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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

~ Service Appeal No. 684/2016

Date of Institution ... 21.06.2016

N

Date of Decision . 04.06.2018

Syed Shah Aman son of Syed Jawhar Hussain resident of Ganjyano
Kalay Tehsil & District Hangu.
‘ o " Appellant

~ Versus

AIG/Establishment Policy Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Superintendent of Police FRP, Kohat Range, Kohat. '

- Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home.

<] A
ij . B " Respondents

04.06.2018 | JUDGMENT

P
SN =

MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL. MEMBER: - Learned
| counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Paindakheil learned Assistant
' -~ | Advocate General for the respondents present.
| 2. The "éppe'llént ‘Syed Shah Aman (Ex-Constable) has ﬁled the
présegt appeal g/s 4 of the Khyber ;Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribﬁnal |
Act, 1974 against the order dated 19.08.2015 whereby the éppellant
| ' | was dismissed from service after having been found physically unfit
being deficient in height by 01 inch. Thé,departmental appeal of

the appellant was rejected vide order dated 11.11.2015. Thereafter
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the appellant also flled .petition before the Inspector General of
Police K_hyb_gr_ 'Pvakhtunkhwa which ;)etition was also rejected vide
impugned order dated‘23.05.2016.

3. Learned ‘coﬁns’e'l for the qppellént contended that on
02.09.2013 the appellanti wa“s. ap;;ointed as Constabl-e and was
alloftted Cbnstabie No. 1205. Further argued that the appellant was
appointed afféf obsérving all the for‘malities of test, interviéw,
measurem__gnt ahd, medical f‘itness; ;that the appellant was sent tb
RTW Mansehra Tra‘ining-Course. where he was founvd deficient in
height by 01 inch,' deéiared meit, sgnt back a.nd on this score the
appellant was dismissgd from serv;ice; that departmental appeal
and revision petition of the appellant were rejected. Further
afgued that the éb-b-evllllant was removed from service in a hasty
manner with_oqt co_,ndu‘_cting aﬁy ihquiry; that after the
appointment of the appellant, deficiency in his height was
detected, therefbre -the_ ‘respondent department/competent
authority shpuld have condoned thé same. Further argued that the
impugned orders are illegal, unjust and not tenable in the eyes of
law. Learned co‘unsél for the appellant in support of his contentions
relied upo_nwth'e_ judgm_ent. dated.22;.05.2013 of Hon’ble Peshawar
High Court Peshawar passed in Writ Petition No. 2446-P of 2012
and judgment dated 31.10.2_017 of this Tribunal passed in service
appeal No.1113/2012.

4. As against that learned Assistant Advocate General resisted
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the presentﬁaﬁ};ﬂeal anc;' argued that 378 céndidates were illegally
recruited in FRP recruitment in ‘the year 2013 by means of
corruption and the appellant is one amongst the said illegal
recruits. Fuf-therv argued that being deficient in height by 01 inch.
the appellant was ynfit_ for Police»Diep_artment under the required
height standard, hoyvever he was enlisted through mal practices by
the Mafiai.e. Ex-Reserve inspector Shakeel khan FRP Headquarters
P_eshawar,v osl, Noor Mghammad FRP Kohat and others w.ho were
subsequently proceeded against on the charges of illegal
recruitments of 378 candidates in FRP recruitments in 2013 and
were awarded A_m_ajor pqnishments.j Further argued that since the
appellant got emplqyment through corrupt means hence after
fulfilling  all-. -the. ~ codal formalities he was rightly
discharged/dismissed from seryice.; Further argued that in Police
Rules it is clearly laid down that a person to be appointed as
Constable must have a minimun; height of 5’ 7" however corrupt
mafia fraudulgntly AmentiAoned the 'height of the appellant as 5° 7”
in the docu_ments.

5. Arguments heard. File.perused.

6. The minimum height of~a Constable sh/ould be 5’ 7” under
the criteria laid down in Police Rule; and it is not disputed that the
height of the appellant does not come up with the stan&ards of

height as mentioned in the said Rules. However astonishingly .on

the enlistment order as well as character and service rol¢ of the




appellant his height ,hAa‘s‘.‘beeﬁ"fnentioned as5 7”.
7. There is no denyi,ﬁg fact thaf Inspector Shakeel Ahmad the
then RI/FR_R.‘an'd SI/PC Noor M_uharhmad were charge sheeted on

account allegations of providing connivance and facilitating the

| officers in the illegal recruitment of 378 candidates in FRP

recruitment: in; 2013,“ thereby rflaking fortunes in the FRP
recruitments and w:erelconsequently awarded major puniéhments
by the department.

8. Per_u_sal of the appointment fordér/enlistment order of- the
appellant would shdw that he‘was recruited as Constable w.e.f
02.09.2013 purély on terﬁporary basis and liable for termination at
any time without notice. | -

9. When the re'.spondent department has itself taken stern
action against the delin;quent officers who were allegedly involved
in the illegal FRP recruitments 2013, there is left no justification
that the constables/rgcruits who got their employment, in-FRP in
the year 2013, through unfair rﬁeans should still retain their
services. In this backdrop the judgments referred to by the Iearhed
counsel for the appellant are noic appli;able to the facts and
circumstances of the present case.

10. As a‘s:equel to‘a‘bove,~ the pFesent appeal is dismissed. No
order as to cos;ts. Before parting wiﬂth this judgment it is observed

that the trend of procuring low paid government employment

through unlawful means is still rampant in this -society, which

>
é




menace is.to be checked constantly by those sittingall the helm of

affairs.

File be consigned to the record room after its éompletion.

e

(Ahmad Hassan) (Mu};lammad Hamid Mughal)
Member Member
ANNOUNCED

04.06.2018 -
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- 04.06.2018 Learned :counsel’ for-+ the#7appellant "present. Mr. Riaz

Paindakheil learned Assistant Advocate. General for the
respondents present. - R ' ' ’

Vide separate judgment of today of this Tribunal placed on file,
“the present service appeal is dismissed. No order as to costs. File be -
consigned to the record room. | ‘ '

r
e
A o
hmad Hassan) (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

Member - S Member

ANNOUNCED
04.06.2018




_ _2fl.(l9.2017 - Appellant present. Kabir Ullah Khattak, Learned’

Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

.Appellam submitted rejoinder which is placed-on file. To

come up for arguments on 18.12,2017 before D.B.

&/é o Y-
Mem % Member

(Executive) . | (Judicial) - -

18.12.2017 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan,
DDA alongwith Thsanullah, H.C for the respondents presez:lt.'
Learned DDA seeks adjournment as the case was pr'epz'iréd: T
- by learned AAG who is not present today. Granted.  To
come up for arguments on 06.02.2018 before the D.B. |

Member

‘ .‘06.02.2018 Junior counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad
Jan, DDA for the respondents present. Junior counsel for 1h¢

- appellant requested [or adjourﬁmcnt on the ground that learned

senior counsel for the appellant is not available today. Adjourn.cd.

To come up for arguments on 02.04.2018 before D.1B.

, | C‘W z > -
(Gut L%%han) : (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

Member Member

07047018 Appellant in person and Mr. Muhammad Jan, Learned
' Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present. Due to
general strike of the bar, the case is adjourned. To come up

for arguments on 04.06.2018 before D.B

[ . o
{Ahmad Hassan) (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

Member Member
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31.0 1.2017 Clerk to counsel forthe appellant and Mr. Thsanullah, HC
Ty : alongwith Addl. AG for "-r‘esi):gndents present. Written reply not
- submitted -despite last ‘op.p:prtunities. Requested for further
adjournment. Last opportﬁnit'y ‘fufther extended subject to payment

* . ~ of cost of Rs. 1000/- Whlch shall be borne by respondents from

bost
their own pockets. To corne up for written reply/comments on

14.03.2017 before S.B.
Chaﬁ%a/n'

14.03.2017 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Thsanullah, HC alongwith

Addl. AG for respondents present. Written reply sﬁbmitted. Cost of
Rs. 500/- also paid and recéipt thereof obtained from the learned

counsel for the appellant. To come up for rejoinder and arguments on

09.06.2017. :
(AHMA§HASSAN)
MEMER
09.06.2017 Apbellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional

AG for the respondents also present. Appellant requested for adjournment.
\ (/ﬁ\ Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder and arguments on 21.09.2017. before
v DB. . , T % 1
(GUL ZHEB KHAN) (MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) .
MEKMBER _ MEMBER

-




28.09.2016

29112016

26.12.2016

fr:“}';pﬁgféel for the appellant and Addl: AG for respondents

pres‘g?lt&erltten reply not submitted. Learned AAG requested for
timeéto‘;‘submit writferi reply. Request accepted. To come up for
S, %
writt‘éfﬁ?fgélil/comments on 29.11.2016.
B 25 " &

A

Member

Y

}E‘%{‘; ‘to counsel for the appellant and Assistant AG for
AT . .

re5pof1,c_l!§:n_t'§43present. Written reply not submitted. Requested for

RIS 2 4

adjournment. Request accepted. To ~come gp for written

replﬁé‘fﬁ%ms on 26.12.2016 before S.B.

i?@ ) _MEMBER
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g&%?\;bpellant in person and Asstt. AG for the
sespondents  present.  Requested for  further
"f{‘;i‘:‘:‘\ R ' . . .
'ad]%l_uti]_ment. Last opportunity granted. To come up
Lz ) .
,.l.:gﬁ\&fy{l}lten reply/comments on 31.01.2016 before S.B.

\

Chagfman

2 4



£ 20.07.2016

©25.07.2016

S
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x"Méns-‘ehra’ for training. That PTC Hangu allegedly

v T ¥
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Counsel for the appellanl present 'm’d "requ'eél‘ed

adjournment. Request ‘J(‘(‘epl(‘d To .come up for prellmln

hearing on 2‘5 07. 2016 before S.B.

Appellant with counsel present. Learned counsel

:.o.¢ for the appellant argued that the appellant was

serving as Constable in FRP and after putting in 2
. N :

. . ,.f: o Noo- .
years regular service he was referred” to ZRTW

found-the height of the apbellant one inch below the
prescribed standard end on the strength of the same
appellant was dismissed from service vide impdgned
order dated 19.08.2015 where-against he preferred

departmental appeal which was also rejected vide

‘order dated 23.05.2016 and hence the instant service

appeal on 21.06.2016.

That the appellant was condemned dnheard

as nelther any opportunity of hearing was afforded to
him nor any. enquiry conducted in the mode and '

manners prescribed by rules and that he was declared

unfit without referring him to any medical board.

Points urged need consideration Admit.

Subject to dep051t of security and process fee W|th|n -

aryj‘

- 10 days, notices be issued to the respondents for N

written reply‘/comments‘for 28.09.2016-before S.B.




Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEI*II

28. 602161@—AgenLoLccunseLigr_ﬂ4e_appellam present. Seeks

.Case No—a@é&%}_ﬁ&—%emed—ee\mel—for the appellant

“S.No. | Date of order

proceedings

Order or oghererrderBdpEs ot RS fb??ﬁl‘é'lf}?ﬁﬁéﬁ‘?‘ﬁearm

Vi

1 2

10.20.07.2016_before S.B
. 3

27/06/2016

2- Z7,é¢2ﬁ/é

28.6.201

proper order please.

LA
N

The appeal of Syed Shah Aman resubmitted today by
Mr.. Zeshan Ali Kiyani Advocate may be enfehadrmanthe

Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman- for

REGISTRAR —

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary héaring

to be put up there on. 23 -0 6"20/4 ,

C HA‘%@\N

Agent of counsel for the appellant present. Seeks

adjournment as learned counsel for the dppellan

G s

stated indisposed. Adjourned for preliminary hearing

t0 20.07.2016 before S.B.

Chairman




The appeal of Syed Shah Aman son of Syed Jawhir Hussain Distt. Hangu received to-day i.e. on
21.06.2016 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for

comblétion and resubmission »within_ 15 days.

1- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.- )
2- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notlice, enquiry report and
replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it. '
3- Annexure-C of the appeal is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.
The authority to whom the departmental appeal was made/preferred has not been arrayed
a party. ’ -

No. é@é& /S.T,
[)t.M/zols

A AREGISTRAR
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
- KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

| ) Mr. Zeshan _AJi Kiyani Adv. Pesh.

“in

el s aVimoo a2

et atne

i
j
|
\.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE' TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR

| ;
Service Appeal No. ég’j /2016
- Syed Shah Aman......... s e, (Appellant)

| VERSUS
AIG/ Establishment Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

AN OTHETS. o.eeeeeeee oo e, (Respondents)
INDEX
[s.No ~ Description of Documents | Annex | Pages
1. |Service Appeal - . 1-5
2. | Affidavit o 6
3. | Addresses of the parties | 6-A
4. Copy of appointment order | A | 7-11
5. | Copy of order dated 18/08/2015 B 12-14
- 6. | Copy of the order dated 25/05/216 Cc | 15-16
7. - | Wakalat Nama _ - : 17
ppellant
Through R *
_ , _ ‘ |
Dated: 21/06/2016 - ' Zéeshan AU Kiyani
Advocate High Court
Peshawar.

‘Cell No. 03 13—996272_5
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKH’WA,
. : PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. ©8Y/2016

Syed Shah Aman S/o Syed Jawhir Hussain R/o Ganjyéno |

Kalay Tehsil and District Hangu...................... .......(Appellant)
| | 4Rt TR
VERSUS ' Blary, 55 4

Dated D‘// é ;O/K

1. AIG/. Establishment Police Khyber Pakhtun.khwa

Peshawar.

2. Superintendent of Police FRP, Kohat Range, Kohat.
3. 'Inspecto'r General of Police, Khyber . Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar-. o o ‘

4. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary

Home, ... (Respondents)

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE N.W.F.P_(KHYBER

 PAKHTUNKHWA] SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT

1974 AGAINST THE ORDER _ DATED

23/05/2016 PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO.

1 WHERE BY THE APPEAL FILED BY THE

Fzﬁedm—dav APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
Regl-%;gg - 19/08/2015 WAS DISMISSED.

1(6[1f

PRAYER IN APPEAL:

- On acceptance of this appeal, while setting

aside both -the ordefs dated 19/08/2015 and- the
/ -

-~ order dated 23/05/2016 passed by the respondent
Re-subm;tted to -day

and ﬁ\cd

v)’é’/(é




may please be set aside and the appellant may

- please be reinstated in servi-c.e.;__with all back benefits.

~

Respectfully Sheweth:

1.

That th’e.appellant was appointed as constable in
BPS-5 on 02/09/2013 and was allotted constable
No. 1205/FRP. (Copy of appointment order is

annexure “A”).

That before issuance of appointment order all the

formalities of test, interview, measurement and

" medical fitness were taken properly and after

'qualifying the test, interview and medical fitness the

appellant was selected as constable in FRP police
Kohat range, and appointment letter was issued to

the appellant. :

4

- That after_fappointing the appellant as constable in

Police FRP Kohat Range Kohat, fhe applicént was

directed to join his services at FPR Line Kohat.

That the appellant was sent to RTW Mansehra

Training Course where he was found deficient in




height by one inch and was declared unfit. He was

- sent back and on this score he was dismissed from

Al

Sevrvice on 18/08/2015. (Copy of order is annexure

« BJ’)..

That the appellant being aggrieved from the order

dated 18/08/2015 filed departmental appeal which

was dismissed by the respondent No. 1 on

23/05/2016. (Copy of the order annexure “C”).

That both the orders are iIlegal and have been

- passed without .u'nlawful authority. Therefore, the -

appellant is liable to be reinstated in service with all

back benefits inter alia on the following grounds:

GROUNDS:

That the appellaht before his appointment was put

to test and interview, medical checkup and

- measurement and was found fit by the Appointing

Committee hence, his appointment -order ‘was

issued according to law and rules. -

I
ry -




- That after two long years of his service when he -

successfully completed his probation period was
issued the impugned order. It is settled l_aW that
after probation period he could not be dismissed:

from services on technical réasons. -

That no proper Standing Medical Board was

: constituted for medical checkup of the appellanf nor

the apﬁellant was medially checked by the authority
through Standing Medical Board regarding his

height. Therefore, the mare saying that the

applicant is deficient in height by 1 inch is not only

illegal but also unwarranted.

That before the issuance of dismissal order the
appellant was not given charge sheet, statement of

allegaﬁons or any opportunity of hearing was

“provided to the appellant rather the appellant wés

condemned unheard, hence the impugned order is

~ not only illegal but is also liable to be set aside.

That the impugned order is based on malafide,
since the appellant has been dismissed on the basis

of his appointment by one Noor Muhammad OSI




who had been later on compulsory retired from
. services on account of providing connivance and
facilitating the officer in the illegal recruitment as

alleged in the appellant dismissal order.

That the applicant is jo‘bless, since his dismissal

from service.

. That both the impugned orders are based on
surmises and conjéctures, therefore liable to be set

-~

~ aside.

It is, therefore, requested that on acceptance of
this service appeal, both the impugnéd orders may
please be set aside and the appellant may please be

reinstated in service with all back benefits.

Appellant

S .
W J
an Ali Kiyani

Dated: 21/06/2016 Zes
, ‘ : Advocate High C
Peshawar.

Hamik SApIR
SIpeATE

=




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR
- Service Appeal No. '/2016
- Syed Shah Aman.......c.cccoeeuueeueeinnnn ST (Appellant)
| ‘ VERSUS -

AlG/ Estabhshment Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

~and others................. ORI [T (Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT:

Syed Shah Aman S/o Syed Jawhir Hussain R/o 'Ganjyan.o
Kalay Tehsil and District Hangu.

RESPONDENTS:

1. AIG/ Establishment Police - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar

2. Superintendent of Police FRP, Kohat Range, Kohat

3. Inspector General of Pohce Khyber - Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar.
4. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary

Home.

Appellant

Through

Dated: 21/06/2016 - Zeshan AlNJKiyani
Advocate High Court,
Peshawar




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR
‘Service Appeal No. ;/2016
~ Syed S-h-ah AMAN. e (Appellant)
VERSUS

AIG/ Establishment Pohce Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

and others ........................ e e (Respondents)

- AFFIDAVIT

I, Syed Shah Aman S/o Syed Jawahir Hussain R/o
Ganjyano Kalay Tehsil and District Hangu, do hereby solemniy

affirm and declare, that all the contents of accompanying_

- Service Appeal are true and correct to the best ‘of my

knowledge and belief and nothing has been kept concealed

from this Hon’ble Tribunal.
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8. CHARACTER ROLLOF

7

APROINTHENTS, PROMOTIO

2

&5, REDUCTIONS, DISCHARGES, ETC. (Continied)

5

-3

N

1
Appointment,
premoted,
* suspended, -
reduced,
¢isenarded,
gismissed,
resigned or

%

Towhat grade and_..
pay appointed, -

promotedor * .
reduced.

: _;:- Date :

[
IR

" No. of District | o

Yo Order -

FullSignature of
Supenntendent of Police -
‘ -

dind.

|- o8 A2 4
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E Subjocl:~ DEFtCIENCY IN IIElGHTt(‘IIEST

‘SANVO'_' Name of Recrurt

NOTE SHEET

I\efelence Attached

t
3

tt is- submrtted that the followxng hecrurt Constables were nommﬁﬁad f@n

-his order ;_ndst No 2951 56/GC dated 20 10 2013 at F/A.

' Recru:t Course Mansehra Durlng the Course ‘the Commandant PTC Hangu returned

S them as’ unquanfted to thls Range due fo deftuency in Helght as welt as thexr Chest vide

- | Deficiency

~ [Height [Chest | . -

o Recrurt Cwnst Qarsar Abbas No. 1210/FRP Kt

1% Inch Tlnch .

' Recrun Const Syed Shah Aman No 1205/FRP

<4 1Inch 3

It 1s suggested that the above mentroned Pecrwt Constables are not

" WISPFRP Kohat "

' "'quatlfted accord:ng to the requnred standard theretore they are recommended to be




o ] | i inst Relruit
This order is passed 07 the departmental enquiry again= e
consiable Syed Shah Aman No. 1502/1538/FRP oot Range, Kohat under POICE

Rules — 1975 (amendment with 2014).

Brief facts of the departmental enquiry are that the above named
Recruit Constable was anlisted as Constable in ERP Kohat vide this office OB No0.458
dated 02.09.2013. His service was purely on temporary pasis and liable for
lermination at any kind without any notice he was detailed for Basic Recruit Training
Course at RTW Mansehra vide this office” OB No.317 dated 04.7.2014. The
Commandant Police Traning Coilege iangy vide his office order Endst; No.1834/GC

dated 04.08.2014 intimated that he has been checked by the committee conslituted
‘for the purpose and found him not sccording tO required standard and he is deficient in
Height 01 inch (one inch) due to which he was returned as un-gualified to FRP Kohat -

vide Police Training College Hangu OB No.444 dated 25.07 2014.

. Charge sheet and summary of allegations vide this office Endst No.430
dated 10.07.2015 were issued and Inspector Shaukat Hayat was appointed as
Enquiry Officer 0 conduct proper enquiry and report the Charge Sheet and Summary
of Allegations was properly served upon him personally through Enauity Officer bul his
reply was found un-satisfactory.

‘ Enquiry Officer in his finding report dated 13.07.2015 submitted that he
has checked his Height and found him unfit and not according to required standard as
he is deficient in Height 01 inch due to which he was returned as un-qualified t0 FRP
Kohat. Enquiry officer further added that at the time of enlistment the then OS! Noor
tuhammad made his measurement in Height 5'x7" / Chest 33x34 % and at presant
during re-mea.surement he is found deficient in Height by one inch. However, the then
0S8} Noor Muhamimad has already been compulsory retired vide Worthy Provincial
Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkinwa Peshawar's lettcr No. 7 550.04/SE-1 dated
19.08.2015 on account of providing connivance and facilitating the officers in the
itegal recruitment of 378 candidates in FRP recruitment in 5013, Enguiry Officer

_ report reveled that the Recruit Constable is not fit for Police Service according to rules

and he has recommended for punishment.

in view of the above facts and findings of the Enquiry Officer the said
Recruit Constable is physically unfit for Police department under the require

- standard. Therefore Recruit Constable Syed Shah Aman No.1205 is disrnissed from

service under 12-21 Khyber pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (amendment with 2014}

Order announced

OB No: _% Superintendent of Police, FRP
Dated: . ;géz 2015, i Kohat Range Kohat

OEFICE CF THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, KOHAT RANGE KOHAT.

o - Not Sl b PA dated Kohatthe __{ 4/8 12015
Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to thei-

commandant, FRP Khyber pakhtunkhwa Peshawar wir to
this office Endst: No 440/PA dated 10.07.2015 and his good office Memo: No.6426/EC

dated 06.08.2015 please. o
pay Officer, SRC and OHC FRP Kohat for necessaly action.

ATTESTED Supe'xinte”nde‘n‘t of Police, TRP
) Kohat Range Kohat
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“QEFICETQF THE
INSPECTOR §ENERXL OF POLICE
; KHYBER PAKHTUNKITWA
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
- PESIHTAVWAR.
/J,Z ( _ 116, dated l'vsh war he -.i.) e \ /7Il!(>.

No. S

This order is hereby passed o dispose ol'dcpurhﬁcnlul ap| wc"nl under Rule F1-A of Khyber

Pal Blunilnen Police l\uk 1975 xulnmtu d by Ex-Constable \vul Sh.:h Amin No, 1502/1530.
aiapporant was awvarded punishment of dismissal {rom service l)\ SP/AFRP, Kohat vide O
sotidsted ENGSTOES, on charges that he sent {or Basic Recruit Course al RTW. !\'iunschm

Sl foaned deficient o ncielit h);' one inch due to which he was returned as unguatificd

e PO OB Noo 444 dated 25.07.20 14, . |

e prcleaed appeal before the Compandant, FREP Khyber Pakbtunkhwa which sy

St e b/ rejecied vidde Ovder 1 Ild»l Nao. ‘)"7'7/14(,, (Ll[\_(l [ l [1.2015.

A

fecting of Appeal Beard was held on 28.04.2010, whc:‘ci"n the appellant was hc;n‘a!-_in
bt The enquiry papers were also examnined. On examination «t:)l"ltccm‘d, it revealed that the

diener was found deficient in height by O inch, by a committee constituted Sor the purpose
e ane and returned vngoalified. The pc'xtl(n\u‘ is physically.un(it for Police Derartinds
sl i reaniie d e ight standard. Hmu‘hm the ‘V‘[lllon of the pul huncx is barred b_'y law
Hitbation crd worth rejection. ‘

iz order is issued with approval by the Competent Autlmmlv .'

3

EI (NAJEER-UR-RALIMAN)
: AlGY Establishment,
For fuspactor General of Police,
b Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peslivar, &

.

L dyaT 34
wa e e f T, |
Lopy ol above is orwarded for information and necessiry action to the-
P Uominandant, PRE Khyber Pakhtunkliva,
OEPSERE, Bohat |
oo P vber Pakhitunkhwa, CPPO Peshiawar, ‘ y

A PRO) .'(_al ey ber Pakhtunkliva, C1O Peshayar,
SoPA o Al I(.iI’/I-aQM‘ Khyber Pak htunf\h\\'l Peshavwar.
Goo Ao DHG/DQrs: Fhyber Pakbtunkhwa, Peshawar,

Hice Supde E-V, CPO, Peshawar. Y
LU Cemnal Repistey Celi, (CRO), CPO.

DPMCapy o Conmmater * Bt 0 000wt oeddips § olecied does
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BEMTER OF PAGE 15
OFFICE OF THE

INSPECTORZ@INERAL OF POLICE, K.P.K.
CENT RAL- POLICE OFFICE, PESNAWAR

No. 4226/16, dated Peshawar, the 23-0%-2016

‘ ~ Thig order is hereby passed to dispose of départmentat
apPeal under Rule-11-A of Xhyber Pakhtunkhwa Pélice Rule,1975
stbmitted by Ex-Congtable Syed Shsh Aman No. 1502/1536, the
appellant was awarded punishment of dismissal from service by
SP/FRP, Kohat vide OB No. 576, dated 18-08-2015 on-charges yhat
he gsent for Basic Recruit Cours;e at W, Manseghrg where he was
found deficient in height by one inch due to which he was returned
as unjagtified vide PIC Hangu OB No. 444 dated 25-07-2014,

He' preferred appeal before the Commandant, PRP K.P.K.
vhich was examined and filed/rejected vide order Enst:No.9522/1C,
dated 11-11-2015,

Meeting of Appeal Bo ard was held on 28-04-2016, wherein
the appellant was heard in person. The enquiry paper s were algo
examined. On exsmingtion of record, it revealed that the
petitioner was found deficient height By 01 inch, by a Committee
constituted for the purpose at FIC Hangu amd returaed wnjugtified.
The petitiner is physieally unfit for Police Department umder the
required height standard. Therefore, the petitiom of the
petitioner is Warred byv law and limitatiom and worth rejection.

This order is issued with approval by the competent
authority.

~ 8d/- (NAJEEB~UR-RAHMAN )
/ AIG/Establighment
for Ingpector @enersl of Police,
X.P.X. Pashawar.
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Service Appeal No. 684/2016. Lxsme s bt £ 4
Syed Shah AMan ..ol e e (Appellant)

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home, Peshawar & others

.......................................................................................... (Respondents)
COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS. ‘

Preliminary objections

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:-

1. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

2. That the appellant has no cause of action or locus standi.

3. That the appcljlanl has not come to the Hon’ble Tribunal with clean hands.

4, " That the Hon’ble Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the instant service appeal.

S That the appellant has concealed real facts trom the Hon’ble Tribunal.

ON FACTS:-

1. Para No.1 Pertains to the appellant record. ’

2. Para No.2 is incorrect, that the appellant has not enlisted according 10 required test,

interview while hc was enlisted through malpractice by the mafia i.e. Ex-Reserve
Inspector Shakecl Khan FRP HQrs Peshawar, OSt Noor Muhammad Khan FRP Kohat &
others, which (hey subsequently on the allegations of illegal recruitment were proceeded
against departmentally and awarded the major pums]‘mcm of compul%ory retirement 1rom
service by the'Competent Authority on 19.08. 2015. ((‘opy of the order attached as
annexure “A™)

Subject 1o prool. However, detatl reply has been given in Para No. 7

Incorrect. The appellant was detailed for basic recruit course at RTW Mansehra on
04.07.2014. The Commandant PTC Hangu vide his office order Endst: No. 1884/GC,
dated 04.08.2014 intimated that he has been checked by the committee constituted for the
purpose of measurement and found not fit according to the required standard as he
deficient in height by 01 inch therefore, he along with others were returned as unqualified
from training center. (Copy of the memo dated 04.08.2014 attached as annexure “B™)
Alter repatriation as unqualified from waining center the éppell:ml was deait with proper
departmentally as he was issued/served with charge sheet .along with Swamary of

PN VS ]

allegations and Enquiry Officer was nominated to conduct proper enquiry into the matier.
The Enquiry Officer after fulfilling the due codal formalities submitted his l':m(!ings. Aler
recetving the findings of Enquiry Officer the Cormgpelemt Authority served the appeliant
with final show-cause notice to which he.replied, but his reply was fopd unsatisfactory
and after fullillment the due cedal lormalities he was dismussed trom service. (Copies of
charge sheet, his reply-, enquiry. report, show cause notice, his reply and final order
attached herewith as annexure “C.D,E.I',G,H")
5. Departmental appeal submitted by the appellant was thoroughly examined and rejecied
on sound grounds. - C
GROUNDS
A. incorrect, as the basic codal formalitics ol height “had not beeir observed in the
appoiniment of the appellant. The Police Rules 12-15 tays dowi: that a person (o be
appointed as Constable must have minimum height of 5777, However, the then CSi M.
Noor Muhammad Khan willfully violated the said rules. Therefore, the appellant was
appointed by the dealing hands-facilitating the officers, through malpractice by which
whose subsequently punished as discussed in the preceding Paras.




F.

G.

Incorrect the appellant was appomted by the dealing hands facmmtlng, the omcm
through malpractice. He:could not be*depntcd for any field duty as he has not qualified
" basic recruit course while when he was detailed for recruit course at RTW Mamgh;a for
the reason being ineligible for such trai'rii"rig; due to lqckin‘g minimum physical standard
and therefore, he was returned as unquallhed so he has not entitled to retain moré in

service.
Incorrect, the appellant trying to mislead this Honorable Court by producing false and
baseless grounds as the appellant was not dismissed from service on medical grounds

while he was found physically unfit as per rules. Moreover, the appellam was dismissed

from service under Police Rules 12-21 as he has less than 3 years service.

Incorrect, the allegations are false and baseless and the para has already been expldmed
in the preceding para No 4 of facts.

Incorrect. The appellant deputed. for basic recruit course wherein after re—measurqment
he -alogwith others were found deficient in high & chest and therefore, returned by the
Commandant PTC Hangu from Training Center as unqualified. Subsequently all of them
were, dismissed from service after fulfillment the due codal formalities. Moreover, the
then OST Mr. Noor Muhammad Khan alongwith others were awarded m ajor pun'shmml
of compulsory retirement from service, on the allegations of illegal recruitments. |

The para 1s not related.

Incorrect the orders of the respondents are legally justified and in acundanw with la\«/
rules. - ‘

PRAYERS

_ It is therefore, most humbly prayed that in"the light ni atme mentioned fq(,ts/mbw NSSION

the instant service appeal may kmdly be dismissed with cost.

AlG/ EstabliShment
CPO, Peshawar c
(Respondent No.1) . . “(Respondent No.2) -

o

inspector Gerieral of Police Sceretary Home,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar Government of Khyber Pakiitunkhwa,
(Respondent No.3) Peshawar
(Respondent Me.d)
Home Secretary

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa




. OFFICE OF THE
- INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Central Police Office, Peshawar

Dated Peshawar,? August

- This order Is lssued to conclude the dcpartmcntal enquiry proceedings

L against SI/P%Noor Muhammad who was charg,c shected or account ol e
b iug gy b e 4

[ ""‘Vs’ SrovIding CoRRIvance and facilitating thi

?i;fi candndates in FRP Recrultment in2013.

bow
‘offitérs in the 1llegal recruitment of 378

' AR Enquiry Committee vide Order No. 763- 69/5[‘ I, dated 09.04.2014 was
' i onstituted to probe’ the al]egations against the defaulting ofﬂcer As per the
-“enquiry report, the defaultmg officer enfys the reputation of being a corrupt
" v ofﬂccr and he lxves beyond ostensible means. It has also been proved against the
defaultmg ofrcer !n the' enqulry report :athe has made fortines in the FRP
g recrultmcnts On the basls of this, the En;juiry Committec has recommendcd the
1mposmon of major penalty on the defaulting ofﬁcer

5 ‘.

; il “.In view of the fndings/recommcn iations of the Enquiry Committer and

Tt aftergolng through the. relevant enquiry papers with regard to the recruitment
“In FRP, it transpires’ that the defaulter ha ; involved himself in illegal practices
whereby the Police Department has beer brought intoe disrepute. Therefore, his

rett.ntnon in the departxnent will deﬁmte ¥ affect the moral of the Khyber
) Pakhmnkhwa Polnce CR RN P

'Y

AL o cami e

ntview of‘tne-.above seriousal!egauons I Mubarak Zeb, theDIG ~ ™
: Headquarters Khyber Pakhtunkhwa (Corm petenLAuthonty) in agreement with
“the. he findings of the Enqmry Committee held the officer guilty of misconduct as the
:charges have. béen proved against him,-ar.d under the KPK Police Rules 1975

“vide Ruie'5(5); I hereby Impose major penialty of Compulsory Retirement on
'SI/PC Noor Muhammad (under suspensmn) fromse s\rvnce with immediate r.ifect

_ Order announced

---l
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" QFFICE OF THE i
ECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
“entral Police Oftic::. Feshawar

Dated Peshawar 2/August o ﬁ 0/4’ .

ORDER

ecrullment of378 candldates n FR!’ ecrunmenl m 2013

An Enqmry Commlttee Vide Order No. 763-69/SE-1, dated 09.04. 2014'w'a's
constltuted to probe the allegatlons agamst the defaulting OfflLEI The Commlttee
inquired into the allegations and reported. trrat it has been tr anspxred that
Inspector Shakeel in his capacity as RI FRP HQrs, was very mﬂuential and he was
a central figure in the irregularities committed during the recrui yment Hé has a
reputation of a corrupt officer who allegedly lives beyoni -uis 1neans.” It has also
been reported by the Enquiry Committee that the defaulting officer has amassed
wealth and assets. The entire scandal of illegal recruitment in FRP revolved
around his name. the Enquiry Committee has recommended the imposition of
major penalty on the defaulting officer

In view of the ﬁndmgs/recommendatlons of the Enquiry Committee and
after going through the relevant enquiry papers with regard to the FRP
Recruitment of 2013; it transpires that the defaulter has involved himself in
illegal practices whereby the Police Department has been brought into disrepute.
Therefore, his retention in the departmient will definitely affect the moral of the
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police

In view ofthe above. serious allegations [, Mian Muhammad Asif
Additional Inspector General of Police Headquarters Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
{Competent Authority), in agreement with the [indings o £ the Enguiry Committee
hold the officer guilty of misconduct as the charges have been proved against
him, and under the KPK Police Rules 1975 vide Rule 5(5), | hereby impose major
penalty of Compulsory Retirement on Inspector Shakeel Ahmad (under
suspension) from service with immediate effect

Order announced

”
’

(MIAN MUHAMMAD ASIF)
Additional Inspector General of Police,
Headquarters Khvber Pakhtunkhwa,

~  Peshawal '




CHARGE SHEET . i C/J)

' WHEREAS‘ I-am satisfied that a formal enquiry as contemplated by B
the, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Polrce Rules 1975 necessary and expedrte
| | AND WHEREAS, | am of the view that the allegations i establrshed" B

: would: call for Major/Minor punis_hments as defined in Rules ~ 4 () of the. aforesaro i

. .RUléS'. |
NOW THEREFORE as required by Rules - e (r) (a) of the

aforesard Rules i, l\llr, Sana Ullah Supenntendent Of Police, FRP Kohat Range Konat

| hereby charge you Recruit Constable Sved Shah Aman No. 1205!FF!1P basrs of the
_statement of allegatrone attached to this charge sheet |
And } hereby drrected you fur*her under the Rules 6 () (a) of the said Rulesl to put in: a
w'ritten defence WIthrn 03 days of the recerpt of this charge shefet as to why you should
_not be iserved with’ one or more major/mrnor punishment including dlsmlssal as def:nedfﬁ-
. under Rules — 4 (l) (b) of the ‘Khyber’ Pakhtunkhwa F’oltce Rulee- 1975 (WIth

Ame.tdrnent 2014) and also statmg at the same time as 1o whether you decrred to be 'f .

L heard in person or not'? in case your reply is not received within the prescnbed perlod
wrthout sufficient cause it shall be presumed that you have no. defence _to dtfer, an'd, ex-;

" ~ part action will be taken against you.

. No. __,_fj/:% iPA L _ Superii AT of Police, FRP
. Dated: _. 2015 : KohatRange Kohat

Ndte: . ‘
R inspector Shaukat Hayat of l—r\P Kohat Range is appornted as -

enqt.rry oﬁtcer to condurt a proper departmental ehqutry and report.

T s

..............

| OFFICE OF THE bUPERl!\‘TEl\DENT OF POLICE KOHAT R/:\N(JE KOHAT |
‘No. ﬁ,!]t’ _PAdated Konatihe [0/ 87  pus B

Copy of above is submitted for favour of information (o the ©

Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar please. ’

/‘/’//Jb 3 éw,; <
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Wilergasyau RecfuuCé’ns.’abia %ved Shiah Amzfn No‘!205

“wAhi_i‘e 'p-osted._'-in. FRP Pt)l_ic':é"Lineg; .Kohat was enlisted in Palice def?partrﬁerﬁt‘ FRS;? Kohat E

. o” 02092013 and y\;ere depz,-:tedfor basic Recruit Training Course at M’ain:???“‘fa."’-i.dej;:
. this office OB No.3:’i7. datedngﬂf.bff.ZOM. You were retumed back asun-quaiaﬂed Vlde
: Cbmmé-n;ia.r-l’_t Police Training th.egeva Hangu' OB No.444 dated 25072014dueto

deficiency in height. i “inch and there-is no likelihood that ycfl)u will ir‘np'ré\'/'e~ |n

.measurenﬁent, which shows in-efficiency/ physically unfit for Pc)iic;e"i:d,epé'rfrhehti‘dndér"; LR

-the feduired standard. Y our this act is quite advel"se on your part and amou'nts_"to cj'ross‘.' -

miscohdupt‘ume? the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules- 15}'75,(amendfnerwi Wit‘H-ZOM) ' P

hence the summary of allegations.
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FINAEL eu@w @ZD..\.U E NOTIGE

Whereas you 'Recruit Constable Syed Shah Aman No: 1205 vvhlle‘, :
J posted in FRP Pollce Llnes Kohat was enlisted in Police depa*’tment FRP Kohat on ' B
02.09.2013 and were deputed for basic Recruit Tlamnng Course at l\.’lansehra vrde.;'}.,‘”.f'
 this: offrc\e OB l\o 317 dated 04.07. 2014 You were returnad back ae un qualrfred vu,e" y
commandant Pol;ce Tra:nmg College Hangu OB No.444 dated 25 07 ”014 due to
deficiency in helght 1 mch and there -is no likelihood that you wrll lmprove m_: :

measurement wh;ch shows ll‘l efﬂcrency/ phye:cally unfit for Pollce department under{}” .
the reqmred standard

Dunng ‘the course of enqurry you have farled to: rebut the al‘egatron{}-"fi,:

' agam tyou nor could produce any p!auSIble defence. Your thrs act amounts to grose ;

.'nisconduct u'rder Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975(amendment wrth—zo;rél)' B

As 1o whetner ex- parte actlon |Q consmlered against you by the E O in hls flnrli.lg ‘

)

por{ (copy attacheo for perusal) rf ,ruu failed to respond.

You are hereby called upon this Fmal Show Cause Notrce o exp!omil-"ﬁ'”-f:.-‘

.' -your posstlon wrthm 03 da\,e in case of receiving un- satlsféctory reo.y action undef b

SR

: | doeprtdi
s s I T

: Pollce Rules l975 (amendment with-2014) will be taken agalnet you '
- NOW, lHEREFORE L Mr, Sana Uliah, Superlntendent of Pollce l'-f\l’~‘z"-"*. .
E\onat Range Kohat in. exercsse of the powr\ze vested in me under the Knyber‘ff_;

- Phkhtunxhwa Polrc,e Rale,s - 1’475 hcreby call upon you F%ecruat Constable Sved"':

‘&nah Aman '\lo 15021FRP through chl Show Cause Notlce to explam raJce of;

- S yoL.r mystenous and prolong absence wﬂhm 07 days of the recelpt of thlo notice as to c

' why you should not be awalded l\/lajor Pumshment of dlsmlsoal ln cabe of non

receipt of e ply m time strmgent actlon will be taken ageainst you. AIs‘p .state "m;wrlt‘mgﬁ'

; C .-" ' . rf you Adeswe to he_gl ln pero
No. 44 ‘¢ e (Sana Utz:m)
Dated /Q.-j_ /201 5 - Supumiendent of Police; FI{P?*}_; o

s gohatRnge, Kohat
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L . (’ ’fr ’7. “P;O}da-zou'
ORDER o ‘ - e

; Thus order is passed on the departmental- enqulry agalnst Recruit
.Constable Syed Shah Aman’ No. 1502/1536/FRP Kchat Range, Kohat under Po!tce ‘
.. Rules - 19/5 (amnndment with 20714). . .

Bnef facts “of ‘the departme':tal enquiry are that the above named

o Rer‘rmt Constable was enlisted as Constable in FRP Kohat vide this office OB N0.458 .

'-dated 02.09.2013. His "service was purely on temporary basis and liable " for - -
termmatlon -at any kind without any notice he was detailed for Basic Recruit Tralmng '

Course at RTW. Mansehra vide this office OB No.317 dated 04.7.2014. The
“Commandant Police Training (‘ollege Hangu vide his cifice order Endst. No. 1834/GC

\A

dated 04.08.2014 intimated that he has been checked by the- committee constltuted
for the purpose and found him not accorqlng to required standard and he is geficientin .
Height 01.inch (one inch) due to which he was returned as un- quallfied to FRP Konat :
. 'vude Police Tralnlng Collﬁge Hangu OB No.444 dated 25.07. 2014

Charge sheet and summary of allegattons vide this offce F-ndst No 436 -
dated’ 10.07,2015 were issued. and " Inspector Shaukat Hayat was - appointed as -
Enquiry Officer to conduct proper‘enquiry and report the Charge Sheet and Summary

of Allegations was propérly served upon him personally through Enquiry O‘fn,er but his
‘reply'was found un-satns.actory :

' Enquury Officer in hlS fndlng report dated 13.07. 1015 oubmitted that he

;' has checked his Height and found him. unfit and not according.to roqwred standard as

P

.heis def:caent in Height 01 inch due to which he was returned as- un-qualified ic FRP
. Kohat. Enguiry -offider fuither added that at the time of enlistment the then OSI. Noor

-~ Muhammad ‘made his measuremént in Height 5'x7” / Chest 33x34 % and at° pfead!’ﬂ -

. - .. e . ey 3 sl o
) . DR
I em
. ‘ < .
’ A .

o \‘?‘\._1 .

. during're-measurement he is found deficient in Height by one inch. However, the then - -
‘OSI Noor Muhammad has ealready beep compulsory retired vide- Worthy: Provincial
Pélice - Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar's letter No. 1559-84/SE- I dated .
19.08.2015 on account of providing connivance ‘and facilitating - the officers in-the:
“illegal recruitment of 378 candidates -in FRP recruitment in 2013. Ent.,utly Ofﬂcr _
report reveled that the Recruit Constable is not fit for Police Servuce accormng to rules o
and he has recomme'iced for pun:sl‘ment

e ‘In view of the above facts and findings of the Enqusry Omrer the sad
. Recruit’. Constable Jis physically - unfit for- Police department under.the. required’”
© * standard. Therefore Recruil’ Constable $yed Shah Aman No.1205 is. disrnissed’ fromy
‘ servnce under 12-21 Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pollce Rules 1675 (amendment wdh 201 4\ "

A

61’der 'a'ml.()ll!‘lceigi s ) 3 ‘ . ‘ S
. OBNo: _S#& . ___ - . Superintendent of ?ohce FRP :
.- Dated: :zgég [2015 o Kohat Range Kohat L

| 'OFFlCE OF I'HE SUPFRINTENDENT OF POLIC" kOHA+ RANGE KOHAT -,_"

No ‘fu- /A -1PA, ddted Kohat the ﬂ/& /2015

~Copy. of above is submitted for favour of mformatlon to the;-

‘. Commandant, FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Pthawal wzr toi. .
' thls oﬁuce Endst No. 440/PA dated 10 07 2015 and his good office Memo No 6426/:(“"
oated 06 08 2015 please ' -

Pay Offi cer SRC and HC FRP Kohat for ne: ,es:.a‘y artuor‘

&upeuntende t of °ol1ce F?F"
'ﬂ/ Kohat Range Koba
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-/ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
AV o PESHAWAR. |

~ Service Appeal No.

Syed Shah Aman...........cccoviiiii b, s (Appellant)
VERSUS o
Govt: of KPK through Secretary Home & others....(Re'spondeﬁts) R

 REPLICATION ON BEHALF OF
APPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Al the ‘prelimin‘ary objections raised by‘ t‘he‘
r’eéponderits afe incorrect and as such denied. This
Hon’bie Tribunal has -got the' jtu*isciiction to’
entertain thé insﬁant appeal.‘ The éppeal ‘is- well

‘within time, “based on facts and the appellant has."

_ conceéled nothing from this Hon’ble Tribunal and . :

come with clean hands to this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Reply on facts:

1. Para No. 1 of the reply needs no comments.
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2. Para No. 2 of 'reply is incorrect while that of appeal
is correct.” The appéllant was appoir-ltedl .~ -at;tef .
éompleting all thé re(juired formalities.

3. ~ Para No. 3 of the appeal is correct.

4. Para No. 4 of the appeal is also correct, while that of |

reply is incorrect. The appe.llant was condemned

unheard.
5. Para No. 5 of appeal is incorrect.
' GROUNDS:
A Para “A” of appeal is correct while that of reply is

incorrect. The appellant was appointed after
complying with all th_e cocial forma.lities the
appellant was put to medical check—ub,- tést’
interview and Waé found fit by the Appointing

Committee.

- B. Para “B” of the appeal is correct. While that of reply

is incorrect and based on malafide.

C. Para “C” of reply is incorrect detail reply is given in

the above paras.




. D. Para “D” of reply is also incorrect. It is submitted

that the appellént'was condemned unheard.

E. Para “E” of reply is also incorrect.
) F. Para “F” of reply needs no comments.
G. Para “G” of appeal is legal.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that appeal of
the appellant may kin.dly be accepted as prayed 1n

the heading of appeal.

Appellant
Through,

Dated: 20/09/2017

Peshawar.

&

Aamir Sabir :
Advocate High Court,
Peshawar. . :




