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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA :SERVICE;TRIBUNAL
• r ■ ?

• ! ■CAMP COURT SWAT ji:
i

APPEAL NO. 180/2015

Khaista Muhammad Versus The Provincial Police OfficeL Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar and 2 others.

■v !
JUDGMENT i

MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFRIDL CHAIRMAN:- 1:04.10.2016

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Zubair, Senior 

Government Pleader alongwith Mr. Khawas Khan, Sub Inspector
I

i

1-
(Legal) for respondents present.

i

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC hereinafter referred to as the2.
ri J;

appellant has preferred the instant service appeal under Section^ of the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against original order

i!

7
idated 19.11.2014 vide which he was awarded punishment in the shape

- r ■
. • ■ I

of reversion from the rank of Head Constable to that of C-1 Constable
r
i

and where-against his departmental appeal dated 27.11.2014 was 

rejected vide final order dated 16.02.2015.

■

i

. !■

Brief facts of the case of the appellant are that he was subjected3. • I

to departmental enquiry on the allegations of entertaining; links with !
i .* s

timber smugglers and after conducting the departmental enquiry the I

impugned orders were passed constraining the appellant to prefer the

:
' 1

i

f

;



I

(
! ■I

’■ I I2 I *•

•M-'I
i

f%
instant service appeal on 03.03.2015.

,:'I

Learned counsel for the appellant has argued that neither any4. i

;i r L

enquiry in the mode and manners prescribed by rules wasi conducted

nor any evidence was recorded nor opportunity of cross-examination or

iparticipation in the enquiry was afforded to the appellant. That the
■!

1

enquiry officer in the enquiry report suggested, that no evidence

whatsoever was collected in support of the allegations. !

} '

Learned Senior Government Pleader has argued that; though ho5.

proof was found regarding involvement of the appellant in facilitating

the timber smugglers however he was involved as a result of secret
1

information.

We have heard arguments of learned counsel for the 'parties and6.!
; iV V.perused the record.

i
•17. Enquiry report dated 20.10.2014 would suggest that the

appellant was attributed the charges on mere rumours. 'No' complaint

whatsoever was ever lodged against the appellant by the SHO

concerned. According to findings of the enquiry officer no proof
}

whatsoever was collected regarding involvement of the appellant in

facilitation of smugglers. Even the enquiry officer has recommended 

warning to the appellant on the basis of the so-called secret information.

I

t

, (
8. Since no evidence whatsoever was collected in support of the

alleged charge which remained unsubstantiated during the enquiry and
:

no punishment whatsoever was warranted in the absence of any such 

evidence as such we hold that the impugned order of reversion of the

! !

;

i
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:

# appellant from the post of Head Constable to that of C-I constable is

against facts and law. We are therefore left with no option biit to accept
■ ''T ■ ' ■

the present appeal and set aside the impugned orders dated >19.11.2014 

and 16.02.2015 and restore the appellant to His previous position..The 

appeal is disposed of accordingly. Parties are left to bear, their own

j .

■

costs. File be consigned to the record room.
i..
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Amir Qadir, GP for09.12.2015
RiI respondents present. Due to non-availability of D.B arguments could 

not be heard. To come up for rejoinder and final hearing before D.B 

on 3.5.2016 at Camp Court Swat.ift;isIS

ii \
Cn^irman 

Camp Court Swat
-mSi. ■

ii'■i

■ ^4
i

03.05.2016 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Imranullah, 

Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Zubair, 

Sr.GP for the respondents present. Counse! for the 

appellant requested for adjournment to submit 

rejoinder. To come up for rejoinder and final hearing 

before D.B on 04.10.2016 at Camp Court, Swat.

*5

I

i-1m IPI¥

i
II'3 Chciffni^ 

Camp Court, Swat
?S.i i
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Ifie'poiBt® urged need coneideretion. Admit. Subject tc deposit<Da>
' • ■ ' -a ^

o w K
• V :i=: ®f seeurlty fcfprocese fee within 10 *ye, notices be issued to the

t

f- respoBdents for written reply for 6.5*20l5 at caop court Swat

03 3 
0.0 
Q. <P

before S.B.

///
1 ^T.-'

Chairiaan 
Camp Gourt Swat

i

t. ■■ -1
■ ■ iI,. _ !

■iiV
V ■

! 4 6.5.2015 ^ Appellant in person and Mr. Khawas Khan, S.l (legal) alongwith 

Mr.Muhammad Zubair, Sr.G.P for respondents present. Written reply not 

submitted. Requested for adjournment. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 6.7.2015 at Camp Court Swat.

/.,r'!
.

j' .

i
'j

i -

. „ ., ChaR'mair -''
Appellant with counsel and Mr. Kha\^^^Q^ §J^gal)

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Zubair, Sr. G.P for respondents present.

J-|3uested^for^adjoii55iip?nt. T9,come up for written reply on 7i?r2015
at camp court Swat.

•j "ff '•[f — ! • jrr L f''

5 6.7.2015

Af ;

I'"-■

:
K .

"I"'* I rj'i- oi ' rr • r-. ■< r*r't '

Chaman 
Camp Court Swat

V-
1 . '■{Lf'- r'‘~ j.-n- .i

1 .r i ^ C r o 'i'
?

'.■i •'.+•^'•rv f'lf' '•! 1:; ,t '' V rit'-'f! .r
.i-

iOi'iW 4 rOE o rV T '> t -.-If
.t

f’-roSoN'.-rq ' . r 'no'--r •i

’''Counsel- fo/ the ap?)ellant ' ahd''^Mr.Khawas Khan/S.l(legal) 

alongwith Mr.Muhwmad^Zubaic, Sr.G.P Tor.respondents present. Written 

reply submitted. The appeal is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final 

hearihg'iaV ^a^20i:§ ^t C^mgliurt'Swat.

7.9.2015"
1.•

h-'-t 01 r '-1 -f-to

/• j-H'_r r-.r--.-n n'o •'■t Oi't J ■'.v,~, -
ri-

\ .
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Form- A\..V

^ ,-i-•< '1 r -.I T • ^1 ^ -' 1 'f r--)^
■ FORM OF ORDER SHEET:t ;> D T.ci’t'' • i ’.-t

'. '•-* V.+ i:''fMO - lo-t-, -1^■' tourlf'df^^ ■'■ \r

/.^<?/201S .
Case„No,__^ -"f

.L

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

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Khaista Muhammad presented today 

by Mr. Aziz-ur-Rehman Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order.

.. ^03.03.2015
1

^■n^ ■■ rf r *

This case is - entrusted to Touring ^&ench Swat for 

preliminary hearing to be put up thereon 0 7 ^ ^ ^

2

CHAIRMAN

7.4.2®15 with eouaeel present. Learned3

couBSel for the appellant argued that the appellant

was serving as IHC at p.s J&tehpur when charged fer

facilitating timber smugglers and after a ehame

inquiry reverted t® the poet of Ccnatable vide

impugned order dated 19.1'lo20l4 against which

departmental appeal was preferred on 27.11.2014

which was rejected on 16.2,2015 *nd hence the InPtnat

service appeal ©n 3»3«>2015*

That the induiry proceedings were conducted

at the back of the appellant and no opportunity of

hearing was even extended to him.

/
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR

Service Appenl No. / ^0.— of 2015 

Muhammad Ex-IHC Police Post Fatehpur, District Swat.

• k**

Khaista
...Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Others.

.. Respondents
-

INDEX

1-5
Memo of Appenl1.

6Affidavit
Addresses of the parties

2. ■
7

3.
8ACopies of the Charge Sheet4.
9BCopy of the Order OB No. 102 dated 19-11 2014

5.
10CThe Application6.
U-13DCopy of the Departmental Appeal

7.
14ECopy of the Order No. 1452/E dated 16-02-2015

8.
15 ■Vakalnt Nama9.

Appellant Through

y Aziz-ur-Rahman 

Advocate Swat 

Office: Khan Plaza, Gulshone Chowk, 

Mihgora Swat, Cell 0300 907 0671
7.r

y
i f :? ;

••



♦
e%.'

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. / _of 2015

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC Police Post Fatehpur, 

District Siuat.
V

,. .Appellant

wrvica TribunaJ
VERSUS

Police Officer, KhijberProvincial 

Pakhtunkhiva, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu

1. The

Sharif
3. The District Police Officer, District Swat at

Gulkada.

.. .Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE

ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 3 BEARING 

O.B. NO. 201 DATED 19-11-2014, WHEREBY 

THE APPELLANT WAS REVERTED TO 

POST OF C-1 CONSTABLE AGAINST THE 

RULES AND FACTS. FEELINGLAW,

AGGRIEVED OF THE SAID ORDER THE

APREFERREDAPPELLANT 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL TO THE 

RESPONDENT NO. 2, WHO ALSO 

REJECTED THE SAME IN 

MANNER AGAINST THE LAW, RULES AND 

FACTS VIDE ORDER NO. 1452/E DATED 16- 

02-2015, HENCE BOTH THE ORDERS 

IMPUGNED ARE LIABLE TO SET ASIDE

SUMMARYIL

AND THE APPELLANT REMA INED AS HC 

WITHOUT ANY BREAK.

&



©*

PRAYER:

THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL
the impugned orders ofBOTH

RESPONDENTS NO. 2 AND 3 BE SET ASIDE 

AND THE APPELLANT REMAINED AS HC 

WITHOUT ANY BREAK ALONG WITH ALL

CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Facts:

That the appellant joined the Police force in the 

1999 and since then performed his duties
i)

year
with honesty, bravery and punctuality.

That the appellant also under various training

efficient and able
ii)

and proved himself to be 

Police Officer/Official

an

post as IHCHi) That the ivhile the appellant 

i Police Post Fatehpur he performed his duties to

was

the best of his abilities and helped the Forest 

Department in curbing the illegal timber

smuggling, in which regard the- Forest

to theDepartment has given prize money 

appellant as well.

That it was during this period that a false and 

baseless complaint zvas made against the 

appellant alleging that the appellant has got 

links ivith timber smugglers.

tv)

That a shame inquiry zvas constituted and the 

served zoith q charge sheet,
t)

appellant zuas 

wherein tfic same baseless charge of links with

leveled against thetimber smugglers zuas



appellant. Copy of the charge sheet is enclosed as 

Annexure "A”.

That the appellant submitted a detailed reply to 

the same and clarified himself of the baseless 

allegations by providing the details of his 

[ successful effort of intercepting the timber 

smuggling attempts.

vi)

vii) That the reply of the appellant

considered neither the appellant was given

was never

proper opportunity to defend himself moreover

also never considered,his defence version was 

rather it seemed a pre-decided case.

viii) That upon the recommendations of the inquiry 

officer the respondent No. 2 passed an order vide 

O.B. No. 201 dated 19-11-2014 against the law, 

rules and facts, whereby the appellant 

■ reverted to the post ofC-1 constable. Copy of the 

order is enclosed-as Annexure "B'\

was

ix) That appellant feeling aggrieved of the said order 

submitted an application for getting the copies of 

; the whole inquiry proceedings, but the 

authorities were so-biased that the same were 

provided to the appellant. The application 

is enclosed as Annexure "C".

never

That feeling aggrieved and having no other 

option the appellant filed a departmental appeal 

to the respondent No. 2, loho also rejected the 

mechanical manner vide order

x)

same in a very 

No. 1452/E dated 16-02-2015, zvithout resorting

either to the facts or the law and rules on the



enclosed assubject. Copy of the appeal is 

Annexuve 'O" and that of the ovdev as

Annexure "E'j respectively.

xi) That feeling aggrieved of the orders impugned 

the appellant filed the instant appeal on the 

; following grounds.

Grounds:

a) That the appellant has not been treated with in 

accordance with the,law and rules and has been 

condemned as unheard.

has been conducted.b) That no proper inquiry 

\ Moreover the appellant has not been properly

associated with the inquiry neither his defence
i

version has been taken into any consideration. 

Furthermore that the appellant has never been given 

the opportunity to know any evidence, if any, that 

is used against him.

'c) That the respondents have overstepped their 

authority in imposing the illegal order of reversion 

and that too in a very colorful and arbitrary 

: manner.

d) That vested right of the appellant has been denied to 

hirri without any reasons, whatsoever.

e) That the appellant has never committed any act of 

commission or omission which may constitute any 

offence under any law. . .

It is, therefore, very respectfully prayed that 

acceptance of this appeal both the impugnedon



orders may very kindly he set aside and the 

i appellant restored hack to the position ofHC along 

with all consequential benefits.

Any other relief deemed appropriate i 

! circumstances may also very kindly he granted.

in

ppellant

uhammad 

Through Counsels,

Aziz-ur-Rahman

mdad Ullah

Advocates Stoat

\



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAE, PESHAWAR

of2015Service Appeal No.

Khaista Muhammad ExNHC Police Post Fatehpur,

District Sioat.

.. .Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 

Others.

.. .Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I Khaista Muhammad solemnly state on Oath that

are true and correct to theall the contents of this appeal 

best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has either

been misstated or concealed before this Honourable

Tribunal.

'wonent

Khaista Muhammad

Identified by:

Imdad Ullah

Advocate Swat

..BSgg* 

a#-? s-TTj



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL^ PESHAWAR

of2015Service Appeal No.

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC Police Post Patehpur, 

District Swat.

.. .Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and 

Others.

.. .Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant:

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC Police Post Patehpur, 

District Swat.

Respondents:

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber 

. Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu 

Sharif
I

3. The District Police Officer, District Swat at 

Gulkada.

Appellant 

Through Counsel,

rndad Ullah

Advocate Swat
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competent authority- 

as IHC^Pollce
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i Mr

, HeaiiConstlMe

Swat as.LDMncUopllce_QTfic^

while postea
, chPi- Akb5r...S.St^,P^ prsct Fatchgur as

(viiihammad.Khaista
cha'.-ge yon

which is / are grossact / acts,mmitted the following

Disciplinary Rules 197S

fcllcw:;-
‘.hat you co 

Ru!es2NofPn'‘"e
been reported 

defined in
It has

as IHC Police Post Fatehpur 

Circle, dated

misconduct on your part as

; You

linked with

Muhamrr.adNo.620 while posted

of SDPO/KhwazaHead Constable Khaista

timber smugglers

Khela
as per report

reportedlyare
ndered yourselfduct and rebe guilty of miscontoof the above, you appear

, 2. By reasons 4 of the Disciplinary Rules 1975.

written reply within
specified in Rule (7) days of the3i! or any of penalties seven

liable to required to submit your
3, You are, therefore

ihe Ennuirv office'. the specified period, 

shall
pi or this Charge Sheet to

Your written reply

Irv Officer within 

and in that case
^ should reach the Enquirymom

if any ex-parte actionn. defense to put in
have not shaii be presumed that you

or not.toiiovi' agmnst you. desire to be heard in person
.,0 whether you
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n, lotimetn as

; 5..qstatemen
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•^^ruiexure----^ ^:r;'~7

V

ORDER .

I . This order will dispose off the departmental enquiry against Head 

Constable Khaista Muhammad No.620 he while posted as IHC Police Post Fatehpur was 'V.--

reportedly linked with timber smugglers.

He was issued Charge Sheet alongwith statement of Allegations and

SDPO/Matta Circle was deputed as Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer conducted proper 

departinental enquiry against the delinquent ovficer Head Constable Khaista Muhammad 

No.620 and recorded the statements of all concerned officers. He has. provided ample 

opportunity to the-delinquent officer Head Constable Khaista Muhammad No.620 to defense 

the charges leveled against him. After conducting proper departmental enquiry, the Enquiry 

Officer submitted his findings wherein he recommended the delinquent Officer for punishment. 

He was heard in Orderly Room. However, he could not present any plausible defense for the

rha’'a.er- leveie-'l against him.

Therefore, in exercise of the powers vested in the undersigned under

prilo;^ a (\)\] of Police Disciplinary Rules-1975, 1, Sher Akbar, S.St, P.5.P, District Police Officer, 

Swat as a competent authority, am constrained to award him the punishment of reversion to his 

substantive rank of C-l Constable.

Order announced. .

Distr2ct.Pcflice..Officer, Swa\

O.B, No. '201

Dated 19 / 11 /2014.
****♦**:+;-4.'
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ORDER:

OV?'

This order will dispose off appeal of Constabi; 
r restoration ofrank as He ,:1 Constablf

Brief facts of the
while posted as MC Police Post Fateh
was issued Ci -

Swat District fo Khaista Muhammad No. 620 of

'"■^ ‘^^'“’^^'’'‘^^“leKhaista Muhammad No 620 

pur had reportedly linked with timber 
-arges Sheet alongwith statement of aliegati 

nquuy Officer. The Enquiiy Officer

case

smugglers in smuggling. He 

was deputed asions and SDPO/Matta Circle
conducted proper departmentalofficer and recorded the enquiiy against the deihiquent 

provided ample opportunity to 

was heard in

statements of all concerned officials. He
. ® recommended delinquent Officer for

District Police Officer, Swat. Howe 

levelled against him.

defend wherein h was
punishment. He Orderly Room by .

nse for the Charges
-ice Officer, Swat awarded him the 

0.201 dated 19/11/2014.

ver, where he could not present any plausible defe 

ges the District Poli 
s substantive rank of C-I Constable N

Bemg found guilty of the char
punishment ofreversioo to hi

appellantdidnotproduce!lyIlt^lLtlt!it;thrd"f°"

Police Officer. Swat, whereby the appellant ha, b a 
- Of C-f constable. His apje. is

of reversion to his substantive

Order announced

(AZAD KHAN) TSf, PSP
Regional Police Officer,

Malakand, at Saidu Sharif Swat
*Naqi*

-i.*:

No.
s .

Dated j b ^ d'X^2^2015.
:K- ■•Copy District Police Officer 

reference to his office Memo: No.' Swat for information and necessary actidi|:.with19759/E, dated 30/12/2014.
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^ ^ before the service TRIBUNAIIKHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.
li-^Service Appeal No. 180/2015. , ■

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC PP Fatehpur Swat Appellant

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Swat. 

The District Police Officer, Swat....................................................

2.

3. Respondents.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS .

Respectfully Shewith,

The comments on behalf of Respondents are submitted as below.

Preliminary Objections.

1. That the appellant has got no Cause of action and locus standi to file the present 
appeal.

That the appeal is bad due to misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties.
That the appeal is time barred.

That the appellant has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.

That this Hon’ble Tribunal has got no jurisdiction to entertain the present appeal. 

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

That the appellant concealed the material facts from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the appeal.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8;

Facts:

i. Para No. 1 of appeal pertains to service record and subject to proof

ii. Para No.2 of appeal pertains to service record, hence no comments.

iii. Para No. 3 of appeal is not based on real facts, appellant while posted in PP Fatehpur. 
have made links with timber smugglers.

iv. Para No. 4 of appeal is incorrect. Appellant while posted in above Police Post instead of 

assisting the Forest Department, appellant himself involved in timber smuggling.

V. Para No. 5 of appeal is incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry against the appellant 

conducted during which it has been established that appellant has linked with timber 

smugglers.

was
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^ fi. Para No. 6 of appeal is incorrect. The reply of appellant was not satisfactory, hence on 

receipt of recommendation of Enquiry Officer, appellant was reverted to substantive 

rank of Constable C-I list vide speaking order dated 19.11.2014 OB No. 201. 

vii, Para No. 7 of appeal is incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry was conducted against 

appellant and proper opportunity of defence was provided but appellant did not prove 

himself innocent.-

viii. Para No. 8 of appeal is correct to the extent of punishment vide OB No. 201 dated 

19.11.2014 which is speaking in nature, 

ix. Para No. 9 of appeal is incorrect and based on malafide intention 

X. Para No. 10 of appeal is correct to the extent of filling of departmental appeal, but the 

same was rejected by the respondent No. 02 being meritless, 

xi. The orders of respondents are quite legal and in accordance with law.

Grounds:

a. Incorrect: appellant has been treated in accordance with law.

b. Incorrect: proper departmental enquiry in accordance with law has been conducted.

c. Incorrect: the orders of respondents are quite legal and in accordance with law, while as

per rules reversion from officiating rank is no punishment.

d. Incorrect: no vested righted of appellant has been violated.
e. Incorrect: appellant has proved himself an inefficient Police official and found guilty of

the mis-conduct.

It is therefore requested that the appeal of appellant may kindly be dismissed with 

being devoid of merits and without any legal substance ^
cost

//

Provincial Police^iHicer,
Khybg^^Palditunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 1)

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Region, Swat. 

(Respondent No. 2)

District Pol 'fficer. Swat. 
(Respondent No. 3)
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

3 Service Appeal No. 180/2015

Khaista Muhammad Ex-IHC PP Fatehpur Swat. Appellant

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.

District Police Officer, Swat.

1.

2.

3.

Respondents

POWER OF ATTORNEY

We, the undersigned No. 01 to 04 doe hereby appoint Aziz Ur Rehman DSP Legal 

Swat as Special representative on our behalf in the above noted appeal. He is authorized to 

represent us before the Tribunal on each and every date fixed and to assist the Govt: Pleader 

attach to Tribunal.

Khyber PakhtunkHwa, Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 01)

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Division, Saidu Sharif Swat. 

(Respondent No. 02)

District Polire^ficer, Swat 
(Resojofident No. 03
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWARt'
• ’i

3' Service Appeal No. 180/2015

AppellantKhaista Muhammad Ex-IHC PP Fatehpur Swat.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat.

District Police Officer, Swat.

1.

2.

3.

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We, the above respondents do hereby solemnly affirm on oath and declare that 

the contents of the appeal are correct/true to the best of our knowledge/behalf and nothing has 

been kept secrete from the honorable Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

43r
'

' Provincial Police Officepr 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pwhawar 

(Respondent No. 01)

Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Malakand Division, Saidu Sharif Swat. 

(Respondent No. 02)

J

\

District Pplire Officer, Swat 
(Respond^ No. 03)
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A

-^^nmxure----
i

J" *
ORDER

This ..order wiil 'dispose off the departmental enquiry against Head . 

Constable Khaista Muhammad No,620 he while posted as IHC Police Post Fatehpur was 

reportedly linked with timber smugglers.

>>

He was, issued Charge Sheet alongwith .statement of Allegations and 

SDPO/Matta Circle was deputed as Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer conducted proper 

. departme.nta! enquiry against the delinquent officer Head Constable Khaista Muhammad 

No.620 and recorded the statements of all concerned officers. He has provided ample 

opportun.i.ty to the delinquent officer Head Constable .Khaista Muhammad No,620. to defense 

the charges leveled against him. After conducting proper departmental enquiry, the Enquiry 

'Oi'ficcf subniitted his findings wherein he recommended the delinquent Officer for punishment, 

l ie was heard in Orderly Room. However/he could not present any .plausible defense for the

against him. .

/

Therefore, in exercise of the powers vested in the undersigned under 

nf.pniice Disciplinary RuleS'1975, I, Sher Akbar, 5.St, P.S.P, District Police Officer, • 

Swat as a competent authority, am constrained to award hirri the punishment of reversion to his '

• substantive rank of C-i Constable.,“•-I

Order announced.

.. . ....
District.Ptfficepfficer/S^Wa^:t

• O.B. No. 201

Dated 19 / 11 /20I4.
^X******:4-***

<

.A



//_//

ure’

competent authority, 'hereby
PolicG_PosLlatchfiui as

aiAR^.5:dEIl 
1 '(ulr. Sh^r Akbar..S.^ 

Cop-Stahle KhjiiAla

^ ' . J Swat asn'Ktric't police QTii££t
No.620 while posted, as IHC

. P.S.P

^,/inharrirna^
chai';:^'-? you

act / acts, which is-/ are gross• follcvv'':- committed the following
Disciplinary Rules ,1975.

been reported .‘hat you cQ.i

rtas.defined in Rules 2 (iii) ofPoi.ee
It has

misconduct on your pa as IHC Police Post Fatehpur 

Khela Circle,, dated
Muhammad No.620 while posted

Head Constable Khaista Mu 

linked with timber smugglers as ;
You of SDPO/Khwaza-jer report

reportedly. o'/n
rendered yourselfto be guilty of misconduct and

of the above, you appear
specified in Rule-4 of the Disciplinary Rules 1975

,,nerefore, required to suomit your wriUen reply Withm seven

2. By reasons

liable to all or anyo.f penalties

3, You are.

(7) days of the

the Enquiry officer. in the specified period, 
action shall

rucciot ov this Charge Sheettn 

'Your .
sbm! be presumed that you

-ach the Enquiry Officer within
defense tp put in and in that case ex-parte

written, reply, if any, should
have no

. (oiir-v ii'^-riinst you. or not.whetheryou desire to be hrmrd in person

is enclosed.
intimate as ^.0

6,.:^. statement of allegations

District Polil^ Cfhrcr.Syvat-

E, •

^ c4 ^

r



KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

No. 1701 /ST Dated 13 710/ 2016

To The D.P.O,
Swat at Gulkada.

Subject: - JUDGMENT

I am directed to forward herewitlh a certified copy of Judgement dated 
4.10.2016 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above

REGISTRABT 
KHYBER PAKHTIMKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUlvIAL 
PESHAWAR.


