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BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD.

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 47/2016

Date of institution ... 12.01.2016 
Date of judgment ... 18.12.2017

Shabbir Ahmed S/o Wall Muhammad, Caste Gujjar,
R/o Schan Kalan, Tehsil and District Mansehra, Ex-Police Constable No. 1115.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer Mansehra.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Hazara Range Abbottabad.

(Respondents)

APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER OF DPO MANSEHRA VIDE
WHICH THE APPELLANT WAS AWARDED PUNISHMENT OF
DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE.

Mr. Shad Muhammad Khan, Advocate.
^ Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General

.. . For appellant. . 
For respondents.

f

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI 
MR. GUL ZEB KHAN

.. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
.. MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

-j

MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDL MEMBER: - Appellant with

counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General alongwith 

Syed Ikhlaq Hussain Shah, Inspector (legal) for the respondents also present. 

Arguments heard and record perused.

2. Brief facts of the present appeal are that that appellant was serving in Police 

Department and during service he was dismissed from service vide order dated 

23.07.2015 by the District Police Officer Mansehra on the allegations of alleged 

association with timber smuggler and receiving of Rs. 20,000/- as illegal
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gratification from each vehicle of timber smugglers therefore he being corrupt police 

official had committed gross misconduct. The appellant filed departmental appeal on

29.07.2015 which was dismissed by the departmental authority and maintained the

order of DPO vide order dated 10.12.2015 hence, the present service appeal on

12.01.2016.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant was serving in 

Police Department. It was further contended that during service the appellant was 

charge sheeted on the aforesaid allegation and ultimately he was dismissed from 

service by the competent authority. It was further contended that the appellant also 

filed the departmental appeal but the same was also dismissed. It was further 

contended that neither statement of allegation was served upon the appellant nor 

proper inquiry was conducted nor die appellant was provided opportunity of cross 

examination. It was further contended that the appellant was also neither provided 

opportunity of personal hearing nor proper opportunity of defence therefore, the 

impugned order is illegal and liable to be set-aside.

4. On the other hand, learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents 

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

appellant was serving in Police Department and during service he was charge 

sheeted on the allegations of having association with Timber smugglers and 

receiving of Rs. 20,000/- as illegal gratification from each vehicle of timber 

smugglers, therefore, it was contended that the appellant has committed gross 

misconduct and after conducting proper inquiry the appellant was rightly dismissed 

from service by the competent authority.

^.We have heard the arguments on both sides and gone through the record available 

on file.

A

$. Perusal of the record reveals that the appellant was serving in Police Department 

and during service he was charge sheeted of having association with Timber 

smugglers and receiving of Rs. 20,000/- as illegal gratification from each vehicle of 

timber smuggler. The record further reveals that inquiry was initiated by the inquiry
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officer wherein the inquiry officer has recorded the statement of Rashid Mehmood

Forest Guard, Umer Sherif Forest Guard and Saddique son of Abdul Ghani but the

appellant was not provided any opportunity of cross examination on the aforesaid

witnesses which has rendered the inquiry illegal and liable to be set-aside, therefore,

we are constrained to accept the appeal, set-aside the impugned order and reinstate

the appellant in service. However, the respondent-department is at liberty to conduct

de-novo inquiry in mode and manner prescribed by law and rules within in a period

of three months from the date of receipt of this judgment. In case the de-novo

inquiry is conducted the issue of back benefits of intervening period will be decided

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

File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
18.12.2017

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD
(GUL ZEBKHAN) 

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) 
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD
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Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Bilal, Deputy 

District Attorney alongwith Aldilaq Hussain Shah, Inspector (Legal) 

for the respondents present. The learned DDA also seeks adjournment 

as he has no record of the case. Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder 

and final hearing on 23.11.2017 before the D.B at camp court, 

Abbottabad.

21.08.2017

:'V

Camp court, A/Abadember

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabeerullah Khattak, 

Addl. AG alongwith Akhlaq Hussain Shah, Inspector (Legal) for 

the respondents present. Counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Granted. To come up for arguments on 18.12.2017 

before D.B at camp court, Abbottabad. .

'23.1.1.2017

18.12.2017 M^Mb^^nt with counsel present. MCdh^indiHii, Additional

Advocate General alongwith Syed Ikhlaq Hussain Shah, Inspector (legal) for 

the respondents also present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today consisting of three pages placed 

on file, we are constrained to accept die appeal, set-aside the impugned order 

and reinstate the appellant in service. However, the respondent-department is 

at liberty to conduct de-novo inquiry in niode and manner prescribed by law 

and rules within in a period of three months from the date of receipt of this 

judgment. In case the de-novo inquiry is conducted the issue of back benefits 

of intervening period will be decided subject to the outcome of de-novo 

inquiry. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record 

room.

ANNOUNCED
18.12.2017

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER(JUDICIAL)

CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

;■ ■

(GUL ZEB KHAN) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) 

CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD
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Appellant in person and Mr. Nazir Muhammad H.C 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Bilal, GP for the respondents 

present. Written reply submitted. The appeal is assigned to 

D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for 13.02.2017 at camp 

court, Abbottabad.

18.08.2016

Clerk of counsel for the appellant^Mi^R^Muhammad
Camp court, A/Abad.

Umar, Header alongwith Mr. Muhammad Siddique, Sr.GP for the 

respondents present. Rejoinder submitted. Due to non-availabiliiy 

of D.B arguments eouid not be heard. To come up for Unal
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13.02.2017
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17.02.2016 Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant argued that the appellant was serving as Constable 

when subjected to inquiry on the allegations of involvement in 

timber smuggling and receiving illegal gratification and 

dismissed from service vide impugned order dated 23.7.2015 

where-against he preferred departmental appeal on 29.7.2015 

which was rejected on 10.12.2015 and hence the instant service 

appeal on 12.01.2016.

That the inquiry was not conducted in the prescribed 

manners and the allegations were not substantiated in the inquiry 

proceedings but despite the same appellant was punished in the 

shape of award of major punishment.

Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to 

deposit of security and process fee within 10 days, notices be 

issued to the respondents for written reply/comments before S.B 

on 18.5.2016 at Camp Court A/Abad.
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Chairman

Camp Court A/Abad

Appellant with counsel and 

Siddique, Sr.GP for the respondents present. Requested for 

adjournment. To come up for written reply/coinmenls on 

18.08.2016 before S.B at camp court, AbboUabad.

Mr. Muhammad18-5.20.16
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vT Form- A 4

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

47/2016Case No..

;; ; Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings

S.No.

321

12.01.20161 The appeal of Mr. Shabbir Ahmad fJresented today by 

Mr. Shad Muhammad Khan Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order.
\r

4g> ^ A
REGISTRAR *

2
This case is entrusted to Touring Bench A.Abad for 

preliminary hearing to be put up thereon - /

,■ i

Appellant ip person present. Counsel for the appellan: is 

busy before the Peshawar High Court, Abbottabad Bench. 

Requested for adjournment. To come up for preliminary hearing 

on 17.2.2016 before S.B at Camp Court A/Abad.

20.01.2016

Camp Court A/Abad
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
K.P.K. PSSIli\.Wi\.El

*■

Shabbir Ahmed Appellant

Versus

Mansehra and one
...............Respondents

District Police 
another................

SERVICE APPEAL.

INDEX

Memo of appeal.1. / S
Copy of charge sheet 
& reply

“A” & "B”2. 6 ? J
3. Copy of findings “C” g > 8>»

Copy of final show 
cause notice

"D”4. 9
“E”5. Copy of order /O

Copy of appeal and 
order.

“F” & "G”6.
ft

Wakalat Nama7. fir
I

DATED 08.01.2016

Shabbir Ahmed

Througm

SHAD MUHAMMAD KHAN
Advocate Supreme Court of 

Pakistan (Mansehra)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
.K. PSSXXAWARK.

Ahmed of WaliShabbir
Miihammad, Caste Gujjar, resident of 
Schan Kalan, Tehsil and District 
Mansehra, Bx-Poluice Constable No,

son

'r ̂
Appellant1115

M&Tvio& TpjbuasS 

IDiary ^0,2*^Versus

1) District Police|Mansehra
2) Deputy Inspector Greneral of Police 

Hazara Range Abbottabad
.Respondents

APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER OF
DPO MANSEHRA VIDE WHICH THE

WAS AWARDEDAPPELLANT
PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM
SERVICE.

Respected Sir,

1) That, the appellant joined service 

as a Police Constable on 

08.03.2010.

<JU 2) That, the appellant was served 

with a charge sheet stating therein 

that he was associated with timber 

smuggler and received 20,000/- as 

illegal gratification.

Jlsss'
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3) That, the appellant submitted a 

detail- reply >ref|itirig all the 

allegations.
(The copy of charge sheet and the reply 
are attached as Annexure "A” & **B" 
respectively).

4) That, the competent authority was 

not satisfied by the reply
submitted by appellant and inquiry 

was initiated through DSP

Shinkiari who conducted the said 

inquiry, recorded the statements of 

the witnesses and submitted his 

own finding.
(The copy of finding is attached as 
Annexure **0**).

;

5) That, the appellant was served 

with a final show cause notice by 

respondent No. 1 and the appellant 

submitted the same reply which 

was submitted by him to the 

charge sheet, but even then his 

stance was not accepted.
(The copy of final show cause notice is 
attached as Annexure **D*’).

6) That, the competent authority 

passed in order vide which the 

appellant was removed from
service.

(The copy of order is attached as 
Annexure

7) That, the appellant aggrieved by 

the order of respondent No. 1 

submitted an appeal before



...
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respondent Np. 2 which was 

dismissed by respondent No. 2 by 

way of filing the same.
(The copy of appeal and order are 
attached as Annexure “F” & 
respectively).

That, the appellant seeks the setting 

aside the order of respondent No. 1 on 

the following amongst other grounds: -

GROUNDS: •

That, the order of dismissal of the 

appellant is against the facts and 

law and is not maintainable in the 

eye of law.

A)

That, the inquiry has not been 

carried out in accordance with law 

and so the order passed on the 

basis of such inquiry carries no 

value in the eye of law.

B)

C) That, the statements of the 

witnesses produced during the 

trial were also not recorded in 

accordance with law nor the 

appellant was provided the 

opportunity as required and so the 

finding of the inquiry carries no 

value in the eye of law.

That, the driver was examined and 

his statement was recorded and he 

has divulged the whole truth but.

D)



t

for reason best known the said

evidence was not considered.->

E) That, the appellant who on his 

return to the P.S informed the 

SHO about the detail of the

situation, but for reasons best

known the SHO remained mum.
I

It is, therefore, requested that on 
acceptance of appeal the impugned 
order may kindly be set aside and the 
appellant may kindly be re-instated in 
service.

i

DATED 08.01.2016

Shabbii* Ahmed
(Appellant)

Through: -

r

^IAD MUHAMMAD KHAN
Advocate Supreme Court of 

Pakistan (Mansehra)

'.i

AFFIDAVIT

I, SHABBIR AHMED SON OF WALI 
MUHAMMAD, CASTE GUJJAH, RESIDENT OF 
SCHAN KALAN, TEHSIL AND DISTRICT 
MANSEHRA, EXPOLUICE CONSTABLE NO. 
1116 DO HEREBY SOLEMNLY AFFIRM AND 
DECLARE ON OATH THAT THE CONTENTS OF 
FORE-GOING APPEAL ABE TRUE AND 
CORRECT TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE 
AND BELIEF AND NOTHING HAS BEEN 
CONCEALED OR SUPPRESSED FROM THIS 
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL.

SHABBIR AHMED 
(DEPONENT)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

Shabbir Ahmed Appellant

Versus

j'

Police Mansehra and one 
................................ Respondents

District
another

SERVICE APPEAL.

CORRECT ADDRESSES OF THE
PARTIES

Respected Sir,

Correct addresses of the parties 
are as under: - 
APPELLANT
Shabbir
Muhammad, Caste Gujjar, resident of 
Schan Kalan, Tehsil and District 
Mansehra, Ex-Poluice Constable No. 
1115
RESPONDENTS
1) District Police Mansehra
2) Deputy Inspector General of Police 

Hazara Range Abbottabad
DATED 08.01.2016

of WaliAhmed son

Shabbir Ahmed
(Appellant)

Through: ■

Hi^^iVlUHAMMAD KHAN
dvocate Supreme Court of 

Pakistan (Mansehra)
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CHARGE SHEET

Najeeb ur Rehman, District Police 

Authority, hereby charge 

tollowi;.

Officer, Mansehra
Constable 5;habhir Mmnc

as Competent
Police as

Vide W/RPO Hazara Letter No.

you while posted at P5 BqIIqI
^muyglois unu locoivos 2O,OO0A 

Pohce dep„„™„,, « gro.,„i,co„a«ci.

ns/C Cell dated 10-06-2015 

1 iGve association
if has been 

with timber
i'eported lhat

ui iiloyul giuliliculiuM liuin glilIi vehicle of

Due to reasons stated above
you appear to be guilty of misconduct 
isciplinary Rules 1975 anti have

under Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Police D 

yourself liable to oil rendered 

specified in the said Policeor any of the penalties
Disciplinary Rules.

You are, therefore. required to submit 
Cloys of the receipl ol this charge sheet to the 

Voul

your written defense within 07 

enquiry officer.
»pea„ed oe7dT 'i'e

PJ-Od, i,
ond ,n Jhol cose expo,lee oclion shall lollow agclnsl ,oc 

Intimate whether you desire lo be heard i 

Statement of allegation.is also

fo put in

in person or otherwise.
enclosed.'

'■1 ,-/i 0

District Police Officer, 
Mansehra

-.■an.

^ivocats
of
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P^i868~69/PA dated
Mo.’ §f Memorandum. 1.

ofi'ice Endsrefer to yourPlease
0 original.

The departmenicl inquiry

15-06-2015 attached 1 VI5Shabeer No.

that vide RPO
".onstableot

ollegedwhich tui wQd

doted 10-06-2015 11 has
received, inPolice Line Mansehra

Letter No. 113/C-Cell
been-reported that

tiiTiber smugglois 

each vehicle oi 

ofiicloi Olid

Hazara 

while he was 

and receives 

tirrVoei smugglers,

withassociation 

Illegal grothication
at PS Battel haveposted 

RS; 20,000/' as
trorn

rupt police

conduct.
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The gDR of

constable also
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FINDlNGb----- ^ is CDR and cross 

Ha. 1 i 1 n
of siateruenis, 

accused Consiobie 

iO spot on - 

93'19/IDT ond driver

K
the inquiry in iiis tgi^

During habeeiJ
it is proved the nu-OS-COtu with limber .

pAuhammod

examination

caught by 

product along

fores! deparlmenl ctTicial on

i beoring No.vvith Suzuki

reduced copySodique. forest cfiicicis during Ihe inquiry O
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O,port FIR dated 24-0::

accused Consiabie
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lo that form 

Hilkot Forest 
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of domioge re moreover
Shobeer No. 
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

You Constable Shabbir No. 1115 were proceeded against • 

departmentally with the allegation that vide W/RPO Hazara Letter No.

113/C-Cell dated 10-06-2015 it has been reported that you while posted 

at PS Battal have association with timber smugglers and received 

Rs.20,000/- as illegal gratification from each vehicle of timber smugglers. It 

shows that you are corrupt Police official and stigma for police 

department.

24is

In this connection you were proceeded against departmentally. Mr. 
Nazeer Ahmed DSP Shinkiari, Enquiry Officer, after conducting proper 

departmental enquiry has submitted his report and proved the charges 

leveled against you^am satisfied with the report of Enquiry Officer and 

therefore finally coil upon to show cause as to why you should not be 

awarded major punishment under the Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Police 

Disciplinary Rules 1975. In case your written reply is not received within 07 

days after the receipt of this final show cause notice it shall be presumed 

that you have no defense to offer. You are also allowed to appear before 

the undersigned, if you so desire. (Copy of the finding of the Enquiry 

Officer is also enclosed).

/

i

V

District Police Officer, 
Mansehra

ll Ln2-1 kiNo. yPA dated Mansehra the /2015

!
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Is: This office order, will dispose of the 

Shabbir No. 1115 who
departmental enquiry against Constable 

against departmentally with the allegations that 
Hazara Region Abbottabad Hazara

Iri!
was proceeded

vide W/Regtonal Police Officer, I 

cell dated 10-06-2015 it has been

f
;

letter No. 113/C- 
reported that he while posted at PS Battal have 

and receives 20,000/-association with timber smugglers
each vehicle of timber smugglers. It shows that he is 

for police department.

as illegal gratification from 

corrupt police official and stigma

The

proper departmental
enquiry Officer i.e. Mr. Nazeer Khan SDPO Shinkiari after

against def r 'he chargesagar,St delinquent Constable Shabbir No. III5. Final Show Cause

conducting 

leveled
Notice for the

wa Police, Disciplinary. Rules 1975
award of punishment under Khyber Pakhtunkh 

issued to the delinquent constable. In was 

written 

■ 1115 was 

convince the undersigned in his

response to which he has submitted his 
not satisfactory. The delinquent Constable Shabbir No 

in person in orderly room but he failed to

statement which was
also heard i 

defense.

I the District Police Officer 
Dismissal from Service" 

Pakhtunkhwa Police,

Mansehra therefore, , 
to the delinquent Constable Shabb 

Disciplinary Rules 1975 for indulging

award major punishment of 

1115 under Khyberir No.

in corruption.
Ordered announced

A
District Police Officer 

MansehraOB No__n
AWi /2015
^ClVOCStit
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%' ? BEFORE THE P.I.G.,

tta^aPA range abbottabad

APPEAL AGAIANST THE ORDER OF 
D.P.O, MANSEHRA DATED 23,.07.2015 
bearing order book no. 135 VIDE
WHICH THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
DISMISSED FROM
TmrnTONG POLICE RULES. 1975^

SERVICE BY

PRAYER: -

O'.

On acceptance of appeal the 

impugned order of dismissal may be set- 

aside and the appellant be re-instated 

into service with all back benefits

■;'

Respected Sir,

The brief facts leading to the instant 
appeal are arrayed as follows: -

That, the appellant was posted as 

DFC at PS. Battai who was away in 

the Illaqa and found some persons 

who had cut a tree and on seeing 

the appellant they fled away. The

1)

appellant intended to take the 

scants to the P.S and for that 

he arranged a vehicle.purpose
While loading the scants, the forest
employees also reached at the spot 

and the appellant wanted to contact

A

& ■ ('.
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the SHO but the Block Officer 

snatched mobile from the appellant. 

The appellant after covering a few 

paces, took mobile from the driver, 

contacted the SHO and apprised 

him of the whole situation. The SHO 

apprised the appellant that he is 

sending police mobile, but the forest 

officials loaded the said timber, but 

instead of taking to the PS they took 

the timber to Range Quarter. On the 

following day the SHO went to the 

Range Quarter in order to discuss 

the matter with them, but the Range 

Officer return the mobile, but did 

not come to the terms.

\

That, the appellant was issued a 

charge sheet and an inquiry was 

conducted therein the statement of 

Ghulam Muhamiriad, Block Officer 

recorded a part from the 

statement of other witnesses. From 

the narrations of the statement of
Ghulam Muhammad which is quite

i .
inconsonance witfi'the version of the 

appellant but yet the stance of the 

appellant was not accepted and he 

awarded the ^ punishment of 

dismissal from service.

2)

was

was

3) That, there is not an iota of evidence 

of his involvement in such like

nyi'.' Ooufi



affairs and that the entire allegation 

based , on
T

which

surmises,are
do notconjunctures 

tantamount to evidence.

therefore, requested that onIt is,
acceptance of appeal, the impugned order 
of dismissal may kindly be set-aside and 
the appellant may kindly be reinstated . 
into service.

Dated 29.07.2015 f) /

Shabbir Ahmed
(Appellant)

■ No. 1115 , 
Mansehra Police

• ;•
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This is an order on the representation of Ex-FC Shabbir No.lliS of 

Mansehra District against the order of major punishment i.e. dismissal from service 

awarded by the District Police Officer, Mansehra vide his OB No.135 dated 23-07-2015.

Facts leading to his punishment are that vide W/Regional Police Officer, 

Hazara Region Abbottabad letter No.113/C.Cell dated 10-6-2015 it has been reported that 

he while posted at PS Battal has association with timber smugglers and receives 20,CGO'- 

as illegal gratification from each vehicle of timber smugglers. It shows that he is corrupt 

police official and stigma for Police department.

Proper departmental enquiry was conducted by Mr. Nazeer Khan SDPO 

Shinkiari. AfiQx conducting a detailed enquiry, the E.O proved him'guilty. On the 

recommendation of E.O, the District Police Officer Mansehra awarded him major 

punishment of dismissal from service.

He preferred an appeal to the undersigned upon which the comments of 

the DPO Mansehra were obtained. He was heard in OR where he offered no cogenr 

reason in his defence to prove his innocence for corrupt practices. After thorough probe 

into the enquiry report and the comments of the DPO Mansehra, it came to light that the 

punishment awarded to him by the DPO Mansehua i.e. dismissal from sendee is genuine. 

Therefore, his appeal is filed.

REGIONAL POLICE tJFfflCER 
Hazara Region AbbottArad

S'fS? /4>/C> /2015./PA Dated A.bbottabad the
Copy of above is forwarded to the District Police Officer, Mansem a lor 

information and necessary action with, reference to his Memo: No.ll324/GB dated 
13-8-2015. The Service Record along-with Fauji Missal of the appellant are returneil

No.

herewith.

V___
PJiGIONAL POUCE/oFFIC 

Hazara Region P.
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SHAD ^ UHAMMAD KHAN. 

Advocal a Supreme Court, 

of PaKiJ ari?

■ ■- ADVOCATE- 
SOPREyl CSW OF PAKISBID
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\BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICEi . M'.-

TRUIBUNAL PESHAWAR
\s

Service Appeal No.47/2016
;

(Appellant)Shabir Ahmad

Versus

(Respondents)District Police Officer, Mansehra and others

COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS .Subject: -

Respectfully Sheweth:
iPRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

1. That the appellant has no cause of action to file present 

appeal.

2. That the appeal has not been based on facts.

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

4. That the appeal is bad for non-joinder of necessary and 

mis-joinder of unnecessary parties.

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

the appeal.

6. That the appeal is barred by law and limitation.

7. That the appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal 

with clean hands.

8. That appellant has suppressed the matrial m facts from 

this Honorable Tribunal hence not entitled for any relief 

and appeal is liable to be dismissed.

9. That appellant has been treated as per Law & Rules.

10. That order passed by the authorities is correct & legal 

hence appeal is liable to be dismissed.

Factual Obiectlons:-
1. Correct.
2. The appellant while posted at Police Station Battal has 

associated himself with timber smugglers and received 

Rs.20000/- as illegal gratification from each vehicle of timber 

smugglers.

3. The appellant was properly charge sheeted and during 

departmental proceedings he submitted his reply to the 

charge sheet.

4. Correct. The enquiry officer, DSP Shinkari conducted proper 

departmental enquiry and submitted his finding report in 

which the enquiry officer proved the appellant guilty and 

recommended him for punishment.
i
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5. Correct. The reply to final Show Cause Notice was not found 

satisfactory by the competent authority.

6. Correct. The charges leveled against the appellant were 

proved during the enquiry proceedings due to which he was 

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service.

7. Correct. The appeal is not maintainable on the following 

grounds;-

Grounds:-
Incorrect. The order of dismissal was just, lawful and 

maintainable in the eye of Law.

Incorrect. The enquiry officer conducted the enquiry in 

accordance with Law and Rules.

Incorrect. Hence denied,during the enquiry proceedings the 

charges leveled against the appellant stood proved and he 

was also provided with the opportunity to defend his case. 

Incorrect. Hence denied^all the proceeding has been done 

by the authorities as per Law and rules hence appeal is 

liable to be dismissed.

Incorrect.

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

Praver:-
It is therefore, humbly prayed that the appeal in 

hand may be dismissed with costs.

\Distrjctpolice Officer, 
wfansehra 

{Respondent No.1)

eral Police,

Abbottab^d 
(Respondent No.2)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRUIBUNAI PESHAWAR

; :q

Service Appeal No. 47/2016

Shabir Ahmad (PETITIONER)

Versus

Deputy Inspector General of Police Hazara Region Abbottabad
(RESPONDENTS)and others

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents do solemnly affirm and declare that the contents 

of the comments are true and correct to our knowledge and beliefs and 

that nothing has been concealed from this honorable tribunal.

Di^rrct l^li^e Officer, 
/>JWalTsehra j 
(Respondent No.3)

Dyi eneral of Police, 
azara Reglc(fi, Abbottabad 

(Respondent No.2)

ej

i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

i;

Service Appeal No.47/2016

Shabbir Ahmed Appellant

VERSUS

District Police Officer, Mansehra' and others 
......................................... ........ Respondents.

SERVICE APPEAL

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF
APPELLANT

Respectfully Sheweth!
)

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

Para No.l is incorrect.1.

Para No.2 is incorrect.2. 1

3. Para No.3 is incorrect.

Para No.4 is incorrect.4.

5. Para No.5 is incorrect.
1

Para No.6 is incorrect.6.

7. Para No.7 is incorrect.

8. Para No.8 is incorrect.
i

9. Para No.9 is incorrect.

10. Para No. 10 is incorrect.

V
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f'FACTUAL OBJECTIONS,

I

Para No.l is admitted as correct.1.
;

2. Para No.2 is all incorrect. i

Para No.3 is incorrect.3. j

Para No,4 is incorrect. The enquiry 

was conducted by ignoring the 

mandatory provisions of law.

4.

Reply submitted to show cause notice 

was reasonable and proper.
5.

i

6. The charges, could not be proved and 

so the major punishment is against 

law.

17, It is all incorrect.

GROUNDS

Para No. (a) is all incorrect.a.

b. Enquiry was not in accordance with 

law.

Enquiry was not in accordance with 

law so, the findings or order passed is 

against the facts.

c.

d. No. Proceedings were never in 

accordance with law.

Incorrect.e.

1.
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It is, therefore, most humbly
prayed that on acceptance of the 

appeal, the impugned order may 

kindly be set aside and the appellant 

may kindly be re-instated in service.

Dated 01.02.2017
Shabbir jAhmed 

ellant1:7
Throug

SHAimfS^^AD KHAN,
Advocate Supreme Court, 

Of Pakistan.

AFFIDAVIT.
I, Shabbir Ahmed son of Wali Muhammad, 
caste Gujjar, resident of Sachan Kalan, Tehsil 
and District -Mansehra, Ex-police Constable 
No.1115 do hereby solemnly . affirm and 
declare on oath that the contents of the 
foregoing rejoinder are true and correct to the 
best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 
has been concealed or suppressed from this 
Honourable Tribunal.

Dated 02.01.2017

Shabbir Ahmed 
(DEPONENT)
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No 20 /ST Dated 04/01/2018

To

The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Mansehra.

Subject: TUDGEMENT/ORDER IN APPEAL NO. 47/16 MR.SHABBIR AHMAD.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgment/Order dated 
18/12/2017 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

l vj-—
REGISTER

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR/

;7:
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