BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL,
PESHAWAR |

Appeal No. 14/2018 : _I

Date of Institution ...~ 27.12.2017 } i
Date of Decision ...  26.02.2019 ' |
Amir Zeb Ex-Constable No. 918 Mardan District. ... (Appellant) 3
VERSUS o o |
The AIG Establishment for Inspector General of Police, Khyberi
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two others. - ... (Respondents) | -
Present.
Miss Uzma Syed, N
Advocate. _ : ... For appellant | .

Mr. Usman Ghani,

District Attorney ... - Forrespondents. :
: | ‘“ !
MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, ... CHAIRMAN |
MR. AHMAD HASSAN, ‘ ' ... MEMBER .
| |
JUDGMENT !

HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, CHAIRMAN:-

|
},
The appellant while posted as Constable at Police Lines Mardan, waé :

proceeded against departmentally on account of his absence from duty and

|
{

was dism»isAsed from service through order dated 12.11.2014. His absence

: : i
period was counted as leave without pay. The departmental appeal oj’f
appellant also could not find favour and was rejected on 29.12.2014. Furthefr

T

"appeal/review petition was submitted before the Inspector General of Police::, o




Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar which was decided on 13.04.2016 and was

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

2. We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and learned District

Attorney on béhalf of the respondents and have also gone through the
available record.

At the outset, learned District Attorney raised preliminary objectiorll
regarding the delay in submission of appeal in hand as well as the review
petition of appellant before the departmental auth;)rity.

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

impugnéd 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

1o
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alongwith the memorandum of appeal, however, no good ground was noted
therein for requisite condonation.

4. 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 bﬁt 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
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.

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

(HAMID FAR&URRANI)

CHAIRMAN

File be consigned to the record room.

(AHMAD HASSAN)
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
26.02.2019




Date of Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate
S.No. | order/ and that of parties where necessary.
proceedings
1 2 3

Present.

26.2.2019 Miss Uzma Syed, .. For appellant
Advocate
Mr. Usman Ghani,
District Attorney. - ... Forrespondents

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. S@I\
M Chairman
mber ‘ '

ANNOUNCED
26.2.2019




12.10.2018 | _ Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan;

Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman, S.1
(Legal) for the respo'ndents‘present. Counsel for the appellant
seeks adjournment. Granted. Case to come up for arguments '

on 23.11.2018 before D.B.

(Ahmjd Hassan) (M. Amﬁhan Kundi)

Member - Member

123.11.2018 | Counsel for the appellant and Addl. ~AG-a10‘ngwiAth '
~ Attaur Rahman, Sub Inspector fér the respondents

present. ~ Counsel for the appellant requests for

adjournment. Other side has no objection. Adjou-rned to

24.01.2019. for arguments before D.B.

M_ember | Chairma

Loty
"‘;»'.' A

s"j{ N \‘\‘

- 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 26.02.2019 before D.B

ﬁﬁ% | ~ | | | ﬁﬁ;ﬂ ‘




05.03.2018: o Clerk of the counsel for appellant and Assistant AG for o | ¥

1hc‘r(,spondcnl present. Writlen reply not wbmittcd I'eamed—
Assistanl AG requested. for iu:thCL time deOLlInmClﬂ Request

accepted.  To come up l’or written u,ply/commcms on

Advocate present. I;VIr'. Usman : Ghani, District Attorney

20032018 before SB. L TN
; _ ((}El/z%m)
4 L . Member
- '
20.03.2018 Appellant alongwith counsel present. Mr. Kabir
§ e S ' o Ullah Khattak Additional AG alongwith Mr. Atta-ur-Rahman, S.1
f , , - , (Legal) for the respondeni present: Writ_ten replyv submitted. To
come up for rejoinder and arguments on 28.05.2018 beforc D.B.
Q-
‘ : Mecember
5 |
i 28.05.2018 . Appellant Amir Zeb, alongwith Miss. Uzma Syed,

alongwith Mr. K_halit}l Mehmood, Head Constable for the

. .
respondents present. Rejoinder submitted. Case to come up for
arguments on 04.09.2018 before the D.B.

P - Member - CI—Eairman

¥

'
4 . . -
b
:
04.09.2018 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad lJan

learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Atta Ur Rehman S.I
legal for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the
PR A appellant seeks adjournment “Adjourned. To come up for
L | - argumenits on 12.10.2018 before D.B.

P . - (\M\/Y)(/ = ' _ Cf? -
(Muhammad Amin Kundi) .. (Muhammad Hamid Mughal)

..
e
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments

heard. It Was contended by learned counsel for the appellant

_that the appellant was serving in Police Depértment however,
‘he was dismissed from service on the allegation of his

‘absence from duty vide impugned order. dated 11.1 1.2014. It

was furthér 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 date?d 29;12.2014. It was further contended that' the
,appeilant further filed mercy petition which was also
~dismissed on 13.04.2016 which was communicated to the
,'appelfant on 27.11.2017. It was further contended that the _

‘appellant tilereafter 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 ‘
-:aﬁthOrity therefore, the impugned order is illegal and liable to

‘be set-aside.

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 withiﬁ 10, .days, thereafter notice be issued to the

‘respondents - for written reply/comments for 05.03.2018
‘before S.B:

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
- Member

\,';-ity
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Form-A

FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of
Case No. 14/2018
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings '
1 2 3
1 3/1/2018%%% The appeal of Mr. Aamir Zeb resubmittéd today by Syed
Nouman Ali Bukhari Advocate, may be entered in the Institution
Register and put up to Worthy Chairman for proper order
| please. \
REGI:STRAR = b B
2- ey /01/,.8 , This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing

to be put up there on _{S [eche,

-




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. 0%756 /S.T,

ot 28/ t2 porr » | \

=4
REGISTRAR 52| (> |
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

Uzma Syed Adv. Pesh.

S '

|
!
|
|




¢.;  BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. [ H /20 1%

Amir Zeb V/S Police Deptt:
INDEX
S.No. | Documents Annexure | Page No.
1. |[MemoofAppeal | - , -4
‘2. | Application for condanation of |  ------ 05-06
delay :
3. | Copy of medical priscription -A- 07-26
4. | copy of impugned order -B - 27
5. | Copy of rejection order dated -C- 28
6. | Copy of order dated 18-04- -D- 29
2016 .
7. | VakalatNama | ceeeee 30
{
\‘/f; a
APPELLANT
7
THROUGH:

d
(UZMA SYED)

SYED NO Amu BUKHARI
(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR)

{
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. H 12014

Khyber P'lkhtukhwa
Service Tribunal

ESiary ]\IO.M :

[2/2o/F
/

e (Appellant) .

Amir Zeb , EX- Constable, No. 918
Mardan Dlstrlct : Dated -

VERSUS

1. 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.

..................... ‘weerss.(Respondents)

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
. g{%@ﬁwf APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR NO GOOD
ﬁ 12 1y * GROUNDS. '

ledto-day

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

pe—‘*uhmnt‘red to

!
. APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE
~day ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED

and filed.
\ IN TO SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND
L CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY o
Regt?(“\'v WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND

APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARADED IN
FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.




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.

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

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.

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 same was recived by appellant on
27.11.2017 (Copy of rejection order and order dated
18.004.2016 is attached as Annexure-C & D).

That now the appellant come to this august Tribunal on the
following grounds amongst others.

GROUNDS:

A)

That the impugned orders dated 12.11.2014, 29.12.2014 argc!?

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.

,,,,,,,



B)r

C)

D)

E)

F)

G)

H)

1)

7

K)

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.

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. '

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.

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.




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

s 5
APPELLANT
Amir Zeb

THROUGH:

(UZM :@ED)

r&
V2

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI)
ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR



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. =

\:"f:‘r‘f\

APPELLANT

| ‘ Amir Zeb
THROUGH: W\/,e
()

(UZMA SYED)
&

-

&

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI
(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR)

1N



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.
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POLICE DEPARTMENY ' MAYDAN DISTE jCT

ORDER

Constable Amir Zeh No, 918, while posted ar Police Lines Mardan

committed the following act, which is grass mlsconuucf 011 his part as defined in Rules 02 (iii)
Police Rules 1975.

— Brief fac's are thowonsnls Awir £2b No. 918, o= posted at Police Lines
Mardan, deliberately absented himse!f fron: 1k lawfu) duty vide DD No 60 datcﬂ_&_‘} 02,2014 4 to-
date,

: :
In ﬂ]lS conrw"u.u , Constable Aumir Zsb No. 9’ &, w2 charged sheeier| vide .

this office No. 496/R, dated 24.02.2014 ard he was 71s0 proceede.] ageinst epartme; itally

through Mr; Sajjad Khan 5P alrhi Bhay Marday, wio ofter fuldiling vocessary pre cess,

submitted *his {indings to the undecsipned vide his o T endorveien o, 413/S lated

30.10.2014, in which the allegaiions hav: ooy eg tabhs.‘-:"-f.l agoii .t hom.

After going thro: -Shongairy file 23: undersi gned apee with the mdn' ;s of

enquiry officer and the alleged Constallc Amsir Zeh No. 918, is nerehy <lsiissed frum se: vice

while his absence period counted as Jeave wuhcm Pay, in exercise of . rower vesied i me
ettt ,

under Police Rules 1975.

rder announced

0.8 o, _‘/,5“"(‘

Dated _jF -/ {/_/2()14 (- '~:4'.»_' B

K ’ : (G v/jz?
Disyri

~'i/'"/a

No D 3 3 Q & dated Mardarfene 12, A\ j20;
Copy for infe; maton-and necessn s ,.\.tion ‘to:-

The Deputy Inspcctoz Ge: nﬂ‘?l OT Palice Ner v [Toe Soie 1, Wardax
The S.F Operations, Merdan,

The DSP/HQ.s Mard, an.

The qu L \lf\.l.al {3 '»"-) fi..d’d"ll

The E. C‘ (DPO) Mardan.

_G\Lﬁ.hb){\)'-—

¥ et

Thé OAST (DPO) Mards : A

R
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BETTER COPY | | - * Annexure-B

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 Iawful 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
égainst departmentally through Mr. Sajjad Khan DSP/Ta'kht Bhai Mardan,
who aftér 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. |

A 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.







~ -

ORDER.

This order will dispose-off the appeal preferred by Ex-Constable Amir
Zeb No. 918 of Mardan District Police against the order of District Folice 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, Mardanq,
deliberately absented himself from lne lawiu duty vide daily diary No. 60 dated 04.02.2014 to
the date of dismissal. In this connection he was charge sheeted and was also proceeded against
departmentally through Deputy Superintendent of Police, Takht Bhai Mardan, 'who;:‘after
fulfi]ling 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 was -

dismissed from service.

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

had proceeded to Islamabad “WADA” Hospxtal,’()tgamza‘xou for his treatment vather he

-
$IR

¢hould have to produce Medical Prescriptions pertaining to his treatment of “WADA” Hosp

While the appellant has pxudu(ed oniy medical prescriptions which are issued v a Modical
Officer of District Headuuarter, Hosp.tal Mardan rm 03.02.2014, 18.02. 7& 14, O30,

17.03.2014 :ebpeclwely Vide those prercriptions, he was adv1sed 2/2 wee K- rag

remained absent from 04.02.2014 to 09.09.2014. O one hand he has taken the plca that he Imu'
proceeded to 1slarnabad WADA Hospital but on. the ,,other hand he has produced medical
prescriptions of medical Officer at District Headﬂuarter, Hospltal Mardan. It clearly indicates
that he has got those medical prescriptions from a Doctor only to cover his abseuce period from
04.02.2014 to 17.03. 2014 which is also not countersigned by concerned Me dxgal Superintendent.

It is also worth mentioning here that vide certificate dated 24.12.2013, the appellant was issued
medical fitness certificate by “WADA” orgarization as he was found fif to resume his duty with
effect from 25.12.2013. -

‘ /
I have peruse! the record and also heard the appellani in Crderly Room

held in this office on 24

_ but he failed to justify his absence period and soiild not produce

any cogent reason & { seirce, Therefore, ! MUHAMMAD SAEED -Denuty Inspectoy
General of Police, Mardan Repion-T Mavgan in exeraise of the powers confeiied L upon me rees
the appeal and do not interfere in tise crdes passed by the competent authority, this W appesd

is filed.

ORDER ANNOUNCED.

puty Inspector General of Pojice,
Mardan Region-1, Mardan.

No. §84)  ms, DatedMardanthe_ L1 - /2 - pois

Copy to District Police Officer, Mardan for information and necessary

setiosn w/r to his office Memo: Mo, 991/1B dated 92122014, His service rec ard is




\’3*\'
_ OFFICE OF THE
1) SPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
PESHAWAR.

No.S A5 ([ /16, dated P'eshawar the i'_i_’é’ [{/2016.‘

ORDER

Fhis erder 1s hereby passed 10 ulspnw ol departmental appeal under Rufe (1= of Khyber
chtunihwa Police Rule-1973 submitied by Ea- ‘Constable Amir Zcb No. 918, 1T appellant
~as awarded punishiment of dismissal from service by DPO Mardan vide OB No. 2239/ EC,
dated THHL2014, on charges that he absented himself for u period of 67 monthy and 03 days.

Mo was also dismissed from service on the charges of absence vide OB 684, dawed

CHe preferred appeal before the RPO Mardan which was accopted and-he was re-insteied
»service due te his poor family circumstances and the period he remained out of service was
eaied we e ewithout pay vide order Noo 343N daed 17.01.207 4.
Phs nextappeal was liled by DIG 7 Mardar vide Ovder No. 8301 ES daied >t
Vicoting o Appeal Board was held on 06.10.2013, wherein the appeilan
i \.m;'.lir)' papers were also examined. On examination of record. it rove
sheenied bnvselt Jor a long period of 07 monihs wd 03 davs, Fe has alsg 12 bad o
o He is habitual absentee and previously was awarded major ‘.)'iI‘IlSi‘.ll‘:"‘Ti on i
co. Uis eppeal is also ume barted. Therefore! the bowrd is of the opinion that instant review

i Cr{'tl‘:c appetlani was rejected on orounds qr\ limitation and moerit as woii
t approval by the

This onder 15 issUcaTg Compeient Authoriny, '

{NAVE 3 B "
,.\I(_,
For ‘nmc‘.mr General of Police

Khyvber Pakhtunkhwe Poshava

Copy of above is forwarded for inhhwmation and necessary aciion o the-

bo Regiona] Police Ofiteer. Mardan Revion Mardan.

<=

20 Diswriet Potice Oflicer, Mardan. :
Lo PSO o IGPKhvber Pakiiunkhwa, CPO Poshawar. !
L PROWIG PR hvber Paiduunk]nva. CPO FPoshawar.
S0 PA e Adal TGPAQrs: Khvber Pakhiunkinwa, Peshawar. o
o, A W DIGHTTQrs: Khvber Pakhtunkhwa, Fashawar, o :

Olftice Supdt: E-1V, CPGL Peshawar, \%
5. 1 Central Registry Celi, (CRCY. CPO. v &N

s

P e s

S i lng s e o

ey s
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VAKALAT NAMA

NO. /20 .

. ' - n )
IN THE COURT OF _ K. P /c Sevoice [¥e ba/«.«.ﬂ, /Zf/tae)a v

| ﬂ—/)mj» A e/é . '(Appellént')

(Petitioner)”
(Plaintiff)
VERSUS
/9 Olice /QW (Respondent)
(Defendant)

I/, P e b

Do hereby appoint and constitute Syed Noman Ali 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.

Dated 120 i
‘ (CLIENT)

ACCEPTED

A
SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI

Advocate ,Peshawar.

&
UZMA SYED
Advocate ,Peshawar.

Cell: (0335-8390122)
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‘% BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

et ey
. Ay

PESHAWAR.
Service Ap}eal No..14/2018.
! Ameer Zeb (Ex-Constable NO. 2643) ...t Appellant.
VERSUS.
bistrict Police Officer, Mardan & others..............ocooiiiiiii e Respondents.

Respectfully Sheweth:
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

1.

I

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.

REPLY ON FACTS.

L3

W

- 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 préscriptions
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 all 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 & C).

Incorrect. The appellant’s departmental appeal, while after being heard in Orderty
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 rcjected on
legal grounds. (Copies of departmental aippcals rejection by W/DIG Mardan and
W/AGP KPK are attached as Annexure-D & E). |
Incorrect. The appellant h.olds no grounds, legal or moral, to stand hercon in this

Honourable Tribunal.

.g» o . .
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REPLY ON GROUNDS:-

A. Incorrect. The impugned ordérs are juét, 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

~ onthe principle of “No Work No Pay”. )

C. Incorrect and is already replied Para-2 above. .

D. Incorrect. The appellant has been treated as per rules/law whlch is 01tcd 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 ie 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 merlts is worth dismissal.

For Inspector Gencral of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 01)

Districf Police Officer,

Mardan
(Respondent No. 03)

»



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SFRVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 14/2018.
Ameer Zeb (Ex-Constable No. 2643). TR UPRUTRRRI Appellant.
VERSUS
District Police Officer, Mardan _
T 0TS, e, Respondc,nts

AUTHORITY- LETTER.

Mr. Atta-ur- Rahman Sub-Inspector Legal, (Pol;ce) Mardan is
hereby authonzed to appear before the Honourable Service Tribunal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behalf of the respondents. He is also
authorized to sﬁbmit all required documents and replies etc. as representativ,e- 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)

ral of Police,
ardan

» Hice Officer,
- . .. Mardan
' (Respondent No. 03)
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Qﬁ} That you constable, while posted at Police Lines Mardan, dellberately
absented h;mééelf from the lawful duty vide DD No. 60 dated 04, 02.2014 to-date without any |
; leave /peﬁﬂlSSIOIl of the competent authority. You are recommended for departmental action by
DSP/H@FS Mardan vide h]S office latter No. 161, dated 18.02.2014.

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,

1. - By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under section — 02 (iii) of
the NWFP Police Rules 1975 and has rendered yourself liable to al or any of the
penalties as spemﬁed In section - 04 (i) a & b of the said Rules.

2. You are therefore, directed to submit your written defense within seven days of the

receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry ofﬁcer

3. Your written defence if any, should reach to the enquiry officer within the specified

o period, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put-in and in that
case, an ex-parte action shall follow against yOou.

4. Intimate whether you desired to be heard in persons.

(GUL AF HAN)
District Police Officer,
Q Mardan.
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el g a‘ _ i“".
oFFICE’@FTHE DISTRIG_{_[‘ POLICE OFFICER, MARDAN

o . 550
P No. / 6 /R/D.A-P.R-1975,
: Dated‘l“%ﬁﬂm

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said official with

, reference to the above allegations Sajjad Khan DSP/TBI Mardan s appointed as Enquiry
" Officer. ‘

/ ' 3. The enquiry officer shal conduct proceedings in accordance with

. provisions of Police Rules 1975 ang shall provide reasonable Opportunity of defense and hearing
to the accused official, record jts findings and make within twenty five (25) days of the receipt of
this order, recommendation as tq punishment or other appropriate action against the accused
officer. :

4. The accused officer shaj] join the proceedings on the date, time and
place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

Copy of above js forwarded to the:

1. DSP/TR] Mardan for initiating proceedings against the accused
official / Officer namely Constable Amir Zeb No. 918, under Police
Rules, 1975 ’
, 2. Constable Amir Zeb No. 918, with, the directions to appear before the
Enquiry Officer on the date, time and place fixed by the enquiry
| officer for the purpose of enquiiy proceed ings.
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ADEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST CONSTABLE AMIR LI585 NO.918 TITEN
POSTED AT POLICE LINES MARDAN. .

This Departmental enquiry was initiated against conslable Amir
7cb No.918. whilc‘poslcd at Police Lines Mardan. absented himself from his duty vide
DD No.60 dated 4.2.2014. without any leave/ permission of the competent authorily.
'1-‘hus he was recommended for departmental action by DSP/HQrs: Mardan vide his office
letter No 161/R, dated 18.3.2014. Subsequently he was served with charpe sheet along
with swilement of allegation by DPO/Mardan vide No496/R . dated 24.2.2014 and the
mdersigned was appointed as enguiry officer.

PROCEEDINGS -

l"m;'n the puerusal of cnquiry papers the defaulier Constable A
Zch No.918 was summonced time and again to the ollice. but he lailed o appear before
the undérsignul. At last his Father appeared instead of him, belore the undersigned.

) The Tather of defaulter constable Amir Zoh stated that his son
Amir Zeb saffering from a chronie disease and has remained under treatment during his
abserce period. Te produced miedical preseriptions regarding his son illness. Fle further
added thai he has aiso met with the Worthy DIG/Mardan and told the hole story 1o him as
wall, According to hime Worthy DIG/Mardan re-mstated his son Constable .."\n‘\'ir Sach

a2

NoLGTE I service.

s porlinent foo mention hore ihat aceerding o e s ol
cutstibies Re-instated in service received to this office. (_"(ﬁ;‘lf;l';)i'ai'_i./'\n:'n' /b NGNS fias
boen re-inatated in service at serial No 20 (attached). His absence peried according o Ui
HsOwas 307 davs. |

g —T T

FINDINGS:-

Keeping in view the above circumsiances (he enguiry papers s

sihminied hereaathv for your kind perusad please.

No. 473 s
1)1.{;30 S IABROIES

SALIAD ALIRMAD)

(Depniv Superivicndeni of Po

II i
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ACE DEPARTMENT MARDAN DISTKICT

!

ORDER

Constable Amir Zeb No. 918, while posted at Police Lines M.ardan
_ ' committed the following act, which is grass misconduct on his part as defined in Rules 02 (i1i)
. Police Rules 1975,

‘) : : %d&‘l‘tw&ct§m that Constable Amir Zeb No. 9] 8, ute posted at Police Lines
w, defiberately absented himseif from the lawfu! duty vide DD Nq. 60 W-

through Mr: Sajjad Khan 1)SP/Takht Bhai Mardan, who zfter fulfilling necessary pre cess,
submitted his findings to the undersigned vide his o#fice endorsement o. 473/S lated

30.10.2014. in which the allegations ha - heen establisitzd against him.

After going through inquiry file th= unders; gned agree vith the findings of
enquiry officer and the alleged Constakle Amir Zeb No. 918, is hereby dismissed from sei-vice

P s k@@ﬁqm‘lzp iui gbsence ,penogl counted ‘af {gave without pay, in exercise of the power vested in me

s P g A
; AN g
jw\, te

Order announced

O.B No. R2RC

o RB3G

Dated 4[ /I /]l 72014
/

. m\‘l&-‘s‘ ,i_ dated Mardan the _\_7_. .\ S /2014

Copy for information and necessary action to:-

The Deputy | nspector General of Police Marsan Region- 1, Mardar.,
The S.P Operations, Mardan,

The DSP/HQus Mardan.

The Pay Officer (DPO) Mardan.

The E.C (DPO) Mardan.

The OASI (DPO) Mardan, ,

R RSN
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ORDER.
- This order will dispose-off the appeal plefened by Ex-Constable Amir
Zeb No. 918 of Mardan District Police against the order of District Police Officer, Mardan
wherein he was dlsmlssed 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 this connection he was charge sheeted and was also proceeded against

departmentally through Deputy Superintendent of Police, Takht Bhai Mardan, who after
fulfilling necessary process submitted his findings to District Police Officer, Mardan, in which
the allegations were established agamst him. After going through inquiry file, District Police

Officer, Mardan agreed with the findings of enquiry Officer and the alleged Cornistable was

dismissed from service.

It is further added that there is nothmg 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 are issued by a Medical
Officer of District Headquarter, Hospital Mardan on 03.02.2014, 18.02.2014, 03.03.2014,
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
proceeded to Islamabad WADA Hospital but on the other hand he has produced medical
prescriptions of medical Officer at Disﬁ'ict 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 mentioning here that vide certificate dated 2_.4.12.2013, 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 Orduly Room A oo
held in this office on 24.12.2014, but he failed to justify his absence period and could not pr odu(_e '

any cogent reason about his absence. Therefore, I MUHAMMAD SAEED Deputy Inqpec.lm
General of Police, Maldan 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 authority, thus the appeal
is filed. -

f

| '--@%'wsum,ﬁsz’
Députy Inspector’General of 7 “olice,

Mardan Region-I, Mardan. §

ORDER ANNQUNCED,

]Wd» No. 95—6'/ /ES, Dated Mardan the 29 - 12 - /2014.

- Copy to District Pohce Ofﬁuer, Mardan for 1nf01mauon and necessar /"

action w/r to Iis ofﬁce Memo: No. 991/LB dated 02.12.2014. His service rPrurd is

returned herewith. : ‘ S e

o J;',w"
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OFFICE OF THE
IPSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KIVBER PAKITTUNKH A
CENIRAL POLICE OFFICE,
o C O PESHAWAR,
_____(lius /1( L[.ll(’il!'\\h.l\hll iln-iL;’:ﬂ’_ﬁ/.’.Ulﬁ.

O R‘mz R

s order is hereby pusse d o unpm‘. ol Lkmllnh.llldl appeal under Ruie 1= ol Khybe
hianizhaa Police Rile-19735 submitted by Ex=Constable Anir Zeb No. 918, The appellant
siwarded punishment of dismissal rom servjee by DPO Mardan vide OB No, 2239 7 5=C
fed T L2004 on charges that he absented himsel§ for a period of 07 months amd 05 Gy avs

!n wa abso dismissed rom service on the charges ol absenee vide O 684, ..-uccf

-
4
tar

ie nu!uml appeal before the RPO NMardan which was acee pled and he was re-instoted

e e @ his poor family cireumstances and the period he remained vut of service was

v withott pay vide order Nou 343 B8 dated 17,01 2070

His nextappeal was [led by DIG 7 Mardio vide Order No, 830118 duied S 22004,

- eating of Appeal Board was held on 00.10.2013, wherein the appeliurt vwas heard in

Fral b eniguiny papers were also exomined. On examination ol record, fioreveated thay =
el Bl for a long period of 07 months md 03 days, He has also 1 bad ontrics on b

S I !J

i habiiual A[w:mu and previoushy wis awarded major prnishment en e charges of

seance Tis uppeal is also time barred. Therelore. the board is of the opm.oi Uit istant review
BRSNS '-"‘ B appellani was vejected on zrounds f limitation and Ml a8 weil,

i N

hiv arder is issued with approval by the Cempetent Authoriiy,

i
(NAJEFB-URGRATINIAN)
. A0 Esablishimens,
_ ' For Tnspector Genoral o Palice
: Khyber Pakhtunkhwe, Fesha: 1/' :
.
B 1 AR

(.“]u' above is fony m;iccl for inbwmation and necessary action o i

Lo Regional Police Ofticer, \IauLm Revion Mardan,

< District Police Olficer. Mardan,
S PRO 0 IGP Khivber Pakistunkhwa, CPO Poos pHICHTS

o PRO 1w TGP Khvber Paichiunkhiwa, CPO Feshaway.
S PN 0 ADAR G RAHQrs: Khyber Pakhiunkiwi, Peshawar,

Go P e DIG-TTQrs: Khvber 1 Yakhtunkhwa, T sshawar, o~ L

7o Qe Supde -V CPOL Peshawar, oo < “\ \\./
8o EC Central Registey Celin (CRCY CPO, - | \ ' & \i\

. ‘ A LD

- 2 ¥

4 \ Q\‘\ .




BEFORE THE HONQURABILE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAK.I:[’I‘UNK.I—IWA,l

, PESHAWAR,
Service Appeal No. 14/2018. ‘
Ameer Zeb (Ex-Constable No. 2643)......o.oooiiiiiiiiii e Appellant.
VERSUS.
District Police Ofﬁcer, Mardan ‘
& others......ooovviiiiii e TR TRRUPRRURURRIS Respondents.

AUTHORITY LETTER.

’Ml'. Atta-ur-Rahman Sub-Inspector L eoal (Police) Mardaﬁ is
hereby authorized to appear befi fore the lIonoumb]L Service Tribunal, Khybu Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behalf of the 1cspondcnls Ie is also
authorized to submit all required documents and 1cpllcs etc. as chlcscntatlvc of the respondents

through the Addl: Advocate General/Govt. .Pleader, Khybm Pakhtun (th Service Tribunal,

Peshawar. 7

(AIG Establishment)
For Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.
 (Respondent No. 01)

Mardan 'RC' ardan
(Responden No 07)
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~ BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
" Service Appeal No. 14/2018

Ameer Zeb - VS “ " Police Deptt:

M”

N‘I T e, .

RESPElCTFU LLY SH EWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

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

estopped to raise any ob]ectlon due to their own
conduct.

~ FACTS:

1 Admitted correct by the respondents as the

- service record -is laying in the custody of the
respondents.

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

- mentioned- in the main appeal of the appeliant. -
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
commumcated to the appellant



>

. GROUNDS:

B)

o

D)

B

al

G)

H)

1)

"The appellant has gbod cause of action to file the

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

Ianrrect. The orders of the respondents are
against - the law, rules and norms of justice
therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

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

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

: appellant

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-D of the appeal

~is correct as -mentioned in the main appeal of the

appellant.

In’c‘orrect. Incorrect. While para-E of the appeal
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the
appeliant. '

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-F of the ap‘peal

is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the
appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-G of the appeal

is corréct as mentioned in the main appeal of the o

appellant

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-H of the appeal

is correct as mentloned in.the main appeal of the
appellant

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

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the
appeliant

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

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the
appellant




Ky Legal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal
of appellant may kindly be Eiaccepted as prayed for.
e o |

NELS A

APPELLANT .

| ‘ Ameer Ziib/<
- Through: | J/ -
( uzma zed )

- 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.

NS 4
DEPONENT




BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIB

BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 14/2018 .

Ameer Zeb VS police Deptl:

.............

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

RESPECTFULLY o= ="""

Prelirﬁina[_\z Objections:

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

estopped to. raise any objection due to their own
conduct. -

1 Admitted correct by the respondents as the
service record is laying in the custody of the
respondents. - B o

2 Thcorrect. 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 Ihcorrec;t. No Einal show cause notice was not -
served o the appellant -and also not annexed with
the reply. L : :

4 Incorrect. While para-4 of the appeal is correct as
mentioned in the main appeal of the - appellant.
Moreover, the impugned orders were nNever
communicated to the appellant. :
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| It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal
- of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for. |

o \_‘2\'9\‘:\ ]
APPELLANT
Ameer Zaib

-~ Through: o J/ a
S (uzmajed)

ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

' AFFIDAVIT

. It is affirmed and_ decléred.that the contents of rejoinder are
-~ true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT




BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Ameer Zeb

‘Service Appeal No. 14/2018

VS  police Deptt:

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

- (1-7)

FACTS:

Al objections  raised by the respondents are
incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are

estopped to raise any objection due to thelr own
conduct

Admitted correct by the respondents as the

service record is laying- in the custody of the

respondents.

; 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.

Incorrect. -No Final show cause notice was not

served to the appellant and also not annexed with
the reply. :

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 fiie'the
instant appeal - which is. liable to be accepted on
- the following grounds. :

~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.

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

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-C of the appeal

is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the
appellant.

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

Incorkect Incorrect. While para-E of the appeal

is correct as mentioned in the maln appeal of the
appellant. - :

'Incorréct. Ihcorrect.. While para-F of the appeal
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the
appeliant.

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

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

. appellant. |

Incofrect Incorrect. While para-I of the appeal is
correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the
appellant.

InCorrect Incorrect. While para-J of the appeal is

correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the
appellant




| Kj . Legal.

- Itis, therefore, most humbly pfayed that the appeal
. of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

[ T
B ' - APPELLANT ‘ :
. . Ameer Ziib/< _
- Through: - J/ I
| ( uzma éd ) o

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.

o \_../“‘,")i b
DEPONENT



w KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

No. 3706 ST Dated 6 = 3= /2019

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

Subject: - JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NQ. 142018, MR.AMIR ZEB.

[ 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. .-

Encl: As above

REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.
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