Date of
order/
proceeding
s

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate

.2‘

04.03.2020

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL -

At Camp Court, Swat.
Service Appeal No. 954/2019

Date of lnstitution ...... 27.07.2019
Date of Decision ... 04.03.2020

Taimoor Khan son of Muhammad Gul, resident of Shawkalay

| | Koper, Tehsil Dargai, District Malakand (Ex-Constable no.1680).

, Appellant
Versus o

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtu'nkhwa Peshawar.
| - 2. Regional Pohce Officer Malakand Range -IIT at Saidu Sharif |

Swat. -
3. District Police Officer Swat at Gulkada Swat

4. Additional S.P Swat.
‘Respondents

Mr. Muhammad Hamid Mughal — Member(J) -
Mr. Hussain Shah -Member(E)

JUDGMENT
MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL MEMBER Learned

counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman Ghani learned District |-

Attorney alongwith Khawas Khan S.I (Legal) present.
The appellant (Ex- Constable) has filed the present service

appeal against the order dated 09.05. 2019 whereby the appellant

3

was awarded major punlshment of “dismissal from service and-

. against the order dated 16.07.2019 of the appellate authority through

whlch the depattmental appeal ~filed by the - appellant was

regletted/ﬁled
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3. Learned counsel for t;{e appellant argued that the appellant
was recruited as Constable in the Police Department; that the
appellant was dismissea from service vide order dated .15.025‘.-2018
and his departmental appeal against the order of dismissal dated
_15._02.2018 was also filed however consequent upon the judgment
dated 05.03.2019 in Service Appeal N0.968/2018 filed by the
appellant he wés feinstated in service for the purpose of de-novo
departmental inquiry; that the de-novo departmental inquify was

entrusted to Additional S.P Swat who after conducting one sided

| inquiry, submitted his finding report. ‘Further argued that the

appellant was again dismissed from service vide the impugned order
dated 09.05.2019 withouf affording him opportunity of hearing; that
feeling aggrieved against the impugned order dated 09.05.2019 the
appellant filed departmental appeal however the same was also
filed, hence the present service appeal. Further argued that |
impugned orders are against law and norms of juétice; that no
proper opportunity of defense was given to the appellant; that the
appellant was not treated in accordance with law and rules on the.
subject; that the impugned orders were passe.d in flagrant violation
of law and are tainted with malafide intention.

4. As against that learned District Attorney argued that the

appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean hands; that the

| appellant was dismissed from service on the charges of developing

illicit - relations with women ; that the directions of this Tribunal

were complied with by reinstating the appellant for de-novo inquiry;
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that the feédirement of 1aw was fully observed before the issuance
of the impugned order; that charge sheet/statement of allegation was
1ssued, thaf the inquiry officer has verified the charges of illicit
relations with married women and dealing in narcotics; that the
appellant was provided all the opportunities of personal hearing and
self-defense; that the allegation leveled against the appellant was
fully established during the course of inquiry; that the appellant was
treated in accordance with law and after observing gll the codal
formalities, he was awarded punishment.

5. Arguments heard. File perused.

6.  On the allegations of illicit relations, Show Cause Notice was
served upon’the appellant followed by order dated 15.02.2018 of
dismissal from service. Service Appeal filed there against by the
appellant was acceﬁtéd and the appellant was reinstated in service
with the direction to the respondents to conduct proper inquiry.

Consequent upon the judgment of this Tribunal dated 05.03.2019 in

.| Service Appeal No.968/2018 charge sheet/statement of allegation

was issued to the appellant on the allegation that he was transferred
and posted to Police Station Kalam on colmplaint basis after
developing illicit relations with a girl in. Asharay locality; that after
some- time, he was posted as DFC Police Post Dewlai by using
external influence and in the same area he developed illicit relation
with another girl (mafried one) and he was in t'he.practice of

frequently visiting her house and persuading her to get divorce from

—

her husband.
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7. The,,compéfent:ia__ujthor_jty appoihtﬁtt-ed "Additional S.P Swat as |
inquiry officer. TheA appellant was éssociate‘d with the' inquiry
proceeding. The inquiry officer submitted his report wherein he
gave ﬁndings against the appellant. The appellate authority élso
personally heard the appellant. Learned counsel for the appellant
could not demonstrate that the finding report submitted by the
| inquiry ofﬁce;r is arbitrary or actuated with malice. With‘ their joint
comments, the respondents also annexed complaiﬁt of the S H.O
Police Station Shah Dhe'ri and report of Incharge DSB Swat against |
the appellant. The technical questions raised by learned counsel for
the appellant are not found sufficient for setting aside the impugned
orders.

8. In view of the facts and circumstances of the case, this
Tribunal is of the considered opinion that the ilﬁpugned orders do
not call for any interference. Consequently the present service

appeal is dismissed. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be

\ .
Al
(Hussain Shah) (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

Member _ Member
Camp Court, Swat.

consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

04.03.2020




£02.03.2020 - ;_.«Learned. counsel for the appellant present. "Mf.:'Usman
Ghani learﬁed District Attorney alohgwith'KhaWas Khan S.I
(Legal) present. Arguments heard. To comé‘gp lfdr order on ‘
S 04.03.2020 before D.B at Camp Court, Swat..'
. ~ - @ / -

./ * . - " ¢ - ‘

Member. Member
: Camp Court, Swat.
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04.03.2020 - Learned counsel for the appellant, Mr. Usman Ghani learned
District Attorney alongwith Khawas Khan S.I (Legal) present.

Vide separate judgment of today of this Tribunal placed on
file, the present service appeal is dismissed. Parties are left to

- bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

- . . . '
M K
(Hussaiti"Shah) (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

Member Member
_ : Camp Court, Swat.
ANNOUNCED. -

04.03.2020




04.11.2019 .

103.12.2019

06.01.2020

[ Service Appeal No. 954/2019

Appellant alongw1th his. counsel and Mr. Riaz Ahmad
Paindakheil, Assistant AG alongw1th Mr. Mir Faraz, DSP (Legal)
for the respondents, presenjt.- Written reply on behalf of

respondents not submiftéd‘."" Representative of the respondents -

requested for adjoummeht. Adjdume‘d to 03.12.2019 for written

reply/comments before S:B'at:Cainp Court Swat.

A

~~ (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
Member
Camp Court Swat -

Appellant in p@rsovn picscnt Written reply on behalf of

of the respondeat departmcnt present and seeks time to ﬁ;mish
written reply/comments. Gl’ante?d To come up for written

¥ -eply/comments en 06.0]. 2020 bcfoxe S.B at Camp Court, Swat.

) - . \@ - /
Member
Camp Court, Swat

Appellant in person and Mr 'Riaz _Aﬁmad'-'

Paindakheil, Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Mir Faraz, DSP
(Legal) for the res‘pondents present. Representative of the -.
department submitted para wise reply The same is
placed on record. Case to come up for remmder if any,

and arguments on 02 03 2020 before D.B at Camp Court
Swat.

S~

[Muhammad Amln Khan Kundi)
Member
Camp Court Swat

«

respondents not supmitted. Khawas Khan S.I (Legal) representative - - " .




—

Appetiant Deposited

§5% . 04109.2019

Learned counsel “for ‘the appellant present. Preliminary

arguments heard.

The appellant (ExiCOnstable) has filed the present service

appeal against the order dated 09.05.2019 whereby he was

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service. The .

appellant has also assailed the order dated 16.07.2019 through
which his departmental appeal against the punishment of
dismissal from service was filed. As per impugned orders the
apéellant was in the practice of establishing illicit relations .with'
_'thé~ girls in the arcas of his posting and he was also bringing

Charas to Shah Dheri illegally and selling the same to notorious

~ drug seller. L?aa;‘neﬁ counsel for the appellant contended inter alia

that legal requirements were not observed prior to the issuance of

punishment order:

Points raised urged consideration. The presént service
appeal is admitted for regular hearing subject to all just legal

objections. The appellant.is directed to depdsit security and

process fee within 10 days. Thereafter notices be issued to the -

respondents for written reply/comments. To come up for written -

reply/comments on 04.11.2019 before S.B at Camp Court, Swat.

e
Member
Camp Court, Swat
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of ':
Case No.- 954/2019
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings With signature of judge
proceedings .

1 2 3 \

1 24/07/2019= - The appeai of Mr. Taimoor Khan pre!s“e%r’lgggj:today by Mr. Shabir
Ahmed Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put
up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order glease.

7. ’ 10)03 },c} This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary heafing to be

but up there on “UI'%’(DQ “? . AT C_MV/D Cg‘.’wﬁ SWQ/{;

A ]

CHAIRMAN




BEFORE SERVICE

uxq

TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PUKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR
Service Appeal no QS L] 2019

Taimoor Khan ~Versus  Provincial Police Officer and others
SERVICE APPEAL
INDEX
S.no Description Annexure Page no
1 Memo of Appeal 1-4
2 Affidavit . 5
3 Addresses of parties 6
4 Copy of order/judgment of “A7 7-10
reinstatement dated 5-3-2109. ' :
5 Copy of Charge sheet “B” . - 11-12
6 Copy of Findings report of “C” 13 -
EO
7 Copy of dismissal order of “D”  14-15
Respondent No.3 dated 9-5- '
19 along with Better Copy
8 copy of departmental appeal “E” 16-20
0 Copy of order of Respondent B 2123
No.2 dated 16-7-2019 along :
with better copy .
10 Wakalat Nama af
2D
' Appellant
Through Councﬂ
Q\ NN
Shabir Ahmad Khan (Dawlat Khel)
Advocate High Court
Office address:

Hamza Law chamber, Near Azad Medicine

Company post office road Mingora Swat.

Cell: 0341-566-6263 /0333-949-9466 ’
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BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PUKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

f@hyber Pat

Service ¥

qyg Piary
Service Appealno__ /) Y 2019 ﬁll/ll
Dated

| Taimoor Khan S/O Muhammad Gul R/O Shawkalay Koper,
- Tehsil Dargai, District Mlakand (Ex-Constable No.1680)
..... ceereseeieee L (Appellanat)

o

Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at CPO
Peshawar ‘

2. Regional poﬁce Officer Malakand Range-III at Saidu
- Sharif Swat.

3. District Police Officer Swat at Gul Kada Swat.

4. Additional SP Swat....... ST ....(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
| PUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT.1974
%ﬁedt?‘MGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER OF
| ResistrdrRESPONDENT NO 3 DATED 9/5/2019, WHERBY
BN \\g  THE RESPONDENT NO 3 DISMISSED THE,
APPELLANT FROM SERVICE ,AGRIEVED FROM
THE SAID ORDER THE APPELLANT PREFFERED
A DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL BUT THE SAME

WAS.ALSO FILLED BY THE RESPONDENTS NO 2

Respectfully sheweth:
Facts arising to the present appeal as under:
1) That the appellant was initially recruited as a

constable into police department but later on 15-2-
2018 the appellant was dismissed from service.

. . .- J——
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2) That aggrieved from the above said order a
departmental appeal was preferred and was also
filled ,then the appellant filled service appeal which
was accepted by this honorable tribunal and the
appellant was reinstated into service vide order
/judgment dated 5-3-2019.(Attested copy of
order/Judgment is Annexed as Annexure “A”)

3) That in the said order/judgment this honorable
tribunal directed the respondents to conduct proper
Enquiry under police rules 1975 within a period of
90 days and the back beneﬁt would be subject to
denovo- enqu1ry

4) That the appellant was reinstated into service as per
the said order/judgment and a Charge sheet Vide No.
17/PA dated 8-4-2019 was issued to the
appellant.(Copy of Charge Sheet is annexed as
Annexure “B”)

5) That the enquiry was entrusted into Additional SP
Swat for Denovo enquiry and Enquiry officer after
conducting enquiry submitted his ﬁildings report.
(Copy of Findings report of the EO is annexed as
annexure “C”).

6) That on the basis of findings report of the enquiry

~ officer the respondent No.3 without giving any
opportunity of hearing second time dismissed the
appellant from service.(Copy of order of dismissal is’
Annexed as Annexure “D”)

7) That aggrieved from the order of respondent No.3
the appellant preferred a departmental appeal which
was also filled by the respondent No.2(Copy
departmental appeal is annexed as annexure “E” and

copy of the order of Respondent No.2 is Annexed as
annexure “F”) :




8) That éggrieved from the 6rders of respondents the
present appeal is submitted on the following grounds
before this honorable tribunal.

Grounds:-

~ ) That the enquiry was entrusted to Additional SP Swat
for Denovo enquiry but the enquiry officer ran one way
- traffic and made a dishonest and baseless improvements

in his findings report which clearly shows the malafide

intention and biasness of the enquiry officer as well as
the other respondents.

b) That no proper opportunity of being fairly hearing was
given to the appellant by respondents and the appellant
has been illegally dismissed from service by the
respondents which is against the law, service rules and
norms of justice. -

¢) That the allegations leveled against the appellant are
~ baseless, frivolous, and not sustainable and untenablé
under the law and rules on the subject.

d) That the universal canon of natural justice have been set
aside and no ample opportunity of presenting the
delinquent stance /version has been given to 1he
appellant.

e) That the impugned order is unreasonable ,arbitrary and
is liable to be set aside.

f) That the appellant was not treated accordance with
law and rules on the subject and the 1mpugned order has
been passed away in flagrant violation of law and rules




tainted with mala-fide intention and is therefore not
sustainable and is liable to be set aside.

g) That the other important points will be raised during the
course of arguments with the kind permission of this
honorable court.

- Therefore, it is humbly prayed that
“That by acceptance of the instant
Service appeal the impugned
Order of respondents may kindly
Be set aside and the appellant may
Kindly be reinstated into service
With all back benefits.

Any other relief which may appropriate

In the circumstancés may also be

Awarded to the appellant not specifically _
Prayed for.

A -
Appellant W% .
Through counselg A S

Shabir Ahmad Khan (Dawlat khel)
Advocate High Court ,




BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PUKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

Service Appeal no 2019

Taimoor Khan

- Versus

Provincial Police Officer and others

SERVICE APPEAL

Afﬁdavit

I Taimoor khan (Ex-Constable No.1680) district
Swat do hereby states on oath that all the
contents of the instant Appeal are true and
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief
and nothing has been kept concealed from this
honorable tribunal. |

\ Deponet

Taimoor khan




BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PUKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

Service Appeal no 2019

Taimoor Khan

Versus

Provincial Police Officer and others

SERVICE APPEAL

Memo of Adresses

Addresses of the appellant:

Taimoor Khan S/O Muhammad Gul R/O Shawkalay Koper,
Tehsil Dargai,District Mlakand (Ex-Constable No. 1680)

Addresses of respondents:

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa at CPO
Peshawar

2 Regional pol1ce Officer Malakand Range III at saidu
Sharif Swat.

3) District Police Officer Swat at Gul Kada Swat

4) Additional SP Swat at Saidu sharif swat.

Appéllanat Taimoor Khan@éb%)/@w

Through Counsel '
' Shabir Ahmad Khan (Dawlat kheel)
' Advocvate‘High Court
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SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

zill T
‘Service Appeal No. é’g of 2018 { \\

,\;_1

Taimoor Khan S/o Muhammad Gul R/o Shawkalay R/o
Koper, Tehsﬂ Dargai, District Malakand (Ex-constable .

fhyheyr Palk hfukln\u

NO 1680) \" vicw Tribvang!
’ . Piney No, 17’3(-/1

oas

,VERSUS ‘ L{”g’]z‘ﬁ@

1. Ii-isp"ector General = of Police | Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa at PeshaWar | . .‘

2. Régiohal Police Officer Malakand: Range - III at |
Saidu Sharif Swat. ‘

3. Dlstno Police Officer Swat.

.....Respondents

'SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KPK_SERVICE

' ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO. 3 DATED 15/02/2018,

WHEREBY' APPELLANT WAS_DISMISSED FROM

SERVICE WITH IMMFDIATE EFFECT AGAINST -

WHICH APPELLANT _FILED _DEPARTMENTAL
ATTESTED

APPEAL ON 17/02/2018 WHICH WAS AiSO FILED BY

&w‘s

jpusiiva PREFERRED AN_APPLICATION TO THE "REVIEW

Service Tivunal,
: pCSdefﬂ'

COMMITTEE_OF RESPONDENT NO. 1 BUT THE

SAME WAS _ALSOQ REJECTED BY REVIEW

-.Appellants |

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED = .

RESPONDENT NO. 2 THEN THE APPELLANT
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BFI ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRlBUNAI
CAMP COURT SWAT, ;

Service Appeal No. 968/2018

Date of Institution ...  06.08.2018
Date of Decision ... 05.03.2019

: l‘cumoor Khan S/o Muhamm'ld Gul R/o Shawkalay R/o Koper, Tehml Dargal

‘District Malakand (Ex-constable no. 1680). (Appellant)
| VERSUS
Thelrfspector General of Police, Khyber: ]')'akhtunkluva, Peshawar and two others.
" (Respondents).
MR SHABIR AHMAD KHAN, ‘ | -
' "-Advoaate : . - For appellant.
{\ MIAN AMIR QADAR, .
'1 District Attorney ' For respondents
R | o
\ MR. AHMAD HASSAN, MEMBER(Executive)

MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI-= e CHAIRMAN

JUDGMENT"

parties heard and record perused.

' ‘ARGU'MF;NTS.

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that on the basis of a complaint

‘received from SDPO, a show cause notice was served on him and thereafter major

penalty o‘r‘_ dismissal from serjviL:e was awarded vide impugned order dated
- 15.02.2018. He preferred departm‘enl’ai :,':.ppcal which was dismissed on 24.04,201-8
followed by Al'eview petition under Rufe-1 1(2‘{) of Police Rules 1975 ?.:‘.id.w,as also
“turned down vide order dated 3 1“.07.20 18, hence, thé_ instant service appeal:. Thougﬁ

charges lcveled a&dm‘;l the aptllam were frivolous and baseless but for the purpose

c  ATTESTE

\

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



s

T

ST
.‘\‘“”f‘\s

[A]

M
i

- »
of ensuring justice. proper enquiry was required to be conducted. In the present

circumstances, the appellant.was condemned unheard

Learned District Attorney argued that the appellant was found guilty of
havirg illicit refations with a girl and was proceeded under Police Rules 1975

ing illicit rel
Major puhishment was awarded to him after observance of codal formalities

CONCLUSION ‘
Wc would l1ke to first hwhlloht tlml the al!co ations of illicit relations with a

local girl were leveled against the appellant in a report of SDPO and resuliantly

show cause notice was served. under Sub-rule-3 of Rule-5 of Police Rules 1975 on
- M d ,- a

01.02.2018. However cbpv of the said complaint is not annexed with the parawise
comments of the respondents. In these circumstances, it is really difficult for this

Tribunal to give any clear findings on the veracity/contents of the above reference
We are also unable to comprehend as to what abstained the respondents from

3 [0 CC
holding tormal enquiry. Perusal of the show cause notice further revealed that no

reason has been recorded for dispensing with regular enquiry. As major penalty was

awarded to the appcllanl SO lhc prmciple of daturél\_lustwe wpported by numerous

mdoments of the superior courts demanded that tor the proper dlspensatwn of

M

. W
umtlce reoula%shoul have been conducted in the case in hand. Action taken by the
1cspondems appe'ued to be harsh, arbitrary and against the laid down procedure

As a sequel to above, the appeal is accepted, the impugned order dated
and the appellant is reinstatea in service

8 and 31.07.2018 are set asid
The lepondunts are directed to conduct proper enquiry under the Police Rules 1975

15.02.201

- ATTESTED -

Kbt By
rvice Thounal,

Peshawar




AV

within a period of ninety days from the date of receipt of this judgment. The issue
of back benefits shall be subject to the outcome of the-de-novo enquiry. Parties are

left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

e ”(AH ADHASSAN)
Member
Camp court Swat

( HAMID FAROOQ DUR'{ANI)
Chairman

ANNOUNCED
05.03.2019
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I, N ved Ashfaq Am ‘1r I’S]’, i)isl:'ict l’ol:ce Ofﬁcor, SW‘ll bemo Ic mpetent aurs.mty : )
" - . | H '
I

Coustable! Taim onr No. 1680 whn]e pocted as' DFC Pollcc bd‘.iuon' Shah l)her'u as at

I
hel ehy ch
I

I
T iy , . L

I
i
|1 O
1 1 !

N .. I

|
a 1, |
5. |
follows:-":; ’;:,,: H ;.:';,. | A
R T N |
) ! !

You commlttcd thc followmn, actlacts wlnch is/are gross mlsconducl on your part as def‘ned

T Nt
in Rules 2 (m) of Pohcc Dmmp]maly Rulcs 1‘)7‘3 mth amcndment. ‘.0I4 vulc Nou 1catmn No. 3859’Leg3 '

| | L 1 EE
’ dated 27-08- ’U 14 n{ the (u,nual 01 Pollcc Khvhu Pak 1tunkhwa Pc’hdwal : j j O ' g! : ! o
y : o < I ;e i ' ’ Ev S

f' \’nu were ms!urul and! p(Mul to P()IILL blnlmn K‘ilam (m u)mplamt haels after |
‘ ! " ' . o , | ' Y

[ ' P
(lwdnpmg Ihut relations wnh a oul in Ashar ay Imallty Allu' mmchmt.s you wcrc poslcd as I)I*C .
: N

( | i |

i

i
l'nhcc Post ])cwl'u I)v usm" e\tcrn 1I lul'lu“mc. ln thc same u ca you (Icvelopc(l lihcn rel:mo': w:th yet
. - I N

H

another "nl (mdl’l lul om) Ynu were m thc plau.ce of frequently visiting hcr houqe and pcrsuadmv
! . |,_. I :|||||l” J

“her to LL( dwmuifrom heér hushan(l You Were pmccc(lul against dup‘lrlmbm.sllv and %ubcequently

i

dismissed from service \’I(IL ih:\ n[hcc o> No. 27, dated 15-02-2018. In compliance of the Honorable

Service Tribunal ]’cs‘lmw r Judgmml in appca[ No. 968/2018 you are provisionully re- mstated for the

pur p()% of denave dqnntmentai cnqmry ‘You are therefore issued this Charge mlect and statcment of

allegations. o o A : : . o - i

2. By reasons of (hc abovc you appeal to be guiity of misconduict and lenderecl yourself

fiahle to all or any of penaltics <pcc:ﬂcd in Rule 4 ol'the Disciplinary Rules 1975.
Y(m are. lhcmfmc thunccl to submit your written reply within seven (07) days of the
reccipt of this Char Oe Sheet to the Enquiiry oﬂ icer. ‘ / T T T —
4. Your writien reply. if any should lcnch/ﬂ'e/l,nqun) Officer within the ‘:pCC fleﬁ\penod

farling wlncn it xhall be pr cqumud that \'Olt have no clele{me to put in and in that case ex-parte actlon skall

- e =
a.-/

it .

follow against vou - { . |

! : Imlmdtc as to 'whqhel you desire to' bc\}ca\fd in person or not. : : ' ! I
: ~—
( /\ qmtcmcnt o{‘allcgatmns is enclosed. — ‘ S
DNU"lct Pollce Officer- —
© Swat
No. [ 7’ IPA, /r/
Dated: ,“_2-___"0_?_»/2()19. ,
* 0
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P Lo I N .
E II Svc(l Athqq Anwm \ PSP l)mtt ict Pohce Ol'hcex, Swat bemg competcnt authonty ls 01"

1cnducd hlm%lf Imhlc to hc plObC(d(d agamqt df‘pdt“cnmmﬂy as he has comm:ttcd thc followmg,
nct:/om:wnns as cldmut in Rulc, 2 (m) 01 f’Ol]CL Rulcs 1975 w1th amcndment% 2014 vsdc Nohf‘catton
No. 185‘)/1 L!lrl] di llC(l 27-08- 2014 0[ 1hc Inqpcclo] Gulcml of Pnlire Khyber Pakhlunkhwc Il’cqhawm as’ pel
vamcmi /\ss( mhlv of Khyhcr Pdkhtunkhwq \Jmsrcml(m No. P/\/Khybu Pal«hlunkhwa/ Rllls/ 20! 1/44905
dated 16/()‘)/7(}]1 an(l C. I’O K. P K thawm Mf*x;m No ?037 62/1. ega! dated l‘)/l I/’Oll | i'. R

i | ! |
. | i

!" | : mnrMFNIOrAll,PGAllt)Ns |

!l Ium been lc,pmlcd 1Iml he whllc po<tcd as DFC Police Station Slmlu Dhcral commltte(l the

the 0pll1|0ﬂ lhal hc (‘onstahlc l‘ammm No ]680 whn]e posted as DFC Police SLill(m 'ihqlnl)hcral has

i
i

following }mt / acts, which is / aw Qross micc,oncluct on his part as dcf“ncd in Ruiu 2 (m) of Pohcc Rules :

1975.

developing illicit rcla(inns with a girl in Asharay locality. After sometimes he was posted as DFC Police
Post Dewlai by uci‘ng, external itiﬂuence In the same area he developed illicit relutions with yet another
girl (married mu,) He was in tlm practice of hcquuatlv visiting her house and persuading her to get

“divorcee from her hushand. He was proceeded against departmentally and subsec *u,nlly (lmmssed from

He' was lmns[c: red ‘md posted tn Police Station Kalam on wmplamt bdqm after |

service vide this office OB No. 27, dated 15-02-201‘_8. In compliance ol the Honor .tble Service Tribunal

i . . )
Peshawar Judgment in appeal No. 968/2018 you arce provisionally re-instated for the purpose of denove

departmental enquiry.

2. Tor the purposc of scrutinizing the cendnet of the said officer witt: reference to the above

allegations. Addl: Sl’ Swat is appoinled as I}}nql.li:'y Ofﬁcer. ‘ o .

A1
Police

'lhe enquiry “officer shall conducl proceedings in auw_;maee"ﬂxmr-wwmgx of
\

Rules 1975 and shal! provide rmqonable opponumty of defense hearing to the acwsed officer and stibsait

his findings lmmedmicly
The accused officer <hali JOII’I the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the

enquiry officer. o
. - N -

| : a ' : District Police Oflicer._

Swat s
No..ﬁ; /P/\ Dated Gulkada lhe 08 94 2019.
| Cnmm of above to:- ' — :
1 - Addl: SP_Swat for initiating proceeding’ against the accused Cifficer/Official  namely
’ ’ ' Constable Taimoor No, ]68(‘1 undcr’ Police Rules, 1975.
.} 2. Constable Taimoor No. 1680

Enquiry Officer for the purpose of enquiry proceeding. Aﬁested to i]e Tf

ok ko 1 . -
o ‘ - Shabir Ahma? Toan (Dawlat Khel)
: ' : : © v Advocmt High Court
e ' e ‘& Federal Shariat Court

| With the direction to appear before the E nquiry Officer on the date, time and place fixed by the
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; a\\'ua'd pim major punishment of disnissul t'r-u-'r'-_‘s.;:l"vix;\;‘.\\ I .

ORDIER .
l
This order will dispose of J)Lno\'a. Départmental enguiry against Com able
Taimoor No. 1680 (re-instated in service tor the purpose of Denove Departmcnun Enquiry). He.

while posted as DFC Police Station Shiah !)nuui was alleged of gross misconduct as it was

reported that be was transterred and posted to Police Station Kalam on conmpluaint busis alter

devetoping it relations with @ virl in Asharvay. Jocality. After sometime he vaas posted as DFC
Police Post Dewlai by using external influence. ln the sume area he developad illir;i-: retations
with vet another eirl (married one). He was in the practice ol visiting her house and persvading
her o et divoree (rom her husband.

He was proceeded against departmentally and subscouently dismissed
rom service vide this ofice O3 No. 27 duied 15-02- 2018, In compliance ot the liomndblc
Service Tribunal Peshawar judgment in Service Appeat No. 968/2018,! he was provisiob.zllly
reinstated for the purpose ol denove departmental enquiry.

[e was issued a charge sheet and statement of allegations vide this office

o, 17/PA, dated 08-04-2019 and Addl: SP Swat was directed to carry out denove departmental
ciquiry against the provistonadly reinstated Constable. The Enquiry Ofticer aftr carrying out the
et reported that apart from heeping il 1»&\;0!15 with various girls, the Constable under

v u ~

%o 10 Shah Dherai tocality. The Buquiry

Otficer held the delinguent Constable guiity ot gross misconduct.
{
The Constuble under enquiry was in the practice of vstablishing illicit
")
l
relations with girls in the arcas of his posting which 1s against discipline and unbu.wmmy:, ol a

Police Ofticer. Tle wus also brimmng charas 1o \hlln Dherat tocality andfscll‘:m’ the sume! o a
l

notorious drug seler namely Sahib Jan which is ¢ tlatant violation of dlsclplm +. By doing so the
Constable under discussion has brought u bud nume for Police Department. His conduct 18
detrimental 1o discipline and his lu;lhu xqumon in Police is bound to negatively influence

‘litate him to

attitude ol other pcxbunncl of the Foree. His furth K:'- retention in

commit wiongdoings und evade Taw by using Police u

ested 10 the undersigticd under Rules 2 (i) ol Polige Disciplinary Rules - 1975, 1 Syed Ashfa

Anwar, P31 District Police Otlicer, Swat bemg cpetent aulhuulv, ar constrained 10 ag;

Qrder announced.

"'i .f

| 3 e

0.8 No. 1T . saabie
n'kll’u! ?-' 5\‘. ,y‘ &

! Copy toi- ‘ o A ' ' : :

CATG/Legad with reference W CPO Pcrslm\\ftu‘; Mcnj()j‘. No. 1649/1. e, duted 28-03-

2019 please: . ' B S

2.+ Lsablishment Clerk P i '

G 08! , L
Vo neeessary action, pl Q8e. B - :

»

Z:z1.:'

Disty lLt l’uhcc OT
0 Sw h'“”\




BETTER COPY
ORDER;

This order will dispose of Denove departmental enquiry against Constable
Taimoor No.1680 (re-instated in service for the purpose of Denove Departmental
enquiry). He while posted at DFC police station Shah Dherai was alleged of gross
misconduct as it was reported that he was transferred and posted to police station
kalam on complaint basis after developing illicit relation with a girl in Asharray
locality. After some he was posted as DFC police post Dewlai by using external
influence. In the same area he developed illicit relations with yet another girl
(married one). He was in the practice of visiting her house and persuading her to
get divorce from her husband.

-He was proceeded against departmentally and subsequently
- dismissed from service vide this office OB No.27 dated: 15-02-2018. In
compliance of the honorable Tribunal Peshawar judgment in service appeal
No.668/2018. He was provisionally reinstated for the purpose of Denove
Departmental enquiry. ‘

He was issued a charge sheet and statements of allegations while
this office No. 17/PA, dated 08-04-2019 and Addl: SP Swat was directed to carry'
out denove departmental enquiry against the provisionally reinstated constable.
The enquiry officer after carrying out the needful reported that apart from
keeping illicit relation with various girls, the constable under enquiry was also in
the practice of bringing “charas” to Shah Dherai locality. The enquiry officer held
that the delinquent Constable guilty of gross misconduct.

The Constable under enquiry was in the practice of establishing illicit »
relations with girls in the areas of his posting which is against discipline and
unbecoming of a notorious drug seller namely Sahib jan which is a blatant
violation of discipline .by doing soup the constable under discussion his brought a
bad name for police department. His conduct is detrimental to discipline and his
further retention in police is bound to negatively influence attitude of other
personnel of the force. His further retention in police will also facilitate him to
commit wrongdoings and evade law by using police uniform. Hence, in exercise
of the powers vested in the undersigned under Rules 2 (iii} of police Disciplinary
Rules 1975, 1 Syed Ashfaq Anwar, PSP, District Police Officer, Swat being

competent authority, am constrained to again to award him major punishment of .

dismissal from service

Order announced

SD
District police officer

Swat
O.B No. 77
Dated 9-5-2019

Copy to:

1) AlG/legal with reference to CPO Peshawar Memo No. 1649/Legal,dated 28-3-2019
please. ’

2) Establishment Clerk mtestea 0‘)@ &9&)

3) 08I W
For Necessary action,please RitEY

it Ehel
amr A . L Caur
Sh Ad\'i\cﬂtt lkl-ak;.‘at Cou‘t




BEFORE REEGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
MALAKAND RANGE 11 AT SAIDU SHARIF,

.

DISTRICT SWAT DM@

Departmental Appeal No. | of 2019 ' E

Taimoor Khan
VERSUS
District P‘olice Officer Swat -

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL

INDEX
SNo.| Descriptions ___| Annexure | Page No.
L Memo of DepﬂrtmentalﬁARPeal 1-4
2] Copy of re-instatement ‘ “A” 5-9
3 _Copy of atrival report “B» 10
1 Copy of show cause notice, finding | “C”, “D”, 11-13
report and impugned order dated | . “E” '
.| 09/05/2019 - - ,
> .| Copy of CNIC of appellant « 4
T~

- Taimoor Khan S/o Muhammad -
Gul R/o Shawkalay Koper, Tehsil

“ Dargai, District Swat
(Ex.Constable No. 1680 newly
allotted No. 1257) ‘

- Dated: 14/05/2019

t ('ll-'he.'i"".l
Atteste & |

Shabir Ahmad Khan (Dawdat Ehel)
Advocate High Court
& Federal Shariat Court
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~ BEFORE REGI®ONAL POLICE OFFICER
MALAKAND RANGE III AT SAIDU SHARIF,

??gg;:p?l;::: —

R T R S T W R L S Sy p e e ey
. i
'

DISTRICT SWAT
% Departmental Appeal No. of 2019 i
% Taimoor Khan 5/0 Muhammad Gul R/o Shawkalay R/o 1

Koper, Tehsil Daxgai, District Malakand (Ex-constable
- No. 1680 newly allotted no. 1257)

Appellant
VERSUS ‘ |
District Police Officer Swat at Gulkada; Swat

: ..Reépondent

DEPARTMENTAL  APPEAL  AGAINST  THE
IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 09/05/2019 OF DISTRICT
POLICE OFFICER, SWAT.

Respectfully Sheweth:

Facts arising to the p‘resent departmental appeal are as

under;

1)  That appellant was initially recruited in police
department on 15/12/2008 as Constable, but
later on, on 01/01/2018 a Show cause notice vide

no. 71/PA was issued to the appellant and after

l\ttesteﬂ ‘g{;ﬁgw conducting ~enquiry the appellant was

Dawlat KeD) oo ' ) | '
Sha’ouhhmaﬁtf \‘ghco““ dismissed from service by respondent,
A%:gzaal Shasiat Court

¢ .

whereby, later on the appellant was re-instated




2)

3)
AAResten Hq W)"/ -
| M“M‘ _
!

s

in compliance of Honorable Service Tribunal

Peshawar judgment dated 05/03/2019 in'.éppéal
No. 968/2018 intd service for'the purpose of

denove enquiry with immediate effect. (Copy

of re-instatement is attached herewith - as

annexure “A”)
That on 03/04/2019, the appellant made arrival
report at JIS Police Line, Swat. (Copy of arrival

report is annexed herewith as annexure “B”)

That on 08/04/2019, a charge sheet No. 17/PA

was issued to the appellant -ahd .after

conducting enquiry on the recommendation of

the enquiry office respondent without giving

opportunity to the appellant, the .appellant was

cbndémned | uﬁheard. and  straight away
dismissed the appéllant again 'froim service.
(Copy -o-f ;not'i.ce, finding réport and impugned
order d‘atéd 09/05/2019 are attachéd herewith as
ann‘ex‘uré “C,D& E” 'respectively)

That no pr'(_)lﬁer bpportuﬁity of. beihg fairly

~heafd, was given to appellant by respondent

and illegally dismissed the appellant from




service which "is against law and éervice rules

a;;d 1‘10'rﬁ15 of ﬁatﬁral justiée.

5 That-the order of respon.dent is illegal, ‘sd the
impugned order of‘res_po'»ndent may kindly be
set aside and'the.appellént rhay be re-instated
into service. Eurthérmore, back benefits may

also be given to the appellant.

Hence the présent departmental appeal is

submitted on the following amongst other

grounds. |

GROUNDS: -

i. That the allegations léveled agéit_tst the
appellant are baseless, frivolous and not
‘sustainable and untenable under the law
and rules on the subject.

i'i..That neither proper inquiry of th§ .app'el-lant
was conducted nor proper oéportﬁnity of
hearing was given to the appellziﬁt. :

iii. That the universal cannon of ﬁafural jﬁstice

‘have been set “aside and no ample

Aifested ta be Trug Cowy

QV\%‘{W opportunity of presenting the delinquent

Shabir Ahmad Khat (Baslat Kie
-~ Advocate High Court

 &Federal Shariat Court - gpance / version has been given. -

LR
~
”~




iv.The impugned order is unreasonable,

arBitrary and is liable to be set aside.

It s theréfore, humbly prayed

that on acceptance of thls serv1ce‘
_appeal, the impugned order of
re‘spendent may gracicusly be set aside
and appellant may be reinstated in

service with all back benefits

Taimoor Khan S/o0 Muhammadi Gul |
R/o Shawkalay Koper, Tehsil Dargai;
District Malakand (Ex-Constable Nov |
1680 newly allotted No. 1257)

Dated: 14/05/2019 S :
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REGIONAL POLIC] OFFICER, MAI

I

. AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT.

%; 494

Emsath dtg»wlnkand__’@ggkoo. com
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0. 7Ry

This orde~ will d

ispose off appeal of Ex-Constable Timur No, 1680/ 1257 of Sw.:
-4 11 reinstatemnent in'service. '

. BI"Ef&d's of the case are that Ex.Cornsts {é{'lvz_‘_: No, 168971257 while e
&5 14"C Police Station Shah Dher.:

ER Y

was alleged of gross misconduct as he had developed illicit relations
with a girl in Asharray locality. Cor. quiatly he was transferred and post
‘compliar Hawever, after semetime he

|

|

E ed to Police Station Kalars on
| ,

:

lE - N 1 N -~ .

intluence, In

anaged to got posted himself as DFC PP Dewlai by using external -
the same area he developed illicit relations with another girt (married one). He was In the

PRctice of visiting her louse and persuading her to get divotce from her husband. He was proceeded against |

“apartmentally and subsequently distissed from service vide OB No. 27 dated 15/0
indged an appeal before this office which was filed vide this office memo:
After that the applicant preferred the service appeal No. 968/2018 befo

22018, The applicant
\ )
No. 3990/E, dated 247042018,

[ —

re the Service Trikumzi v

Peshawar which was accepted for Denovo enquiry and he was te-instated in servizr provi o Tl !
surpase of Denovo enquiry vide OB No. 5§ ciated 02/04/2019. He was issued a charge shee, -~ i
statement of allegations and Add!: SP Swat was directed to carry out denove departmental encttiny ti

- the provisionally reinstated Constable. The Enquiry Officer after
 stating therein that apart from keeping illicit relations with variou
-also in the practice of bringing

concueting eaquiry subeaitied ».is re, e |
s girls, the Constable nder enquiry was ;
“Charas” to Shah Dherai focality. The Enquiry

Constable guilty of gross misconduct. Being found guilty of the charges leveled
Constable was again v zrdes

Loenaier minishrent of izt isenl Sy sEe

Officer held the delinq;:ent

against him, the delinquent
M e

e DS S
BE vies U505 Sy 2ihce OB

i
1\

No. 77 dated 09/05/2019.

He was called in Orderly Room on |5/

Qpgellant could not produce any cogent reason in his deferse. His eiquiry was peruscd wherein the enquiry

Loty his apeas) S tifoe

0772019 and heard ixim in person. The

officer held him responsible for the charges against him.

¥ i boraby ded,

......

SMENT seevile

P ;
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“Cm gl e

NI, - 2 ' Sharif Swat
- O Mgies
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095 to Distriet Soltr# Gro cer, Sw

- at for information and nesEnsae
referencata hijs offite Memo: N, 8703/Legat, d )

Coavtion with

ated 307552519, Service Rolland Fayii -
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S , sEaTther ghave
. named Ex-Constabls i .. . ~=d herewith for record i sour office. | [
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OFFICE OF THE
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER MALAKAND
AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT

Ph:0946-9240381-88 & fax No, 0946-90

Email:digmalakandayahoo.com

ORDER:

This order will dispose of appeal of Ex-constable Timur No.. 1680/1257 of Swat for
Reinstatement in service. :

Brief facts of the case are that Ex-Constable Timur
No.1680/1257 while posted as DPC Police Station Dherai was alleged of gross
misconduct as he had developed illicit relations with a girl in Asharray locality.
Consequently he was transferred and posted to police Station kalam on complaint,
However, after sometime he managed to got posted himself as DFC PP Dewlai by using
external influence. In the same area he developed illicit relations with another girl
(married one). He was in the practice of visiting her house and persuading her to get
divorce from her husband. He was proceeded against departmentally and subsequently
dismissed from service vide OB No. 27 dated 15/02/2018 The applicant lodged an appeal
before this officer which was field vide this officer memo: No. 3990/E, dated 24/04/2018.
After that the applicant preferred the service appeal No. 968/2018 before the service
Tribunal Peshawar which was accepted for denovo enquiry and he was reinstated in
service provisionally for the purpose of denovo enquiry wide OB No.58 dated 2-04-2019
. he was issued a charge sheet along with statement of allegations and Addl: SP Swat
was directed to carry out denovo departmental enquiry against the provisionally
reinstated constable. The enquiry officer after conducting enquiry submitted is report
stating therin that apart from keeping illicit relation with various girls, the constable
under enquiry was also in the practice of bringing “charas” to Shah Dherai locality. The
enquiry officer held that the delinquent Constable guilty of gross misconduct .Being
found guilty of the charged leveled against the delinquent constable was again awarded a
major punishment of dismissal from service vide DPO, swat office OB No. 77 dated 9-
05-2019.

He was called in orderly room on 15/07/2019 and heard him in person. The
appellant could not produce any cogent reason in his defense. His enquiry was perused
wherein the enquiry officer held him responsible for the charges against him. Therefore
his appeal for reinstatement in service is hereby filled.

Order announced.

SD
/ ( Muhammad Saeed) PSP
Tr W Regional Police Officer
Attested o be 1708
. o Malakand at Saidu
SharifNo.7611E,1 Shabie ﬁm ‘c\m hc:‘:t“
A
Dated 16-7-2019 & Federal Shariat ot

Copy of District Police Officer ,Swat for information and necessary
action with reference to his office Memo No.8703/Legal,dated30-05-2019.service
Roll and fauji misal of the above named Ex- Constable is attaéhed" herewith for
record in your office.. '




BEFORE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA
- AT PESHAWAR

WAKALT NAMA

- Title:

Taimoor Khan ‘'versus [GP and others |

I/we do hereby appoint SHABIR AHMAD KHAN (Dawlat khel)
Advocate High Court in the above cited case/ suit/ appeal/ revision/
petition to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and things:

1) To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above cited case/ suit/
appeal/ revision/ petition in this court/tribunal and which the
same may tried or heard, and any other proceedings arising out
of or connected therewith.

2) To sign and verify and file , case/ suit/ appeal/ revision/ petition

,affidavits etc. as may be deemed necessary or advisable by
them for the conduct , prosecution or defense of the said case at
all its stages. '

3) To receive payment of, and issue receipt for, all money that
may be or become due and payable to me/us during the course
of proceeding.

4) To do any act necessary or ancillary to the above acts , deed and
things. '

5) To appoint any other counsel to do any/all of the acts, deeds
and things. ‘

6) I/We shall appear in the court/tribunal on every date of hearing
for assistance and if due to my/our non- appearance, any
adverse judgment/ order/decree is passed, he will not be held
responsible, |

IN WITNESS whereof I/We have signed this Waklat Nama
hereunder , the contents of which have been read/ explained to me/us
and fully understood by mef/us this. |

%

Taimoor khan (Appellant)

Attested and Accepted by: \))‘t/gy ~
- )

SHABIR AHM A? KHAN (Dawlat khel)

~ Advocate High Court
Dated:23-07-2019




o, BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
‘i _ Service Appeal No 954/19

Taimoor khan $/0  Muhammad Gul R/O Shawkalay,Koper Tehsil
Dargai,District Malakand(EX-Constable NO.1680)

........... Ap;')ellant_‘

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police officer, Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. Reglonal Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharlf Swat.
3. District Police Officer Swat.

. . Refsponﬂents
INDEX
S.No: | Déscfiption of Documents Annexure Pa’ge
1 Para-wise Comments | - - 1-3
2 . Affidavit o o
, 3 ‘ Authofity Letter - 5 '
4 - Report of SHO& I/C Inte'l@ce | “A” ?‘

5 Statement of Ex-ConstN “B” 8-;9
.

\

District Police Officer, Swat =~

(Respondent No. 3)

o



........... zippellant
VERSUS
1. Provincial Police officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
3. District Police Officer, Swat.
4. Additional SP Swat.
......... Respondents
PARAWISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS ’
Respectfully Shewith, | E
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS
1. That the appeal is badly barred by Law & limitation.
{ 2. That the appellant has got no Cause of action and locus standi :tb file the
“,‘ A present appeal. . » |
d}\ 9 K z/d 3. - That the appeal is bad due to misjoinder and nonjqinder of necessary parties.
4. That the appellant has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands. -
M M 5. That the instant appeal is not maintainable in its present form. :
- (_ﬂ 0 . That the appellant has concealed the material facts from thifs Hon’ble
\n5 5 L‘)) : Tribunal. ' ; »
012!
FACTS
A l(a( ( / (ﬂo _ 1) Correct to the extent the appellant was dismissed from service on the chafges

3)

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

' Service Appeal No. 954/2019 '

Taimoor Khan S/O Muhammad Gul R/O Shawkalay,Koper, Tehsil Dargai,
Disttict Malakand (Ex-Constable No.1680) ’

of developing illicit relations with a married women and dealing of narcotics.

Pertains to record of honorable "fribunal. The directions of honorable Tribunal

have been complied with in accordance with law/rules.

t

Pertains to record. The appellant was re-instated for-denovo enquiry and all .

opportunities of fair defense etc were provided to the appellant in accordance

with law/rules.”

o 'M




4)

5)

6)

7

8)

Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

Correct to the extent that in the said enquiry the charges against the appellant

were proved.

Incorrect. As explained above, all the opportunities of personal hoaring and

self defence were provided to the appellant during departmental probe.

Departmental appeal of the appellant was not based on cogent grounds hence

rejected in accordance with facts and rules.

Incorrect. The appellant has wronglyl invoked the legal orders of the

respondents on baseless grounds.

GROUNDS: S e

a)

b)

d)

Incorrect. The Enquiry Officer has verified the charges of illicit relations wiih
married women and dealing of narcotics from the intelligence sources‘ ar;d
SHO Police Station Shah Dherai as well as from the ‘general public which
have been fully proved against fhe appellant.(Copy of intelligence report is
annexure “A”) I

H
g
£
£

Incorrect. The respondents have provided all the opportUnities of personal

hearing and self defence to the appellant during departmental probe and the

whole departmental proceeding was carried out in accordance with facts and

rules. The orders of the respondents are legal lawful and in accordance with .

law rules.

Incorrect. As stated above, the allegationsv leveled against the appellant wejre

established during the course of Enquiry. o ;

Incorrect. The respondents have provided all the opportunities (;f personal
hearing and self defence to the appellant during departmental probe (Copy of

statement of appellant is enclosed as annexure “B”,

Incorrect. The orders of the respondents are based on facts, justice and in

accordance with law/rules.

Incorrect. The appellant was treated in accordance with facts, law and .rules -

and after observing all codal formalities he was ‘awarded appropriafe

punishment.




]

g) The respondents may be allowed to add any other grounds at tile time "of

hearing of appeals. :
PRAYER: , L

Keeping in view the above facts and circumstances, it is humbly ﬁrayed that

the appeal of appellant being devoid Qf legal force may kindly be dismissed with costs. |

i
¢

Provincial Police éfficer,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawﬁ;r

(Respondent No. 01) . .. -

4

e 4

= District Police Officer Swat
- (Respondent No. 01) -
i ; .
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESH;AWAR. . @

i

Service Appeal No. 954/19

Taimur Khan S/O Muhammad Gul Shawkalay,Koper ,Tehsil Dargai Distract '.

Malakand(EX-Constable NO.1680) - ._ |
cereranees Appellant g
VERSUS
1. Provincial Police officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ‘ _

2. Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
3. District Policé Officer Swat.

v Respondents
B P
\ "t

AFFIDAVIT : S
We, the above respondents do hereby solemnly affirm on oath and declare that tﬁe
contents of the appeal are correct/true to the best of our knowledge/ belief and nothing has

)

been kept secret from the honorable Tribunal. _
!
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A

Prom(?fﬁcer o
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawai
(Respondents No:1) '

- Lok
T

r —
District Police Officer, Swat
(Respondents No.3) . ¢
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR. .

Service Appeal No. 954/19 : }

®

Taimoor khan S/o0 Muhanimad Gul R/O Shawkalay,Koper, Tehsil Dargal DlStl'lCt '

Malakand(EX-Constable No. 1680)

. o‘o sescenne Appellant
. . i

§
$

VERSUS

District Police Officer Swat. :

Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home at Peshawar.

T S I

v

......... Respondents

f
B

AUTHORITY LETTER i

R -
We, the above respondents do hereby authorize Mr. Mir Faraz Khan DSP/Legal

& Mr. Khawas Khan SI Legal to appear before the Tribunal on our behalf and submlt , |

reply etc in connection with titled Service Appeal.

' Provm‘e Officer,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar-
(Respondent No.01)

strict Police-Officer Sw
(RespondentNo.01)
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