
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
AT CAMP COURT SWAT.

Service Appeal No..1213/2019

Date of Institution ... 01.10.2019

Date of Decision ... 05.10.2021

Aziz Ahmad Ex-Constable No. 2658 Swat Police, District Swat-
(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two others.
(Respondents)

MR. IMDAD ULLAH 
Advocate For Appellant

MR. ASIF MASOOD ALI SHAH, 
Deputy District Attorney For Respondents

ROZINA REHMAN 

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

ATIO-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER fEV:- Brief facts of the case are that

the appellant while serving as constable in police department was dismissed from 

service on 09-01-2015 on the charges of his involvement in criminal case vide FIR 

No. 687 dated 10-12-2013. The appellant filed Service Appeal No. 742/2016, which 

was decided vide judgment dated 06-11-2017 with direction to the respondents to 

conduct de-novo inquiry. As a result of de-novo inquiry, the appellant was again 

dismissed from service vide order dated 28-12-217, against which the appellant filed 

another Service Appeal No. 415/2018 before this Tribunal, which was decided vide
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judgment dated 04-04-2019 with direction to the respondents to again conduct de- 

novo inquiry and as a resuit of de-novo, proceedings, the appeilant was again 

dismissed from service vide order dated 15-07-2019. Feeling aggrieved, the appeiiant 

filed departmental appeal dated 22-07-2019, which was partially accepted and major 

penalty of dismissal from service was converted into major penalty of removal from 

service vide order dated 24-09-2019, hence the instant service appeal with prayers 

that the impugned orders may be set aside and the appellant may be re-instated in 

service with ail back benefits.

02. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that it is a well settled 

legal proposition that before imposition of major penalty of removal from service, 

regular inquiry is must, which however was not done in case of the appellant, as the 

appellant was not afforded any opportunity of defense, thus making the whole 

process nullity in the eye of law; that the appellant has not been treated in 

accordance with law and have condemned the appellant unheard, as no chance of 

personal hearing was afforded to him, nor he was given any chance to cross-examine 

witnesses or rebut the evidences leveled against him; that the respondents have 

misused their official authority in a very fanciful and arbitrary manner, which the law 

never approves of; that the appellant was acquitted of the criminal charges by the 

competent court of law vide judgment dated 03-05-2016^ and there remains no 

reason to penalize the appellant for the charges, which has already been quashed by 

the competent law.

03. Learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents has contended that

the appellant was dismissed from service on the allegations of desecration of Holy 

Quran, for which he was charged in case FIR No. 687 dated 10-12-2013; that the

appellant was acquitted by the court on technical grounds, however in departmental

inquiry, the charges were established against him and he was dismissed from service 

after fulfilling ail the formalities; that the de-novo proceedings were conducted as per
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law and rule, wherein the allegations leveled against the appellant were proved; that 

the appellant was treated in accordance with law and was rightly penalized for the 

■ crime he committed.

f

•£

r-' 04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the
!,•

record.

■;

05. Record reveals that an FIR was registered against the appellant on the 

sensitive issue of desecration of Holy Quran allegedly committed by the appellant, 

who subsequently was arrested and tried in the criminal court. Simultaneously, the 

appellant was also proceeded against departmentally and was ultimately dismissed 

from service, against which the appellant filed service appeal and this Tribunal vide 

judgment dated 06-11-2017 had observed that no proper opportunity of defense was 

afforded to the appellant, hence the respondents were directed to conduct a de-novo 

inquiry and as a result of de-novo proceedings, the appellant was again dismissed 

from service vide order dated 28-12-2017. The appellant again knocked at the door 

of this Tribunal vide service appeal No. 415/2018 and this Tribunal once again 

remanded the case to the respondents to conduct inquiry in accordance with law vide 

judgment dated 04-04-2019 and as a result of de-novo inquiry, the appellant 

again dismissed from service vide impugned order dated 15-07-2019, against which 

the appellant filed departmental appeal, which was accepted to the extent that major 

penalty of .dismissal from service was converted into major penalty of removal from 

service vide impugned order dated 24-09-2019, hence the appellant filed the instant 

service appeal. ^------*

was

06. We have noted that the allegations so leveled against the appellant are 

factual in discourse, which cannot be proved without conducting a regular inquiry by 

affording proper opportunity of defense to the appellant as well as opportunity to 

cross-examine witnesses, which however was not done in case of the appellant. The

• ,
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Supreme Court of Pakistan in its judgment reported as 2009 PLC (CS) 650 have held 

that regular inquiry is must before imposition of major penalty of removal from 

service. Placed on record is an inquiry report, which is replica of the previous 

proceedings and the allegations leveled against the appellant has not been proved, 

rather the inquiry officer has placed reliance on previous proceedings. We have also 

noted that the appellant was granted acquittal from the charges and the very 

reason, upon which the appellant was dismissed from service has vanished away, 

hence there was no material available with the authorities to take action and impose 

major penalty. Reliance is placed on 2003 SCMR 207 and 2002 SCMR 57, 1993 PLC 

(CS)460.

f-

;
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In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is accepted and the 

appellant is re-instated in service. However the intervening period shall be treated

07.

1

as leave without pay. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to

record room.

ANNOUNCED
05.10.2021

s

I

(ROZINAREHMAN) 
/memb^ (J) 

CAMP COURT SWAT

(ATIQ-UR-REFfMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)

CAMP COURT SWAT .

i*.

;
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ORDER
05.10.2021 Mr. Imdad Ullah, Advocate for the appellant present. Mr. Asif

Masood All Shah, Deputy District Attorney for respondents present.

Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on file, the

instant appeal is accepted and the appellant is re-instated in service.

However the intervening period shall be treated as leave without pay.

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

ANNOUNCED
05.10.2021

V'

*■

(ATIQ-UR-REFIMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)

CAMP COURT SWAT

(ROZIMA REHMAN) 
MEMBER m 

CAMP COURtWaT

.«*

(
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J'.01.2021 Due to COVID 19, the case is adjourned to 

^ .03.2021 for the same as before.

02.03.2021 Appellant in person present.

Noor Zaman Khan Khattak learned District Attorney 

alongwith Khawas Khan S.I for respondents present.

Lawyers community is on strike, therefore, case is 

adjourned to ^ / 5" / pj for arguments before D.B at 

Camp Court,,^vât.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E) . 

Camp Court, Swat

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, Swat

up . ymif v\, /{DpixM
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.2020 Due to COVID19, the case is adjourned to 
^ / \^ 72020 for the same as before.

05.10.2020 Appellant is present in person. Mr. Usman Ghani, District 
Attorney alongwith representative of the department Mr. Khawas 

Khan, S.I (Legal) are also present.
Representative of the' department submitted para-wise 

reply on behalf of respondents No. 1 to 3 which-is placed on 

record. File to come up for rejoinder and arguments on 

03.11.2020 before D.B at Camp Court, Swat. __ ^

(MUHAM-tO^JAMAL KHAN) 
MEMBERt-— 

CAMP COURT SWAT

03.11.2020 Nemo for appellant.

Muhammad. Jan learned Deputy ' District Attorney 

alongwith Khawas Khan Inspector for respondents present.

. Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case is 

adjourned to 05.01.2021 for arguments, before D.B at Camp 

Court, Swat.

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Camp Court, Swat

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, Swat

/\
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Due to Covid-19, the case is adjourned. To. come up for the 

same on 06.07.2020 before SB at camp court Swat.
03.06.2020

06.07.2020 Bench is incomplete. Therefore, the case is adjourned. 

To come up for the same on 06.08.2020, at camp court 
Swat.

Reader
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■ Service Appeal No. 1213/2019

Appellant in person and Mr. Riaz Ahrrtad 

Paindakheil, Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Mir Faraz, DSP 

(Legal] for the respondents present. Written reply on 

behalf of respondents not submitted. Representative of 

the department requested for further adjournment. 
Adjourned to 02.03.2020 for written reply/comments 

before S.B at Camp Court Swat.

06.01.2020

(MuhammacfAriTin Khan Kundi] 
Member

Camp Court Swat
....

Appellant in person present. Written reply not submitted. 

Khawas Khan S.I representative of respondent department 

present and seeks time to furnish reply. Granted. To come up 

for written reply/comments on 06.04.2020 before S.B at 

Carhp Court Swat.

02.03.2020

Member
Camp Court, Swat.

CcA

be e-n 

bhe



f'■ 'r.(J . 07.11.2019 Counsel for the appellant Aziz Ahmad preknt. 

Preliminary arguments heard. It was contended by learned counsel 

for the appellant that the appellant was imposed major penalty of 

dismissal from service on the allegation of his desecration of Holy 

Quran. It was further contended that after availing departmental 

remedy, the appellant approached this Tribunal through service 

appeal, the service appeal of the appellant was partially accepted 

and the impugned order was set-aside, however, the department 

was directed to conduct de-novo inquiry vide detailed judgment 

dated 06.11.2017. After conducing de-novo inquiry, the appellant 

was again dismissed from service and after availing the 

departmental remedy, the appellant approached this Tribunal 

through service appeal and the service appeal of the appellant was 

again partially accepted vide detailed judgment dated 04.04.2019 

with the direction to respondent-department to conduct again de- 

novo inquiry. It was further contended that again de-novo inquiry 

was conducted but the respondent-department has not conducted 

the de-novo inquiry as per direction of this Tribunal as well as in 

the mode and manners prescribed under the rules therefore, the 

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

;• ■
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The contention raised by learned counsel for the appellant 

needs consideration. The appeal is admitted for regular hearing 

subject to all legal objections. The appellant is directed to deposit 

security and process fee within 10 days, thereafter, notices be 

issued to the respondents for written reply/comments forHantDsposited
Process Fe3 k 06.01.2020 before S.B at Camp Court Swat.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court Swat
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1213/2019Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

:l 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Aziz Ahmad 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 ple^e.

01/10/20191-

REGiST

This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench at Swat for preliminary, 

hearing to be put up there on
2-

CHAIRMAN
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■ ■ Aziz Ahmad Ex-Constable No. 2658 Swat Police, District Snmt.

.. .Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyher Pakhtunkhxva, Peshazuar and Others.

.. .Respondents
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BEFORE THE KBYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAT,. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No./Z^/^ of 2019

Aziz Ahmad Ex-Constable No. 2658 Swat Police, District 

Szvat.
KJiybcr PakhtisSvh, 

Service TributiaJ
wa

1350
ol^ lo-Z&lo^

Oiary N'o.

.. .Appellant Dated

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshazvar.

2. The Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu 

Sharif District Szoat.

^3. The District Police Officer District Szoat at 

Gidkada.
//

/
.. -Resyondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 

OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 

AGAINST THE ORDER O.B. NO. 112 

DATED 15-07-2019 WHEREBY MAJOR 

PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM 

SERVICE WAS IMPOSED UPON THE 

APPELLANT AGAINST THE LAW, 

RULES AND FACTS, HENCE IS LIABLE 

TO BE SET ASIDE, FEELING 

AGGRIEVED FROM THE SAME THE 

APPELLANT ' PREFERRED 

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL WHEREBY 

THE MAJOR PENALTY OF DISMISSAL 

WAS CONVERTED INTO REMOVAL 

FROM SERVICE VIDE NO. 10319/E 

DATED 24-09-2019,, COMMUNICATED 

ON 27-09-2019, IN

Fil' jsito-«5ay 

.xFP'
^ — _!L(LC

M.e^stras' « 
Of] w he

A

SUMMARYA

\
I



to d)MANNER AGAINST TEIE LAW, RULES 

AND FACTS AND IS ALSO LIABLE TO 

SET ASIDE BEING NOT SUSTAINABLE.

PRAYER:

That on acceptance of this appeal both the orders 

impugned may very kindly be set aside and reinstate the 

appellant back into service with all bacl</consequential 
benefits.

Respectfully Shexueth:

Facts:

1. That the appellant was initially dismissed from 

service on alleged charges of being involved in case 

FIR No. 68 dated 10N2~2013, although in the same 

case the appellant zuas acquitted.

2. That against the same order the appellant exhausted 

his remedy up to this Honourable Tribunal vide 

Service Appeal No. 742 - of 2016 decided vide 

judgment dated 06-21-2027, luherein the orders 

impugned therein were set aside and the case zuas 

sent back to the department for de novo enquiry, but 

strictly in accordance zoith the law. Copy of the 

judgment dated 06-22-2027 is enclosed as 

Annexure "A”.

3. That the respondent department zvithout fulfilling 

the codal formalities and failing to conduct a full 

dressed enquiry as required under the law, again

imposed, the major penally of disrnissal from service



w
in a very arbitrary and fanciful manner vide order 

O.B. No. 211 dated 28-12-2017.

4. That feeling aggrieved of the same the appellant 

submitted a departmental appeal, but the same luas 

also rejected vide order No. 2670/E dated 15-03- 

2018 in a very summary manner without adopting 

any of the codal formalities mandatory under the 

laiv and rules on the subject.

5. That still feeling aggrieved and having no other 

option this Honourable Tribunal was approached in 

service appeal No. 415/2018, which was decided 

vide judgment dated 04-04-2109 and the 

respondents were directed strictly to follow the 

directions given therein. Copy of the judgment 

dated 04-04-2019.is enclosed as Annexure "B". '

6. That after conducting a shame, faulty and farce 

inquiry and not folloxving the specific directions of 

this Honourable Tribunal the appellant was again 

imposed upon a major penalty of dismissal from 

service vide order O.B._ No. 112 dated 15-07-2019 

against the law, rules and facts and is liable to set 

aside. Copy of the order dated 15-07-2019 is 

enclosed as Annexure "C".

7. That feeling aggrieved the appellant preferred a 

departmental appeal, but the same was dealt ivith in 

a mechanical manner and the penalty of dismissal 

from service was converted into that of removal 

from service vide order No.' 10319/E dated 24-09- 

2019, communicated on 27-09-2019. Copy of the 

.appeal is enclosed as Annexure "D" and that of the



order dated 24-09-2019 is enclose as Annexiire "E", 

respectively.

8. That still feeling aggrieved and having no other 

quick and' efficacious remedy available to the 

appellant this Elonourable Tribunal is approached 

on the folloiuing grounds.

• Grounds: -

a. That under the law for the imposition of major 

penalty a full fledge enquiry is mandatory under the 

law and rules on the. subject, but in the instant case 

none -of the codal formalities have been observed 

thus making the whole process a nullity in the eyes 

of law and the same the appellant has not been 

treated in accordance with the law.

b. That the respondents have condemned the appellant 

as unheard as neither any chance of personal 

hearing was afforded to the appellant nor was the 

appellant given any chance either to cross examine 

the witnesses or rebut the evidence used against 

him. Moreover no show cause notice, if any, has 

neither been issued nor ever been served, upon the 

appellant.

c. That the respondents have misused their official 

authority in a very fanciful, arbitrary and colourfid 

manner, xohich the law never approves of



w
d. 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 

on acceptance of this appeal both the orders 

impugned may very kindly he set aside and the 

appellant reinstated back into service with all 

back/consequential benefits..

Any other relief deemed appropriate in the 

circumstances and not specifically prayed for may 

also very kindly be granted.

Appellant
■-:C>J

Az 'zvAkrfiad'
Through Counsels,

Aziz-ur-Rahman

Imdad Llllah 
Advocates Swat
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBIJNAE, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of2019

Aziz Ahmad Ex-ConstahleNo. 2658 Swat Police, District 

Swat.

.. .Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyher Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar and Others.

.. .Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant:

Aziz Ahmad Ex-Constable No. 2658 Szuat Police, District 

Szuat.

Respondents:

1. The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer ■Malakand_ at Saidu 

Sharif District Swat..

3. The District Police Officer District Sximt at 

Gulkada.

Appellant 
Through Coumel,

Irndad Ullah 

Advocate Sioat i
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arem BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTT3>JKHWA SERVICE I

CAMP COURT SWAT

Service Appeal No 742/2016 

Date of Institution... 21.07.2016

Date of decision... 06.11.2017

Aziz Ahmad, Ex-Constable No. 2658, Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Lines, District 
Swat. (Appellant)

Versus

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 2 others.
(Respondents)

MR. IMDADULLAH, 
Advocate For appellant.

MIAN AMIR QADAR, 
District Attorney For respondents.

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN,
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

JUDGMENT

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN: - Arguments of the learned 

counsel for the parties heard and record perused.

FACTS

2. The appellant was dismissed from service on 09.01.2015. The charge 

against the appellant was desecration of Holy Quran. A criminal case was also

registered against the appellant and the appellant was arrested in that criminal case 

in December, 2013. During the pendency of the criminal case, the department 

initiated departmental proceedings- by. appointing enquiry officer and finally 

dismissing the appellant. In the criminal case, the appellant was acquitted by the * 

Worthy Peshawar High Court, on 03.05.2015. After the release firom the Prison, the 

ta^t filed a departmental appeal bearing no date, however, the same was

ATTESTED
C

ADVOCATE

V.
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rejected on 01.07.2016 and thereafter, the appellant filed the present service appeal 

on 21.07.2016. d)
ARGUMENTS

3. The learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant has been

acquitted by the Worthy Peshawar High Court as no proof was forthcoming 

against the appellant. That the whole departmental proceedings against the 

appellant are illegal as at the time when the alleged charge sheet and statement of

allegations were issued, the appellant was in jail in criminal case. That this fact has 

been admitted by the enquiry officer in his enquiry report. That when the appellant 

was behind the bar how he could be associated in the enquiry proceedings. He 

further argued that no limitation would run against the appellant 

prison and no communication of even final order was made to the appellant.

as he was in

4. On the other hand the learned District Attorney argued that there i 

proof of the fact that the appellant was in jail at the time when the

is no

enquiry

proceedings were initiated and concluded that the allegation of desecration of 

Holy Quran was proved against the appellant.

CONCLUSION

5. In the report of the enquiry officer it is clearly written that the appellant

arrested oh 12.12.2013 and thereafter his application for bail was rejected on 

19.12.2013. In the order of the Worthy Peshawar High Court

was

it is clearly

mentioned at the end that the appellant be 'set free' which means that the appellant

was in the custody till 03.05.2016. There is no proof of any communication of the

charge sheet and statement of allegations to the appellant nor the appellant was
^^^^ociated with the

enquiry as he was in jail. But this is also an admitted position 

acquittal in criminal case per se is no ground for setting aside the

TTESTED

mmAnvorATP
;________ :

-
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departmental penalty because under the well 

of administrative law the findings of the criminal

established jurisprudential principles

case has got no bearing on the 

departmental proceedings. In this regard, reliance is placed on 1972-SLR-Supreme

Court-355, 1978- ALR 1963-Supreme Court-1723, 1978- SLR-Supreme Court-46 

and PLD 1990-Supreme Court-951. This Tribunal, therefore. cannot give clear

chit to the appellant on the ground that the Worthy Peshawar High Court has 

acquitted the accused, however, the departmental proceedings are defective as

discussed above.

6. In the light of the above discussion, this Tribunal set aside the impugned 

order of the departmental authority and direct the authority to hold denovo 

in accordance with law and rules and to conclude the

enquiry

same within a period of four 

months from the date of receipt of this judgment, failing which the appellant shall 

be reinstated in service. Parties 

to ihe record room.

left to bear their own costs. File be consignedare

(Niaz ^AihanimatllChan) 
Chairman 

Camp Court, Swatc.-

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

*

ANNQUNCF.n
06.11.2017

Certified to be&?i^opy

. EXAMINER 
Kl'.ybcr Fdditunkhwa 

Sei vice Tribunal 
Camp Court, Swatcf Tr-f’-rry

...
F ; :'b3i’co_____ _

attested

ADVOCATE

7
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

AT CAMP COURT SWAT• -3

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 415/2018

Date of institution ... 27.03.2018 
Date of judgment ... 04.04.2019

7.17. Ahmed Ex-Constable No. 2658 Swat Police, District Swat.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police officer Khyber Palchtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif, District Swat.
3. The District Police Officer District Swat at Gulkada.

(Respondents)

SERVICE. APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KHYBEP<?s
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 AGAINST THE
ORDER O.B. NO. 211 DATED 28.12.2017 WHEREBY MAJOR
PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WAS IMPOSED UPON
THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE LAW.. RULES AND FACT_^
HENCE IS LIABLE TO BE SET-ASIDE. FEELING AGGRIEVED

SAME THE APPELLANT PREFERRED ATHEFROM
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL WHICH WAS ALSO DISMISSED VIDE
NO.. 2'670/E DATED 15.03.2018 IN A SUMMARY MANNER 
AGAINST THE LAW. RULES AND FACTS AND IS ALSO LIABLE ,

Kiiybcr PaVLn;:;.viiwa TO SET-ASIDE BEING NOT SUSTAINABLE. ,
Serv^ice Tribcnal.

Peshawar For appellant. 
For respondents.

Mr. Imdad Ullah, Advocate.
Mr. Mian Ameer Qadir, District Attorney

X.- X"
• ^ v ■

^ ^ Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI .. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
MBER (JUDICIAL)

ATTESTED
MEMr. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL

\
IF.''O'

, JUDGMENT

ADVOCATE
MUHAMM/-JD AMIN KHAN KUNDI. MEMBER: - Learned counsel

for the appellant present. Mr. Mian Ameer Qadir, District Attorney alongwith 

Mr. Khawas Klian, S.I (Legal) for the respondents present. Arguments heard

and record perused.

'2. Brief facts of the case as per present service appeal are that the appellant 

was serving in Police Department as Constable. He was imposed major penalty

of dismissal from service by the competent authority on the allegation of
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desecration of Holy Quran. A criminal case was also registered against the
'»

appellant in this regard, after rejection of departmental appeal, the appellant 

filed service appeal before this Tribunal which was partially accepted vide 

judgment dated 06.11.2017, the impugned order of dismissal from service of the

appellant was set-aside and directed the authority to hold de-novo inquiry in

accordance with law and rules and to conclude the same within a period of four

months from the date of receipt of judgment, failing which the appellant shall

be deemed reinstated in seiwice. After disposal of service appeal, de-novo

inquiry was conducted and after de-novo inquiry the ^appellant was again 

dismissed from service by the competent authority on the basis of de-novo 

inquiry vide order dated 28.12.2017. The appellant filed departmental appeal onATTESTED
08,01.2018 but.the same was also rejected vide order dated 15.03.2018 hence,

the present service appeal on 27.03.2018.£X>w^,-n:er
ICbybcf PaV ';a'uvikhw®- 

Service Tffounai, 
Peshawar

Respondents were summoned who contested the appeal by filing of 

written reply/comments.

Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant was 

serving in Police Department. It was further contended that the appellant was 

imposed major penalty of dismissal from service by the competent authority on

5 ,4.

the allegation of desecration of Holy Quran. It was further contended that a

criminal case was also registered in this regard but the appellant was acquitted

by competent authority in the criminal case. IJ was further contended that earlier

the appellant; had filed service appeal in this Tribunal against the impugned 

order which was partially accepted and the respondent-department was directed 

to conduct de-novo inquiry in accordance with law and rules but again neither 

charge sheet,- statement of allegation was framed and served upon the appellant 

statement of witnesses were recorded in the presence of the appellant by the 

/I^^YTESTED inquiry officer nor opportunity of cross examination was provided to the 

____ appellant on the witnesses nor opportunity of personal hearing was provided to

nor

^OVOCATE
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the appellant by the competent authority before passing the impugned order 

therefore, the appellant was condemned unheard. It. was further contended that

the competent court has also acquitted the appellant in the criminal case

therefore, it was contended that the impugned order passed by the competent

authority as well as departmental authority after conducting de-novo inquiry is

liable to be set-aside and prayed for acceptance of appeal with all back benefits.

On the other hand, learned District Attorney for the respondents opposed 

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

5.

codal formalities were fulfilled in the de-novo inquiry before passing, the 

impugned order. It was. further contended that the charges leveled against the 

’’^i^pellant was proved by the respondent-department in the de-novo inquiry 

therefore, the competent authority has rightly dismissed the appellant from

.INER service and prayed for dismissal of appeal, 

oei-vice 'imbunai. 5 Perusal of the record reveals that the appellant was serving in PolicePeshawar
K Department. Departmental proceeding was initiated on the allegation of 

> N desecration of Holy Quran and a criminal case was also registered against the
' A

' appellant by the local police but he was acquitted by the competent court in

criminal case. The record further reveals that after. initiating department

proceeding, the appellant was dismissed from service by the competent 

authority on the allegation of desecration of ^oly Quran and after rejecting the

departmental, appeal, the appellant filed se vice appeal before this Tribunal

which was partially accepted and the respondent-department was directed to

conduct de-novo inquiry in accordance with law and rules vide judgment dated 

06.11.2017. However, the record reveals'that the respondent-department has not 

conducted the de-novo inquiry as per direction of this Tribunal as neither charge 

sheet, statement of allegation was framed by the competent authority in the de- 

no^ inquiry nor any reply of the charge sheet, statement of allegation 

requisitioned from the appellant. The record further reveals that the inquiry

attested was

AuvuCATE,

: **rt ■' '
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officer has also recorded the statement ot witnesses during the inquiiy

proceeding but the same was not recorded in the presence of the appellant

examination on the said

nor

the appellant was provided opportunity of cross 

witnesses. Same way after submitting inquiry report, the competent authority

has again dismissed the appellant from service but the impugned order dated 

28.12.2017 regarding the dismissal of the appellant firom service does not show 

that the appellant was given opportunity of personal hearing before passing the

impugned order. Same way after submitting inquiry report, the competent

final shown-cause notice alongwith copy ofauthority was ‘required, to issue 

inquiry report'to the appellant biit neither any show-cause notice was issued to

the appellant nor any reply of the show-cause notice was requisitioned from the 

appellant therefore, the appellant was again condemned unheard. Therefore, we 

are constrained to partially accept the present service appeal, set-aside the 

impugned orders and once again direct the respondent-department to conduct 

de-novo inquiry in accordance with rules prescribed by Police Rules, 1975 

including framing of charge .sheet, statement of allegation, requisition of reply 

from the appellant, opportunity of cross examination, defence, personal hearing, 

issuance of final. show-cause notice alongwith copy of inquiry report to the

appellant and requisition of reply of show cause notice from the appellant. The 

issue of bacic:^6nefits will be subject to the olitcome of de-novo inquiry. Parties 

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

attestedANNOUNCED
04.04.2019

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

GAMP COURT SWATadvocate

(MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGlSfi)^'
MEMBER-,.; . —

CAMP COURT SWAT copv: ,

)
-EXMmmR ,

Kliybcr Pakiuunlchw®' ■ 
SerCce Tnbunah- 

Peshawar ' ''il

'C'

-------

ot Cupy,
. cf’ Bflivcry ctCopy----

•- ;■ ture

Khv.'-,-’ .-'.Mr-: -..iwa
• Service uabunaj, 

u( Peshawar
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This order will, dispose of Denove Departmental enquiry against Constable Aziz 

Ahmad No. 2658/1225 (re-instated in service for the purpose of Denove Departmental Enquiry). He while 

posted to Police Lines Kabal was alleged of ^oss misconduct as he had remained involved in case FIR 

No. 687, dated 10-12-2013 u/s 295-B PPC of Police Station Saidu Sharif.

He was proceeded against departmentally and subsequently dismissed from 

service vide this office OB No. 07 dated 09-01-2018. He had preferred an appeal before the Service 

Tribunal which vide judgment No. 6l 1/2017 had set aside the punishment and ordered a denove 

departmental enquiry against the Constable under discussion. In compliance of the directives of the 

Honorable Service Tribunal an enquiry was carried out against him and he was against dismissed from 

service vide this office OB No. 211 dated 28-12-2017. He yet again moved the Service Tribunal ^d the 

Honorable Tribunal re-instated the Consiaoie with the rider that a denove departmental enquiry be 

conducted in Service Appeal No. 915/2018. Consequently an enquiry was*ordered against him and acting 

District Complaint Officer Nfr. Ahjaz Alunad was directed to carry out denove departmental enquiry 

against the delinquent Constable. The Hnq<:ir) Oliicer reported that the provisionally re-instated Police 

Officer remained involved in desecration of the Holy Pages which was resented widely by the public. The 

Enquiry Report further revealed that the Constable under enquiry also seemed a psychiatric patient and 

recommended dismissal oftheconc ": :-,. a ( , G.Tkcer.
The delinquent Constable had tom out and desecrated pages of the Holy Quran 

which was bitterly resented by the public and had brought a bad name for Police department. He was 

subsequently charged under relevar^ ^ Cc. ^ c? he had got life term after being tried by the court of 

Addl: Sessions Judge Swat. He was later acquitted by Peshawar High Court Mingora Bench Swat and two 

times reinstated by the Honorable Service Tribunal as discussed above. His further retention in Police is 

bound to invite public resentment ard Tt has also been learnt that the Constable has got mental
complications. In both cases the Constable is unfit for Police service. His reinstatement will have multiple 

ramifications and bound to badly affect routine affairs of Police department. Hence, in exercise of the 

powers vested in the undersigned under Pides 2 /iii) of Police Disciplinaiy Rules - 1975,1 Syed Ashfaq 

Anwar, PSP, District Police Officer, Swat ibeing competent authority, am constrained to again award him 

major punishment of dismissal from service.
Order announced.

7

District Police Officer 
Swat

o.B. No. n 2^
Dated:

P to Copy to:-
1. v/ AIG/C&E Internal Accountability Brancp, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar with 

^ ~ reference to CPO office Memo: No. 2347/CPMAB/C&E, dated 01-07-2019 please. y 

Establishment Clerk . /2.

3. OSI
For necessary action, please. attested

District Police OfficerADVOCATE

a
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BIlFORE THE REGIONAL POLlCIi: OFFICER IMAl.AKAND RANGE SAIDU SHARiF

Aziz Ahmad Ex-Constable No. 2658/1225 Swat District. Appellant

Versus

The District Police Officer District Swat. ...Respondent

Departmental anneal against the order OB No. 112 dated 15-07-2019. communicated on
19-07-2019.

Prayer:

On Acceptance of this departmental appeal the order OB No. 112 dated 15-07-2019 be set aside 

and the appellant reinstated with back benefits.

Respected Sir,

r* The appellant submits as under,

That the appellant joined the police force in the year 2009 and from that time has performed his 

duties regularly and with no complaints.

That the appellant was allegedly involved in a criminal case FIR No. 687 dated 10-12-2013 u/s 

295 B PPC and was dismissed from service.

That the appellant was acquitted by the Honourable Peshawar High Court, Mingora Bench, Dar- 

ul-Qaza Swat by judgment dated 03-05-2016 in the criminal

That the appellant filed departmental appeal and finally filed service appeal 742/2016 in Service 

Tribunal which decided on 06-11-2017 by reinstating the appellant and directed the department to 

conduct de novo inquiry in accordance with the law and rules.

That the de novo inquiry was conducted hi.il no charge sheet or show cause notice was issued to 

the appellant and the directioiiM ol the 1 loiioi.iniblc Service Tribunal were not followed.

That no personal hearing was given lo a|:)pellant under llic rules.

That the ap|iellunl is condemned as unheard,

case.

That at the end ol. the faulty inquiry the appellant was again dismissed from service vide order 
O.B. No. 211 dated 28-12-2017.

3 hat the appellant preferred a departmental appeal.and it was also rejected by order 2670/B dated 

15-03-2018.

That the appellant again filed a service appeaU 15/2018 in Service Tribunal and the appellant was
again reinstated into service by judgment dated 04-04-2019 again with the direction to conduct-. -AtTESTEDproper de novo inquiry strictly according to law and rules.

ADVOCATE



That again a faulty inquiry was conducted and the appellant was neither issued charge sheet 

any show cause notice and finally the appellant was again dismissed from service by order O.B. 

No. 112 dated 15-07-2019.

nor^.

That the de novo inquiry is conducted not according to the directions of the Honourable, Service 

Tribunal and is faulty.

The appellant was also not heard in person and is condemned as unheard. -

That the appellant has not committed any act criminal and was falsely involved in the FIR and the 

appellant is acquitted in the criminal case.

That any inquiry if conducted the copy of the same is not provided to the appellant.

It is very humbly requested that on acceptance of this departmental appeal the appellant 
reinstated into service with all back benefits.

■7Appellant^*^

Aziz Ahmad

AjTklavIt

.1^It is solemnly stated on oath that all the contents of this departmental are true and correct.
■1

Deponent

Aziz yVhmad

C
^ATTESTED ^SS3

l')MAR SADI.O'Advocate 
fiATH COMMISSIONPR

q.:b...L/j ■' fV4n,„.

ATTESTED

ADVOCATE
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OlMCK OF Tin: 
iU::CiOiNAL POLICE OFFICER. MALAKANO

SAIDli SHAKIFSWAT.
Hi: fm6-'^2-HlhSI-SS ^ Fax :\o. 0946-924(1.^90

L'niiii/; (liidiiniidkaiitiCu.yuluni.coiit

OkDFK:

I'his order will dispose off appeal of Fx-Consiable Azi/ AhniaJ N'o ih.-is'i .:;js ,)i
Swa! Di-Slrici lor reinsiaieiiicni in service.

i3net laeis ot'ihe case aie dial l.:N-C\'>nsiable Aziz .Alimad No. 2<>:>.S/! .'.-I’;' \%itik.' 
i'osieci io Police 1 anes K.ab.al was alleged cil gr>.'ss iiilscoiuluc' i s lie reinaiiied iin o! \ e la. ca :-,.- i li-’. No f>.S2 
daied 10/12/21)13 u/s 295*B PI’C PS Saidu Sliarif Swal
cleparluiemali)' and siiLiseqiiemly ciismissed Iroin service vide Oii No, 7 daied ()d/01.'?() I s I ,an 
[)relcned .sci'vice ap|)eal berore llie Service rrilxiiial Kliyher i’aklmmkliwa lA‘sha\'.ar where ihe Soni.e 

ibuiial Kliyber Pakimiiikhwa Peshawar videjudgniem daied 06/1 1/2017 has sel aside hi.s piiinshmenl and 
oixiered lor Denovo deparlinenial enqiiii) againsi the said Constable. In compliance ol direciion.s ol' the 
1 lonoifible Sei'vice I ribunai an eiuiniry ^vas carried oiii againsi die delincjiienl Consiable and 
dismissed from service vide DPO Swal Office OB No. 211 dated 2X/12/2()17, Thercaficr. he preferred 
anodier Service Ap|>eai in Khyber I'akiiUinkiiw'* Service 1 rilxinal, Peshawar and liie 1 ionoralde IVibnral 
e-nisialed the delinquent Constable with the direction to condnet proper Deno\ o deptirtmemal eiujuir\. In 

eomplianee Mr. .Alijaz Ahmad Acting District Complaint Ofl'cer/ SIS Investigation Swai '.va> direcied i 
carr> out Denovo deparimen'.at enquirs against die delinqneni Constable. The eiu|mr)' officer Mr. Ahi 
Klian. .SP Invesiigaiion Swat after conducting jiiopcr enquiry submitted his report slated tliercin dial die 
provisionally rc-instated Police Officer remained involved m desecration of the lloiy pages winch w.rs 
resented widely by the general public. The enquiry report lurtl e,- revealed that the Constable undei eia.]iiir\'

• \‘.'as also seemed to be a psycliiairic jiatieiii, hence recommended his dismissal Jrom service. The delir.(|U;;m
I Constable had lorn out and desecrated pages of the Moly Qurcii which was bitterly resented by die public

■«\ iiich lv-onght a bad name tor Police dcjiarUire. 1 le was subsccjiieiitly, charged under relevani seelii.’iis a'ld 
lie had got life (enn after being ined by die Court of A<ldl: Session .iudge Sw-ai. Me wars latei ..m avquilivd 
b'- Pesha.war.l ligli Court Mingora Bench Swai and (\vo links re mstaied by the i loiiorable Sci s icc '! nbimal 
as uliscu.sscd abox'c. Mis kirdici' retention in Police is ix.'imd to mvile public resenimem aiui ouiiaec. Ii b: 
also ksiriil lhai die Constable has got menial epmpiieadons In both cases the Constable is.imlii lor Police 
.Seixiee. Ills reinstatement w'lll liave mtiltij>le ramifications aiii.l bound to badly at'leci routine 
f'oiiee Deparimem. fherefore. being found .mii'v of die charges Lveltcd against .Ixm. ihe Disiiiei t'oli 
mincer. Swai awarded him major punisimient,of dismissal from service vide his oftice 015 No. i 12 Llaied 
l5/07/2d!9 ■

Conscquemly • he wa> nrocceiico ag.iiio.i
1! !k'

1

ne was aeam

I

I !

ilZ

l,->

ai tan s oi
ee

He was called m ('Jrderly Room on 17/09/2019 and heard him in peixoii. 1 he 
api>eilani conltl noi |)rodnee an)' cogent reason in his defence. Muweveir Ins pimishmeiii of disim.ssa! from 
service is convened lo removal tVom service.

I

Order announeed.

A\ \
(iVIUHAMMAU KlIAN.i, I'.SI'

Regional •koliye (Aiiieer, 
iVlall^aiul Region, Saidu Sliai if .S\mi ;

a'>

/o3f1.No. /F, A

26 /Dateii aoi9.

Copy oi above for info;mation am! rjr.'cessary aciioii to District Police ( uVicer.
Sw at w ith reference to Ids office Memo: No. i 235 I/lx dated O6/0S/2019, Service Roll and Ixmli Mis>at n|' 
die abos e named Constable is tx.iuriied liercwith for record m your olliee.

y^EStSDf -f * + .\AAA \ '\AAAAAAj^ + + + AAA,/^, \A/ / .AA.A/\T ^ :ii

AEfl/OCATS



BEFORE THF. KIIYRER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

In matter of:-

AppoIIant

VERSUS

Respondent^

KNOWN ALL to whom these present shall come tliat I/we, the undersigned appoint

AZIZ-UR-RAHMAN and IMPAP ULLAH

Advocates High Court

the above mentioned case to do all the following acts, deedsTo be the advocate for the 
and tilings or any one of tlrem, that is to say:-.

•> To acts, appear and plead in the above mentioned case in this court or any otlier Court in which 
the same may be tried or heard in the first instance or in appeal or review or revision or execution 
or at any other stage of its progi'ess until its final decision.

*> To present pleadings, appeals, cross objections or petitions for execution review, revision, 
withdrawal, compromise or other petition or affidavits or other documents as shall be deemed 
necessary or advisable for the prosecution of the said case in all its stages.

*> To withdraw or compromise the said or submit to arbihation any difference or dispute that shall 
arise touching or in any manner relating to the said case.

<* To receive money and grant receipts therefore, and to do all other acts and tilings which may be 
necessary to be done for the progress and in the course of the prosecution of the said case.

*> To employ any other Legal Practitioner, authorizing him to exercise the power and authorities 
hereby conferred on the Advocate wherever he may think fit to do so.

*> I understand that the services of aforesaid lawyer are hired irrespective of the outcome of the 
case.
And I/We hereby agreed to ratify whatever tlie advocate or his substitute shall to do in the said 
premises.
And I/We hereby agree not to hold the Advocate or his substitute responsible for the result of 
the said case in consequences of his absence from the Court when the said case is called up for 
hearing.
And I/We hereby agree that in the event of the whole or any part of tlie fee agreed by me/us to 
be paid to tlie Advocate remaining unpaid, the Advocate shall be entitled to witlidraw from the 
prosecution of the case until the same is paid.
IN THE WITNESS WHEREOF 1/WE hereunto set my/our hand(s) to these present the contents of 

plained to and understood by me/us, this day of ^ 2019.which have been ex

• .v-

(Signature or thumb impression) (Signature or thumb impression) (Signature or thumb impression)

Accepted subject to terms regarding fees

(V^L—
(AZ
Advocate High Court
Office: KIran Plaza, Gulshone Qtowk 
G.T. Road Mingora, District Swat. 
Cell No. 0300 907 0671

MAN) (IMDAD ULLAH)
• Advocate High Court
Office; Klnan Plaza, GulSbone Chowk, 
G.T. Road, Mingora, District Swat 
Cell No. 0333 929 7746



p V.r-’
r

-3- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAl^^^-
Service Appeal No, 1213/2019
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, ; Aziz Ahmed Ex-Constable No.2658 Swat Police, District Swat.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, at CPO Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif, District Swat.

3. The District Police Officer Swat.

....Respondents

I

INDEX

S.No: Description of Documents Annexure Page

1 Para-wise Comments 1-3

2 Affidavit ' 4

3 Authority Letter 5

Istiwrol^^Picer, Swat; 
^Respondent No. 3)
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IBEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 1213/2019*

Aziz Ahmed Ex-Constable No.2658 Swat Police, District Swat. -A

Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, at CPO Peshawar.

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

....Respondents

fPARAWISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS
Respectfully Shewith, 

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.
?:

That the appeal is badly barred by Law & limitation.

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 appellant has not come to the Tribunal with clean hands.

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

That the appellant has concealed the material facts from this Hon’ble 

Tribunal.

1.

2.

3.

4.
5.

6.

FACTS: ii

i;
1. Correct to the extent the appellant was dismissed from service on allegation of 

desecration of Holy Quran for which he was charged in case FIR No.68 dated 

10/12/2013. He was acquitted by the Court on technical grounds, however in 

departmental probe the charges were established and he was dismissed from 

service after fulfilling all codal formalities.
-i

2. Incorrect. In compliance with order of the honorable Court, a full fledge 

denovo enquiry was conducted against the appellant as per law/rules, wherein 

the allegation leveled against the appellant were proved.

t.

j
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3. Incorrect. As stated above, in compliance of the directions of honorable 

Tribunal, proper denovo departmental enquiry was conducted against the. 

appellant, wherein after completing all codal formalities he was awarded! 
'appropriate punishment.

4. Incorrect. Departmental appeal of the appellant was thoroughly examined by 

the respondents and after taking lenient view the same was filed as the 

appellant failed to produce any cogent reason in his defence.

5. The directions of the honorable Tribunal were followed by the respondents in 

letter and spirit and in accordance with law/rules

6. Incorrect. As stated above, in compliance of the directions of the honorable. 

Tribunal, proper denovo departmental enquiry was conducted against the 

appellant and the District Complaint Officer, Swat was appointed as Enquiry 

Officer, who after completing the enquiry submitted his finding report stated ^ 

therein that the appellant was involved in desecration of pages of holy Quran 

which was widely resented by the public, hence he was recommend for major 

punishment by the Enquiry Officer.

7. Pertains to record. No inegularity in enquiry proceedings was found. Appeal' 

of the appellant was not cogent, hence dismissed by appellate authority in 

accordance with rules. , '
!•

8. The appellant has wrongly challenged the legal and valid order of respondents, 

before this honorable Court through unsound grounds.

GROUNDS:

a. Incorrect. The appellant has been treated in accordance with law/rules by 

providing all the opportunities of personal hearing and defence to the: 

appellant during course of departmental probe.

b. Incorrect. All the codal formalities have been fulfilled during the course of. 

enquiry and opportunities of self defence and personal hearing have also been 

provided to the appellant.
i:
h
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c. Inconect. The respondents have acted in accordance with law/ rule and all thd 

codal formalities under the law have been fulfilled during the course of 

, enquiry.
f

d. Incorrect. As stated above, the order of the appellate authority is legal/ 

reasonable and is based on facts and justice.

e. Incorrect. The appellant has committed serious offence i.e desecration of the 

pages of Holey Quran which has been established during course of criminal 
investigation as well as in departmental probe.

PRAYER:

Keeping in views the above facts and circumstances, it is humbly prayed that 

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

Provinciai^oKce Officer, - 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwi; Peshawar; 

(Respondent No.Ol)

\

;■

Malak^i^^gion 
(Respondent No.02)

, i

•i

i •
ilis
.1;

-i

istrii Officer Swat 
espondent No.03)

:: ■
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

>•

Service Appeal No. 1213/2019

Aziz Ahmed Ex-Constable No.2658 Swat Police, District SWat.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, at CPO Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif, District Swat.

3. The District Police Officer Swat.

....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/ belief and nothing has, 

been kept secret from the honorable Tribunal.

Provin<^3l^li(» Officer 
Khyber Paklmmkhya Peshawar 

(Respondents No.l)
f

i

>:
Ii

'Es-gionaL 
f^alakand /ftRel^i8M|f,Edlice Officer

■>;

Malakand Region 
e^ondents No.2)

f

Dist^ct Ponb^Officer, Swat^ 
^Respondents No.3)



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR. ;
>

Service Appeal No. 1213/2019
{

Aziz Ahmed Ex-Constable No.2658 Swat Police, District Swat.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, at CPO Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif, District Swat.

3. The District Police Officer Swat.

-I
:

....Respondents !

AUTHORITY LETTER

We, the above respondents do hereby authorized Mr. Mir Faraz Khan DSP/Legal 

Swat & Mr. Khawas Khan SI LegaTto appear before the Tribunal on our behalf and 

submit reply etc in connection with titled Service Appeal.

ProvinciaUP^ce^fficer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa^eshawar 

(Respondent No. 1)
I

c^,Qfficer 
M^kand Region 
(Res^tmaent No. 2)

: t

istiW K^nw/Officer Swat 
(Respondent No. 3)
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\KffifeER FAKHTUNKWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

All coraniunicalions should be 
addressed to the Registrar KPK Service 
Tribunal and not any official by name.

1

No. /ST ",
Ph:- 091-9212281 
Fax:-091-9213262°z/u' <v-

Datcd; /2021

To
•• s.

The District Police Officer Female, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
District Swat at Gulkada.

i

■ '

l

9

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 1213/2019. MR. AZIZ AHMAD.

lam directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
05.10.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

End: As above

REGISTRAR 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR

N

y


