' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
T CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD |

Service Appeal No. 1213/2014

Date of Institution.. - '23_.09.2014
Date of decision... 17.10.2017

Sajjad Muhammad S/o Muhammad Ashraf, Sub-Inspector H No. 73, Additional
SHO, Police Station Havelian, District Abbottabad. ... (Appellant)

Versus

1.. Government of KPK through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs Department,
Peshawar and 3 others.

(Resbpndents)

MR MUHAMMAD ARSHAD KHAN TANOLI,
Advocate For appellant.
MR. MUHAMMAD BILAL -
Deputy District Attorney ... Forrespondents.
MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, L ... CHAIRMAN |,
MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI, ... MEMBER

JUDGMENT

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN: - Arguments of the learned

counsel for the parties heard and record perused.

FACTS

2. .Thg‘agp'e_llgl}t__vyg‘_s_ awarded penalty. of stoppage. of.increments. for. two-years—-- -

with cumulative effect on 29.04.2014, against which he filed departmental appeal on
05.05.2014 which was rejected on 25.08.2014, thereafter, the present service appeal on
23.09.2014. The charge against the appellant was his involvement in some corrupt

practices by taking illegal gratification from contractors and also inefficiency.

e




Neewn,

_their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ARGUMENTS

3. The learned counsel for the abpellant argued that the appellant is only aggrieved
from the impugned order wherein the word "cumulative effect” has been mentioned. In

this regard the learned counsel for the appellant relied upon the judgment of this

Tribunal reported in 2010-PLC(C.S) 1299.

4, On the other hand, the learned Deputy District Attorney argued that the authority
has rightly imposed the penalty of stoppage of increments .for.two years with cumulative

effect.

CONCLUSION.

5. _The judgment relied upon by the learned counsel for the appellant is not given

i

under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975. Secondly, in this judgment it has not

been held that cumulative effect cannot be given, . rather it has been held that period be
meﬁtioned. In the present case the period of two years has been mentioned and in view of
)
the concerned rule i.e. Rule 4(1)(a)(v) it has been provided for the stoppage of
increment for a period not eXceeding the period of three years with or without cumulative

effect. It means that Police Rules do allow the stoppage of increments with cumulative

effect. No illegality or irregularity has been committed by the respondents.

6. In view of the above discussion, the appeal is dismissed. Parties are left to bear
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ad Khan)-
Chairman ‘
Camp Court, A/Abad
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(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
' Member

ANNOUNCED

17.10.2017
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©23.11.2016 Appellant in person and Mr. Shamraiz Khan,

Reader alongwith Mst. Bushra Bibi, Government Pleader §
for respondents present. Rejoinder submitted. The Bench is 3

incomplete, therefore argﬁments could not be ‘heard. To

come up for final hearing before D.B on 18.04.2017 at

cuﬁzfn

Camp Court, A/Abad

camp court, Abbottabad.

18.04.2017 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Shamraiz Khan, H.C

alongwith M. Muhammad Bilal, Government Pieéder for the

respondents present. Due to non-évailabili‘ty of D.B arguments
could not be heard. To come up for final hearing before the D.B

on 17.10..2017 at camp court, Abbottabad. - *

Ch'&é\ﬂn '

Camp court, A/Abad

17.102017 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Bilal,
Deputy District Attorney alongwith Shamraiz Khan, H.C for the

respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused. -

Vide our detailed judgment of today, this appeal is
dismissed. Parties are left to bear their. own costs. File be

consigned to the record room..

Member

!

Camp Court, A/Abad.

ANNOUNCED
17.10.2017



18082015 .

16.12.2015

21.6.2016

Counsel for the- appellant and Mr. Shamraiz Khan, Reader

- alongwith Mr. Muhap}mad Tahir Aurangzeb, GP for. respondents
present. Wfifferi ’fé]ﬁly. sh'ubmitted., The appeal is assigned to D.B

for. rejoinder and--ﬁnal_i-.hearing for 16.12.2015 at camp court

A/Abad. -
e
Chafrman

Camp Court Abbottabad

Appeilant in person and Mr. Shamriaz Khan, Reader alongwith

Mr. Muhammad Siddique, Sr.GP for respondents present. Due to non-

availability of D.B, appea[’adjourned for rejoinder and final hearing

before D.B to 21.6.2016 at Camp Court A/Abad. -

Chairman
Camp Court A/Abad

Appellant in person and Mr. Shamraiz Khan,
Reader alongwith Mr. Muhammad Siddique, Sr.GP. for the
respondents present. Counsel for the appellant is not in
attendance. Requested for adjournment. Adjourned for final
hearing to 23.11.2016 before D.B at camp Court,>
Abbottabad. "

Member : Chagfrman
- : Camp Court, Abbottabad.

.
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. conducted in questionnaire form, whick practice had disappiévcé--;

' has been filed. by Faham -Dil, appellant,’ against the order dated
24-3-2009, conveyed. on 10-4-2009, whereby the penalty of steppage of

e

‘Neither any witness had been examined in presence of ‘the appellayis
nor any- opportunity of cross-examination was provided to hin o
defend Kimself
authority whi arding the impugned penalty to t. elGny, Whic
was in -clear_violation of releyant Taw/rules—-Proper approval wit

.3m'eﬁramv'¢mce money was obtained jrom the Competent’
t/misappropFiation of government money &

authority—-No embezzlemen
had. -been proved against .the’ appellant-—Impugned " order, in

circumstances, was nullity in the eyes of law---Appellant had made out 3%

“- g case for indulgence of the Service Triburial in circumstances, which %
. was.set aside. [p: 1302] A - . cd

Mubzazamad Asif Youdafzai for Appeliant.

* Jamal Abtﬁiﬁl.Nasiir,.Addl. Government Pleader for Respondents. &

- ‘D:ét_e' of hg_:a'ring: 21st May, 20100 .
‘ ~ JUDGMENT :
 SULTAN MERMOOD KHATTAK (MEMBER).--- This appeal

three annual increments has been imposed on him and also against the
order dated.3-8-2009, whereby his review petition has bezn rejected. It

. has been prayed that on acceptance of this appeal, the impugned ‘order: !

dated 24-3-2009-. and -3:8-2009° may- be set aside - with -the
directions to 'the respondents to restore

the appellant:” - ) ) :
2.. Brief facts of the case are that ‘fhg appellant while posted as’

Deputy Director of Agriculture {Information), now "Senior Imstructor *-

E (BPS-18) Agriculture Training Institute. Peshawar,
the basis of certain acts/omissions and -

was proceeded

against departmentally on
irregularities committed by bim
Service (Special Power) Qrdinance,
sheet and_statement ‘of allegations o0 W

under the' N.-W.F.P.Removal frem.
2000, He was served with charge’

24.3.2009 the impugned order was-passed vide which the penalfy.of
‘stoppage of three annual increments was imposed on hifn. The said, ordas’
was endorsed -by the D.G. Agricuiiure Extension on 31
finally received by the appellant on 10-4-2009. -Feeling aggrieved, the
appellant submitted a'review petition on 20-4-2009 but the same. has been
rejected on 3-8-2009." Hence this appeal, ‘inter alia, on the grounds that
the impugned order is against law/rules; that no chance of full defence

PLC (Service)

properly---Besides, no peripd had been mentioned by the:

L . the increments. Any other. 33
remedy which this Tribunal deems fit may also be-awarded in favour of "

: hich he submitted his detailed
réply. Thereafter, inquiry was conducted and after inquiry, final show .
- cause notice was served upon him which was also replied by him. ©n

-3-2009 and" -

' 2610) Faham Dil

‘. was ' pr
. proceedings

" order is agaiost
“that the basic, complaint on the ba
. findings of th
" has been proved again

. appellant could not be punished
. proper. approval was 0

: were also equally responsible

" to discrimination.
.3, .The'responden

" Rs.164042'in advance, whi

" nis rejoinder.

Khan v Government of N.-W.E.P. (K.P.K.) 13uUL

(Sultan Mehmood Khattak, Member)

ovided to the appellant .during_inquiry and -all* the “inquiry
were carried out one-sided; that neither any opportunity of

tion was provided to the appellant nor any statement’ of °

Jofficial was recorded in his presence; that the impugned

the spirit of basic law as.D0 period has been specified;

sis of which action was taken by. the

f personal ‘grudges apd some previous

litigations between the appellant and complainant, ;hc?refo;e, after such
: e Inquiry Officer, the impugned penalty is-baseless; that 0o
o/fraud or misuse of Government mMOREY.
st the appellant, but only drawing of advance
repair of vehicles was reported against him for which the
and that for drawing of advarce mopey, .

cross-exarmina
relevant perso

Authority has been held as result o

embezz)ement/miéappropriatio

_pudget for
brained from the ‘competent apmorify and proper -

f A.-G. Office was-dooe, which shows that other ‘officers |
in'the drawing of advance money,-but they
the appellant was penalized which amounts

pre-audit 0
were-left altogether and only

ts, through their written reply, resisted the .appeal
peliant- has ‘drawn a big money. amounting to
ch is very much objectionable and rmost of the
time creates - problems in’ xﬁaié_:a'iningv transparency m .Govem.mc.x}f .
accounts;- that proper inquiry - 'was c_:onducted .into -the matier. and
according to the feport of Inquiry Officer, the sai.d'charg:e proyed. against
the appellant; that full’ opportunity of personal mter\(tewlhea}’xng was
‘given to hifn and that the imposition of penalty on 113e appellant is correct
and, jn' accordance with taw/rules. The appellant, 1o rc. ungl, also filed

on the ground that the "ap

4, Arguments heard and record perused. -
5. The learned counsel for the appellant argued that .the'appelllant:
ahs not been treated in accordance wi.t_h/ru!es on th‘e sub:]ect because f-he
" process of inquiry has been co,nductegi.m questionnaire, from _which
practice Lds been condemned by the superior courts. _Tb.c learned c_ouPSel
. further contended that no opportunity of gerSonal héaring. was p{ov:de.c.i

to the appellant and that - either ‘any Wwitness has been f:xammed in
presence of the appellant nor any chance of cnos.s-exarqu_iat.m h:}S been.
iven to him. He-also' argued -that the * Authority while imposing the
: ‘ cified the period -which is

i i i fiant 1 ot spe
rured penalty on the appeiiaut Das iod
o arath ¢ rules: The learned counsel maintained that

jolati f relevant 1aw/rules  COU . )
also violative © .07 of advance money has been obtained *

egarding drawlng . e
proper approval Teg g'ompe%én! authority and that 1o embez;lementl

by the appellant from the ¢ : ;
xrfisapprggriatmn‘of government .money .has. been prpved«agams_;.me. ¥
appellént As such, the irnpiigned. order being i'zzai, aganst the spirit of W
basic law and norms of justice lisbic 10 s€t aside; . 0 i -#45




. com=aumication about-the impugngd order of the departmental authority e

- within 30 days and/therefore, could not hi}e)é/en lawfully nop-suited on - |

.- 2000, reprogficéd - hereinabove, which . envisaged that where a &

s

2010] * Faham Dil Kban v."Government of N.-W.F.P. (KPK) 1209

. (Sujtan Mehmood Khattak, Meinber) - :
id not avail and therefore, obwiously the. appeal| . .
arned Service Tribunal was hopelessly- barred by :
the petitioner did mot submit even application;
elay. It appears thatafter submission of

% the departmental representatioi, followed by reminders dated 30-9-2001,
. 3:7-2006 and 6-7-2006, made by the petitioner, the department videf.
U letter dated 29-1 1-2006, addressed to the petitiorier, he was informed ‘that
. his . representation dated. 16-9-2001, earlier submitted by him, wasj,
" rejected by the competent- authority as barred by limitation, would not
per se enlarge the limitation period for filing appeal before the Service|.
Tribunal, Thz.precedent case cited by the learned counsel has noj
" relevance to the case in hand iu view of the peculiarity of thé facts of the

present casc. ) . _ -
‘11, In view of the prescribed périod of {iuﬁéatiou for filing of appeal]
0 of the Ordinance, the: learned]| - .

- as envisaged by proviso to section 1 »
ner has not been able to raise any question'of law

28 CIVILSERVICES gy

the .Civil Servants Act, 1973 and the rules made thereunder
: othef law for the time being in force. Ordinancs/' XV of 2082) Mdf:
sPeqxa:I '135‘?{, provided. its own limitation undep/section 9. f. ':bem-
representation by a person on whoi penalty/is impose'(‘i‘;i‘ gf_ prefergg
of the s';zd Ordinance to' be m.a-de Wit.hin)(IS'days- fr(ml: ‘t’-};“ser{t{o.
. coramunication of the order and notwithstanding aﬁffhin con date
any other law for the time being in forCe, any ,p'grsom~ ag gﬂ‘em:;am'e 4 :
ﬁﬂfxl. order under section 9 may, within 30 days .of thg or\;;' Y ol
appeal, to the Federal” Service Tribunals established -unde i pre‘-f?
Tribunals Act, 1973, Proviso to éetion 10 of Otdindsice -XVIIE' P
wag | gubstituted- and added vide Ordinance No.XIX -of 200;5 2@20 o

. which he admittedly d
2 ,";iteferred before the.le
- time, and, inasmuch as;
: - seeking for condonation of the d

06-4-2002, which reads as undér:-- .
P ] ‘1 as . . .< L .
“e -:!:ujed that ‘wb_m'.c‘a represeniztion has heer: preferred unde
: eci Itgn 9 but no gécision has been recedved by or comuicE |
eviod a?""? of, as the case 34y be, petitioner, within' s
P of si days_ of- its 'sybmission to_the prescribedi?

ggﬂ;om)f,?p ‘may prefer appeal/fo the Service Tribunal withins .. counsel for the petitio
i ays of the expiry of .the afpfesaid period.” o e of public importance, therefore, in view of the foregoing reasons; this
e ‘ * petition being devoid of substance is dismissed. Leave refused. o

. 9. In'the present case. even if, it be’ assumed that of receipt of the . L
: M.H.A./M-74/5C Petition dismissed.

_date¢ 17-8-2001 in the Ist wéek of September, - ; Staental
regfs,spntation was made of 16-9-2001 aﬁ?ﬁ:ﬁg 21('1}311 ’hf:é)fa;:di‘f%alf 2
ge.életm}cr' t}mt ht?' \x_fas' .misle' by the contents of para No.6 ofh;héséig‘ o

¥ r__mturg:ic‘.n.g i.aun.: that/he ‘can prefer  appeal to the'dépa;'tmeatal'ﬂ"
authority within 30 days 'of the said order; the decision on h‘is'q

“2010P L C (C:5.) 1299,
[Khyber Paklitunkhaw Sérvice Tringnal] ;

" Before Sultan'Mehmood Khattak

ereentation was ot g o b i oy o vide
: L a9-11- ,that his representation WigTe] AP : , :
T . . jected being barred Ali . WS
by time; he approaghed to the .learned Tribupal by -Preferringg apprei'l and .Ngor Al Kna Members R
FAHAM DIL KHAN '

. - versus

GOVERNMENT OF N.-W.F.P. (K.P.K.) throug
Chief Secretary, Peshawar and another -~

Appeal No.1462 f 2009, decided on 215t May, 2010 . -+
. - North-West Frontier ~Province Removal from,_ . Servicy
-  (Special Powers) Ordinance (V of 2000)--- -
A7 iS5, 3,6, 7 & 10->Imposition of penalty of stoppage of “annya
- increments---Penalty of stoppage of three annual increments ‘Wa
o Wpe it after charge-SiEThng T
. “against him__on _certain alleg ort; ikl
% embezdement, misappropriation of government money e.t'::"'fNO proper’,
. procedure had been adopted by the department---Inguiry “had beén

tation, ‘appears to.be mis€onceived and devoid of dny

substance in vigw of the proviso to segtion 10 of Ordinance XVII of n
. B

;igresiﬁlt%mn hzs “bger}.gréfcr_red uv@er‘se‘ction 9 tyit no decision-has.
tI.v.,rn r‘,:,?:‘e!ved or tco_r.;mumgated ty-ftie applicant or, a¢ the case may be |
) ;e petitioner, within a periog/of 60 days of ‘the submission o}‘.thé :
Se;;zgzzgg;m_gn tc; theh prescrj¥ed- authority, may prefer appeal to the. %

i ribunal withi 3 iry of tl
period. hin g t 30 days of the expiry of the aforesaid .-

. 10.. Represéntation to the prescribed de Artmental auth ity '
Zub:x;xtt;:d by the pe .tio.ner‘on 16-9-2001, whic% remained not :;;;J;ngea;
: g; re:é ﬁp{i;tﬂlen thl.u.n a period of 60 days from the. submission of the A
s ntation, the petitioner was 10 prefer appeal to the Service Tribunal].
ithi pext 30Udays of the expiry of the aforesid period of 60 days, :

o

PLC (Service) .
S PLC(Servied) N
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preferred idgpartmental, appeal on the same date which

was not rezspended and hence the present‘servi'ce arpeal .

-
k4

. en 25.9.‘2054;-

3
S
S ; -
K Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject -
c_-s *,):\ . oL . . L .
= £ to depesit:of security and precess fee within 10 days,
<o

netices be; issued to the respondents for writtén geply -

for 20.5.2015 before S.B at camp court A/abad.

o B : ‘ Oha'ir_marr
: Gamp Uourt a/Abad

A 20'5'2015‘ h ’Noné present for appellant. Mr.Shamraiz Khan, Reéjl&é;
alongwith Mr.Muhammad Tahir Aurangzeb-,- G.P for resp(-)lndé:n>ts

© . present. 'Reques'ted f‘or'adj‘ournment.'To come up~for ;Nri,tten reply on

17620 15 before S.B at camp court A/Abad.

e
Camp Court A/Abad

5 17.6.2015 ~ Counsel for the appellant and Mr.Shamraiz Khan, Reader alongwith
" Mf.Muhammad Tahir Aljféhgzeb, G.P for respondents present. Requested
- for adjournment. Last opportunity granted. To come up for written reply

on 18.8.2015 before S.B at camp court A/Abad.

A

Chalyman
Camp Court A/Abad
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y Form- A
- FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Courfpf ; ' . _ L
Case No 4 1213 /2014
o : : ~ = —
S.No. | Dateoforder = ' | Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
- Proceedings I :
1 2 3
i 02/10/2014 The appeal of Mr. Sajjad Muhammad resubmitted today
ol by Mr. Muhammad Arshad Khan Tanoll Advocate ‘may: “be
entered in the Insntunon regwter and put upto the VVorthy o
Chairman for prelulmma‘ry hearlng. ’ o ‘
o alé§;;§%2j37
2 [ '7f/_0 /{C{ r This case is entrusted to Tourmg Bench Abbottabad for |- -
' L prelimmary hearing to be put up there on A /37 //J/
3 16."3'02015 . - Cmun's'el.-'fér the a_ppellént. pre_sent°

Learned counsel for the appellant argued ‘

that vide 1mpugned order dated 5 5. 9045

‘appellant was awarded miner punishment i.e

steppage of increments for two years with

- |cumulative effect on the‘charges of taking
fil_legal g;rat'ii'ioaetion and corruptien.That

'the appellant has never invelved in any such |

activities and that the inquiry was not’

_‘condu?'é"f’éed in ‘the_prescrﬁ-i‘ded‘ mannéré anc‘i that :

the appe]lam‘: was glVQn no opportunlty of -

hearlng as requlved by law. That agalnst the.

'impugned grder dated 5.5.2014 ‘appellant
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,) .

- o The appeal of Mr. Sajjad Muhammad son of Muhammad Ashraf Sub Inspector of Potlce received

today I.e. 0n23.09.2014 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counse! for the-

s,

appellant for completlon and resubmission within 15 days

Copy of lmpugned order dated29. 4 2014 is not attached with the appeal which may be

L
Né“’(‘ 7‘21«%@‘/‘%{3 I Placedonit.
L €%

W Lo ov
widlt W
No. H’l % /ST,

Dt . U] j201a.

Mr. M.Arshad Khan Tanoli Adv.
High Court A.Abad.

2- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

.

SERVICE TRlBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
. PESHAWAR.

-




A : ' :
BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K
PESHAWAR A
~ Sajjad Muhammad S/o Muhammad Ashraf, Sub-Inspector H73,
Additional SHO, Police Station Havelian, District Abbottabad. - '
. ...APPELLANT
VERSUS
Govt. of KPK through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs, KPK
Peshawar & others.
evrrrreeeeeeseennnans RESPONDENTS
SERVICE APPEAL
INDEX ,
S.# | Description Page | Annex
, Nos. - |ure
| 1. - | Service Appeal 1-6
2. Copies of charge sheet and statement of allegation 7-8 | “A&B”
| 3. Copy of reply of charge sheet dated 25-03-2014 9-10 “C”
4. Copy of final Show Cause Notice dated 23-04- 11 “D”
' 2014
15. Copy of reply of F inal Show Cause Notice dated 12-13 | “E”
' 24-04-2014 ,
6. Copy of order No. 1308/PA dated 05-05-2014 14 “F”
7. Copy of departmental appeal dated 05-05-2014 15-16 | “G”
8 . | Copy of impugned rejection of departmental appeal | 17 “H”
' | letter dated 25-08-2014 .
9 | Copy of policy guideline 18-21 | - “I”
10 | Copy of application dated 24-08-2014 22 “J”
11 Wakalatnama :

Dated: X%/ 9 2014

2950444 (’ [ Te
Advocate ngh Court, Abbottabad.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K,
| PESHAWAR

- Mf@%@r}/bwﬁ/’” “*‘L,‘"“

Sajjad Muhammad S/o Muhammad Ashraf, Sub-Inspector
Additional SHO, Police Station Havelian, District Abbottabad.

...APPELLANT

VERSUS

1.  Govt. of KPK through Secretary Home & Tribal Affalrs KPK
| Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar.
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Hazara Range,
Abbottabad.
4. D.P.O District Abbottabad.

W

....RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974, FOR
DECLARATION TO THE EFFECT THAT
THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED
MINOR JPENALTY OF STOPPAGE OF
INCREMENTS FOR TWO YEARS WITH
ACCUMULATIVE EFFECT AND HAS
BEEN EXCLUDED FROM SHO POOL
VIDE IMPUGNED FINAL ORDER DATED
25-08-2014 AND POLICY GUIDELINE

N

"~

CIRCULATED VIDE LETTER: NO. 24-40

DATED 01-01-2014, AS A RESULT OF SO-

o CALLED IMPUGNED INQUIRY, WHICH
fﬁfmm bl IS DISCRIMINATORY, ILLEGAL,
w4 filod. PERVERSE, AGAINST SERVICE LAW

- AND PRECEDENTS’ CASE LAWS -AND
2//7/? THE SAME ARE LIABLE TO: BE SET-

ASIDE.




(./ _ .
PRAYER:- " ON ACCEPTANCE OF
e INSTANT APPEAL, IMPUGNED FINAL
| ‘ - ORDER DATED 25-08-2014 ISSUED BY
- RESPONDENT NO. 3 MAY GRACIOUSLY

BE DECLARED NULL AND VOID AND
RESPONDENT NO. 2 TO 4 MAY BE
DIRECTED TO RESTORE INCREMENTS
AND ' INCLUDE THE NAME OF
APPELLANT IN SHO POOL AND
ARREARS OF PAY ETC ON ACCOUNT
OF RESTORATION OF INCREMENTS
MAY ALSO BEK GRANTED. |

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1. That the appellant was posted as SHO PS Mangal
on 19-11-2013 and the appellant was charge
sheeted by respondent No.4. Respondent No.4
provided statement of allegation wherein so-called
charges of taking of illegal gratification and
corruption vide letter No. 736-39/PA dated 21-03- .
2014. Copies of charge sheet and statement of
allegation are annexed as Annexure “A & B”.

2. That the appellant submitted reply of charge sheet
and statement of allegation dated 25-03-2014.
(Copy of reply of charge sheet dated 25-03-2014 is
attached as Annexure “C”).

3.  That the appellant was served final show
cause notice by respondent No.4 vide letter
No.1182/PA dated 23-04-2014. (Copy of final
Show Cause Notice dated 23-04-2014 is attached
- as Annexure “D”). _ o

4. That the appellant submitted reply of final Show
Cause Notice on 24-04-2014. (Copy of reply of
Final Show Cause Notice dated 24-04-2014 is
attached as Annexure “E”).

5. That finally, the appellant has been awarded minor
punishment i.e stoppage of increments for two
years with cumulative effect by respondent No.4-
vide impugned order No. 1308/PA dated 05-05-




GROUNDS:

2014 (Copy of -order No 1308/PA dated 05 05-
2014 is attached as Annexure “F”).

That following this, appellant filed departmental
appeal to the respondent No.3 on 05-05-2014.
(Copy of departmental appeal dated 05-05-2014 is
attached as Annexure “G”).

' That respondent No.3 rejected, dep_artniént appeal

of the appellant and maintained minor punishment
of stoppage of increments for two years with
accumulative effect vide impugned rejection of
departmental appeal letter No. 7545 /PA dated 25-
08-2014.  (Copy of impugned - rejection of
departmental appeal letter dated 25 -08-2014 is
attached as Annexure “H”). :

That, the name of the appellant has also ‘beén
excluded from SHO Pool vide policy guideline

issued by respondent No.2. (Copy of policy

guideline is attached as Annexure “T7).

That the impugne_.d orders of respondents are
illegal, perverse, discriminatory and without lawful

justification .and are not maintainable at law.

Hence, the instant appeal is filed inter alia on_the
following grounds:-

a. That the appellant -has not been provided .
copy of complete enquiry in the matter
and has been kept in dark to give illegal
monitory loss to him as well as loss to his
service carrier. In this regard, the

" appellant submitted an application on 24-
08-2014 for provision of copies of
inquiry record etc. but the appellant has
not been provided inquiry report by the
respondents. (Copy of application dated

- 24-08-2014 is attached as Annexure “J”).

b. That the -allegations leveled against the
appellant are illegal, without any lawful

“justification, without proof and without
any cogent and convincing evidence.

c. That the respondents did not disclose -
that who made complaints of corruption
and illegal gratification against the

.. appellant. 'Besides, the appellant has not



been provided opportunities of cross

~examining the complainants if any.
.- That there exists no complaint of

corruption against the appellant from the

side of local people residing in vicinity of

PS Mangal District Abbottabad. Hence

inquiry is  one sided based on

hypothesizes, conjectures and surmises.
Therefore, inquiry conducted against the

appellant as well as minor punishment
awarded to the -appellant are not-
maintainable at law.

. That double punishment awarded to the

appellant i.e exclusion of his name from
SHO Pool as well as stoppage - of

‘increments for two years with
- accumulative effect is nullity in the eye

of law.

. That there is no other efficacious remedy

available to the appellant accept the
filing of instant appeal before. Hon’ble
Service Tribunal.

. That the instant appeal is well w1th1n'

time and this Hon’ble Tribunal has
jurisdiction to entertain the same.

It is, therefore prayed that on acceptance of |

instant appeal, impugned final order dated 25-
08-2014 issued by respondent No. 3 may
graciously be declared null and void and
respondent no. 2 to 4 may be directed to restore
increments and include the name of the
appellant in SHO pool and arrears of pay etc on
account of restoration of increments may- also
be granted. -

INTERIM RELIEF

It is further prayed as an interim relief to the effect that no

“adverse action whatsoever may be taken by respondents agai
appellant till final disposal of the titled service appeal . :

.......

Through

Dated: 9%? /2014 4 /

SRadiiah Tanbli)
Advocate High Court, Abhottabad.

Co Ak




8

BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P. K
‘ PESHAWAR

Sajjad Muhammad S/o Muhammad Ashraf, Sub-Inspector H73, :
Additional SHO, Police Station Havelian, District Abbottabad.

o ...APPELLANT
VERSUS '

~Govt. of KPK through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs, KPK' -
Peshawar & others. . '

reereneerenns ......RESPONDENTS

' SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

Certljlcate that no such Serwce Appeal has been flled_ .

before thIS Tribunal Court prior to this.

Dated:,%&;z Q /2014

Advocate ngh Court Abbottabad



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P. K
PESHAWAR

'Sajjad ‘Muhammad S/0 Muhammad Ashraf, Sub- Irrspector H73,
Addltlonal SHO, Pohce Station Havehan Dlstrlct Abbottabad

: APPELLANT
VERSUS

Govt. of KPK through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs, KPK
Peshawar & others.

e, RESPONDENTS

| - SERVICE APPEAL

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

PETITIONER
Sajjad Muhammad S/o Muhammad Ashraf Sub-Inspector H73
Additional SHO, Police Station Havelian, District Abbottabad.

RESPONDENTS
I. Govt. of KPK through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs, KPK
Peshawar.
2. Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar

Deputy Inspector General of Police; Hazara Range,
Abbottabad.

4. D.P.O District Abbottabad.

ha

D'ated:g:‘g [ g /2014

) [ ,._4 ,{,.‘-“/7./;15—-
i mad APS

Advocate High Court, Abbottabad.




CHARGE SHEET.

1, Muhammad Ali Khan District Police Officer Abbottabad, as
* competent authority, is hereby charge you SI Sajjad Ahmed  as explained in the attachod
statement of allegations. '

| ‘You are therefore, directed to submit your written defense within
seven days on the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer.

Your written defense, if any should reach the enquiry officer with
in the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in
that case ex-parte action shall follow against you. '

" Intimate whether, you desire to be heard in person.

A statement of allegation is enclosed

District Police Officer,
Abbottabad.




‘ g DISCIPLINARY ACTION, Avm er “K, ‘

Disciplinary Rules 1975,

STATEMENT OF THE ALLEGATION,

You SI Sajjad Ahmed while posted as SHO PS Mangal, as
teported through reliable sources, are involved in corruption and taking of illeghal gratification

from lease holders/contractors of Phosphate, transporters, timber smugglers and owner’s of saw
machines. Moreover, you are professionally incompetent, very loose grip and are unable to run the

Police Station affairs in proper manner, which is a gross misconduct on your part,

) - For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said'ac;gysed
 official with reference to the above allegations, Y& + Y aemwaer Wz KR Coull, i

 deputed to conduct formal Departmenta] Enquiry against you,

The Enquiry Officer _shall in accordance with the provision of
ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing the defaulter, furnish findings within 30
days of the. receipt of this order, recommendation as to punishment or other appropriate action
against the accused, ' ‘ -

The accused and a well conversant representation of the
ings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

District Police Officer,
Abbottabad.

departmental shall in the proceed

No ?34‘67 /PA, Dated Abbottabad, the Q///Q /2014.

n Copy of above is forwarded to:- :
I ' p G«QEnquiry Officer) for initiating proceedings against

the defaulter officer under provisions of the Police Disciplinary Rules 1975. - .

2. Sl Sajjad Ahmed through RI Lines with the direction to submit his defense within 7 days of
the receipt of this statement of allegations and also to appear before the Enquiry Officer on
the date, time and place fixed for the purpose of departmental proceedings. _

3. RI Police Lines Abbottabad with the ‘directions that the duplicate copy of the same be

returned to this office after taking signature of SI concerned, as a token of receipt.

itrict Police Officer,
Abbottabad.

Muhaminad Arshad Khan Tanoli ' - B
Advocate High Court '
Abboettabad
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE. & wed D,

o I, Muhammad Ali Khan, District Pohce Officer Abbottabad as

competent authorrty ch'trge you SI Saj jad Ahmed as follows:- | . ¥,

~“While posted as' SHO PS Mangal, as reported through reliable
sources, are involved in corruptror and taking of illegal gratification from lease

holders/contractors of Phosphate, transporters timber smugglers and owner’s of

. are unable to run the Pohce Statlon affalrs in propet manner whlch 1S a gross

misconduct on your part. . _ . ,
You were issued and served with Charge Sheet and Statement of
allegation vide this office Endst: No: 736 39/PA, dated 21-03- 2014 and enqulw

|
|
|
|
!
', saw machines. Moreover you are professionally incompetent, very loose grip and
| was conducted by Mr. Kamran Mumtaz ASP/Cantt and the ailegatlons have been

proved. o ‘ : . - I

‘ Keepmg in view the above said allegatlons on your part, you are -
hereby called upon to show cause ﬁnally w1th in seven days of the receipt of this
final show cause notice as to why you should not be awarded major punishment

under Police disciplinary Rules 1975,

It your written reply is not received with in stipulated period 11 bhaH
be presmned that you have no defense to offer. You are also pernntted to appear

before the undersigned if you so de51re

_ DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,;
' ABBOTTABAD.

No: ugg /PA, datedd3) (( 12014,

-~ Copy of above in duplicate is forwarded to DSP Havelian with the
directions that duphcate copy of the same be return to this office duly acknowledged/
received by officer concerned asa token of receipt,

{
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To: - The chion:j;jj Police Oficer, B
Hazara Region, Abbatizbad 3
Subject; DFI’ART“PNT AL E: SQUIRY .

Memo:

v _
. 81 Sajjad Ahmed \\ho &\SL, charge sheeted \'ldu this office No, 736-
S9/PA Ddlwd 21.03.2014. The enqmr'y vias conducted by Mr. Kamran Mumtaz
ASP/Cantt Abbottabad. On reCEII}t of findings of the E.O, hc vas heard In person on
. 29.04.2014 and was awarded mmor _punishment i.e. SIOppage of xncrcxm,nts for two
. .. years with sumulative effect wde OB No. 117 dated 29.04.2014.
- N v

{ : | ' \DISTRICT POLIEE OFFICER,
: ' : f;ﬁ ABBOTTABAD,

[ I

Hihammad Arshad Kban Taneli
Advocate High Spurt
Abbottabad :
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OFF ECE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, ABBOTTABAD.

No: 1§ (_{_/PA dated Abbottabad the, 27/ § 7 12014, .

To, The Regional Pollcc Ofﬁcer,
Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

‘Subject:  MERCY PETITION

Kindly refer to this office Memo: No. 1308/PA Dated 05.05.2014.

An apphcatmn/Murcy Petition furnished by SI Sajjad Aluned of this District is
submitted herewith for further drsposal please. "

Encl:- (1)

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
ABBOTTABAD -

Muhammad Arstad Khan Tanei]
Advocate High beur*
Abbottahaq

i
]
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o Phone No.0992-931002 1
' -/ S Fax  N0.0992-9310023

s

From: The Regional Police Officer, , s
‘ Hazara Region (Abboitabad)

o To: " The District P’o!ice Officer,
Abbottabad.
No. 25&57  IpA Dated Abbttabad, the #.5 / € /2014,
Subject: REPRESENT ATION
Memo

Please refer 1o your office _Memo No. 2'81@‘___,_0%ed

,;a 3-08-2014. ' . S T

&é?\ The representation of SI Sajjad Ahmed of your District was

/ @ reviewed and the appellant was h(-“d(d in person in the orderly room where he
/

?/f \%‘fereo no cogerit reason. On fha other hand, his appeal is non appealable

(being minor punishment ie. stoppage of increment) in terms of Rule 11(a)

Police Disciplinary Rule 1975.

The service record containing enquiry file of the appellant is

returned herewith. 4 : H I
. B ’, /’ .
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~ A
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w ,f/ %

REGIONAL POLICE GEFTGER
razara Region (Abbottabad)

/. ..Q.o
A /‘/ ¥
fdny
:!"“" RS Y FRUFS SRR .

agdig

mﬁwt cari ll 3K i a

BB i€ v u e




e (18 e I ——
- < Q00 — I
L N | f /Aj\/\\/\m [
. . -)Llw,‘/tfbr.ﬂ'di} — e
_JLlwgd-’//b(M (/ U"I T

A T B A
- / 7 - > K : ""»’AT““F-'(‘};:QEJ (-_}-Lﬁl_u’; =~V ;

T > : *’ﬁ%’éic.‘lg;lﬁﬁuylﬂ -

ol

B - /;’.:J(bfu”l(u(f u*d[‘, L o
. | ”/u‘” ¢ Jd ﬂ////ww’”"gf “"W) =B A KU’JLJ)
C-/'U,v ‘-})/”/"UM(OJL/ Lb%)}&/ S

’ [pf/;l(_flJ/))w,ngLQ‘f’J)djc,f

ol-1- 2014 b 24-4o
|
|

..L_.lD ‘ L {d é Al ‘ < ¢
7 k ‘VW/ T . 7 .UJ
¢ . /‘U,U" 5/ * . |
K 'J L’ /A/)-' j-; (IJL . ‘

| 20183 Ak £ 7 2013Jk 3 2752,
. —F /‘!Uf

e dae g 20330 :
iy - p
20s i oy 4,578, u”‘j

| -;,\J3dtf6//ufé g 2 77 “"th) 153

| , _,2013Jw/ wuw 4
| | -2013U1-9 44 124, f ,

. “_lsuwo/./ﬂiéﬁf;{?
2088011 A 7

'l

WMuhammad Arshad Khan Tanot
- Advocate High Court
Abbottabad




| - i wlwd/

5201 3‘/[ 23,7»»010 d/2376L 2323 Ve

Pollcy Guldellnes Postmg of SHOs
i PG- 112013

w1
Jl»léfuﬁjlﬂ/wt/l(dE{L;:ldv{&f‘:’f .c_uﬁuf(u uﬂ/ﬂ! SHO |
Lf}’f&dvjﬂbﬂtédu@uu izl ;UJ,UL;Muff.c.quw SHO
368y N1 L s S L6 ST SHO G
ru.waiécivdmVJJ);Jyinuvraiu /Uu.,&/"_;wmw(v >
U Wﬂfd’i‘uﬂﬂtulufc-dlaJuufu/UJ:’dV
HeLetd SHOw b b Ay et 2

_,»-2 ﬁé.wu_yu Suninfnsie St etz d DPOs 2.

- JEeerdsHO

lé!J_LJ/»VJV:.&U/ul/”n)’dju:’_,w/w SHOM") S s 2.2
Y

ﬂc,u?yu‘&ﬁ.vaqudw Lo /umﬂ_; INSP: L SIcE o2l 2:3

(LSS t/u*v//dwu@u /VL;/(KJLZ. DPOZ il S 24

| _b/rc,wlf z_.bA:DPOVts‘Ib /idlu"uﬂ/db‘l 2.5
| ,a,LJ?/JL/u‘mf,C,uu’ﬂ SSP ALY
5)3ufﬁw(uwldu 3
- sy [ DPOL Lad 1 3.1
_Luyu/ﬁly,,{fc;DSP/ASPaMk{»u!/i”&_,ﬂ:,r(fDPOu*/K;mfa/ 3.2
| -J:Ufui/sz‘u/a/ SPs »{f;jf_[,ww&/ﬂ SSPULsE 3.3

L ety CPC CPOV-/’W A\Gc,zf,uﬁ/iu”’yf ) 3 ,Ju*é‘} 3.4
» £

| Lf;)d/#&dfbédi/ldi}/}’u’a/4

amad Arshad Xhan Yanoil
Auvocate High Court
Abbaottabed

”
= %xl‘




| "7.':/~LJU‘u"/’(5V’Jﬁ’(f/rdt"’/ébd:»tdﬂéLJ/lu! c."..éf_}d'w/yw’u/cp
“ e J/&.Jl
o ;,:’JuLc:.»%,.,ollxc:.fwux‘,«fﬂ;/d_/’i b

_- -nu Vsl L L)/i

o -)’Lﬂ(vzl/u*..ﬁ' uﬁ’))“ﬁb)d/‘d"}(/! 3”’/

| «J’ZJLngﬂéfugu*L:/JJ’“:fdj)Vu*/l e
- : -KJ_JJ/'(}I;K/’fubuédﬁb“lu)‘u’a/
a/lalﬁ_)ld/uywb"’ SHO\-#’J :’fd/u/!ui/‘u’"&JJUJ’/IUL;/M)/}’JW

) e

~-J¢_,/}“/o§wu3,w,§)@€'u}"’£c,:%:&:/; SHoful/l(L?sﬂ:@”?”

ST AN = AU 5
.Lu/uf(wfm,,w//w }wf‘i/;ic'_.p:d/ dusa_md/ /) Kuvfu}’fd’ifr DPO
e et
. SHOwt JJ‘“ Pm,tpwa,_//de« RN /;VJJ LK AISS S
€2 L et

LJL/..( [ &Mw:;,,,tw/(o/, Ld)/w)/;vJVLm_/»P/M |

LY et T o
_Kyg}&’:ﬂ}lu( bﬂbﬂqycgfjaldﬁbplrc,x(f(fgtbf/lu)/

: -%VC/JF’J(/'J“!{’J;JWLJ’%&@MG-ML;’//‘Jp/io/v |

-ﬁUmb,u’.ﬂ{}’ﬁJurtLul /1 CCPO st RPOs _6

| €%/ CCPO i RPOS,«L/(LLU PSR
s :léu’/u“b”f».«ic..!ul’/z_/,uls‘%u |1t b GCPO sl RPOS 362

_§2%/ DPOs (s L3 fiz..b(tb/lté,/_L/ Sefrtl

CPOwA | AIG LJ/MLL_/UMWB LJWLLU |21 €EPO sl RPOs

wiymffuwaf

_Kz‘_’fw ne ,LJ(LL/:J? CPOJW | AIG: CCPO.sI RPOs
YN /) elaredFe Jud sHo EE SN T

SHo == S L L K@bJﬂgWSHOJ.’U:JL;‘QI//’JVQ

A ek 15395-340/B-i, dt: 28/06/13//£ PULE Kt

‘14

Y

I N

4".-

w N O O w o>

4.4

5.1

5.2

5.3

54
55

6.1
6.2

6.3

6.4

71



| o

' o ..,;)/Ldjtu'bu"?ﬁuwﬁ)iWSHOWJ”;U»&JI/I@LJL{;@% DPO 7% |
ST N P S E e U)’NVUWILQ&"}:_,' :
. /;fur‘(pc.lo:/ub?&_{abfaw’u“u’/u“jiu’l SHO;.JM;(/’!J‘;_.,.»LV//OW j7.3

| . : *.y/y‘u bic b vl ;./’"b ‘
R ’L,JJ’JJUKSHO&C..V,&,VJUV-K)’CLLJVJ le (o SHO 7.4
-LJ/ N Y Y CcPOe RPo,J)u,//r,w_KfZ.

| u’/)/}-f”; A
(dwuté/t)
Az
 sEEES

Whammad Arshad Khan Tasas -
. Advocate High Court
Ahbottabad_




| . ' |
| | |
Y
. )

9310“\1
..ge:ﬁ 1ff 01€20APY

nunu el peysiy peuuiEyny.

787 -

e

| I S DR
'7[2‘//{(7%76]’7/[7,4?/( AT

éﬂ”[ﬁ,ffm(/}oﬁv;?(ﬁﬁ////{//'ﬁ/]

/”/WQW’V/:? YT
0%9/ ”'7#—\/ s O /'< p £7 / /7/02' S /rj Q//;? ,7 /A‘X i

/

00/0 07’“/”"”“’7‘ ‘K"?’ (r’{m/"’}m
/M”( 7”/(‘7 f//i/go}/z//// Gz
/w/ég € ops //’WZ co-17 4% odd A

T

B T, .“‘wa.umﬁwl’"

l | . | : R
I
’ ‘ - R
. ﬂ E y“
. / . . o
! PR
. R
4 . N | :
. | ‘o
| - DR
.'-4 - B X !
: | =
. ' | i
L




et :T

i ,,Q/ Cﬂ@ rl"ﬂ‘///{é/(_/\,c-—*%&um

! /\/A /Qp? AJ){(_D rl‘/ /\_A) (g Iy

YTLCT g ;'

£y ;&L
rt@t‘u ok d’u(g}fd} SNy Elye ..J)’(j' U‘;JM,»W
v ] R LR T
- LaJ:f ZbuBISY b’énub’JJ,ﬁ»f..ifr,»%.‘(f uﬁ%’)ﬁ}*&ff
RV DRIAVLY TP 1S PR RIS 5 AT A
o 2 2322 5 ot NN L S 155 4 Vsl FaB SS90 S
Jt}‘l K ;Jz.y.(,‘g !,M‘;.If éil?..,pt.u&' g(,l'.’:,,'fo”iﬁéww,zﬂoﬁ
3B 234 BUKSINE Un B Sl $s $H0s oo lontn S
Lusies L.od.’.g ffv L Wnrl i 112k 33 79 113 s

)

..wn»ud’/ Il d:(uﬁu/ /"/L{f /,uﬁj,ﬁ,w»d,ﬁfﬁumu.
Sutnli Sl 5% u"c._d 1 £ ety /-fu.m.yl. Lpdos

A -fyuulfuf:fw A
-‘gwf b fotett,

| e a— If'__"—’l

Jﬂrwbtf(?ﬂ/t:.ptn/u»rw&.L;)//;-KMJL‘;'JKL)U:‘;&W/ :




§;

BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL K.P.K, PESHAWAR.

2.
3.
4.

Para wise comments on behalf of Respondents

Service Appeal No. 1213/2014.

Sajjad Muhammad s/o Muhammad Ashraf, Sub-Inspector H/73
Additional SHO, Police Station Havelian, District Abbottabad. ‘

(Appellant)
VERSUS

Govt: of KPK through Secretary Home - & Trlbal Affairs, KPK
Peshawar.

Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar

Deputy Inspector General of Police Hazara Region, Abbottabad

. District Pohce Officer, Abbottabad

(Respondents)

Respectfully Sheweth

Preliminary objections.

1. That the appellant has no cause of action.
2. That the appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean hands.
3. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder and non joinder of necessary
parties.. ’ | o |
4. That the appellant' is estopped by his own conduct.
5. That the appeat is barred by law.
ON FACTS |
1. Para No. 1is pertalnmg to record
2. Para No. 2 is pertammg to record needs no comments
3. . _ ParaNo. 3 pertains to record, needs no comments.
| 4. Para No. 4 is correct up to the extent that appellant submitted reply of
| " final Show Cause Notice on 24.04.2014 bnt his 'rep!y was found
unsatisfactory. '
5.. Para No. 5 pertains to record needs no comments.
6. Para No. 6 pertains to records, needs no comments
7. Para No. 7 is pertaining to record.
8. ParaNo.8is also pertaining to record. -
9. Para No 9 is incorrect. The orders issued by Respondent No. 3 and

_--%:

Respondent No. 4 are correct, legal and rssued after fulfilling factual and

~



violated.

GROUNDS.

A. - Incorrect, the appellant has provided photo copies of order

tailored story just to save his skin from the agonies of
litigations. '
B. ‘Incorrect, proper departmental proceeding under Police Rules,

1975 were carried out by appointing enquiry officer. The

C. ‘Incorréct', the allegations leveled against appellant were

received through Special Diary which was probe thoroughly

‘and during departmental enquiry allegétions of corruption and

illegal gratification against the appellant were proved correct. .-

o T D. Incorrect, proper opportunities were pfdvided to appellant to
| defend himself in front of Enquiry Officer but his reply was not
satisfactory. He could not produce any cogent reason
-regarding his innocence. The allegations of corruption and
illegal gratification from lease holders. Contractors of
machines were found cbrrect'by enquiry officer.

leveled against appellant were proved, hence he was awarded
unfit to be placed in SHOs Pool which is not considered as

punishment according to PG-1/2013."

comments.

G. Pertaining to Honourable Servicé Tribunal needs no comments,

codel formalities. No provision of law, rules and Policy have been

sheets of enquiries. Moreover the appellant has profound a

allegations leveled against the - appellant - were probe -

thor‘oAughly which were -'proved'again_st' him beyond any doubt. |

phosphate, tranéporters, timber smug'glers' and owners of saw
E. ~ Incorrect, during course of enquiry proceeding, the allegations -
‘minor punishment / penalty of étoppage of increments for two -

'years with accumulative effect therefore, he was remained.

F. Pertaining to Honourable Service Tribunal hence, no needsto . - .-




PRAYER.

~In view of the reply of the respondents based on facts and
ground, this honoura-ble Service Tribunal is very h‘ur_nbly requested to

- dismiss the appeal of the appellant with cost.

Regional ‘
Hazara Region, Abbottabt
(Respondent No. 3)

District Pglice OfficeXd
_ ottabad. -

( Respondent No. 4)
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Service Appeal No. 1213/2014.

Sajjad Muhammad s/o Muharhrhad Ashraf, Sub-lnspector' H/73,

Additional SHO, Police Station Havelian, District Abbottabad.

VERSUS

Govt: of KPK through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs,

Peshawar.

(Appellant)

KPK

Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar.
Deputy Inspector General of Police Hazara Region, Abbottabad

District Police Officer, Abbottabad.

AFFIDAVIT.

(Respondents)

We, do hereby affirm on oath that the contents of written reply are true to the

best of our knowledge & belief and nothing has- been concealed from the

honprable Service Tribunal.

Submitted please.

Proy olice Officer,
yber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshajvar: |

( Respondepit No.1 &2)

Regional Police Officer,

Hazara Region, Abbottabad
(Respondent No. 3)

District P
c_)ttabad.
( Respondent No. 4)




-BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

KPK PESHAWAR .

- Sajjad I\/Iuhammad S/o Muhammad Ashraf, Sub-inspector H/Z3 abbottabad.
Mo INSPECTOR

. ...PETITIONER
VERSUS
- Government of Kh-yber Pakhtunkhwé through Secretary Home and Tribal Area

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and others. _
...RESPONDENTS

'_"R_EJOIN‘DER ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT

Respectfully Sheweth; |

The Para-wise replies of the comments are as under -

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:

i) Para No.1 of the pre!iminary‘objectio'n is incorrect and
denied. The stoppa'ge of two increment with accumulative
effect of the appellant relates to the terms and condition of

service.

'h i) Para No.2 and 3 of the preliminary obje.ction‘sl are incorrect
~and_denied. As per law, without proper inquiry, two
increments have been stopped with accumulative effect

which is illegal and against the law. Besides the appeal

has been prepared as per law.

i)  Para No.4 and 5 is incorrect and denied. The appeal of the

appellant is within the time of limitation.
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REJOINDER ON FACTS:

1. ‘ParaNo.1to3 need no.reply.
2, Para No.4 to the extent of unsatisfactory repiy of
appellant is incorret.
3. | Para No.5 to 8 need no reply.
4, Para No.9 of the factual objection is incorrect and
denied.
REJOINDER ON GROUNDS:
a) Para a is incorrect and denied.
b) Para b is incorrect and denied.
c') Para c is incorrect and denied.
d) Para d is incorrect and denied. In fact, ASI fazi-e-
. Rabi has not been interrogated but the appeliant
has been made a scapegoat for no fault of his.
e) Para e is incorrect and denied. The act of

respondents toward the appellén_t is agaiQst the

service law.

it is prayed that appeal of the appellant may

gracibusly be éccepted as prayed for.




Dated:-23-// 12016 MABARRSHAD KHAR

: : Advocate High Court,
. - Abbottabad.
VERIFICATION:

Verified that the contents of the foregoing Rejoindér are true and

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and that nothipg-tas been

suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.
: ,,}/////

Dated:-23~// 12016 ...APPELLANT




