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‘ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

AT CAMP COURT SWAT.

A7V,

Service Appeal No. 1213/2019 o

‘Date.of Institution ... 01.10.2019
Date of Decision ..  05.10.2021

Aziz Ahmad Ex-Constable No. 2658 Swat Police, District Swat:
(Appellant)
L : o 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 Resp_ondent_s.

ROZINA REHMAN R ~ MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR .. MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

T

:JUDGMENT

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):- Brief facts of the case are that

the appellant while serving as consfable in ,pblice department was dismissed frbm
service én 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, whi;h
.was.-de(:ided vide judgment dated 06-11-2017 with d';rection to the respondents to
conddct de-novo inquiry. As a result of de-novo inquiry, the appgllant 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 result of de-novo  proceedings, the appellant was again.

di‘smissed from service vide order dated 15-07-2019. Feeling aggrieved, fhe appellant

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

pénalty of dismissal from servicé 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 all 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 ;hance to créss-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 acquittéd 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 ¢ aw.

03. Learned Deputy District Attorney for the fespondents 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, howevér in departmental
inquiry, the charges were established against him and‘ he was dismissed from service

after fulfilling all the formalities; that the de-novo p'POEeédings were conducted as per
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_law and rule, wherein the'allegations leveled against the appellant were proved; that

: the'-appellaht was treated in accordance with law and was rightly penalized for the

crime he committed.

04. We have heard learned counsel for thé 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. Simultaneousiy; 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 respéndents were directed to conduct a de-novo

inquiry and as a result of de-novo proceedings, the appellant was again dismissed
frdm service vide qrder datéd 28-12-2017. The appellant again knof:ked‘-at the door
of this Tribunal vide service appeal No. 415/2018 and this Tribunal once again
remandéd 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 was
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.

06. We have noted that the allegations so leveled against the appellént 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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- prreme 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 Iis an inquiry report, which is replica of tﬁe previous
proceedings and_ the aIIegations'IeV’eled ac_jainst the apbellant has not been proved,
rathér the inqui_rj'ofﬁce’r h_as placed reliance on pfevious proceedings. We have also
noted that the abpellan’t was grahted acquittal from the chafges and the very .
reason, upon wlhich the appellant was dismissed from service has vanished away,
hence there was no material available with the authorities fo take action.and impose

major penalty.‘ReIiance' is placed on 2003 SCMR 207 and 2002 SCMR'57,:1993'PLC

~ (CS) 460.

07, In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is accepted and the
"‘appel'lant is re-ins._tai:ed 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

(AﬁQ-hm |

MEMBER (E)
CAMP COURT SWAT .
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Mr. Imdad Ullah, Advocate for the appellant present. Mr. Asif

Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for respondents present.

‘ Arguments heard and record perused.

- Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed oh file, the

- instant appéal 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

WUW
MEMBER (E)
CAMP COURT SWAT




£.01.2021 N Due ’to_COVID' 1_'9, the case is adjourned to

£2.03.2021 for the same as before.

m

02.03.2021 - Appellant in_persbn present. - ]
~ Noor- Zamén Khan Khattak learned District Attorney
alongwith Khawas Khan S. I for respondents present

Lawyers commumty is on strike, therefore, case is

adjourned to Q /. S/ 2[ for arguments before D.B at
Camp Court

(Mian MLlhammad) -~ (Rozina Rehman)

Member (E) . =~ - Member (J)

Camp Court, Swat _ Camp Court, Swat
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——-2020 ~~ Due to COVID19, the case is adjourned to
.' i//_O/ZOZO for the same as before.

05.10.2020 Appellant is present in person. Mr. Usman Ghani, District

a2
E3

Attorney alongwith representative of the department Mr. Khawas
Khan, S.1 (Legal) are also present.

' Representativé of the department submitted para-wise
reply on béhalf of respondents No. 1 to 3 which'fs placed on
record. - File to come up for rejoinder and 'arg'uments on
03.11.2020 before D.B at Camp Court, Swat. —~

(MUHAMMAD JAMAL KHAN)
. ME
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 g'eneral strike, therefore, case is
adjourned to 05.01.2021 for arguments, before D.B at Camp

- Court, Swat. _
e )
(Atig ur Rehman Wazir) (Rozina Rehman)
~ Member (E) Member (J)
Camp Court, Swat Camp Court, Swat




03.06.2020 =~ Due to Covid-19, the ca_lsé is‘adjo-umed. _Tdéome up for the
o same on 06.07.2020 before SB'at camp court Sv.vat._'

06.07.2020 | Bench is incomplete. Therefo-re, the case is adjdumed.

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

/Reader

Swat.




Service Appeal No. 1213/2019
- 06.01.2020 Appellant in person and Mr. Riaz Ahmad

Paindakheil, Assistant AG alongwith Mr. it Faraz, DSP
(Legal). for_ the respondents present. Written ré’i)ly: on
behalf of respondents not submitted. Representative of
the department requested for further adjournment.

N Adjqﬁrned to 02.03.2020 for written reply/comments
before S.B at Camp Court Swat. |

(Muham&% Kundi)

Member
Camp Court Swat

02.03.2020 Appellant in person present. Written feply not submitte_df_‘ S

(b

Khawas Khan S.I representative of respondent -'d'epa‘rtment“-
present and seeks time to furnish reply. Granted. To come up
for written reply/comments on 06.04.2020 before S.B at .-

| Camp Court Swat. | - | o
— . - Member SR
: Camp Court, Swat. .
DOC | \TD (GRS QA NOARNY Aok DUS Eour .
fo cond Cowt b bas
b-@.é\’\ C’/Q’\(\'LQ\\QA¢ \,D‘ (orve Q*@h o
o Ehe Same o O’l/cb*ﬁ 20—
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Counsel for the appellant Aziz Ahmad - present.

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 -

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 judgmel_lf

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 appeliant.was

‘ remedy, the appellant approached this Tribunal through service |

_ dated 06.11.2017. After conducing de-novo inquiry, the appe-llant ,

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.

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 for .

2. u%vw Fes » 06.01.2020 before S.B at Camp Court Swat.

(Muha%Khan Kundi)

Member
Camp Court Swat

N




Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of
Case No.- 1213/2019
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature ofjudge
proceedings
1 2 3
1- 01/10/2019 o The appeal of Mr. Aziz Ahmad presented tod‘ay Py Mr. A_ziz-ur-'_ |
: Rehman Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Regist'er and put up | B
to the Worthy Chairman for proper order pledse. - '
wesmmee o1
2_I This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench at Swat for preliminary,

hearing to be put up there on 07/ /- %/ 7

‘CHAIRMAN -

T,

.



_ . BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

. Service Appeal No.ﬁl | S of 2019

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

...Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Oﬁ‘icer Khyber Pdkl'}hmkhwa, Peshawar and Others.

...Respondents

INDEX
S San el wsirfpdon af dpsamanis, Sy T L LT e
Memo of Petition 1-5
Affidavit 6
Addresses of the parties . 7
Copy of the Judgment dated 06-11-2017 A 2/
Copy of the Judgment dnied 04-04-2019 B -
St /- 14
opy of the Order dated 15-07-2019 C )5
Copy of the Departmental Appénl D /
é -7
Copy of the Order dated 24-09-2019 E . 5
Vakalat Nama
A4

Appellant Through
Z=ir-Rahman™
+ Advocate Swat
Office: Khan Plaza, Gulshone Chowk,
Mingora Swat, Cell 0333 929 7746
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| BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA @
| SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR -

Service Apparzl No. fl[ 5 of 2019

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

Lol

Khyhor Pakhtulhwa
Scervice !‘rtbdn al

prars o330
. _ ' ‘ : | ._..Azgzg-ellantbmcd Ol !Of‘zé/Ci

VERSUS

-Swat.

1. The Provincial Police Oﬁczcer Ky Jb@? Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.

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

3. The District Police Officer District Swat at

7
7
Ve Gulkada.
. //
. / .
7 . ...Respondents
SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4
OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
’ SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
Fnl%dtg}-day AGAINST THE ORDER O.B. NO. 112
9‘7 DATED 15-07-2019 WHEREBY MAJOR
strar .
0/ 10 / /97 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 ~ A
DEPARTMENTAL - APPEAL, WHEREBY
THE MAJOR PENALTY OF DISMISSAL
WAS CONVERTED INTO REMOVAL
FROM SERVICE VIDE NO. 10319E
DATED 24-09-2019,, COMMUNICATED
ON 27-09-2019, IN A SUMMARY




MANNER AGAINS'T THE 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 back/consequential

benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth:
Facts:

1. That the appellant was initially dismissed from
service on alleged charges of being involved in case

FIR No. 68 dated 10-12-2013, although in the same

case the appellant wis acquitted.

2. That against the same order the appellant exhausted

his remedy wup to this Honourable Tribunal vide

Service Appeal No. 742 of 2016 decided vide

. judgment dated 06-11-2017, wherein the orders
impugned therein were set aside and the case was

sent back to the department for de novo enquiry, but

strictly in accordance with the law. Copy of the

Judgment dated 06-11-2017 is enclosed as

Annexure “A”.

3. That the responderit department without fulfilling
the codal formalities and filing to conduct a full

dressed enquiry as required under the law, again

e et LA T '
imposed. the major penally of dismissal from service




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 was
also rejected vide order No. 2670/E dated 15-03-
2018 in a very suntmary manner without adopting
fmy of the codal formaiities mandatory under the

law 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 théreint Copy of the judgment

dated 04-04-2019.is enclosed as Annexure “B”. -

6. That after conducting a shame, faulty and ﬁzrce
inquiry and not followiné_the specific directions of
this Honourable Tribunal the appellant was again
imposéd upoﬁ 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 with in
a mechanical manner and the penalty of dismissal
from service was converted into that of removal
from service vide ’o}‘dér No. IO319/E dated 24-09- |
2019, communicated on 27-09-2019. Copy of the

appeal is enclosed as Annexure “D” and that of the

R




order dated 24-09-2019 is enclose as Annexure “E”,

respectively.

8. That still feeling aggrieved and having no other
quick and' efficacious remedy available to the
appellant this Honourable Tribunal is approached

on the following grounds.

- Grounds: -

a. That under the law for the -imposition of majdr
penalty a full fledge enquiry is mandatory under the
law and rules on the. su.bjecfr, but in the instant case
none -of the codal formalities have been observed
thus making the whole in’ocess a nullity in the eyes
of Zaw and the same the appellant has not been

treated 1n accordance with the law.

b. That the respondents have condemned the appellant
as unheard as neither any chance of persdnal
hearing was afforded to the appellant nor was the
appellant given any chance either to cross examine
the witnesses or rebul the evidence used against
him. Moreovér 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 colourful

manner, which the law never approves of.




d. That the appellant has never committed any act of Z
. commission or omission which may constitute any

offence under any law.

It is, the'refore, very respectfully prayed that
on acceptance of this appeal both the brders
impugned may very'.ki_ndly be set aside and the
appellaht reinstated bick into service with all

back/conéequential béﬁeﬁt_s. ‘

- Any other relief deemed appropriate in the -

circumstances and not spéciﬁcally prayed for may

QNP

Appellant
[ ==
N o AT
Az nedmiad

- Through Counsels,.
Aziz-ur-Rahman

Imdad Ullah
Advocates Swat

 also very kindly be granted.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. of 2019

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

Swat.

. VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar and Others.

...Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant:

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

Respondents:

1. The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhioa, |

Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police 'Ofﬁcer Malakand at Saidu

Sharif, District Swat. .

3. The District Police_ Officer District Swat at |

Gulkada.

Appellant

| Through Cou'zsel,

Imdad Ullah
Advocate Swat

.. .Ag;gellant

;
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~ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
- CAMP COURT SWAT

L | Service Appeal No 742/2016
Dateiof Instituﬁon. . 21.07.2016

Date of decision... - 06.11.2017

Aziz Ahmad, Ex-Constable No. 2658, Javed Igbal Shaheed Police Lines, District
Swat. : - c (Appellant)
Versus ‘

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

| “(Respondents)
‘MR. IMDADULLAH, .
Advocate c e For appellant.
MIAN AMIR QADAR, .
District Attorney For respondents.
MR. NJAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, B , CHAIRMAN
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL, - ... MEMBER
" JUDGMENT

- NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN: - Arguments of the learned

counsel for the parties heard and record perused.
FACTS

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

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

RN

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

Ain 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 from the Prison, the

ATTESTED -

ADVOCATE




rejected on 01.07,2016 and thereafter, the appellant filed the present service appeal

on 21.07. 2016

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 il_legal as at the time uvhen the alleged charge sheet and statement of
ellegations were iosued, the appellant was in jail in criminal case. That this fact‘ has
been admitted l)y tlxe enquiry officer in his eoquiry report. That when the appellant
was behincl the bar how he could be aseociated in the enquiry proceedings. He
further argued that no’ limitation would run against the appellant as he was in

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

4. On the other hand the learned District Attorney argued that there is no
proof of the fact that the appellant was in Ja1l at the time when the enqulry
proceedings were 1n1t1ated and concluded that the allegatlon of desecration of

Holy Quran was proved against the appellant.
CONCLUSION

5. Inthe report of the enquiry officer it is clearly written that the 'appellant
was arrested on 12.12.2013 and thereafter his application for bail was rejected on
19. 12 2013. In the order of the Worthy Peshawar High Court it is clearly

mentioned at the end that the appe!lant be ‘set ﬁee 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




departmental penalty because under the well established jurisprudential principles
of administratiife law the findings of the criminal 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 :
-Chlt to the appellant on the ground that the Worthy Peshawar High Court has

acqultted the accused, however, the departmental proceedmgs 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 enquiry

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

- months from the date of receipt of this judgment fallmg which the appellant shall

be reinstated in service. Parties are left to bear thexr own costs. File be consigned

to the record room.

PN o G\Ilaz@/l\ﬁhmmam
L ' hairman

A c Camp Court, Swat
(Muhammad Hamid Mughal)
Member
ANNOUNCED
06.11.2017

J . " l.
Seivi fcg mLunal
Camp Courtt, Swat

/}’
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EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

AT CAMP COURT SWAT

| SERVICE APPEAL NO. 415/2018

Date of institution' ... 27.03.2018
- Date of judgment ... 04. 04.2019

(Appellant)

' VERSUS

| 1. The Provincial Police officer Khybér Pékhtunkhwa, 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 _KHYBER¢s

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE
ORDER_0O.B. NO. 211 DATED 28.12.2017 _WHEREBY MAJOR
" PENALTY OF DISMISSAI FROM SERVICE WAS IMPOSED UPON
THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE LAW, RULES AND FACTS,

ATT' .T ED 'HENCE IS LIABLE TO BE SET-ASIDE, FEELING AGGRIEVED

FROM _THE SAME . THE APPELLANT PREFERRED A
_DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL WHICH WAS ALSO DISMISSED VIDE
NO.. 2670/E DATED 15.03.2018 IN A SUMMARY MANNER

EXAW j‘%‘ -~ AGAINST THE LAW, RULES AND FACTS AND IS ALSO LIABLE .
Khyber Pal W8 TO SET-ASIDE BEING NOT SUSTAINABLE
Service THunal, i . : § -
Peshawar  \r 1ndad Ullah, Advocate. " . Forappellant.
I~ Mr Mlan Ameer Qadlr Dlstnct Attomey ' .. For respondents.
N Mr MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI .. MEMBER (JUDICIAL) .
- Mr. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL - .. MEMBER (JUDICIAL%
N o - ATTESTED
N>

o I | . ADVOCATE
'MEMBER: - Learned counsel

MUHAMW;D AMINKH-AN KU

I

for the appellant present. Mr Mlan Ameel Qadir, DIStI‘lCt Attorney alongwith.

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

: and pec_ord perused.

20 :‘Bricf facts of the case as per present service appeal are that the appellant

was séi‘ying in Police Department‘as Constable. He was imposed major penalty-

- of dismissal from service. by the competent authoiity on the allegation of




2

de.seeration of Holy Quran. A criminal case was also registered against the

' appeflant-in this reoard 'after rejection of departrrrental appeal, the appellant

: hled se1V1cc appeal before tlns l‘rlbunaI whrch was partrally accepted vide

Sl

~ judgment dated 06 ll 2017 the 1mpugned ordel of dismissal from service of the
Aappellant was set as1de and drrected the authority to hold de-novo inquiry in
.‘accordance wrth law and rules and to conclude the same wrthm a period of four
months from the date of rece1pt of Judgment falhng which the appelhnt shall
be deemed'remstated in service. Alter' disposal of service appeal, de-novo
'- 1nqu1ry was conducted 'and after de-no'vo inquiry the appellant was agam'
disrnissed 'frorn:-seryice bylt'he. 'cornpetent.authority on 'the basis of de-novo

. FEEIDrnquny v1de order dated 28.12.2017. The appellant filed departmental appeal on

08.01 2018 but the same was also rejected v1de order dated 15.03.2018 hence,

the present servrce appeal on 27. 03 2018

1K A
‘Khyl,cr ak a\;&h{hwag)
Service Ti{ounal,
Peshawar N
N written reply/comments

Respondents were summoned who contested the appeal by filing of

4, '- Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant ‘was

S
Qe
2

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

/// %W "

.11nposed major penalty of drsmlssal from service by the competent: authorrty on
. the allegatlon of desecratron of Holy Quran It was further contended that a .
.crnmnal case Was also regrstered 1n- this regard but the appellant was acquttted
zAv
by competent authoﬂty in ‘the crrmlnal case. I§ was further contended that earller '
g the_ appe_llant;:had filed ,servrceappeal in this _Trlbunal agamst the impugned
-. ‘lo_rd'e_rwhrieh was partially accepted and the :r‘_sp‘ondent-depar_tment was d_irected
to-cbnduct det-hovo inquiry in accordance with law and rules but again' nei.therv
: chafg_e Shée,tf- ,‘s_tatem.ent ot". allegation was framed and served upon the appellant
‘ “ -_nor" s:tat‘ement of witnesses vyere recorded in the presence of the '1ppellant‘ by the'
ATTESTED 1nqu1ry ofﬁcer nor opportunrty of CrOSS - ex'unrnatlon was provrdecl to the

appellant on. the wrtnesses nor opportumty of personal hearmg was provrded to

AVVOCATE




the -appellant’ bv the competent authority before passing the impugned order

the_refor_e, the appellant was condemned unheard. Itlwas further contended that
the competent court 'hals -also -acquitted the-appellant in the criminal case’
o thel'efore, it was cont_ended that the imp’ugned order passed by the 001npetent
authori_tjr as well as deparhnental _au'thority after conducting de-novo inquiry is
llable to be eet,-asideand_.pr;ayed for acceptance of appeal with all back benefits.
5. i On the other hand, 'lear'ned District Attorney for the respondents opposed.
the .contention of learned‘ counsel for the appellant and contended that all the
' codal formalittes’were fulﬁlled in the de-'novo inquiry before passing the
1mpugned order It was. further contended that the charges leveled aounst the-

ngr TE@peilant was proved by the respondent departlnent in the de-novo mqulry

therefore the competent authonty has rrghtly dismissed the appellant from

EXA t".jr«» f‘p service and prayed for drsmlssal of appeal
K%'J’ ber Pakitunkhwa : ' : :
Vi ¥ 3 . B . .
o p:fh} W“ff‘: val, 6, - Peru‘sal of the record reveals that the appellant was serving in Police
AnkR

Q\ Department Departmental proceedmg was 1n1t1ated on the allegatlon of

\\ ‘\, desecrat1on ’of Holy Quran and a crrmmal case was also regrstered agarnst the
%\ appellant by the local police. but he was acquitted_by the. competent court in
\\\ ' cr-il.nilnal- caae.- AThe' record' ‘ further reveala that after ‘ initiating department
. proceedmg, the appellant waa dlslnlseed from’ service by the competent-

_ authority on the allegatron of desecratron of oly Quran and after rejectmg the
departmental appeal the appellant ﬁled sefvice appeal before this Trrbunal

whrch was partrallv accepted and- the reSpondent-department was drrected to

conduct de -NOVO 1nqu1ry in accordance with law and rules vide Judgment dated

06. 11 2017 However the record reveals that the respondent—department has not

| _- conducted thelde -novo 1nqu1ry ‘as per direction of thrs Trrbunal as nelther charge

sheet statement of allegauon was. framed by the competent authority.in the de-'

ATTESTEDHOV .

.1nqulry nor any reply of the charge sheet statement of allegatron was

1eqursrt10ned hom the appell'lnt The record further reveals that the mquny

AUYUOUCATE
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officer has also recorded the statem'ent of witnesses during the inquiry

proceedmc but thc same was not recorded in the presence of the appellant nor

the appellant was prov1ded opportumty of cross examination on the said

wrtnesses Same ‘way after subrmttmg 1nqu1ry report the competent authority

has agam dlsmlssed the appellant from serv1ce ‘but the impugned order dated ::

28 12. 2017 regardmg the. d1sm1ssal of the appellant from service does not show

that the appellant was gwen opportumty of pcrsonal heanng before passing the

nnpugned order Same way after submlttmg mqulry report, the- competent

authonty was requ1red to 1ssue tmal shown cause notice alongwith copy of '

mqmry report to the appellant but nelther any show cause notice was. lssued to

" the appellant nor any reply of the show—cause notrce was requisitioned from the

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

- are constramed to partlally accept the present serv1ce appeal, set-aside: the

de-novo mqulry in aceordance with rules prescrlbed by Police Rules 1975

| 1nclud1ng frammg of charge sheet statement of allega‘non requisition of reply

Afrom the appellant opportumty ‘of cross examlnauon defence personal hearmg,

. 1ssuance of final. show- cause notlce alongw th copy ‘of inquiry report to the

' EX.‘A

.JWWW‘

- appellant and requ1s1t10n of reply of show ca se notice from the appellant. The

“1ssue of back beneﬁts w1ll be subject to the ot tcome of de novo inquiry. Partles

are left to bear the1r own costs File be con31gned to the record room.

impugned ordera and once agaln dlrect the respondent-department to conduct

- ANNOUNCED TTESTED 5y
.04 042019 - A - '////79%14’1“?//5/7””
| 1z~ MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
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/Aé’% e e Copy to:-

ORDER - ' - )

- | Thls order wr]l d;cpoce oF Denove Departmental enquiry against Constable Aziz

Ahmad No. 265 8/1225 (re-mstated in service for the purpose of Denove Departmental Enquiry). He while

posted to Police Lines Kabal was alleged of gross misconduct as he had remained involved in case FIR
No. 687, dated 10-12-2013 u/s 295-B PPC of Pohce Station Saidu Sharif. -

He was- proeeeded agamst departmentally and subsequently dismissed from
service vide this ofﬁee OB No. 07 dated 09-01-2018. He had preferred an appeal before the Service
Tribunal which vide judgment No. 611/2017 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 and the
~Honorable Trlbunal re-mstated the “onstavie with the rider that a denove departmental enquiry be
conducted in Service Appeal No. 915/2018 Consequently an enqulry was ordered against him and acting
District Complaint Officer Mr. Ahjaz Ahmad was drrected to carry out denove departmental enquiry
against the delinquent Constable. - ¢ Engy iry Orueer reported that the prowsronally re-instated Police
Officer remained mvolved in desecratlon of the Holy Pages which was resented widely by the public. The
Enquiry Report further revealed that the Constable under enquiry also seemed a psychratrlc patient and
recommended dismissal of the conc=r..d ¢ ice Ci¥icer,

~ The delmquent Constable had tor 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 releva"‘ ool wv oand he hadm‘éot life term aﬁer being tried by the court of
Addl: Sessions Judge Swat. He was later acquitted by Peshawar High Court Mingora Bench Swat and two
times remstated by the Honorable Servwe Trlbunal as dlscussed above. His further’ retentlon in Police is-
bound to mv1te public resentment and outzaze. 1t has also been learnt that the Constable has got mental
complications. In both cases the Constable is unfit for ?olice 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 Rules 2 (iii) of Police Disciplinary Rules — 1975, I Syed Ashfaq

Anwar, PSP, District Police Officer, Swat bemg competent authorlty, am constrained to again award him

/

District Police Ofﬁcer
Swat

major pumshment of dismissal from service.

Order annqg_n_c.ed,

oB.No. [} 2
Dated:_y ¢ ,.7 g

, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar with

/5 1. / AIG/C&E Intemal Accountablhty Bran
[7 2 IAB/C&E, dated 01-07-2019 please.

reference to CPO office Memo: No. 2347/C
2. Establishment Clerk .
3. - OSI '

-For necessary action, please.

ATTESTED

Drstnct Police Officer

- ADVOCATE |




PP, 3 ) »

BEFORE THE RLCIONAL POLICE OFFICER MALAKAND RANGE SAIDU SliARll"

Aziz. Ahmad Ex- Constable No. 2658/1225 Swat District. | cvereeeenennen . JAppellant
Versus

The District Police Officer District Swat. ... ..Respondent

Departmental hppea] against the order OB No. 112 dated 15-07-2019, communicated on

19-07-2019.

Prayer:

On Accepmnce of this departmental clppC'll the order OB No. 112 dated 15-07-2019 be set aside

and the appellant reinstated with back benefits.
3 Respécted Sir,
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
295B 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 case.

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 bul no charge sheet or show cause notice was issued (o
the appellant und the directions of the Honourible Service Tribunal were not followed.

That no personal hearing was given (o appellant under the rules.

That the appellant is condemned as unheurd.

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

That the appellant preferred a departmental appeal.and it was also rejected by order 2670/1 dated
15-03-2018.

That the appellant again filed a service appeal 415/2018 in Service Tribunal and the appellant was

again reinstated into service by judgment dated 04-04-2019 s again with the direction to conduct_. . .

proper de novo inquiry strictly according to law and rules. - ) A rTEST

W___f;
ADVOCATE

Y



- That again a faulty inquiry was conducted and the appellant was neither issued charge sheet nor: .

any show cause notice and finally the appellant was again dismissed from service by order O.B."
No. 112 dated 15-07-2019.

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 appeliant.

It is very humbly requested that on acceptance of this departmental appeal the appellant

reinstated into service with all back benefits, iy

19
Appa,ll'ml‘)\o)‘ 7

Aziz Ahmad
Affidavit

It is solemnly stated on oath that all the contents of this departmental are true and correct. M X ]@

Deponent

Aziz Ahmad

i osas- 74885y
ATTESTED 7 397

IMAR g3)/5\_12Tg%3vocatc

GATHC ONMISSIONER
ﬁl/t Coutla Sw

4ol

! 91 344, 3

ATTESTED

ADVOCATE
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, OFFICE OF THE ’
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER, MALAKAND
SAIDLU SHARIF SWATT,
ﬂg[_g‘}‘lm-‘) 240038 1-88 & Fux No, (1946-92403911
Email: digmuaiakand@yalioo.cim

ORDER:

This order will dl\ sose ot ap )mi ot Ex-Constable /\1.;/ Alnn ad No 262581225 o
}

swat Distriet tor reinstatement in scwuc

Briet facts of the case are that Ex-Constable Aziz Ahimad No. 263871225 wiile
Posted o Police Lines Kabal was allegzd of gross miscondoct o he remained involve o cnse VI Bo 087
duted 1O/1272013 ufs 295-B PPC PS Saidu Sharit Swat Conscquently - he was procecded againisg
departmientally and subsequently dismissed from service vide O3 No, 7 dated 09/012005 fate on he
preferred service appeal before the Service Teibanal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vwhere the sz
Fribunal Khyber Pakhwunkhwa Peshawar vide judgment dated 0671172017 has set aside his putshinent and
ordered tor Denovo departmental enquity against the said Constable. In compliance of” divections ot the
Honorable Service Tribunal an enquiry was. carvied out against the delinquent Constable and fic was again
dismissed from suvm. vide DPO swat Otfice O3 No. 211 dated 28/12/2017. Therealier. he preferrd
another Service r\ppcal in Khyber Paklnunkivwn Service Tribusal, Peshawar and the Honorabie Tribural
re-instated the delinguent Constable with the direction to conduct proper Denovo depactmental viquin . In
vompligiice Mr. Ahjaz Ahmad Acting District Conmplaint Of1ioer/ SP, Investigation Swat was directed 10
CiTy out :!'_")clfovo departmental enquiry against the delinguent Constable. The enquiry. officer 8r. Ahjaz
KN, SP Investigation Swat afier ';on(l:uc[ing praper enquiry Submitted his report stated therein that the
provisionally re-mnstated Police Ofticer remained involved m desceration of the Holy pages Which wiis
resented widely by the general public. The enquiry report furthe: revealted that the Constable under enqguiry
was also seemed to be a psychiatric patient, hence recommended his dismissal from service. The delinguent
Constable had torn out and descerated pages of the Holy Quran which was bitterly resented by ihe public .
wiiteh brought a bad name for Polize departure. He was subsequently charged under relevant sections and
hie had gotife term after being tried by ihe Court of Addl: Session .ludgs;‘ Swat. He was later on avquilicd
b Peshawar High Court Mingora Bench Swat and two times sanstated by the Honorabte Sers e Tl
as discussed above, His further retention in Police is bound 1o tavite public resentment and oatrage. 1 has
alsor fearnt that the Constable has got mental «.omph«.d(mus in both cases the Constable is untit tor Palice
Service. His reinstatement witl have multiple ramifications and bound 1o badly atteet routine artars o
Falice Depaciaent. Theretore, being found suilty of the charges levelled apainst bang the Distict Police

Ofticer. Swat awarded him major punls ament of dlsmumi from service vide his oftice OB No. i12 datdd
I5/0772019 '

He was called in Orderly Room on £7/09/2019 and heard him in person, e
appetlant could not produce any ¢ y,nl reason in m.s defence. However, his pumshmuu of Lil\l'li‘\mll fron

service is converted o removal frond service. : .

Order announced. . ;e
A

- (J\‘!Ul-lAl\‘ll\"lAf{l TRHAND, PSP
Regional\Polive (siticer,
Mal .uul Rq,um, Saidu Shas |l \s\ e

No. /C‘j-.-;’,/? /E, \ \ Tt

e ;
Praced _ ""'Lr J "'? 2019,

!

Copy of above Tor infoimation and avcessary action to District Police Officer,
Swat with reference to his oftice Memo: No. 1245 H/E, dated 06/08/2019. Service l{oll and ¥ aufi Missab of

the above named Constable is returned herewith for record m your aflice.

TESTE.
K NANASNANNANNAAKF K F K ANLL NN TSNS R



BEFORE I‘li‘“ KIIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR .

111. matter of - . . / ?
.4%(_2 "AA‘M ﬂb{) | Appeﬂan‘r‘

VERSUS

/Z%é é 2 i C/ZZ - Respondgnt)

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

- - AZIZ-UR-RAHMAN and IMDAD ULLAH
Advocates High Court

To be the advocate for the in the above menhoned case to do all the following acts, deeds
and things or any one of them, that is to say:-.

» To acts, appear and plead in the above mentioned case in this court or any other 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 progress 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 arbitration 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 things 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.

“ T understand that the services of aforesaid 1awye1 are hired irrespective of the outcome of the
case.

And I/ We hereby agreed to ratify whatever the 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 the fee agreed by me/us to
be paid to the Advocate remaining unpaid, the Advocate shall be entitled to withdraw from the
prosecution of the case until the same is paid.

IN THE WITNESS WHEREOF J/WE hereunto set my/our hand(s) to these present the contents of
which have been explained to and understood by me/us, this AZ& day of g 2019.

s

(Signature or thumb impression) (Signature or thumb impression) (Slg'nature or thumb impression)
Accepted subject to terms regarding fees /‘}ﬁ ;/7}

(AZXZ- MAN) | - (IMDAD ULLAH)
Advocate High Court "~ Advocate High Court

Office: Khan Plaza, Gulshone Chowk Office: Khan Plaza, Guldhone Chowk,
G.T. Road Mingora, District Swat. . G.T. Road, Mingara, District Swat

Cell No. 0300 907 0671 Cell No. 0333 929 7746
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,\,’7‘ - BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAE*‘ e

| . - Service Appeal No. 1213/2019

¢ Aziz Ahined Ex-Constable No.2658 Swat Police, District Swat.

...... Appellant
VERSUS

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

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

....Respondents -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

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

Service Appeal No. 1213/2019

...... Appellant.

4

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, at CPO Pesh‘awar.
2. The Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif, District Swat.
~ 3. The District Police Officer Swat.

i

....Respondents "

PARAWISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Shewith,
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

[\
H .

SO

FACTS:

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. S
That the aﬁpellant has concealed the material facts from this H_on’ble:-

Tribunal.

i
. 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.

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 provéd.

i



3. Incorrect. As stated above, in compliance of the directions of honorable
Tribunal, proper denovo departmental enquiry was conducted against thei
appellant, wherein after completing all codal formalities he was avya;de@%

' : : : i
.appropriate punishment. g

- 4. Incorrect. Departmental appeal of the appellant was thoroughly examihed by-
the réspondents 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 honorablgi '
Tribunal, proper denovo departmental enquiry was conducted against the
appellant énd the District Complaint Officer, Swat was appointed as E’nquirf;'
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 coéent, hence dismissed by appellaté authority 1n
accordance with rules. _ f \ j '

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.
providiig 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 sz
enquiry and opportunities of self defence and personal hearing have also beer:}}

provided to the appellant.

3




- ¢. Incorrect. The respondents have acted in accordance with law/ rule and all the

codal formalities under the law have been fulfilled during the course _of'

enquiry.

d. Incorrect. As stated above the order of the appellate authority is legalf

reasonable and is based on facts and justice.

e. Incorrect. The appellant has committed serious offence i.e desecration of thei
pages of Holey Quran which has been established durmg course of cnmlnaI

investigation as well as in departmental probe.

PRAYER:

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

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

olice Officer,

Khyber Pakhtuiikhw#, Peshawar'

-

(Respondent No.01) -

o4
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTU

e

Service Appeal No. 1213/2019

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

++ss: 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 tﬁeﬁ
contents of the appeal are correct/true to the best of our knowledge/ belief and nothing has.

been kept sectet from ‘thé honorable Tribunal.

L

Provin licg/ Officer
Khyber Pakhtunkhya Peshawar
(Respondents No.1)

Nodal Police Officer
akand Region
dents No.2)

NKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR, - ¢p

e o

SR e



N e

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR. |

Service Appeal No. 1213/2019

Aziz Ahmed Ex-Constable No0.2658 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.

-3

i
T

e .Respondentsi;

~ AUTHORITY LETTER

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

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

submit reply etc in connection with titled Service Api)eal.

(Respondent No. 3) .

fficer Swat |

g .

&



KHYBER PAKHTURKWA -
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

No. QJQS_‘/ST
o3/l

Dated: /2021

To
“The District Police Officer Female,
_Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
District Swat at Gulkada. .
Subject:

Encl: As above
] .

All  communications  should be |-

addressed to the Registrar KPK Service
Tribunal and not any official by name.

Ph:- 091-9212281
Fax:- 091-9213262

JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 1213[2019,-MR. AZIZ AHMAD.

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

14

REGISTRAR

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
" SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR
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