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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. CAMP COURT SWAT-

APPEAL NO.900/2014

(Attaur Rehman-vs-Additional I.G.P/Commandant. Frontier Reserve Police. KP.
Peshawar.)

02.05.2016 JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD AZIM KHAN AFRIDI, CHAIRMAN: Counsel for the

appellant and Mr. Mushtaq Ahmad, S.l alongwith Mr. Muharhmad Zubair, Senior

Govt. Pleader for respondents present.

Attaur Rehman S/0 Amir Zada, hereinafter referredTo as the appellant, 

has preferred the instant appeal under section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against order dated 21.02.20009 vide which he was

removed from service on the allegations of absence from duty for a period of 3

months and 7 days and where-against the department appeal of the appellant'V

was rejected on 22.6.2011.

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant was given

charge sheet on 18.02.2009 wherein he was directed to submit written defense

within 7 days of the receipt of the same to the inquiry officer/committee. That

the said charge sheet was never served on the appellant as after lapse of period

of 2 days from the date of issuance of the same he was removed from service

vide impugned order dated 21.02.2009. That neither any inquiry was conducted, »

through any inquiry officer or inquiry committee nor any opportunity of hearing

was afforded to the appellant and as such the impugned order is void ab-initjo.

He further argued that though the appellant has preferred service appeal on
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27.06.2014 after lapse of about three years after rejection of his departmental

appeal but said delay was due to wave'of militancy and illegal confinement of

appellant by the militants. Reliance also placed on case law reported as 2002 PLC

(CS) 2^8 wherein the august Supreme Court of Pakistan has allowed delay of

period of about 10 years in the interest of Justice..

Learned Senior Govt. Pleader argued that the^ appellant was afforded

opportunity of hearing and was found guilty and therefore removed from service

vide impugned order dated 21.2.2009 where against his departmental appeal was

also rejected. That the service appeal of the appellant was hopelessly barred by

the time limitation.

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

perused the record.

It is regretted to say that the impugned order was passed by the SP FRP

IT Malakand Range Swat on 21.2.2009 just after 3 days of signing charge sheet

dated 18.2.2009 meaning thereby that the mandatory period of 7 days of
V

V submitting written defense was yet to elapse. It is also observed with regret that

2 committee Members i.e DSP FRP Swat and Reserve Inspector FRP Swat have

signed a facts finding report dated nil stating therein that the appellant was

neither giving reply to the charge sheet nor appearing before the inquiry

committee. It can be safely inferred from the date of charge sheet and impugned

order of removal from service dated 21.2.2009 that the inquiry committee has

either conducted the proceedings, if any, on the: very next date of charge sheet

i.e 19.2.2009 or 20.2.2009 though they were obliged to have waited for 7 days

from the date of receipt of charge sheet by the appellant. We are also

constrained to take note of observations of the SP FRP Malakand Range Swat
' I . ' '

wherein he has untruly stated that ample amount of opportunity of personal

hearing was provided to the appellant who never availed the.said chance. In such

a state of affairs we are left with no option but to hold that the entire
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proceedings including the impugned orders of the competent authority as well as

appellate authority are in fact misuse and abuse.of authority by the respondents

and, therefore, the same are declared void.

In the aforesaid circumstances as well as case law referred to by learned

counsel for the appellant reported in 2002 PLC (CS); 268 Supreme Court of
: i ■

I ' ' . ■ ■

Pakistan we hold that time limitation was not a hurdle in the way of justice 

extendable to the appellant in the circumstances of the instant case.

For the above mentioned reasons we accept'the instant appeal and

reinstate the appellant into service. The respondents are placed at liberty to

conduct de-novo inquiry against the appellant but strictly in accordance with law

and, if conducted, shall be concluded within a' period of :2 months from the

receipt of this judgment. In case of inquiry the period of absence from service

shall be subject to outcome of inquiry which, in the absence of inquiry, is treated

as leave of the kind due. Parties are, however, left to bear their own costs. File be

consigned to the record room.

{M' am rnad_AzjxrUCba 
Chairman 

Camp Court S^t

0

TffiJ

(Abdul Latif) 
Member

(

ANNOUNCED
02.05.2016
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1.6.2015 Appellant absent. Mr.Mushtaq Ahmad, S.I(legal) alongwith 

Mr.i(^war-ul-Haq, G.P for respondents present. Written reply 

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

hearing for 8.9.2015 at camp court Swat.
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Chairman 
gqmp Court Swat
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I 8.9.2©15 Appellant in person and Mr.Kushtaq Khan, S^Klegal)
vVl!'^5 t-

alongwith MT.Muhamaiad. Zubeir# SJ*.G.P for respondents present*
...........................................................................■- .............................................................. • ---------------------- .............................................. - -

tf Rejoinder submitted. Arguments could not be heard>due t© non-
m:4
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aTailability of D*B* To come up for final hearing before D.B
♦ t •••■-'■j

on 1®.12.2®15 at Gamp Court Swat.^m'j
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Chairman 
camp Court Swatim
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1 r.. 10.12.2015 Mr. Fazal Tawab on behalf of the appellant and Mr. 

Muhammad Zubair, Sr.GP for respondents present. Due to 

availability of D.B arguments could not be heard. To come up for final

1
non-
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I
7 hearing before D.B on 2.5.2016 at Camp Court Swat.
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Miss. Uzma Sayed, Advocate for counsel for the appellai^^^^.d
**“ . '

Asst: AG for the respondents present. Senior Counsel is stated busy before 

the august Peshawar High-Court, Peshawar. Requested for adjournment. 

To come up for preliminary hearing on |,^.04.2015 before S.B. The 

respondents shall produce the original departmental appeal of the 

appellant on the said date.

10.03.2015
i' . \
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Mushtaq Ahmad, SI (legal) ^ 

alongwith Assistant A.G for respondents present. Original departmental 

appeal produced before the fribunal for perusal according to which the 

[ 'lappeal has been received by'the^officerof\Commandant on 12.5.2011. 

Original returned to representative after perusal.

in view of the order of this Court dated 13.2.2015 and the fact 

that identical appeals are admitted to regular hearing and so fixed at 

Camp Court Swat, this appeal is also admitted to regular hearing subject 

all just legal exceptions. Process fee and security be deposited within 10 

days, where-after notices be issued to the respondents for written reply 

for 1.6.2015 at Camp Court Swat.
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Counsel for the appelant present, and requested! for25.09.2014

adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for preliminaryii

i

hearing on 04.12.2014.

Member;

J

Reader iSlote:

i Assistant to counsel for the appellant present. Since; the
■ . ■ ' ■ I

Tribunal is incomplete, therefore, case is.adjourned to 13.02.2015

04.12:2014 •

i
r.

for the same.

i'
2

1

:

I

13.02.2015 Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the,appellant was
' i

■ appointed as Constable vide order dated 25.10.2004. That duriiig the 

course of service, he was charge sheeted on the charge of wilful absence 

and removed from service on 21.2.2009 against which depart:mental 

appeal was preferred which was rejected on 22.6.2011 against which 

: the present appeal was preferred on 27.6.2014. ■

Copy of departmental appeal is not available on record. Let pre- 

; admission notice be issued to the respondents with the direction to 

i produce the entire record including original departmental appeal of the 

. appellant for preliminary hearing before S.B for 10.3.2015. ;

i

f

i
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

900/2014Case No._i

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

S.No.

32. 1

01/07/2014 The appeal of Mr. Atta-Ur-Rehman resubmitted today 

by Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

preliminary hearing.

1

REGISTRAR/
This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on ^

2

\ '
s,

'-r • V
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The appeal of Mr. Attaur Rehirian son of Amir Zada ex-constable no. 4647 received today i.e. on 

27.06.2014 Is incomplete on the following scores which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for 

completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copy of departmental appeal Is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
2- A'nnexurespf the appeal may be attested.

. 3- Wakalat nama In favour of appellant Is not attached with the appeal which may be placed 
on it.

^ Ml /S.T,No

ml 72014.Dt.

SERVICE TRIBl^L 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.

i

Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Adv. Pesh.

ol J .X
/i/o-

0^-'y\x—^
-j

/h6 PA

■ ?—-/dl
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No-^^^/2014S.A.
• '1

Attaur Rehniah Versus Commandant & others

INDEX

S.No Documents Annex P. No.

1. Memo of Appeal 1-2

2. "A" 3Appointment Order, 25.10.2004

3. "B" 4-5Recruit Course, 28.07.2006

Charge Sheet, 18.02.20094. "C" 6

5. "D" 7Removal Order, 21.02.2009

6. Representation, \\ 8

7. W p//Rejection Order, 22.06.2011 9

Mtsc a%

Appellant

Through
■' i

Dated.:^06.2014 Saad Uilah Khan Marwat 
Advocate.
21-A Nasir Mension, 
Shoba Bazar, Peshawar. 
Ph:. 0300-5872676

V

1I
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A No. /2014
•

Attaur Rehman S40 Amir Zada, R/0 Kityari, 
District Dir Lowli^y-^^Ex - Constable No. 4647, 

Special Branch, Saidu Sharif, Swat.................. . Appellant
.

Versus

1. Additional I.G.P / Commandant, 

Frontier Reserve Police, KP, Peshawar. 

Superintendent of Police, FRP, Malaknad 

Range, Swat..............................................

2.

Respondents

0< = >«< = >0< = >0< = >0

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 

AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 4110-11 / EC.

DATED 22.06.2011 OF RESPONDENT NO. 1. 

WHEREBY APPEAL AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 

265, DATED 21.02.2009. REMOVING APPELLANT

FROM SERVICE. WAS REJECTED FOR NO LEGAL
REASON.

0< = >0< = >0< = >0< = ><^>

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That appellant was enlisted as constable in Frontier Reserve Police 

vide order dated 25.10.2004 with effect from 18.10.2004. (Copy as 

annex "A")

2. That oh 28.07.2006, appellant passed recruit course from P.T.C, 

Flangu. (Copy as annex "B")

on ,18.02.2009, appellant was issued Charge Sheet containing 
I fj ^ allegation of absence from duty with effect from 14.11.2008 till date.

Ra.^u6m!tted Xhg replied as it was not served upon him. (Copy as
aa4 filed. 'annex ''C'") '

That perhaps self made enquiry was made in the case in hand wherein

appellant was shown absent from duty With effect from 14.11.2008 till 
date. IpV the said enquiry report, it was held that appellant
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demonstrated cowardice in the line of duty and deserted from the

force .;.dUring emergency situation, so he was then removed from-
service,\:6n, 21.02.2009 from the 1^*^ date of his absence from official

duty, i.e.v.l4.11.2008. (Copy as annex "D")

5. That :appeil^nt filed representation before the authority which

rejected, on 22.06.2011 for no legal reason. (Copies as annex "E" &
was

"F")

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS:
• rv ■ ■ -'-c

That neither 'any Charge Sheet nor final Show Cause Notice 

dispatched for service upon appellant as evident from the same, so the 

same could npt be replied due to the abnormal situation of the area.

a. was

b. That no regular enquiry, as mandated by the law, was ever conducted 

what to speak of providing opportunity of cross examination, self 

defence and personal hearing.

That the impugned orders are not supported by any 

speaking,'so are against the law.

c. reason, nor are

f. .
d. That 'the:i;;c)rders were given retrospective effect, so are illegal and 

based: on’lnielafide.

It jSj therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of the 

appeal, order dated 22.06.2011 and 21.02.2009 of the respondents be set

aside and appellant be reinstated in his service with all back benefits, with 

such other relief as may be deemed proper and just in circumstances of 

•the case.
/

!;
Appellant

4.ThroughH? ■;

>7 efis
Dated. .06.2014 Saad Ullah Khan Marwat: f

1/
Arbab Saiful Kamal

; \

Miss Rubina Naz 
Advocates.

i'
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E!UI) 19:^5

l)istor)> ;^l)ect
,y

/
: Atta iir Rehman 
:3954 
: FRP Swat

Ending Date : 20.03-200C 
:74 7889

Name
;j Belt No. 

District

: Recruit 
: Constable 
: A94
: 01.07. 2005 ;
:FA -

College Course 
Rank

■V «

Cojnp#
Starting Date 
Qualification Merit

REMARKSDRILLLAW
/70/lOO 44SD75PPC

PPW/GPD 70 

LSL.QS. 72 

Scc,WTpP 78 

CrPC
i ST/HR 75

/80/too 47RF
/35/lOO 22SF

19.66 /30
12.33 no
13.33

/lOO MD
67 /lOO TFC 1

720/too PT
/20PR /too 1363 Lie

BNr /lO• 7
112.33 /150AC

290.65/435
Overall %age is;69.66 

■ Declared as PASSED

500.G / 700 
G-Total:790'65 /1135

Leave Obtained;Nil days Medical Rest: Nil days Absence:Ni! days 
Punishment : Nil

\9.\' \

■^Commandant,
I raitiing llangii.

\)0'

a
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nice bid.
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3 ) You Arc, there Ibr 
I Piis charge sheet

icquijx'd to submit 

'0 the inquiry offlc 

ii' Any siu'-u’d

you^vnuen defiance udth in 07 days of tl,e 

/ connnittec, as tfie case may be.

"’'^p'qoin^ Office,■ CO,nmiue<-u 

P'-esmned that you have n„ doibnc

o
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reaclr

P'-nod. iuilii-ig whieji i 
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A aiu; in i hec to put
Again SI ytni. ; :;Sf
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Ai persons.

i/lNo.
. /hx:

‘ o r Police, 
Range, Swat.

/

/
!



. .5 •

D1 7O R D E R -2-1 - 2-0^W'-
MalaU,,nd Rnnaa■ cm,lined absent from lawful duly from id.11.2003 to date. ^

^'■l’®"'t™“tally under the NWFP Removal from Se™ce

has

1 Hazrat AH Khan, DSP FRP Swkt.
2 S.I Rehmat Ali Kh'ari, R.I FRP Lines, Swat.
3 S.I Bacha Khan Khan, L.O FRP Lines Swat.

'■iibnl!ii!v!?h completed all the requisite codal formclities and
^ubnnuu! the enquny report, wherein,it has been obseiwcd that the defaulter F C 
A aur Kchman No. was enlisted in FRP on 18.10.2004 The defaulter FC
Ataur Rehman No. 46.17 deserted the force during an emergency staahon and 
thus demonstrated cowardice in the line of duty Later on he was gilen the
. qmr Mm It's duty but he failed ito do so. In the light of tL above
nqi.ii} icpoit, the Inquiiy Committee has found the defaulter constable rmilrv nf 

charges and recommended his removal from sc.-vicc. constable guilty of

pa’i-r.-''of’tho^n''‘' ‘'T'" perused the cnquiiy report and the inquiiy
i ole’ amo m Commiuee. The.idefaulter constable has been provided an '

he never avkiled this,.
Comrniifi^i- Th^ ^gree with the findings and recommendation.s of thk Inquirs'
Committee Therefore, the defaulter F.CAtaur Rehman No. 4647 Platoa ^ ^
1 Rf Sw.u. Malakand Range, is hereby [removed from 
his absence of official duty.

Order announced.

n No. 78, 
sci-vice from the first date of

__ ^P^lnt'endent of Police 
(^FgP, Malakand Range, Swat

[x/r' .
:9^./yi^/2oo^

INo.' 
Dated

^^peHnte^ent of Police, 
^^^Mal'akand Range, Swat

-> .■■ ■>

A ■- TiL

AX) h.f.

7
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f
ORDER.

This order shall dispose off on (he appeal of Ex. Constable Ada 

ur- Rahman No. 4647 ofFRP Swat against the order of SP FRP Malakand Range Swat 

wherein he was dismissed from service.

“ •

.:;^V
Brief facts of thejease are that he absented himself 

from duty in emergency .situation w-e-f 14.11.2008 till the date of removal without any 

leave permission of the competent authority for a total period 03 Month;^ and 07 days. 

He was issued Charge shcel/Slatement of Allegation and DSP/RI/LO/ ofiFRP Malakand 

Range was appointed Enquiry Officers. After Enquiry, the enquiry officers submitting
I

hiulings wherein they iveoinmend (he .said constal>le for niajor punishinonl. Theivrore he 

was removed from service by the SV FRP Malakand Range Swat vide his OB No.265 
dated 21.02.2009. : • !

i-.h'wcv^er, from (he perusal of record and findings of Enquiry 

Olficer, there are no cogent rcasoi s to interfere in the order of SP FRP V 

Swat. Therefore Iiis appeal is rejected.

alakand Range

AddI: IGP/C^mmandant 
Frontier Reserve Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa hawar.
O' 'No. /EC dated I’csluiwar the ~f\ry/II.

S
‘.'i '[!>' . iriiln.rc i;i ;.cnl Ini iiiKuiiiiUiuii iuiil n/ti lo: •

J

■••1' FRP Malakand Range Swat w/r to his M/No.514/l.-:C dated 
!'0.0.5,201 i. His service records are returned herewith.

2. IN. Constable Atta-ur- Rahman No. 4647 S/o .Amir Zada i7o 
V illage kityari PS Ouch District Dir Lower.

pfhj
r

''^hch

I assiiVio

''Alcd. Qa C'(- 2 ]T) 1EClxvat .V C';
.> ; ^iii I

i
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

S.A No. /2014

Attaur feefimanS Versus Commandant & others

t:

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY.
IF ANY.

■ ‘

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the subject appeal is filed in this hon'able Tribunal.

That the delay was made in filing of the appeal not intentionally 

but was kidnapped by the miscreants and was taken to 

Afghanistan and as a result of negotiation of the Governments 

release was made.

2.

3. That, the apex Supreme Court held time and again in its 

judgments that vested rights shall not be killed on the score of 

limitation and cases be decided on merit.

It is, therefore, most humbly requested that delay, if any, be 

condoned in the best interest of justice.
/

i ■

Appellant4..

ThroughV

Saadullah Khan Marwat

, DatedivS".06.2014
Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal

(P
8c

Miss Robina Naz, 
Advocates,

i;..'•x

/AFFIDAVIT
V".

?’:f;mttaur Rehmant D/o Amir Zada, Ex-Constable No. 4647,

Special Brarjch, Saidu Sharif, Swat Appellant, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and . declare that contents of the Application are true and 

correct to th;e best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER% •

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.;
; *

Service Appeal No. 900/2014

Ex- Constablc.Atta-ur- Rehman S/o Amir Z-ada No. 4647 R/o Kityari . 

Districtrbir Lower Saidu Sharif Swat

VERSUS

. I. AddI: IGP/Commandant FRP/Khiyber .Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar..
■2. ; Superintendent of Police FRP/MkD Range Swat...{Respond,ents)

■ ■ Subject

Respectfidly'SlieWeth!

Preliminary Objections:- '

The appeal is not based oh^facts and.-
2. . . ' The appellant is not maintainable in the present-form.
3. -; The appeal is bad fornpn-joinder of necessary and mis-

5 * ' . * * •

. joinder ofthe necessary parties.
4. ■■■ The appellant has been e-stopped by his own conduct to

file the appeal. , ;
■ ■ ■ : . The appeal is barred by law and limitation.' ■

■■.6^.' . .^ The appellant has not cofne .to the Honorable- Tribunal 
. -.. with.clean hands. '

; ■ ..(Appellant)

•v

iCOMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS:-

i:. -. V. •

;•
t

f .

I

FACTS ..
•;

'
. 1)' 

: 2)
Pertains to the record needs no comrnehts. '

■ As explained above'.
3) . .-Incorrect, on'the-allegations of absence,.the; appeHaht .,

: was issued charge sheet which served upon him by .the ' 
enquiry..'comrnittee, bufhe-failed to submitted his reply 

or appeared before the said committee. .
Incorrect, that the appellant while posted in Platoon No.

■ 78 of FRP/Swat, deserted/'-absented hitnself frorn lawful

.duties vide daily diary report No: 04. dated 14.1 1.20.0.8,

,;wjthout-ieave or prior perrnission. of the superiors and

. . ■ after fulfilled the. codal formalities required, as .per. . .

. law/rules, the appellant was removed from.service.. .

5) Correct to the'extent that departmental appeal :submitted ■

.by. the.appellant was’thoroughly examined and rejected. ...

on sbund grounds and it was time barred to'o;-

.- -;■

' r. ■.¥ ; •;

, v*' -<1 V
4)

.
I.-;-:-'-

-* * t;I:. ^ .

;

!-

/I

;
'i .

•f.;
j •: : •
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. GROUNDS
r'

(a) incorrect, the allegations are false and baseless, the 

charge.sheet and show cause notice were already issued 

and served upon the , appellant for explanation 'his 

position, but he failed deliberately to submit his reply;or

. appeared before the Competent Authority. Mbreover the 

; appellant deserted himself from lawful duties, while on 

the other hand his colleagues continued with the tense 

situation by performing their official duties with than 

trap.

(b) V Incorrect, a proper departmental enquiry conducted by 

the enquiry committee as such .all codal formalities 

fulfilled including the opportunity of personal hearing 

which was not availed by the appellant deliberately

(c) ■ Incorrect, that the appellant being amember of discipline , 

force’deserted from lawful duties by showing extreme . 

xover dice act and during the enquiry proceedings he 

failed to produced any cogent reason so the competent 

authority, compelled to pass the removaf order of: the ;

(d) dncqh'ect, : that the order is, legally justified and in 

accordance with law/rules. .

i

\-K

PRAYERS.
. ' It is therefore, prayed that the appeal of appellant may be 

■ dismissed with cost.

/.
7.^Vv'vn V*- ’

AddlrlGP/Cdmmandaiit 
Frontier Reserve Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 1)

Superii^ndent of Police FRP, 
Malakand Range, Swat.
(Respondent No. 2)
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

S.A No. 900/2014

Atta-ur-Rehman Versus Commandant & Others

REJOINDER

Respectfuilv Sheweth.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION.

All the 06 preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. 
No reason in support of the same is ever given as to why 

appeal is not based on facts, not maintainable in the 

present form, bad for mis St non joinder of necessary^ 

parties, estopped by his own conduct, barred by law and 

limitation and appellant has not come to the Hon'ble 

Tribunal with clean hands.

ON FACTS

1-2. Needs no comments.

3. Not correct. Due to non receipt of the charge sheet etc. 
reply was submitted to the same.

no.

4. Not correct. Neither any cowardice was shown nor he was 

deserted from the place of duty. In the prevailing 

circumstances at that time, the miscreants were over ruling 

the area. Even the Officers of the rank of SP, DSP, 

Inspector, Sub Inspector, ASIs etc. were also dealt with 

similarly but. later on they were reinstated in to their 

services.

5. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct.



2

GROUNDS:

Not correct. No copy of receipt of the charge sheet and 

show cause notice served upon appellant, was ever 

attached with the reply. Charge sheet, show cause notice 

and impugned order shall be effected/treated from the date 

of receipt of the same, and not from the date born therein.

a.

b. Not correct. The ground of the appeal is correct.

c. As above.

d. Not correct. No order could be passed retrospectively.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be 

accepted as prayed for.

Appellant
Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat
Dated: .09.2015

A-^

Arbab Saif Ul Kamal
s

Miss Rubina Naz 
Advocates,

AFFIDAVIT

I, Atta-ur-Rehman, Appellant, do hereby solemnly affirm 

and declare that contents of the Appeal & rejoinder are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and that of the reply is 

illegal and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and 

correct as per the available record.

)
DEPONENTvocateOATH COA^ISSIONER 

Distt: Courts Swat.
upto, 18-ll-20t7 i
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KHYliER PAKHTUNKIIWA SERVICE TRIBUNAl. PESHAWAR

Dated 16 / 5/2016802 /S'fNo.

To
The Additional I.G.P, 
Commandant F.R, 
Peshawar.

Subject: - JUDGIVIBNT

1 am directed to forward herewitlh a certified copy of Judgement dated 
2 .5.2016 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

I'-ncl: As above

REGTS'fl^
KHYBER PAKHTI;NKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAP 
PESHAWAR.

i

%


