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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL.
PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 14/2018

!Date of Institution ... 27.12.2017

Date of Decision ... 26.02.2019

Amir Zeb Ex-Constable No. 918 Mardan District. ... (Appellant)
VERSUS

The AIG Establishment for Inspector General of Police, Khyberi 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two others. ... (Respondents)

Present.

Miss Uzma Syed, 
Advocate. For appellant

Mr. Usman Ghani, 
District Attorney For respondents.

MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, 
MR. AHMAD HASSAN,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

i
JUDGMENT

HAMID FAROQO DURRANI. CHAIRMAN:-

The appellant while posted as Constable at Police Lines Mardan, was 

proceeded against departmentally on account of his absence from duty and
II

was dismissed from service through order dated 12.11.2014. His absence 

period was counted as leave without pay. The departmental appeal c^f

. appellant also could not find favour and was rejected on 29.12.2014. Furthdr
A MV.' I

appeal/review petition was submitted before the Inspector General of Police,
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Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar which was decided on 13.04.2016 and was

rejected on the ground of limitation as well as on merit.

We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and learned District2.

Attorney on behalf of the respondents and have also gone through the

available record.

At the outset, learned District Attorney raised preliminary objection

regarding the delay in submission of appeal in hand as well as the review

petition of appellant before the departmental authority.

On the other hand, learned counsel for the appellant contended that the

impugned order dated 12.11.2014 was void ab-initio, therefore, no period of

limitation could run against the same. In the said regard she stated that while

passing the impugned order the period of absence attributable to the appellant

was converted into leave without pay, thereby, the alleged absence was tacitly

condoned. It was also argued that the absence of appellant was not willful but

was due to his ailment, therefore, was beyond his control. She relied on

judgments reported as 2006-SCMR-434 and 2015-PLC(C.S)117.

3. We have considered the preliminary objection as well as arguments of

learned counsel for the appellant and are of the view that the appeal in hand is

patently barred by time. The departmental review petition of the appellant was

rejected on 13.04.2016, where-after, he was obligated to have preferred a

service appeal before this Tribunal within a period of 30 days which was not 

done so. The appeal in hand was filed on 27.12.2017 with enormous delay of 

about 20 months. An application for condonation of delay was also preferred
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alongwith the memorandum of appeal, however, no good ground was noted

therein for requisite condonation.

Adverting to the arguments of learned counsel regarding the impugned 

order being void, we must observe that portion, of order, requiring the 

conversion of absence period as leave without pay, contained error but the 

same being curable would not render the entire proceedings against the. 

appellant as void. Reliance is placed on a judgment of Larger Bench of this 

Tribunal handed down in Service appeal No. 332/2017, wherein, it was noted

4.

that the illegality in conversion of the absence period into leave would not

enlarge the period of limitation unless the order was held to be void as a

whole.

In the interest of justice, we hereby modify the impugned order to5.

exclude the portion, wherein, the period of absence of appellant was counted

as leave without pay. The appeal is, therefore, disposed of with the noted

modification of impugned order. Parties are left to bear their respective costs.

File be consigned to the record room.

■

(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 
CHAIRMAN

(AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
26.02.2019
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tOrder or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate 

and that of parties where necessary.
Date of 

order/
proceedings

S.No.

321

Present.

Miss Uzma Syed, 
Advocate 
Mr. Usman Ghani, 
District Attorney.

For appellant26.2.2019

... For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment of today, the appeal is

disposed of Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File

be consigned to the record room.

Chairm
mber

ANNOUNCED
26.2.2019
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12.10.2018 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman, S.I 

(Legal) for the respondents present. Counsel for the appellant 

seeks adjournment. Granted. Case to come up for arguments 

on 23.11.2018 before D.B.

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(M. __ Khan Kundi)
Member

23.11.2018 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG alongwith

Attaur Rahman, Sub Inspector for the respondents 

present. Counsel for the appellant requests for 

adjournment. Other side has no objection. Adjourned to 

24.01.2019 for arguments before D.B.

Member Chairman ^

■9 \ \\

24.01.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani 

learned District Attorney for the respondents present. Learned 

counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To 

come up for arguments on 25.02.2019 before D.B

mber

./
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Clerk of the counsel for appellanl and. Assistant AG for’ 

the respondent present. Written reply no{ submitted. Learned 

Assistant AG requested for ilirther time adjournment. .Request 

accepted, 'fo come up for written .reply/comments on 

20.03.2018 before S.B.

r.t 05.03.2018
■2

■ ii
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(Gul Ze^^han) 
Member
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Appellant alongwith counsel present. Mr.' Kabir 

Ullah Khattak Additional AG alongwith Mr. Atta-ui-Rahman, S.l
'i

(Legal) for the respondent present: Written reply submitted, 'fo 

come up for rejoinder and arguments on 28.05.201.8 before D.B.

20.03.2018

i

i.-
.1^:

f . . Member
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I Appellant Aniir Zeb, alongwith Miss. Uzma Syed, 
Usman ^ Ghant, District Attorney

28.05.2018
Advocate present. Mr.
alongwith Mr. Khalid Mehmood, Head Constable for the

s I
respondents present. Rejoinder submitted. Case to come up for

-i ,

5

arguments on 04.09.2018 before the D.B.
•v

Cb^rm^nMember

i *,
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Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan 

learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Atta Ur Rehman S.l 
legal for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourhed. To come up for 

arguments on 12.10.2018 before D.B.

04.09.2018

i•f
L..
V- s'i /■

r. ft

.. (Muhammad;Hamid Mughal)(Muhammad Amin Kundi)
. < ■
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i Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard. It was contended by learned counsel for the appellant 

that the appellant was serving in Police Department however, 

he was dismissed from service on the allegation of his 

absence from duty vide impugned order, dated 11.11.2014. It 

was further contended that the competent authority has also 

considered his absence period as leave without pay therefore, 

the absence period has been regularized by the competent 

authority. It was further contended that the appellant also 

filed departmental appeal but the same was rejected vide 

order dated 29.12.2014. It was further contended that the 

appellant fiirther filed mercy petition which was also 

dismissed on 13.04.2016 which was communicated to the 

/appellant on 27.11.2017. It was further contended that the 

appellant thereafter filed instant service appeal within time. It 

was further contended that the appellant has also filed 

application for condonation of delay and since the absence 

period of the appellant has been regularized by the competent 

authority therefore, the impugned order is illegal and liable to 

be set-aside.

15.01.2018
i

» s

IV
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The contentions raised by learned counsel for the 

appellant need consideration. The appeal is admitted for 

regular hearing subject to limitation and all legal exceptions. 

The appellant is directed to deposit and security and process 

fee within 10 days, thereafter notice be issued to the 

respondents for written reply/comments for 05.03.2018 

before S.B.

i

AppellsnrapGsited'
: Security ;es3-Fee ^

r -v.!

!

/k.i

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

i

;
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Form-A

FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of

14/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

2 31

The appeal of Mr. Aamir Zeb resubmltteff'^oday by Syed 

Nouman Ali Bukhari Advocate, may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to Worthy Chairman for proper order 

please.

1

____ _
REGISTRAR

2- This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing 

to be put up there on

(

\

i
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The appeal of Mr. Aamir Zeb Ex-Constable No. 918 Mardan District Police received today 

i.e. on 27.12.2017 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for 

the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copy of departmental appeal and revision petition mentioned in the memo of 
appeal are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Annexures B & D of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legible/better 
one.

No. ys.T,

Dt. t /2017

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Uzma Sved Adv. Pesh.

!«'

CAJ

I rr--'-
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.•V

m /2o\%APPEAL NO.

Amir Zeb V/S Police Deptt:

INDEX

S.No. Documents Annexure Page No.
Memo of Appeal1. 1-4
Application for condanation of 
delay

2. 05-06

3. Copy of medical priscription 07-26-A-
4. copy of impugned order -B- 27

Copy of re jection order dated5. -C- 28
6. Copy of order dated 18-04- 

2016
-D- 29

Vakalat Nama7. 30

i

if ^

APPELLANT

THROUGH:

(UZMA SYED)

SYED NOMAN ALl BUKHARI
(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR) 1

1
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

(4 /201gAPPEAL NO.
Khyher Paklitukhwa 

Service 'rribunal

MSiarj’ Mo.

Amir Zeb , EX- Constable, No.918 
Mardan District. Dateick

(Appellant)

VERSUS

The AIG Establishment for Inspector General of Police, KPK, 
Peshawar.

2. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan Region-I, Mardan.
3. The District Police officer Mardan.

1.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE 

TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE REJECTION 

ORDER DATED 29.12.2014 OF RESPONDENT NO. 2 

WHEREBYTHE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST 

THE ORDER DATED 12.11.2014 HAS BEEN REJECTED 

AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 18.04.2016 

RECIVED BY APPELLANT ON 27.11.2017 WHEREBY, 
THE REVIEW PETITION UNDER 11-A OF THE 

APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR NO GOOD 

GROUNDS.

Be«3to-«Iay
\ ____MeMSirSiK

o
PRAYER:

THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 

ORDERS DATED 12.11.2014, 29.12.2014 AND 18.04.2016 

RECIVED BY APPELLANT ON 27.11.2017 MAY BE SET 

ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED 

IN TO SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND 

CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY 

WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 

APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARADED IN 

FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

S^-e-sEDbrnitted to 
fsEed. “day

JRe

* •,



RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH;

FACTS:

Facts giving rise to the present service appeal are as under:

That the appellant was appointed as Constable in Police and the 

appelland was perfomed his duties with entire satisfaction of his 

superiors and also has good service record throughout.

1.

That the appellant had been seriously ill due to which appellant 
didn’t performed his duties so the abscentia of the appellant was not 
willing full but due to serious illness. The copy of medical 
prescription is attached as Annexur-A

2.

That, thereafter, the appellant was departmentally proceeded, 
without charge sheet, statement of allegation, regular inquiry and 

even without showcause notice, the impugned order dated 

12.11.2014 was passed against the appellant whereby the appellant 
was dismissed from service while treating the absence period as 

leave without pay. The appellant been agrrived from the impugned 

dismissal order preffered departmental appeal but the copy of the 

departmental appeal was not availiable with the appellant so the 

same will may be requisite from the department. Copy of 

impugned order is attached as Annexure-B.

3.

That the departmental appeal of the appellant was rejected vide 

order dated 29.12.2014 for no good ground. Thereafter, the 

appellant filed review petition which was also rejected vide order 

dated 18.04.2016. The 

27.11.2017 (Copy of rejection order and order dated 

18.0o4.2016 is attached as Annexure-C & D),

4.

was recived by appellant onsame

That now the appellant come to this august Tribunal on the 

following grounds amongst others.
5.

GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned orders dated 12.11.2014, 29.12.2014 and 
18.04.2016 are against the law, facts, norms of justice and void-ab- 
initio as the period of absentia already condoned as leave without 
pay there is no more ground remained to punished appellant. So 
material on record, therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.
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B) That the absence has already been condoned by treating the period 
as leave without pay and as such after that there remained no action 
to penalize the appellant.

C) That no regular enquiry has been conducted nor the enquiry office 
is rebutted the plea of illness of the appellant because as medical 
prescription have not been cross examined from the concerned 
Doctor, and in case of any doubt the authority was required to refer 
the matter to Medical Board for their opinion, therefore, without 
adopting that procedure the impugned penalty order has been 
passed which is not sustainable in the eyes of law.

That there is no order in black and white form to dispense with the 
regular inquiry which is violation of law and rules and without 
charge sheet, statement of allegation and proper inquiry the 
appellant was dismissed from the service vide order dated 
12.11.2014 without given personal hearing which is necessary and 
mandatory in law and rules before imposing major penalty. So the 
whole procedure conducted has nullity in the eye of law. So the 
impugned order is liable to be set aside.

That the appellant has been condemned unheard and has not been 
treated according to law and rules.

That niehter charge sheet, statement of allegation, show cause 
notice was served upon the appellant nor inquiry was conducted 
against the appellant, which was necessary and mandatory in law 
before imposing major punishment which is violation of law, rules 
and norms of justice.

That the appellant has not been treated under proper law despite he 

was a civil servant of the province, therefore, the impugned order is 

liable to be set aside on this score alone.

D)

E)

F)

G)

H) That the abscent of the appellant was not intentially but due to some 

domestic problem. So the penalty imposed upon the appellant was 

so harshed.

I) That the appellant’s guilt has not been proved beyond the shadow 
of doubt and the appellant has been punished on the basis of 
conjecture and surmises.

That no chance of personal hearing was provided to the appellant 
and as such the appellant has been condemned unheard throughout.

That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 
proofs at the time of hearing.

J)

K)



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

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT 

Amir Zeb

\

THROUGH:
m-

(UZMA SVED)

vr
(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI)

ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR

■^'3,
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. /201

Amir Zeb V/S Police Deptt

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION
OF DELAY IN THE INSTANT APPEAL

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the instant appeal is pending before this Honourable 
Tribunal in which no date has been fixed..

2. That according to Superior Court Judgment there is no 
limitation run against the void order. So there is in interst of 
justice the limitation may be condoned.

3. That the august Supreme Court of Pakistan has held that 
decision on merit should be encouraged rather than knocking- 
out the litigants on technicalities including limitation. 
Therefore, appeal needs to be decided on merit (2003, PLD 
(SC) 724.

4. That, the appeal of the appellant on merit is good enough to be 
decided on merits.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that the instant appeal may 
be decided on merit by condoning the delay to meet the ends of 
justice. ' ^------------ --------—

APPELLANT 

Amir Zeb
THROUGH:

(UZMA SYED)

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR)

r
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AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of appeal and 

application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

and nothing has been concealed from Hon’able tribunal.

DEPONENT

■/'I
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ORB EM ■. -:'

Constable A>-nir Zcb No. 918, while posted at Police Lines h/ardan 

grass misconduct on his part as defined in Rules 02 (iii)
committed the following act, which i
Police Rules 1975.

Br.'ef facts are ihabL 
Mardan, deliberately absented Irimself from

■■'S...bl3 Air.,:r Zeb No. 918, ?tS54;osted at Police Lines / 

lawful duly vide DD No, 60 dated .04.02,2014 to-date.

In this conneoTiun, Con.stable Amiir Zcb No. 916, v.4.,: charge! theetefl vide ,
this office No. 496/R
^ougb Mr: Sa,ad .Z
submitted-his findmgs to the undersi,nerv:Ue'Ip?

Alter going thro-.^t mqaivy lije f-.
enquiry officer and the alleged Constal-!c,Ait..i
while his absence period counted 

Linder Police Rules 1975.

■ unde!-.signed agree '.-.Hth the undir: >s of 

^eb No. .vis, is hereby <:.:s>i;ssed. from se. vice
as Jeav'e ^vi(hou^

J o^nower vested m. me

Of'i/er announced

/

Dated/2WV y

Dis^rL-}. PoiicJl 
%'S'f^.i t ii a n.

Vf'-er,
dated Mai-durMe ___/50M ' )

Copy foi ihfCr'rjiaLiOJi-ajid-necer.'^:;// fjction to>

7* lt~ ^‘^spector General of Police h-rc
A The S.P Operatior..s. L'uiroan.
->• The DSP/HQvs Mardan 
4. The Officer fDfL. Mardcn, 
i- The E.C (DPO) Mardan 
6. The OA,Sr(DFO) Mardan

/

i
/

/

J
ji.jV.n'
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BETTER COPY Annexure-Bi'4

ORDER

Constable Amir Zeb NO. 918 while posted at Police Lines Mardan 

committed the following act, which is gross misconduct on his part as 

defined in Rule 02 (iii) Police Rules, 1975.

Brief fact are that Constable Amir Zeb No. 918, are posted at Police 

Lines Mardan, deliberately absented himself from the lawful duty vide DD 

No. 60 dated 04.02.2014 to date.

In this connection, constable Amir Zeb No.918, was charge sheeted 

vide this office No. 496/R, Dated 24.02.2014 and he was also proceeded 

against departmentally through Mr. Sajjad Khan DSP/Takht Bhai Mardan, 
who after fulfilling necessary process submitted his findings to the 

undersigned vide his office endorsement NO, 473/s dated 30.10.2014, in 

which the allegations have been establishment against him.

After going through inquiry file the undersigned agree with the 

- findings of enquiry officer and the alleged constable Amir Zeb No, 918 is 

hereby dismissed from service while his absence period is counted as leave 

without pay in exercise of power vested in me under Police Rules 1975.

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

Mardan.

\

i • A '- • . • .'S'.

1
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Amir■ This order will dispose-off tlie appeal preferred by Ex-Constable 

of Mardan District Police aj-;ainst Ure order of Dishict Police Officer, Mardan 

dismissed from service vide District Police Officer, Mardan OB No. 2239 dated
Zeb No. 918

wherein he was

11.11.2014.
Brief facts of the case are that, he v.'hile posted at Police Lines, Mardan, 

deliberately absented himseif from the lavvdn duty vide daily diary No. 60 dated 04.02.2014 to 

the date of dismissal. In this cormection he was charge sheeted and was also proceeded agarnst 

departmentally through Deputy Superintendent of Police, Takht Bhai Mardan, whocafter

fulfilling necessary process submitted his findings 

die allegations were established against him. After going through inquiry file, District Police 

Officer, Mardan agreed with the findings of enquiry Officer and the alleged Constable 

dismissed from service.

r

to District Police Officer, Mardan, in which

was

It is further added that there is nothing on record to .show that appeilant

had proceeded to Islamabad "WADAl' Hospital/Organization for his treatment lathcr he 

should have to produce Medical Pvescrqitions pertaining to his treatment of "WAI3A'' Hospdal. 

While the appellant has produced oniy medical prescriptions which 

Officer of District Head'.iuarter, llosj-cad Mardan on

1703.2014 respectively. Vide those prerchpdoiv, he was advised 2/2 weeicS'rose wooe
hand he has taken the plea that he had

issued by a Medicalare

03.02.2014, 18.02.2014, 03.03.2014:,

ire

renmined absent from 04.02.2014 to 09.09.2014. Oa one 

proceeded to Islamabad WADA Hospital but on. the,pther hand he has produced medical 

prescriptions of medical Officer at District Headquarter, Hospital Mardan. It dearly indicates 

that he has got those medical prescriptions from a Doctor only to cover his absence period from 

04.02.2014 to 17.03.2014 which is also not countersigned by concerned Medical Superintendent, 

also worth mentioning here that vide certificate dated 24.12.2013, the appellant was issuedIt is
medical fitness certificate by "WADA" organization as he found fit to resume his duty withwas

effect from 25.12.2013.
/

I have perused the .record and also heard the appellant in (.hderiy K 

held in this office on 24d2^^4, Imt he tailed to justify his absence period and ^Id not produce 
il^^lbsei.ce. '['h^refore, i MUHAMMAD SAEEDJnspftcfor

General of Police, Mardan Region-'. 

the appeal and do trot interfere in t.l.e 

is filed.

oc'm

any cogent reason
in exerri.se of thie powers cordeiied uponmejm^. 

crdcc p;assed by the competent autlioiity, thu.s th-.- appeal

(f\ORDER .ANNOUNCED.

iputy Inspecto/General of Police,
Mardan Region-I, Mardan. k

/2014.

Copy to District Police Officer, MarcUm for information and 

his office Memo: No. 991/LB dated 02,12.2014. HN service record is

1 ‘-j - /I -Dated Mardan the.___/ES,No.,

necessary

action w/r to

oeU hv-vewvA.
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ori-iCK OF riii:
i: SFFCTOR GFM-RAF OF FOFICK 

KHVIiFR i'AKiri UNKliW A,#i*.
hCFM RAl- 1R)FICF Ol-l'lCF, 

PFSiFAWAR.
/: 1

/,;/ !0 <y/2016./16, dated I’cshawai- theNo. S.'

ORDER ■ i

'I'liis ofdor ibi iicivby passed lo ui.si^xsc of d'eixirtnicntai appeal inider Ruie [1 -.-d ol Kh\be!- 
i'a.kl'.iani'biwa IRilice Ru!c-1975 submiued by lR\-.Con.slable Aiiiii' /.cb No. blN. i bic appelUinl 
■.\-,;s awarded punishniciU ot' disniissal liom scryice by DPO Mardan. \'idc OB No, 2239 / I:C, 
dated 1 I.; 1,2Ui -I, on charges lhai he abscnied himself for a period of f;7 moniii.s ai'.d 05 days.

lie \\as also (.li.smisscd from ser\ace on ihe charge.s of absence \'idc OB bS-d. dated

T
■F ;• I .

''0.03.2013.
Me preferred appeal befote the RhO Mvardan which was aeeopicd and lie '.'.'as rc-insiaied 

mu> scr'.'ice due to his poor family circumstances arid the period he remaitted out of sers ice '.s tts 
uvated a:- k\.o. e \viiltoul pay \'idc order No. 343 hS. dated 1 7.0 i .201 -h

I i.is :ie.\t appeal was filed by DIG /' Mardai \ ide Order No. 856i.d'A. dated .Nh 12.2014. 
Maeuny of Appeal Board xn'us held on 0a.l0.20J5. wherciu the appeilani \'.as heard m 

‘er,i ite eciquir) pampers w'cre also examined. On exanrination oi'record, it rc\'ea!ed ti’a: he 
.aw.nicd Imnself for a long j^criod of 07 months likI 05 days. He luts also 14 bad entries on has 
.ceor-.l. 1 ie is itabiiual absentee and previously was awarded maior punishment gt'i.ihe ch.arges o!' 
fi'iS:.,i',ee. Mis appeal is also lintc ban'C.d. Therefore.' the board is oftitc omniori l!‘iat insiani review 

iWittiiVi'! oi'the aippcllant w.-is rcicctc-d on aronnds <.r\Mimitation and merit .ts '.veii 
This order is issTied'wiTn approval b\' the Compeieitt .•\uihorii_w

r

/•y!\
K\.N .\i

(NA.)i.:i B-l IMFMIMA.V)
AiG ■ hsiabiisitinerit.

For inspector General oi' Police. 
Rhvbcr I'-’akiiUin.kitwa. f'esltav.ai.-v 'i

\ c-A ) 1 '.u

C.'opv of above is forwarded ibr in! irmaiion and neces.w.r)' aetiup; t;

!, Regional Police Ofitccr. Mardan Region Mardan.
2. District Police Officer, Mardan.
3. -' IMG to IGiVKliybcr i'ak'ntunkhwa. CPO Peshawar.
4. PRO to IGPdvhyber Pakhuinkhwa. CIR') Peshawar.
5. IfA to .Tcidl: !GP/MQrs: Klyvber Pakhlunki-'wa. Pe.shawar. 
m i'.\ lu DlG.'llQrs: Rh\'ber ihtkhlunkliwa. ibxshawar,
7, t..)iiiec Supdi; f-Av GPO. Peshinwu'.
S, I Central Registr;.' Ccli. (ClvC). CIR.').
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VAKALAT NAMA

NO. 720 .

IN THE COURT OF U-P./c

f~\rni\ pA (Appellant) 
(Petitioner) ’ 
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

(Respondent)
(Defendant)

:-.v
V.'

2

Do hereby appoint and constitute Syed Noman AH Bukhari and Uzma Syed, 
Advocates Peshawar, to . appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to 
arbitration for me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without 
any liability for his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other 
Advocate/Counsel on my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf all 
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter. 
The Advocate/Counsel is also at liberty to leave my/our case at any stage of the 
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us. I

Dated 720
(CLIENT)

ACCEPTED
P

SYEB NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
Advocate,Peshawar,

UZMA SYED 
Advocate,Peshawar.

Cell: (0335-8390122)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. .14/2018.

Appellant.Ameer Zeb (Ex-Constable No. 2643)

VERSUS.

District Police Officer, Mardan & others Respondents.

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS;-
That the appellant has not come to this Honourable Tribunal with clean hands.
That the appellant has got no cause of action.
That the appellant has concealed material facts from this Honourable Tribunal.
That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct, by law to bring the-instant appeal. 
That the present appeal is bad in its present form hence not maintainable and liable to 
be dismissed.
That the appeal is bad due to non-joinder of necessary parties and mis-joinder of 
unnecessary parties.
That the instant appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

1.
2.

4.
5.

6.

7.

REPLY ON FACTS.

Correct to the extent of appointment as constable, however, his service record speaks 

otherwise to the later part of this Para. (Copies of red/bad entries are attached as 

annexure-A).
Incorrect. The appellant had deliberately absented himself The medical prescriptions 

annexed with the instant petition are fake and could not be relied upon at this belated 

stage. The rules/law provide proper procedure for earning leave, medical or 

otherwise, from the competent authority which the appellant did not adopt.

Incorrect. The appellant was issued Charge Sheet No. 496/R, dated. 24.02.2014 and 

proceeded against departmentally through the then DSP/Takht Bhai Mr. Sajjad Khan 

who after fulfillment of ail codal formalities, recommended the appellant for major 

penalty. Besides, he was also heard in Orderly Room on 24.12.2014 by the 

respondent No. 2, being appellate authority, but the appellant could not present 

cogent reasons in his defence, consequently, .the appellant’s appeal was rejected. 

(Copies of Charge Sheet, statement of allegations and Dismissal order are 

attached as Annexure- B &l C).

Incorrect. The appellant’s departmen^tal appeal, while after being heard in Orderly 

Room on 24.12.2014 and his failure to defend himself plausibly, was rejected vide 

vide order-No. 8561/ES dated 29.12.2014 by the respondent No. 02. Besides,.the 

appellant’s review petition to the W/IGP (respondent No. 01) was also rejected on 

legal grounds. (Copies of departmental appeals rejection by W/DiG Mardan and 

W/IGP KPK are attached as Annexure-1) &. E).

Incorrect. The appellant holds no grounds, legal or moral, to stand hereon in this 

Honourable 'Iribunal.

1.

2.

2

4.

a.



.'ll.

t

REPLY ON GROUNDS:-

A. Incorrect. The impugned orders are just, legal, in accordance with facts & material on 
record, hence, tenable in the eye of law.

B. Incorrect. The penalty of treating appellant’s absence period as leave without pay is based 
on the principle of “No Work No Pay”.

C. Incorrect and is already replied Parci-2 above.
D. Incorrect. The appellant has been treated as per rules/law which is cited in Para-3 & 4 

above.
E. Incorrect., The appellant was found guilty of grievous misconduct, hence, called upon in 

Orderly Room by respondent No. 02 but appellant had failed to defend himself and 
punished as he deserved.

F. Incorrect. This Para is already replied in preceding Para-3 above.
G. Incorrect. The appellant, being Police officer was dealt under Special Law i.e Police 

Rules, 1975.
H. Incorrect & baseless, hence, denied.
I. Incorrect. Appellant has committed gross misconduct and punished as per rules/law.
J. Incorrect. The appellant was provided all opportunities of defence & dealt in accordance 

with rules/ law.
K. The respondents also seek permission to raise additional grounds, if any, at the time of 

arguments.

PRAYER:-

It is, therefore, prayed that the instant appeal, being badly time-barred & devoid
of merits, is worth dismissal.

(Ai^E:!^tabIis-hment) f 
For InspccTorGencral of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

(Respondent No. 01)

Deputy ^^^pector\General of Police, 
MardaVl^egion-I, Mardan

(Respolrdeht No. 02)

Districfrolice Officer, 
Mardan

(Respondent No. 03)

b



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYHER PAKIITUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 14/2018.

Ameer Zeb (Ex-Constable No. 2643) Appellant.

VERSUS.

District Police Officer, Mardan 
& others.................................. Respondents.

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Atta-ur-Rahman Sub-Inspector Legal, (Police) Mardan is 

hereby authorized to appear before the Honourable Service Tribunal, Khyber Pakhtunkhvva, 

Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behalf of the respondents. He is also 

authorized to submit all required documents and replies etc. as representative of the respondents 

tlirough the Addl: Advocate General/Govt. Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunlchwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar.
e

(AIG Establishment) ( 
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhvva, 
Peshawar.

(Respondent No. 01)
<•

Deputy Inspcclor General of Police, 
Mardan Re^)ii-I, Mardan

(RcsponderrTNo. 02)

Mardan
(Respondent No. 03)

T

u
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CHARGEMET UNDER NWFP POT Jrff RTTT 1975
t

* ■ G:“> Afeal Khan District Police Officer, Mardan
Jereby charge yQu'Cbnstable Amir Zeb No. 918, as follows
i

as competent authority

i

That you constable, while posted at Police Lines Mardan, 
absented/li/qself from the lawful duty vide DD No. 60 dated 04.02 2014

of the competent authority. You are recommended for departmental action by 

DSP/J|rs, Mardan vide his office latter No. 161, dated 18.02.2014
yi--

deliberately
to-date without anyw

'f
f

.m
This amounts to grave misconduct on your part, warranting departmental

action against you, as defined in section - 6 (1) (a) of the NWFP Police Rules 1975.

By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under section 

the NWFP Police Rules 1975 and has rendered

1.
- 02 (iii) of

yourself liable to all or any of the
penalties as specified in section - 04 (i) a & b of the said Rules.

2. You are therefore, directed to submit your written defense within 

receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry officer.
Your written defence if any, should reach

seven days of the

to the enquiry officer within the specified 
period, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put-in and in that 

case, an ex-paite action shall follow against you.
Intimate whether you desired to be heard im persons.

(GUL AF^^^HAN)
District Poli^ Officer, 

Mardan.1

i.

1

: &
t;

‘i,

i:
■h
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OFFTCIE QEME DISIRr^T POr rrr r>r^y^?7

ICER. MARnAjVf

. V. ■; No.Jf96'.‘i'.'’ ■

/R/D.A-P.R.I975

3-^-01,-Dated
/2014

.'j

DrSCfPl.rNAKY ArTTnjvr
-1975

!■ti’

/^wp'p "1“

^3MM:ofallegatiow

That Constable Amir Zeb No 91S
' while posted at Polic

-tom the lawful duty vide DD

action by DSP/HQrs, Mardan vide his "

deliberately absented himself fi e Lines Mardan, 

to-date
■ ? No.60 dated 04.02.2014without any leave /

recommended for departmental
rN'o. I6I, dated 18.02.2014.

M

PPropriate action against the accused
place fixed by the Enquhy Office^''' join the proceedings on the date, time :\and

ilI
(gula St.^ ^ I KHAN)

District Police Offi 
^ Mardan

wer,

OFFICE op TRF HTSTn 0.
I'.teXPOUCEOFFIGER,

/R, dated Mardan the
£ill MardanNo. ■^'12

i
WiCopy of above is forwarded to the:

for ini
'W

J- DSP/TBF Mardan 
official / Offi 
Rules, 1975.

2- Constable Amir Zeb N
Enquiry Officer 
officer for Ptiipose of enquiiy proceedings.

Iicer

appear before the 
fixed by the enquiry
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mEPARTMUNTAl. ENQUIRY AGAINST CONSTAHUi AMIR ZEIS N0.9I8 THEN 
J POSTED A T POLIck LINES MAH PAN.

This Dcparliricnlat enquiry was initiated against constable Amir 

/,eb No-9I8, while posted at lAdice Lines Mardan. absented hiinself iTom his duty vide 

1)11) No,60 dated 4.?,.2014. without any leave/ permission of the competent authority. 

Thus lie was recommended for departmental action by DSP/I IQrs: Mardan vide his otfice 

ieUcr No.lOi/K. dated 18.2.2014, Subsequently he was sei-'-ed vvitlt charge sheet along 

with siatcincni of allegation by DPO/Mardan vide No,496.''lT (fated .64.2,4014 and the 

undcisigned was appointed as enquiry ■oKlcer.

rH()(:KEi)fN(.S> .

brorn the perusal ol'enquiry papers Ok: deiaulier C'onslal'lc .Amir 

/cb No.OLS was summoned time and again to the olTice. but he lailcd to appear belore 

the undensigned. At last Itis father appeai'cd instead of him. belore the undci-signed.

The father of defaulter constable Amir /eh slated that ins s:c*n 

•Amii- .deb suffering from a ehronie disease and has remained under ti'eatmenl during Ins 

atiscuee period, lie produced medical prescriptions regarding his son illness, tie iurtlier 

added that he has also met wilh the Worthy OICi/M.ardan and toU! One hole story U) him as 

well'. According to liirn W'ortliy DK.l/Mardan re-msiated ins son C'-unsiablc .AiiOr /,eb 

No.9 I 2 in service.'T

nit IS }'*uiiineni fo menlaa'i here iieil aeem'dii'.g t(' liie 

^iirnslai'ics iT.'-inslatcd in service.received to this office, (.'onstable Anm- /,ei.^ No.9 IK i:as 

l-een re-instaied in service at serial No.20 (attached).liis alrsence period acc(.M-dlng tiiai 

list was 562 davs.
■7

21

'jA
-A

F/NOfNCS:-

Koeping in view the above cii‘cumsianci;,s the eiK.gury papers 

siilnnitied liciewitii foi- your kiiul perusLd please.

IS.

i'l'-.V

m a
f/.3 ■ /s.

76)-did.
Nc7.fiI

■i

(SAXiJb /ii^MAD)K^i
1- IIfc.

'! nhu! A!ih-!):\-isu)n.
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'CjSPEPARIMF.NT

M^HPAN distf rrr

ORDER

A„i, z,b No. MS, whiio poM

ir Zeb No. 918, are posted at Police Lines 

y \ide DD No. 60 dated 04.02.2014 to-

: Poike Rules 1975.
ff fyye that Constable Ami. ^ 

absented himseff from the lawfbl dutv
-ifate.

In this connection, Constable Amir Zeb No.

MO, s.,.d Kb.. BSP...,

30.10.2014, in

918, was charged sheete:! vide
this office No. 496/R, dated 24.02.2014

cess,

iatedendorsement No. 473/S 

against him.which the allegations hav: been esfablisiied

Alter going through inquiry file the undersigned 

enquiop officer and the alleged Constable Amir Zeb No 

absegee period counted

agree 'vith the findings of 

918, is hereby dismissed! from sei-vice
■■f t

as leave without pay, m exercise of inc power vested iin me

Order announced

O.BNo. ^Z2^Q 

Doled ^Jl_/_/}_J20] 4
. /n

y

District Poiice^fjzcer, 
a! dan.dated Mardan the Vh \ \ /2014

Copy for information and necessary action to:-

I?° Inspector General of Police Mard
4. i he S.P Operations, Mardan
3. The DSP/HQi-s Mardan.
4. The Pay Officer (DPO) Mardan
5. The E.C (DPO) Mardan.
6. The OASI (DPO) Mardan

i.
an Region-1, Mardor..
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ORDER.
.V This order will dispose-off the appeal preferred by Ex-Constable Amir 

Zeb No. 918 of Mardan District Police against the order of District Police Officer, Mardan

wherein he was dismissed from service vide District Police Officer, Mardan OB No. 2239 dated ■ 

11.11.2014.

Brief facts of the case are that, he while posted at Police Lines, Mardan, 

deliberately absented himself from the lawful duty vide daily diary No. 60 dated 04.02.2014 to 

the date of dismissal. In tlris comiection he was charge sheeted and was also proceeded against 

departmentally through Deputy Superintendent of Police, Takht Bhai Mardan, 

fulfilling necessary process submitted his findings to District Police Officer, Mardan, in which 

the allegations were established against him. After going through inquiry file. District Police 

Officer, Mardan agreed with the findings of enquiry Officer and the alleged Constable 

dismissed from service.

who after

was

It is further added that there is nothing on record to show that appellant 

had proceeded to Islamabad "WADA" Hospital/Organization for his treatment rather he 

should have to produce Medical Prescriptions pertaining to his treatment of "WADA" Hospital. 

While the appellant has produced only medical prescriptions which 

Officer of District Headquarter, Hospital Mardan on 03.02.2014, 18.02.2014, 03.03.2014,
issued by a Medicalare

17.03.2014 respectively. Vide those prescriptions, he was advised 2/2 weeks rest while he 

remained absent from 04.02.2014 to 09.09.2014. On one hand he has taken the plea that he had 

tlie other hand he has produced medicalproceeded Islamabad WADA Hospital but 

prescriptions of medical Officer at Dishict Headquarter, Hospital Mardan. It clearly indicates 

that he has got those medical prescriptions from a Doctor only to cover his absence period from 

04.02.2014 to 17.03.2014 which is also not countersigned by concerned Medical Superintendent. 

It is also worth

on

mentioning here that vide certificate dated 24.12.2013, the appellant was issued 

medical fitness certificate by "WADA" organization as he was found fit to resume his duty with 

effect from 25.12.2013.

I have perused the record and also heard the appellant in Orderly Room 

held in tins office on 24.12.2014, but he failed to justify his absence period and could not produce 

any cogent reason about his absence. Therefore, I MUHAMMAD SAEED Deputy Inspector
t:.eneral of Police, Mardan Region-I, Mardan in exercise of the powers conferred upon me reject

the appeal and do not interfere in the order passed by the competent autliority, tlius the appeal 

is filed.OB ■'1

n (
ORDER ANNOUNCED.1

«^j:^^l^>:SAEED)rSP 

D^’uty InspectoPGeneral of Police, 
Mardan Region-I, Mardan.

72014.

District Police Officer, Mardan for information and 

action w/r to Itis office Memo: No. 991/LB dated 02.12.2014. His 

returned herewith.

I A 9S-^/r-- No. - /2, ^7ES, Dated Mardan the'{}3

necessary 

service record is
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ORDER
iliis Older iy hoiyl'y passed :o dispose ordep.ai'lnicolai appeal eiidei- Riiie ! !-.V oJ'Khsber 

!7'iO'iuiii.:!ra.;i lA.dicc Riilc-1975 siibinilied by lA^Consialjlc Anui' /.cb Ao. blN, Tb.c appeilani 
.e:'.s :0\aided punishnicni oF dismissal iVom seiA:iec b>- Idi’O Mardan \-ide 013 No, 2239 ''1:0. 

I 1.2iU-l. on eharucs lhai he abscnied hiniseir for a period oidi7 momhs and. 05 da'.'s.'
I le \vas also dismissed Ironi sen iee on ihe cliarecs of absence -eide dipi pSa. daied

Me preierred appeal bclo:o ihe K!R:,) Martian which was aeeepled tind l-e was rcdno;ued 
nio >ervieo dae to his poor Idmilt' circumsianees and ihe period he reniained on; .o;' service was 

Waieo ;e.,i\e wiih.oei pa;.' vide order \n„ 343 I:S. daied 1 7,(,'i ,211)-i.
1 its nex! appea! 'was Idea by DIG / Martiai \ idc (Order No, K5o 1 dS. dated '''■K !70)4 
Meeiiny o!'Appeal Board was iield on Oo. 1 ().2(U5. iierein die appeilani was heard in 
•i::e eni..i:.i!r_\ paiiers were also examined. On cxaminaiion oi'record it leweaicvi dvu ]'■' 

A'svmedinnweil Ibr a long period of 07 months ,nd 05 days. Me has also M bad emries on h:s 
'Aibiiual absentee and prex'ioLisb,' wa,s awarded' maior iinni.slimeni. yn die chao-e' to 

awwwe, ids appeal is also time barred, Therelbre; liie board is of the opinion l|-^
•'•eniion 01 ihe appeilani was rcjceled on grounds dMimiuuion and 

i Ids order is

w
'■■'wvon.

at msuini re'.new
men; ,;s wcii.

issued with approwd by the Gompcien.t .-'viiihcn'iD,

A
\
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k'lVice Supdi: \i-W. GPi). Pesh;
( (.' Central Regislrs' CeiL (CRC). CIR.'),

'rmaiion and nece,'Sarv aedon i-,' toiw-
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BEFORE THE HONQUlRA]n.E SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYljER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 14/2018.

Ameer Zeb (Ex-Constable No. 2643) Appellant.

VERSUS.
4

District Police Officer, Mardan 
& others.................................. Respondents.

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Atta-ur-Rahman Sub-Inspector Legal, (Police) Mardan is 

hereby authorized to appear before the Honourable Service Tribunaf Khyber PaklUunkhwa, 

Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behalf of the respondents. He is also 

authorized to submit all required documents and replies etc. as representative of the respondents 

through the Addl: Advocate General/Govt. Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar.

(AIG Establishment)
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

' (Respondent No. 01)

Deputy Inspector General of Police 
Martian R(^u)n-1, Martian

(RespondenTNo. 02)

/
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR,

m-
Service Appeal No. 14/2018

Ameer Zeb VS Police Deptt:

0/1

V REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

(1-7) All objections raised by the respondents are 
incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are 

estopped to raise any objection due to their own 

conduct.

FACTS:

Admitted correct by the respondents as the 

service record is laying in the custody of the 

respondents.

1

Incorrect. While; para-2 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant. 
Moreover, the procedure for the examination of 
the medical prescription is that the enquiry was. 
conducted and medical board examine the medical 
prescription and then decided the truthfulness of 
the medical prescription. In case of the appellant 
no procedure has been followed.

2

3 . Incorrect. No Final show cause notice was not 
served to the appellant and also not annexed with 

the reply.

4 Incorrect. While para-4 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant. 
Moreover, the impugned orders were never 
communicated to the appellant.

r



The appellant has good cause of action to file the 

instant appeal which is liable to be accepted on 
the following grounds.

5

'r.

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect. The, orders of the respondents are 
against the law, rules and norms of justice 

therefore not tenab e and liable to be set aside.

B) Incorrect. While para-B of the appeal is correct 
as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

C) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-C of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

D) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-D of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

E) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-E of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

F) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-F of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeai of the 
appeiiant.

G) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-G of the appeai 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeai of the 
appellant.

H) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-H of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

I) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-I of the appeal is 

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

J) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-J of the appeal is 

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.



Legal.K)

.

It is/therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal 
of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT 

Ameer Zaib

Through:

( uzma ^ed ) . 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

It Is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT



c^ppxfTrP trTBUNAL_PESHAWAR.
rFFORE the kpk,
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Service Appeal No. 14/2018

Police Deptt;VSAmeer Zeb

a,.,n,Nr,ER ONjmLE^fJeESUAHI

DFgPFCTFU' ■ ^ «^HEWETH:

Prp\iminarY nhipctions:

are

correct due to their owh
are(1-7)

estopped to 

conduct.

FACTS:
by the respondents as the 

in the custody of theAdmitted correct 
service record is laying iri 
respondents.

1'

Incorrect. While para-2 '^ppe'la'^'^-

prescription and then dec appeiiant
the medicai prescription • n case ot app 

no procedure has been foilowed.

the reply. .

2

of

3

■"“redtS“'arearr;hldp;l?a:( 
rr^ Thfligno^; others were heve,

municated to the appellant.
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K) • Legal.

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

of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT 

Ameer Zaib

■ Through:

( uzma ^ed ) 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

' , It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are 
true and correct to the best of my knowjedge and belief.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 14/2018

Ameer Zeb VS Police Deptt: .

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

(1“7) All objections raised by the respondents are 

incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are 
estopped to raise any objection due to their own 

conduct.

FACTS:

Admitted correct by the respondents as the 
service, record is laying in the custody of the 
respondents.

1

2 Incorrect. While para-2 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant. 
Moreover, the procedure for the examination of 
the medical prescription is that the enquiry was 

conducted and medical board examine the medical 
prescription and then decided the truthfulness of 
the medical prescription. In case of the appellant 
no procedure has been followed.

3 Incorrect. No Final show cause notice was not 
served to the appellant and also not annexed with 
the reply.

4 Incorrect. While para-4 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant. 
Moreover, the impugned orders were never 
communicated to the appellant.
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The appellant has good cause of action to file the 

Instant appeal which is liable to be accepted on 
the following grounds.

5

. <

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect. The orders of the respondents are 

against the law, rules and norms of justice 
therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B) Incorrect. While para-B of the appeal Is correct 
as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

. C) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-C of the appeal 
Is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

D) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-D of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

E) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-E of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

F) Incorrect. Incorrect.. While para-F of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

G) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-G of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

H) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-H of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

I) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-I of the appeal is 

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

J) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-J of the appeal is 

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.
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It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal 
of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT 
Ameer Zaib .

Through:
)t

( uzma ^ed ) 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT
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KHYBER PAKHTUNK-WA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

6-3-No. 37^6 /ST Dated / 2019

To
The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Mardan.

Subject: - JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 14/2018. MR.AMIR ZEB.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
26.02.2019 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance. ,

Enel: As above

REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.
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[^DISCHARGE CARD]

I

1

DISTRICT HEADQUARTER HOSPITAL 
MARDAN

Psychiatry Incharfle 
Dr. Syed Ashfaq Ali

D.P.M. (Gold Medalist) 
Ph.D. (Psychiatry)

Medical Officers
Dr. Khurshid 

M.B.B.S. 
Dr. Alamgir

M.B.B.S.

I
^3\Pt*s Name. Age

Address
i

//of2^/f I
Date of Admission Admission No. *

Date of Discharge

Disease

GSAPO.NWFP.1108/8^ tn*2000 Nos-22.0S.08/P4(Z}n}HS/D/Sllps DKQ Mnrdsn P1M4
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[discharge card]

%
DISTRICT HEADQUARTER HOSPITAL 

MARDAN

Pavchiatfy Incharqe

Dr. Syed Ashfdq AH
M.B.B.S 

D.P.M. (Gold Medalist) 
Ph.D. (Psychiatry)

Medical Officer

Dr Khurshld
M.B.B.S

Dr. Aidmgir
M.B.B.S

Age ^Pt’s Narhe

Address

2.-2,/

^16. i(/

Date of Admission Admission No.
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