S.No. | Date of Order | Order or other proceedings with signature of_ Judge or Magistrate and that
» or of parties where necessary.
proceedings. '
o1 2 3
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
CAMP COURT SWAT
Appeal No. 1397/2014 -
‘ Alamzeb Khan Versus District Police Officer, Swat and 2 others. .
JUDGMENT
08.1 1.2616 . MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFRIDI, CHAIRMAN: |

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Zubair, Senior

Government Pleader alongwith Khawas Khan, S.I for respondents

present.

2; M. Alamzeb Khan son of Khan Zaman hereinafter referred to as

the appellant has prefefred the instant service apfaéal under Section 4 of

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against order dated |

25.02.2012 whereby appellant was.dismissed from service _ari'd:'wher,.e-

against his depéﬂmental appeal dated 28.3.2014 was not responded ar;d' '

hence the instant service appeal on 12.12.2014. -

3. Brief facts giving rise to the present appeal are that the appel_lant

was serving as constable when subjected to enquiry on the allégations of| .~

wilful absence from duty and dismissed from service vide irhpugned

order referred to above.

4, A preliminary objection was raised -about the maintaihability of b
the appeal as the impugned order was passed on 25.;2.2012;whi1‘e." '

departmental appeal against the said order was preferred on 28032014




and then service aﬁpeal_ was p;eferfed on.12.12.2014

5. We have heard arguments of learned counsel for the parties and

perused the record.

6. The original order of dis;missal of the appellant from service was
p.assed on 25.02.2012. The éppellant was obliged to havg pr_¢ferred
departmental appeal  within ; 30 days from the date of
dismissal/communication of the said order but he preferred the said
ciepartmental appeal on 28.(_)3.2014, after lapse of more than 2 years. |
Even service -appeal was not preferred within 30 days after lapse of
sta:tutory period of 90 days as such we are of the view that service appeal

of the appellant is not entertainable on the count and constraints of time-

limitation.. The same is therefore dismissed, leaving the parties to bear

their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.
im Khan Afridi)

‘ { / Chairman
Lo

bdul Latﬁ) | QC%"’I? ??urt ?\%t ,

Member

ANNOUNCED
08.11.2016
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' 06.09.2016

Appellant in person and Mr. Khawas Khan SI (Legal)

alongwith - along*m{-h Mr Muhammad Zubair, SrGP for the

respondents present. Appellant seeks adjournment To c‘o‘me up for

final hearing before the D.B on 08.11.2016 at camp court, Swat

A

Member

Camp Court, Swat



.S‘.’

$29.06.2015 Appellant in person and Addl: A.G for respondents present.
Written reply not submitted. The appeal pértains to the.territorial
limits of Malakand Division as such to be heard at Swat. To come up

-for written reply/comments - on 7.9.2015 at camp court .Syva"( before .

-

S.B.

Chéfrman ’ w

07.09.2015 ' Appellant in person and Mr. Khawas Khan, S.I (legal) alongwith
Mr. Muhammad Zubair, Sr. GP for respondents present. Written reply

submitted. The appeal is assigned to D.B for rejoinder.and firial hearing

Ch}rman

‘ Camp Court Swat 3

for 9.12.2015 at Camp Court Swat.

Ve - Y -
B RGN = & T

¢ MRS

09.12.2015 Appellant in person and Mr. Amir Qadir, GP for respondents
-present. Rejoinder submitted. Due to non-availability of D.B

arguments could not be heard. To come up for final hearing before

D.B on 5.4.2016 at Camp Court Swat.

B e A A et :
BN o RN

Chaém*gn
Camp Court Swat » ' 1
05.04.2016 ‘None present for the appellant. Mr. Amir Qadir, GP for
| respondents present. Due to non-availability of D.B arguments

could not be heard. To come up for final hearing before D.B 'on'

- N
TN P N
R “.

06,09.2016 at Camp Court, Swat. .79 i del% o707 G

Chatrman
Camp court, Swat. : 1
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submitted that major penalty of dismissal from service

has been’ imﬁosed on the appellant, without any enquiry ‘

and other legal formalities, without givénJopportunity of La‘ U
personal hearing to the appellant and that the impugned ;

order is one sided. Points raised need consideration.

The appeal is admitted for regular hearing, subject to all
legal exceptions. The appellant is directed to deposit
security and process fe_e' within 10 days. Thereafter,

notices be issued to the respondents. To come up for

written reply/comments on 27.4.2015.

Gints o . " - . N/fE l; ER

s .-y - R v ge
€I TV LRI

27.04.2015 Appellant in person and Mr. Ziaullah, GP for the
respondents present. Learned GP requested for time to submit

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

on 29.06.2015 before S.B.

~—

Member

Counsel for 'the’ gppellant present and . #A
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Form- A

oY

public holiday, therefore, case to come up for
the same on 18.2.2015.

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of A
Case No. 1397/2014
|- Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings -
2 3
12.12.2014 The appeal of Mr. Alamzeb Khan presented today by
Mr. Eid Muhammad Khattak Advocate may be entered in the
Insﬁtutlon register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for
‘-pr'opér order.
REGISTRAR
s G R
21.1.2015 Smce 20" January, 2015 has been declared as
o public hollday by the provincial government, therefore
case to come up for the same on 5.2.201¢ "fl URNEZN
P
-5.2.2015

Since 5% February has been declared as

-

oo
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHT. UNKH WA SER VICE TRIBUNAL,

Advocate, Peshawar.

Dated: 10.12.2014

EPF

'PESHAWAR,

SANoJZAT 12014

Alamzeb KNan ... Appellant

’ Versus

District Price Office, Swat and otﬁers ....................... I. Respondénts

INDEX

S.No. Description of document_s.. | Annexure | Pages.
1 Memo of appeal with affidavit. 1-3
2 Application for condonation of delay - 4

3 “Affidavit. | 5
4 Addresses of the parties. | 6

5 Statement of allegation. A 7

6 Charge sheet. B -8

7 Dismissal order C 9

8 Appeal to DIG D 10

9 Mercy petition to 1.G. E 11
10 WAKALATNAMA.

Appellant
. Through
Eid Muhammad Khattak .







BEF ORF THE KH Y BER PAKH TUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHA WAR.

S.ANo. [3 ”ﬂ 2014

Alamzeb Khan s/o Khan Zaman

Ex-Police Constable No.1713 Swat, Malakand

Presently Col.Sher Khan Killi, Swabi....................... . .. Appellant
Versus

1) District Police Officer, Swat

2) DIG Police Malakand Division, Saidu Sharif, Swat.

3) Inspector General of Police KPK, Peshawar............... Respondents

APPEAL. UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST
THE ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO.I
DATED 2@2.2012 WHEREBY THE
APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED . FROM
SERVICE ON 25.02.2012

On acceptance of this appeal, the impugned
order dated 25.02.2012 may kindly be set aside
and the appellant may kindly be reinstated in

service with all back benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth

The appellant states as under:-

1) That the appellant was enrolled on 02.05.2009 as constable in police

department Swat.




2)
3)

4)

.5),

_6)

7)

GROUNDS:

That the appellant 'cémpleted thq'p'dlice training.

That the father of appellant has been died since long.

That suddenly the mother of the appellant became seriously ill and
there was no male member at home for her look after and treatment.
The appellant came tdvglllage to look after her without the prior
permission of the competent authority. The absence of the appellant

was not willful but was due to the compelling circumstances.

That on the charges of absence enquiry -officer was appointed who
conducted the enquiry issued charge sheet/ statement of allegations
and dismissed the appellant from service without service of charge
sheet and statement of allegation on applicant~and without reply of
the appellant to the above mentioned charge sheet and statement of

allegations due to the law and order situation. (Annexuré A,B,'C). ‘
I o ) —3 .J,c/{,,
That on receipt of dismissal order/ appellant submitted a

departmental appeal on 28.03.2014 when the appellant came to P.S.
Chowkiyal Swat for duty and mercy petition on 25.06.2014 to

respondents No.2-3, hence no reply. (Annexure D - E).

That aggrieved with the acts and actions of the respondents No.1-3

~ the appellant has come to this hon’ble Tribunal on the following

grounds amongst the others:

That all the acts and actions of the respondents are against law, facts

and material on record, hence not tenable.

That the appellant was not provided any opportunity of defence due

to Army Operation in the area.

That the respondents.have not followed the constitution of 1973 of

Pakistan and fundamental rights guaranteed to the appellant in the

Constitution of 1973.



N

That nolproper eﬁquiry was: conducted in the case of the appellant

awarding a major penalty of dismissal.

That the respondents have exercised the jurisdiction not vested to

them under the law.

That the respéndents have violated the law and service rules while

dismissing the appellant from service.

That respondents have-violated the decision of superior court in the
case of the appellant dismiss'ing-ﬁ'om.servi_ce. 2005 PLC (CS) 354,
2008 SCMR 1369 holding a fact finding inquiry instead of regular

inquiry.

Therefore, it is requested that on acceptance of this appeal,
relief may kindly be granted as prayed for in the heading of appeal
with all back benefits. . '

A A
Appellafit
" Through
e
Eid Muhammad Khattak

A Advocate, Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT

I, Eid Muhammad Khattak Advocate, do hereby affirm and declare

as per information furnished by my client that the contents of the
accbmpanying appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and

belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

—_——

- Deponent




BEFQRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. |

' PESHAWAR,
S.A.No. /2014
Alamzeb Khan ..............coooii i e Appellant
A ' Versﬁs‘
District Police Officer, Swat and others..............co.coeen Respondents

APPLICATION FOR,.CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth;

The appéllaht states as under:-

A

1) That the petitioner has to come village due to the illness of his

mother without the permission of the higher authority.

2)  That the appellant and his mother remain under treatment of the

various qualified doctors.

3) That law and order situatién was very worst in these days in Swat. -

| 4) That the delay in filing of appeal was not willful, but due to the

' reasons beyond control of appellant (curfew/ army operation) all the
routine life was disturbed in Swat due to the Army Operation and

Curfew.

It is, therefore, prayed that the delay, if any, in filing the
instant appeal may kindly be cordoned

' L

\) Appellant

~ Through

Eid Muhammad Khattak .

Advocate, Peshawar,

-
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHT. UNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.
S.AANo. /2014 i
AlamzebKhan ................... et e et et ee et ns ..... Appellant
. Versus
District Police Officer, Swat and others............................ Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

- 1, Eid Muhammad Khattak Advdcate, do hereby affirm and dec_lare
as per information furnished by my client that the contents of the -

dccompanying application are true and correct to the best of rhy knowledge

and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Deponent
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BEFORFE THE KHYBER PAKHT UNKH WA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR. ~
SANo._ - /2014
Alamzeb Khan .............. ...... . Appellant
) Versus ‘ _
District Price Office, Swat and others...................... Respondents
ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES
APPELLANT:

‘Alamzeb Khan s/o Khan Zaman
' Ex-Police Constable No.1713 Swat, Malakand

Preégn’tly Col.Sher Khan Killi, Swabi

RESPONDENTS: o

1) District Police Officer, Swat.

-2)  DIG Police Malakand Division, Saidu Sharif, Swat.

3) Inspector General of Police KPK, Peshawar

Appellant
Through
— .
. Eid Muhammad Khattak

Advocate, Peshawar.
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cﬂe opmton that Constable Alam Zeb No. 1713\has

____——_—

rendered himself liable to be
proceeded against as he committed the fo! lowing acts/omlssmns within the meanlng of

section 3 of the N-W.F.P Removal from Service (Specnal Powers) Ordinance, 2000

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
That the Constable Alam Zeb No. 1713 of Pohce Station Chuprlyal

permission or leave vide DD No. 45, w.a.f 02/12/2011 to 23/12/2011. It may
also be mentioned here that he is habliual absentee and not taking interest in

- “official duty as per report SHO Police S*atlon Chupriyal dated 25/ 12/2011

All these based on your malafied intention, negligence, omission and

disinterest in duty which is gross misconduct on your part.

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused w-ith

reference to the above allegations, an Enquiry committee consisting of the following is

1. Mr. Sanobar Khan DSP Matta, Swat.
S 2. ' ‘

3. The enquiry Committee shall, in accordance Wlth the prov15|ons of the
Ordinence; provide reascnable cppn um*v of hearince to the accnse*d "ef‘osd its
‘findings and make within, 25 Days of the receipt of this crder, recommendatlon as to
punishment or other appropriate action agalnst the accused.

4. The accused and a well conversant repre%entatlve of the department
shall .j'oin the proceedings on the date, time and place given by the enquiry
Committee. ' '

'Dlstrlct Pollce-Offlce‘r", Swat

. . / *31/%1*
No. &2~ /EB, Dated Gulkada the, é/é{ 2012,

- Copy of above is forwarded to the:-.
1. Mr. Sanobar Khan DSP iatta, Swat.

the Officer/ Official under the provisions of fhe NWFP_/Refnoval from Service (Special
Powers) Ordinance 2000. T |

ﬁstable Alam Zeb No. 1713:-

- With the direction to appear before the -enquiry Committee on the date, time and placc

~ fixed by the Commuttee- for the purpose ¢f enquiry proceeding.
' S K K K KoK K

i

et = N lév/’ —gf 2 4 . W}
o DISCIPLINARY ACTION ‘ g.?
(h )
I Mr. Dilawar Khan Bangash DPO S ompetent &uthority, am of

 Swat refused to perform duty and abserited himself trom duty without prlor

2. i ‘ ’ . } for initiating proceeding against

constituted under section 3 of the Ordinance. o o



A~ CHARGE SHEET
I Mr. Dllawar Khan Ban ash DPO Swat

competent authority,
\

ﬁereby charge you, Constable Alam Zeb No, 1713 as following that you, while

_____,,_.__,—-—-—-—————-———

posted to Police Station Chupriyal, Swat committed the follow;ng irregularities:

You Constable Alam Zeb No. 1713 of Police Statlon Chupriyal,

'. Swat refused to perform duty and absented yourself from duty without prior

perm:ssnon or leave vude DD No 45, w.e.f 02/12/2011 to 23/12/2011 It may

. also be mentioned here that you are habitual absentee and not taking mterest
in official duty as per report SHO Pollce Station Chupn"vg dated 25,’12, 2011,

.

. All these based on your maiaﬁed mtentlon negligence, omission and

disinterest in duty which is gross misconduct on your part.

2. By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of m|sconduct under'
Sectlon 3 of the Khyber Pukhtoon Khwa | Peshawar (Removal from Service) Special
powers ordinance 2000, and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of penalties
specified in section-3 of the ordinance. _
_ 3. You are, therefore, reqwred to 'submit your written defense w1th|n
seven days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry offlcer / Committee, as
the case may be.

4. Your wrltten defense, if any, should reach the Enqu1ry Officer/

. Committee within the specified perlod falhnn wh;ch it 'shall be presw]‘}ed tnat you have

-

no defense to put in and in that case exparte action shall fol!ow agamst you.
5. Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

6. A statement of allegations is enclosed.

. . . . -—‘-__-.—-'—__',,
District Police-Officer, Swat

7
*31/12y2011%*

N

/EB,

0. B é" ' N
Datéd_ﬂéé/_ /2012
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.ns‘!ﬂ‘;"a. ""22‘32.{

sheet / statement of allegatlon N
dated 04/01/2012 were 1ssued t

"I .‘!am Zeb No. 1713 of

§'.::e_-.on-a o St
5/0'{)2012"
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S.A.No.1397/2014

BEEFQRE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Alamzeb....... VIS ... Distt: Police Officer and others

Sir,

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT

That the rejoinder on behalf of appellant is as under:-

Preliminary objections:

1) The appeal is based on facts and law.

2) The appeal is within time.

3) That all the necessary parﬁes have been impleaded in the
appeal.

4) That the appellant has come to this hon’ble Tribunal with clcz{n
hands. -

) 5) That the appellant has a cause of agctipn to file the preseht

appeal. ~_.~

6) That the appeal of the appellant is maintainable in its preseﬁt
form. ‘ -

FACTS ;

1) Admitted correct to some extent. However, the absence of thie

appellant was not willful but was due to the compellingg

circumstances, the illness of the mother of the appellant aan

- the compelling circumstances were beyond the control of the

appellant.

if/§~ J 1~ 2o

v




2-3)

4) .

5)

6

7

That both the acts relates to the service record of the appellant

(completion ot training etc).

That reply of para No.4 has already been given in para No.1 of
the facts.

That the appellant has been dismissed from service on faet

finding inquiry no regular inquiry has been conducted though )

charge sheet and statement of allegation were issued but nét
served on the appellant no show cause and final show cause
notice served on appellant and no opportunity of personal'
hearing was provided to the appellant, which are mandato(y
provision of law, mandatory for aWarding the major penalty fo

the appellant.

That though the appellant was dismissed from service in his
absence on fact finding inquiry and due to the law and order
situation in locality due to Army Operation the appellant carﬂe

to know about h1s dismissal order when he came to the place

- of duty, then he filed a departmental appeal to DIG Police

Malakand on 28.03.20014 and the condonation of delay
apphcatlon 1s on page 4 of the appeal

That the condonation of delay application is on eappeal ﬁle,

page 4. ~ g

GROUNDS:

A)

B -D) That no proof of Regular Inquiry and personal hearing, shmlv ,

-

That the order of dismissal is against law, facts and materials
on record and no previous proceeding is available on record

regarding his unintentional absence.

cause, final show cause, self defence is avallab]e on record, no
evidence, no opportumty of cross exammanon of the witnesses

and also no opportunity of self defence was given to the

oI




E)

appellant. No regl’;'ié“r iflquiry was cﬁnducted though charge

" sheet and statement of allegation were issued to the appellaﬁt

but not served on appellant due to law and order situation aﬁd

. due to military operation in the locality.

That the respondents have not exercised the pbwer under the
law and service rules and has not followed the judgment of
superior courts. It i; correct that inquiry officer was appointed,
but all the proceedings were completed on the back of
appellant and he has recommended for major penélty on faé:t
finding inQuiry without any proof and Withoﬁt following the

law and service rules.

Therefore, on acceptance of this Rejoinder the reliéf

may kindly be granted to the appellant as prayed for in the

headingw of appeal.

Appellant

Through ‘
= — &2
Eid Muhammad Khattak

Advocate, Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHA WAR

 S.A.N0.1397/2014

Alamzeb....... VIS........... Distt: Police Officer and others

AFFIDAVIT | ;
I, Eid Muhammad Khattak Advocate, do hereby affirm and

declare as per information furnished by my client that the contents of

‘the accompanying Rejoinder true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this

Hon’ble Tribunal.
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 BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR SERVICE APPEAL
' NO. 1397/2014 '

Constable Alam Zeb Khan District Swat ) . Appella!nt

4

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, Swat (Respondents)
‘ o

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

b
ot

3. . Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

AUTHORITY LETTER:-

We, the above respondents do hereby authorized Mr. Aziz Ur Rahman DSP Legal

Swét as representative of Police Department to appeal in the Court on behalf and do tlhe

needfui iﬁ the court.

o

Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Mal_akagg RGEIOI’I* watiea durSharif.
R pon gent No. 02)at

S‘s_ ,\S; A00. A1 3a hitghidel)

Inspector Gereral-ofPolice,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

(Respondent No. 03 |
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BEFORE _THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA _ SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1397/2014

AL ZED KRAN <o (Petitioner)

Versus

District Police Officer Swat and others................... (Respondents)

Subject:-  REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS .

Respectfully Sheweth!

Respondents very humbly submit as follows:-

Preliminary Objections:-

a)
b)
<)

d)

FACTS:-

- The appeal has not been based on facts.

The appeal is barred by law and limitation.

The appeal of appellant is bad for mis-joinder of
unnecessary and joinder of necessary parties. |

The appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal
with clean hands.

The appéllant has got no cau%g;;_,,of action to file the
appeal.

The appeal of appellant is not maintainable in the

present form. -

Correct to the extent that appellant was enrolled- in
Police Department as constable. In the year 2011, he
remained absent from duty for a period of three
months and two déyé. He was proceeded against
departmentally on charges of willful and deliberate
absence from duty and was. dismiésed from service
vide impugned order dated 25.02.2012.

Incorrect, qualifying recruit course is not related to the

service appeal of appellant,

Needs no comments it pertains to the family matter of ~ ™,

appellant.




GROUNDS:-

Incorrect, appél-la_nt has advanced lame excuse of
illness of his mother to substantiate his willful 'and
delibérate absence from dﬁiy.

Incorrect, proper énquiry was conducted into the
charges of absence from duty leveled against appellant
and he avoided defense of the charges despite the fact,
he attended the enquiry officer. Copy of the finding
report of enquiry officer is enclosed as Annexure-A.
Incorrect, appellant was dismissed from service vide
order dated 25.02.2012 and did not file any
departmental appeal. He has wrongly contended that
he filed departmental appeal on 28.03.2014 as the
departmental appeal is not traceable on record.
Furthermore, the said departmental appeal has also
been allegedly filed after delay of about two year long
period. | |
Incorrect, the appeal of appellant is badly time barred
and is not sustainable on the grounds advanced in the

appeal.

Incorrect the impugned order is just and legal.
‘Appellant was habitual absentee and he was least
interested in the official duty. Therefore, he was
correctly dismissed from service.

Incorrect, appellant himself avoided defense of the
‘charges as evident from the enquiry report which has
already been enclosed as Annexure-A.

Incorrect, appellant was treated in accordance with
law and rules. He has never been discriminated.

Opportunity of defense was provided to appellanf but

- he was not availing it.

Incorrect, regular enquiry was conducted. Charge
sheet and statement of allegations were served on
appellant and he avoided defense of the charges.

1nco_rfect, respondents have exercise powers vested

with them under law.

* Incorrect; appellant was treated in accordance with

law and rules.
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Incorrect, regular enquiry was conducted as charge
sheet‘was issued to appellant and enquiry officer was
appointed but appellant avoided defense.

It is therefore prayed that the appeal of

appellant may be dismissed with costs.
District Police

at.
spondent No.1)

0

e,

Deputy Inspector General

Of Policey! Semion
ﬁ%@%llﬁ {rke0Riean

I@W,
Khyber Paldrfunkhwa

Peshawar
(Respondent No.3)
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Y BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNALKHER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR SERVICE APPEAL
‘ NO. 1397/2014

Constable Alam Zeb Khan District .S'wat _ Appellant

VERSUS
1. District Police Officer, Swat - : (Respondents)
2. | Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Division Saidu Sharif Swat. ‘
3. Inspector General of Police, Khyber I;'akhtunkhwé Peshawar.
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 secrete from the Jhonorable ‘Service Tribunal Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. /
{

District Poli ficer, swat™” i
ondent No. 01)

Q\

Deputy Inspector General of Police,

Malakapd RegiamipsatShidersharif.
" iiREsPRstentNooR)

4

/

Y

f ; Inspector Gené /of' Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
(Respondent No. 03)




