply to
the Police Department. it is totally incorrect that the .

replying Respondent has not maintained or scrutinized the .
academic record of appellant before verification reply.

Not related to replying Respondent, hence, no reply.

Not related to replying Respondent.

Totally illegal and inéorrec_t. Detailed reply has already
given in above paras.

Totally illegal and-incorrect. As the appellant has prepared

fake and fac;titiods DMC and has obtained the service on

the basis of such like document, therefore, is not entitled
for any benefit or relief from this Hon'’ble Court/Tribunal on-
the basis of such like document.

Not related to replying Respondent.

Totally illegal and incorrect.

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that the instant
Appeal may kindly be dismissed with cost.

Respondent No. 4

Through B s vasnr= - IN

(Shakila Begum)

Advocate, Peshawar.




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL
- KPK, PESHAWAR.

In the matter of

Service Appeal No. 12016
Sajid Igbal............\Versus............|.G.P etc.
AFFIDAVIT,

|, Shakila Begum, legal advisor, BISE, Peshawar do. |
hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath that all the contents of

accompanied written statement are true and correct and nothing

"has been concealed or wnthheld from this Honorable Court.

m

Deponeént.

-
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I ~J

Name of candidate Harks Grades SUB.JECTS Roll Bace of candidate Harks Grades SUBJECTS
oberd: Ex:In: Passed/Reappaar . No. 1 obtd: Ex:ln: Posged/Reappear
Umar Said 399 D D 1S:Pa: 4 33488  Akntar Alj 509 ¢ B
Qastim Shah - -  ~ EiGM: 33489 Sarwar Khan 439 c ¢
HMuzafar Shah - - - UFM 33490 Akber Khan 433 ¢ ¢ .
Sangin Shah Po- - - UM 33491 Jehanzeb Khan 46 C D
Shakirullah 453 C B 1S:Pa: 33492 Fazall Rokhan - - - cH:
Sher Alam - -~ - E:U:GS: 33493 Muhammad Hassan 421 p ¢
Aurangzeb ' - - - UPM 33494 Sajjad Al4 - - - 'CH:
Nazir Gul - - - OGM:Gs: 33495 lwranullah 426 C
Shaft Cul - ~ - UM 33496 Ninz Ald 46 D D
Alamzab . . - - ~ E:U:PS:GS: 33497 Imran Al 419 D D
Naveenullah f - - E . ‘ 33498 Syed Mudasar Shah 480 € B
Astf Jan Khan - - - U 33499 Muhammad Ald - - - CH: -
Asadullah 02 D D IS:PA: 33500 Masood Jan 3737 b ¢ )
Jehanullah - - - um 33501 " Muhdomad Amir 450 € ¢
E)lwukat ALL - - -~ E: Sharif - - - .
Khaliq Dad - - - E 33502 Masood Khan 407° Db D
33503 Shah Jehan - - - R
COVT: HAGH SCHOOL ZUNRAB GUL KILLI (CHARSADDA): 33504 MNuhammad Sayyar 413 D b
C . ) 33505 Khan Bahadur - - - UM
33448 Muhaomad Ayaz 560 B A 33506 Javed Khan Yoses ¢
13449 Farooq Shah 527 B A 33507 Anwarullzh Khan 562 B B
#1450 Farmanullsh Jan 601 & 4 33508 Lndad Khon w5 ¢ ¢
Syed Fageer 596 A A 33509 Mazuliah Khan - - - um
1452 Nisz Moheemad 576 B B 33510 Muhaemad Fhan 88 ¢ ¢
%1345) Ghousur Rebman &4 ¢ B 33511 Sajid Alf 473 ¢ o
; %f-‘zsesa Raj Wali Khan 487 ¢ ¢ 33512 Alam Khen' - - - u
; 33655 Arshad S$hahub 49 ¢ ¢ 33513 Muhammad Ismoil - - - UM
53656 Huslio Kban - -, - UMM 33514 Salahuddin - - - U'F'H
{13457 * Arshad Al 537 B 8 33515 Salabuddin 445 € B IS:PA:
33‘58 Taj Muhammad 469 ¢ B 33516 Hamid Jan - - - UM
REINSY Yousaf Shah 05 ¢ B 33517 Mukamnad Sajid Iqbal = - -  UFM ";h
50260 Rtz Knan s ¢ ¢ 33518 Avizuddin . a5 ¢ ¢ isiras
,'5555' Ajoal Khan 535 B ¢ 33519 Gohar Alf 478 ¢ B IS:PA:
'3‘:':5‘3«6: Shah Saoud 4 ¢ ¢ 33520 Rasheed Khan 465 € C  1S:PA: .
) ,?3_1663 Syed Islam Badshah 461 € B 353521 Janss Khan - - = Bt
;; {)vusa Tilswae Shah 456 ¢ ¢ 33522 Attaulliah 482 € B 18t
P R' 13465 Misal Knan 476. ¢ ¢ 33523 Khudad Koor 483 A Isnis
é -;\me Huhammad Idris 430 ¢ ¢ 33524 Dost Muhammad - - - U
Y 33 13467 Bashic Khan 4271 ¢ B 33525 Farhadullah - - - ums
3468 Abdul Hameed Khan 438 ¢ B 33526 Ali Asghax - - = U
3469 Dost Muhazmad 53 B ¢ 33527 Muhsmmad Younas 495 ¢ ¢ 15:pA:
..,ﬁwo Jamshaid Alt 510 B ¢ 33528 Nisar Khan - - - g:U
B 3471 Shab knal1d 478 ¢ A 33529 Tauheed Khan - - -~ um
w3372 Afsar AlL 519 B C 3353¢ Tarviq Xhan ? - - - um
L3 Sajid Khan 508 ¢ » 33531 Hoor Alam po- - -~  UFH
33476 Mukamil Shah 512 B A 33532 ‘Tariq Shah t. - - UM
475 laranullah “512 B ¢ . 33533 Dawa Khan - - - UFM
Y676 Abld Zaman 499 ¢ B 33536 Sajeed Gul - - - B
Hagsood Al{ Khan 493 C 0 33535 Muhammad Zahir 459 € € PRIART
A48 Sajjad AlLs 48 ¢ 33536 Ajmal Khan - - -
3:‘79 Irfan AlL - - - - Uum 33537  Sher Afsar Fhan - - - U
2133480 Muhommad Tufail { 491 ¢ B 33538 Shabi Hulk - -~ s e
" A ?} Feroze . - - 33539 Hameed Khau - - - um
*3HEM61 Hagsood dan - - - um 33540 Alkbar Shah - - - R i
i 3462 Nowab ALt 462 33541 Ghaniur Rahman P~ - - um
- “'&2683 Ari{ Shah 1426@?:_*[) 33542 Nisar Muhammad 443  C D PA:ART: °
! :‘ 33:5& Muzafar Jan lnza'r(g b(i: 'i‘fi}‘-s C'Ji»:y 33543  Aurangzeb Khan - - -~ UFM
U85 " lrshad Ahmad Khan o ass . cr'/ . e oy wmtqp 23544 BoOF 2ada - - - UM
A1 )486  Bashir Ahmad Khan h}: E}zs l-?i?;fi?iﬁ‘ i (2% U TE UNSUS zahoor Abend 40 C C  PA:ART:
i %_3}&37 Qabad Khan - - - oM
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Mian Hikmatullah Jan

PR SRR Advocate,

High Court, Peshawar.

Cell # 0301-8902021
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BEFORE THE. HONOURAB[E SERVICES TRIBUNAL KPK, PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEAL #............... /2016

3 L

Sajid Igbal ........... Versus............. I.G.P and others

ON PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS : -

A) In reply to preliminary objection # A it is stated that the appellant has got a cause
of action and locus standi against the respondent # 4. Hence this para is denied
as Iaic}.

B) In reply to prélimiﬁary objection # A it is stated that the appellant in no way and
manner is estoppéd to file the instant appeal. Hence this para is denied as laid.

C) Para # C of the written statement of respondent # 4 is incorrect, illegal and
against ;he facts and circumstances hence denied as laid. _ |

D) Para # D of the written statement of respondent # 4 is incorrect, illegal and
aga-inst the facts and circumstances hence denied as laid.

E) Para # E of the Wr'itten statement of respondent # 4 is incorrect, illegal and
against the facts and circumstances hence denied as Iaid.

F) Para # F of the written statement of respondent # 4 is incorrect, illegal and
again;t the fatts and circumstances hence denied as laid.

G) Para # G of the written statement of réSpondent # 4 is incorrect, illegal and
against the facts and circumstances hence denied as laid. |

ON FACTS : - '

1. As Para # 1is not replied in the written statement heace the same needs no reply

_ in the instant [ej;)ipder. ‘
2. Para# 2 of the written statement is incorrect, illegal, unWarfanted, misconceived

and against the _facts and circumstances rather is against the record of

respondent # 4 hence the same is denied as laid. The document atiached with

~ the written statement as annexure — A shows a UFM case against the name and

roll number of appellant‘while the para narrates a different story hence the same

P ¥ R R
s T 2 = x= om=E M
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, . s contradictory with its record and thus casts doubts over the authenticity of

annexure — A and the contents of instant para. In fact respondents # 1 to 3 have
deliberately and with mala fide intention removed the DMC of appellant from his
service book/ amal nama. The appellant then approached the concerned school

for the provision of record as the appellant in his intermediate examination from

the same Govt. Higher Secondary School Zuhrab Gul killi, Charsadda whose
principal granted the appellant attested copy of the DMC which he provided with
his intermediate class admission form. The said pass metric DMC is duly issued to
tﬁe appellant by thg respondent # 4. ( copy of the DMC is annexure — A )

3. Para # 3 of the wr}tten statement is incorrect, illegal and against the facts and
circumstances hence denied as laid.

4. Para # 4 of the written statement is incorrect, illegal and against the facts and
circumstances hence denied as laid.

5. Needs no answer. ‘

6. Para # 6 of the written statement is incorrect, illegal and against the facts and

circumstances hence denied as laid.

d

v ON REPLY TO GROUNDS : -

i) Para #i of the grounds of written statement is incorrect, illegal and against
the facts and circumstances hence denied as laid.
ii) Para # ii of the grounds of written statement is incorrect, illegal and against

the facts and circumstances hence denied as faid.

iii) Needs no reply.

iv) Para #iv of the grounds of written statement is incorrect, illegal and against
the facts and circumstances hence denied as laid. ‘

v) Para # v of the',: grounds of written statement is incorrect, illegal and against
the facts and cifcumstances hence denied as laid.

vi) Para # vi of the grounds of Written statement is incorrect, illegal and against
the facts and circumstances hence denied as laid. The record of respondent #
4 is silent about the marks of metric exam and it also has not given any
plausible explanation supported by any documentary proof of appearance of
appellant in the intermediate examination.

vii) Néeds no reply.

viii)  Para # viii of the grounds of written statement is incorrect, illegal and against

the facts and circumstances hence denied as laid.



R S

ix) Needs no reply.

iR "x)  Needs no reply.

g0 Xi) Para # xi of the grounds of written statement is incorrect, illegal and against
?;2  the facts and circumstances hence denied as laid. |

Xii) Pz;r_a # xii of the grounds of written statement is incorrect, illegal and against
the facts and circumstances hence denied as laid.

xiii)  Needs no reply. .

xiv)  Para # xiv \of the grounds of written statement is incorrect, illegal and against

the facts and circumstances hence denied as laid.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of this

rejoinder the appeal of the appellant may graciously be allowed as prayed for.

Dated : 18-10-2017 ™

Through

. Mian Hikmatullah Jan
Advocate

High Court, Peshawar.




BEFORE THE Filé)NOURABL'E SERVICES TRIBUNAL KPK, PESHAWAR.

fid

‘ SERVICE APPEAL#............... /2016
Sajid Igbal-........... VEISUS oo, I.G.P and others
AFFIDAVIT

- R

I, Mr. Sajid Igbal S/O Kachkol Ur Rehman R/O do hereby solemnly affirm
and declare that the contents of this rejoinder are true and correct to the

‘best of my knowledge and belief.

?‘Tﬁﬁ% ,‘ ‘ D?ﬁjy/j"

ponent

17301-5390089-1.
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