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1 2 3
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

PESHAWAR.

APPEAL NO. 169/2014

(Younas Ali-vs- Inpsector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and
others).

05.08.2016 JUDGMENT

PIR BAKHSH SHAH . MEMBER:

Counsel for the appellant (Mr. Saif Ullah Khalil, Adovcate) and Mr. Tariq 

Mahmood, ASI alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP for respondents present.

Younas Ali, A Police Constable, on the basis of absence from duty was
'h

awarded penalty vide impugned order dated 30.09.2011> per concluding para of 

the same as follows:-

2.

n
.*•/

“Keeping in view his bad financial status and on

humanitarian ground, he is awarded major punishment of

“Time Scale” with final warning. Period of absence be

treated as absence and without pay.

His departmental appeal was rejected vide order dated 10.01.2014, hence this 

appeal under section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974.

3. Arguments heard and record perused.

4. During the course of arguments it was resolved that as no time has been

given in the impugned order as provided in F.R-29, therefore the impugned order
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may be modified. Consequently, the impugned order is modified and the penalty 

,zwarded as above be read as reduction of one stage in time scale for one year. 

Appeal disposed of accordingly. Parties are left to bear their own cost. File be 

consigned to the record room.

I
(PIR BAKHSH SHAH) 

MEMBER

LATIF)
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED
05.08.2016



13.08.2015 Appellant with counsel and Assistant A.G for respondents 

present. Written reply not submitted. Requested for further - 

adjournment. Last opportunity granted, “o come up for written 

reply/comments on 10.11.2015 before S.B.
!:■

Ill
Chaj^an

I-

10.11.2015 Appellant in person and Mr. Habib K^-an, ASI alongwith AddI; A.G 

for respondents present. Written reply submitted. The appeal is 

assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for 26.4.2016.
:

[;■ Cha
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad 

Tariq Usman, S.I (legal) alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP for 

.respondents present. Rejoinder submhted. The learned 

Members Judicial & Executive are on official tour to D.I. 

Khan, therefore, case is adjourned for argurnents to 

05.08.2016 before D.B.

26,04.20i6
t

.1-
]■

4

C^mnan
>

4

1



I )]•y '
1

:-v.;' • •'v
•i. '•V

I V*'*: :**V.-*>
t ’• :

4.9.2014- ■ Mr. Amjad ;Khan, Advocate on behalf of counsel for the 

appellant and Mr. Muhammad Tariq, .ASr On'behalf of respondents 

: with.Mr. Muh^ Adeel ButX'4A^j‘present., Written reply has 

not beeh received,' and. requ'est for furtfe-tirrie.niade onbehalf 6f the 

. respondents.., Ahpther chance is given fpr-writteri reply/commeni 
31.12.2014.
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-■31.12;2014 Np one'is , present bn :behalf/of the-'appellant.Muhammad 

Adeel Butt; for the respondents preseht/The Tribunal is incomplete.
To co.me up for written reply/cpniments on,1:1.03.2015. .
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Appellant ..in person; 'and - Add.l:- A.i3\fQr respondents present. 

Written- reply'not . submitted. Re:quested "for • adjourrirnent. .Last 

opportunity graritPd. To come up for written'reply oti 29.5.2015 before. 

S.B.

11.03.2015
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None-preseht-for..appellantl. Assistant A;G for respondents' present.

. -. '1 ’ -. •

pue'to isstie pf-tfansporUpn acc6urit-6.f .local election parties'could not b'e. 

appeared before the-Tribunal. Adjourned for .written'reply/conirnents .tb: 

■13;8-.2pl5.beforeS;B

29.05.2015
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t with e^nsel present. Prelirninary arguments

%

Appellant
heard and case file perused. Counsel for the ap.pellant contended that 
the appellant has- not been, treated in accordance with law/rules. 

i Against the original order dated 30.09.2011vhe filed departmental

04.04.2014

appeal on 17.12.2013, which has been rejected on 10.01.2014, hence
• •the present.appeal on 11.02.2014.' Counsel for fhe^appellantalso^^'fi^

'
an applicatioii for condonation of delay. He furtheCcontended that\ \
the originaf order is void ab-initio. The appellant is aw^ded major 

punishmerit of “Time -Scale” as well as absent period is treated 

without pay; Points raised at the Bar need consideration. The appe^
1

; '•

iiir-■ ii admitted to regul^ bearing subject to all legal objections. The 

■ appellant is directed to. deposit the security amount and process ;fee

''i

Rs...- i

Receipt-‘ within 10 days. Thereafter, Notices be issued to the respondents. To' 
come, up for written reply/comments on main appeal as well as

! 'V

\\
]

s

‘ nHlW' reply/arguments on application for condonation of delay ,on 

^ :T7:0b.2014l '
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' : 04.04.2014 ;,h: This case be put before the Final Bench for further proceedings..
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"■ ,Case:No._

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
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a.
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; 169/2014

- ;;Date of order * 
Proceedings.:

Order or other proceedings With signature of judge or MagistrateS.No,: .‘

.a; i -.i

1:(
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' 13/02/2014 The appeal'pfMr. Younas Ali resubmitted today by Mr. 

Saifullah;Khalil Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary 

hearing; / ‘;

: .1 ;.
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s'•'I
‘ ••r

aji■ t
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i '.1. ■ w•%. .•
REGISTRAR’ :r••r' ■ ■ U! :

2 i.' This case is entrusted to Primary Benchh^fdr preliminatu
hearing to be put up there on Lj Lj ^ ^

i
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The appeal of Mr. Younas All Constable No 359 received today i.e. on 11.02.2014 is incomplete 

on the following scores which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and 

resubmission within 15 days.

1- Address of respondent No. 3 is incomplete which may be completed according to rules.
; 2- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notice, enquiry report and 

replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
3- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
4- Appeal may be page marked according to the index.

a 1^1 ys.T,No.

I^4^ tDt. 72014.

REGISTRAR / 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

? .

Mr. Saifullah Khalil Adv. Pesh.

yvt j _ c
^ ^ Yed

c f
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

/2014Services Appeal No.

Younas Ali
09.

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar etc

INDEX

PagesS.No Description Annexure

Grounds of appeal 1-51.

Affidavit 62.

Addresses of parties3. 7

Copy of the impugned order No.779, 
dated 3010912011

A4.

Copy of the impugned order No. 692, 
dated 10/01/2014

5. B la -(6

Wakalat Nama6. 17

Appellant

Through

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR 

Advocate, High court Peshawar
- Ceil# 0300 5941431

Office Address: - Zabeel Palace Hotel, G.T. Road, Peshawar

X
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Services Appeal No. /2014

Younas All No. 359, Consl ible, Posted at PS Latambar, District 

Karak. .. APPELLANT
?

VERSUS

1. Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector general of Police Kohat Region Kohat.

3. DtSictf Police officer District Karak^ .
^ tS

... RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICES

TRIBUNAL ACT AGAISNT THE ORDER NO.

779. DATED 30109120'! t OF RESPONDENT

N0.3. VIDE WHICH MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF

TIME SCALE WAS AWARDED TO THE

APPELLANT AND AGAINST THE ORDER NO.

609, DATED 1010112014. OF RESPONDENTilb-
N0.2 VIDE WHICH THE DEPARTMENTAL

APPEAL OF THE APPELLANTWAS DISMISSED

y
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PRAYER IN APPEAL:

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL BOTH THE
IMPUGNED ORDERS OF THE RESPONDENTS

MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE

RESPONDENTS AND THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT
OF TIME SCALE AWARDED TO THE
APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE CANCELLED /
SET ASIDE

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

The appellant submit as under:

1. That the appellant was appointed was appointed as 

Constable in the year 1990.

2. That vide order No.779, dated 3010912011 of respondent 

No.3 awarded penalty of time scale to the appellant. 

(Copy of the impugned order No.779, dated 30/09/2011 is 

attached as annexure A).

3. That against the said order the appellant preferred a 

departmental appeal before respondent no.2, but 

respondent no.2, vide order No. 692, dated 10/01/2014 

rejected the appeal of the appellant. (Copy of the 

impugned order No. 692, dated 10/01/2014 are attached as 

annexure B).

\

.

ni'
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4. That the appellant feeling aggrieved files the instant 

appeal on the following grounds inter alia:

GROUNDS:

A. That both the impugned orders of respondents 

are against the law and facts, hence liable to 

be cancelled.

B. That the appellant was not served with any 

show cause notice nor any personal hearing 

has been given to the appellant and as such 

the appellant has been condemned unheard.

C. That according to the impugned order the 

appellant was allegedly absented from his 

service for 33 days, for which major penalty in 

the time scale cannot be awarded, because 

the appellant has unblemished continuous 

service for 22yedrsT^hi’ch~~cdnnot be taken 

away from the appellant through a single 

stroke.

D. That no inquiry whatsoever has been 

conducted against the appellant, nor any 

opportunity of hearing is given to the 

appellant, if any so colled inquiry is conducted 

in the absence of the^pellant.
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f. That the house of the appellant was destroyed 

due to flood in year 2011 as such he was busy 

for reconstruction of his house and as such he 

was absented from his duty, which was not 

wilful but was due to the above reason and 

high-ups were duely informed in this respect 

and the same can be treated as leave without 

pay, but the major penalty cannot be given to 

the appellant, which is harsh and never 

allowed by the law and also against the 

cannon of natural Justice.

F. That even it is the law of natural Justice that 

circumstances should be considered while 

deciding a case.

G. That absence of the appellant was never wilful 

or intentional and it was brought in the notice 

of the respondents even beside the above the 

mother of the appellant was seriously ill and 

there was no one to care of her, except the 

appellant.

H. That appellant belongs to a very poor family 

and the sole bread earner for his mother and 

the impugned orders have made his life 

miserable, as he is having no other source of 

income, thus his case needs sympathetic 

consideration.
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/. That other grounds would be raised at the 

time of arguments with the prior permission 

of this Honourable Court.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this appeal the impugned orders of 

the respondents may kindly be set aside and the 

respondents be directed to remove the time 

scale and the appellant be restored to his 

original position / post.

Dated: 11/02/2014

Appellant

Through

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR)

Advocate, High court Peshawar

Certificate: -

Certified that as per instructions of my client no such like 

appeal has earlier been filed before this Honourable Court.

0
Advocate .■
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Services Appeal No. 12014

Younas All

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar etc

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

ADDRESS OF APPELLANT:

Younas Ali No. 359, Constable, Posted at PS Latambar, District 

Karak.

ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS:

1. Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector general of Police Kohat Region Kohat.

3. l^ptTfy Police officer District Karak.
^ ■

Appellant

Through

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR)

Advocate, High court Peshawar

> ..
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1 BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Services Appeal No. 12014

Younas Ali

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar etc

AFFIDAVIT

I, Younas Ali No. 359, Constable, Posted at PS Latambar, 

District Karak do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath 

that the contents of the instant appeal are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this Honourable Court.

.....

1^1 \h\ Deponent

Identified by:

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR)

Advocate, High Court Peshawar
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ORDER

This order is passed on the departmental proceedings initiated against

Constable Younas Ali No.359, who absented himself from his lawful duty w.e, from

12.07.2011 to 15.08.2011 (total 33-days ) vide Daily Diary No. 04, dated 16.08.2011 

Police Station Latamber. His pay was stopped-to this effect.

He was served with charge sheet and statement of allegation and Mr, 
Subhan, SDPO Takht -e- Nasrati was appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer 

submitted finding report with the- remarks that the defaulter official absented himself 
•without any leave or prior permission. The charges leveled against him are proved, 

placed on file. Then Final Show Cause Notice issued against him. In response to the 

Final Show Cause Notice, the accused official submitted unsatisfactory reply, placed on

file.

For the purpose of adopting legal procedure, his service record was 

perused and found numerous red entries inclusion on absence and minor punishmenis. 

He is found habitual absentee.

in view of the above, it is evident from the eniiiC proceedings Ihat minor 

punishment does not correct him except award of major ounishment of dismissal 

Y'veeping in vievy his bad financial status and on humanitarian ground, be is-awarded 

major punishment of 'Time Scale" with final warning. Period of absence be treated as 

absence and without pay. Pay released.

07?03 No.

._J_5(.?7_/2011Dated

\J
District Rp ice Officer, Karakil^Vs/

J

Constable
? /M'.' •r
f i ■
' /,5i.-'

n
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ORDER
. ■ '?•

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal (17.12'.2013)
u

I filed by constable Younis Ali No. 539 of Karak district against the major punishment 
awarded to him by DPO Karak vide his office O.B No. 779 datedIf (time scale)

20.09.2011. -i
Facts of the case are that the appellant while posted at PS 

absented himself from la\Arful duty w.e.f 22.07.2011 to 15.08.2011 (33 

days) vide DD No. 04 dated 16.08.2011. He was properly dealt with departmentally 

by the competent authority on the above 

punishment.

Latamber

of charges, which resulted into abovescore
•!

I have gone through the record, which indicates tha. the 

appellant is habitual absentee and remained absent on 13 occasions. The appellant 
was provided opportunity during enquiry proceedings, but failed to explaiti his 

conduct.
j

Keeping in yiew of the above and previous conduct of the 

appellant, the appeal is not maintainable / substantiated. Moreover, the appeal being 

badly time bared is hereby rejected./ filed.

(DR. lSHTIAq;^MEiyft/lARWAT)
Dy; Inspector General of Police 

Qjx Kohat Region, Kohat.

OFFICE OF THE DY: INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT REGION KOHAT
bated Kohat the / _/2014No. /EC.

Copy of above to the District Police Officer, Karak for necessary
action.,^'

i
7//P 7

’/

(DR. ISHTIAQ S^HiyiED MARWAT)
Dy: Inspector Generafef Police 

Kohat Region, Kohat.
/^/•/7 !

i: ;!•
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charge SMppt

1, I. Sajid Khan Mohmand 
autliorily. hereby charge y 

, as rollow; -

District Police. Officer. Karak 
Constable Vounus Ali No.

as competent 
359 Police Station Latambcr

ou

"Vou Con,si;ihlc Voiiiui.s Aii No. j59 ul- holicc Slaiion 
your Liwhii duty w-c Icrni 10.07.2011 till 

13.07.2011 Police SUilion L:ii:imbcr. ■

h;i(iiiiil)i.,‘i' ab.sctilcd 
vide Daily Diary'No. 33 

'I'our pay ha.*, been .stopjicd lo liii.s elTecl. Sndi

nu amounMo iiross.iniseonduet/ncgiigencc'in duly." '

yoLirscll’ from

dated-

act on_ .vour pan i.sjigain.st di.sciplinc and ;

2. By reason of' coiTimission / omission, ccnsiiluie miss-co,nducl
under Section-3

in3nce-2000 
in Sec:ion-3

all or any of the penallies specified
of Iho ordinance ibid.

3. Voc are. therefore. required .to submit your written defense wii!,si-v
" -e--.uiry .orricer .r, Subbf;^..

he purpose of conducting enquiry.

Your ''ten defense if any should

-'t shall be presumed that you have 
P' il in and ,n that case ex-parte action shail be taken against you.

'H

■'oach the EnciLjiry Officers within 

no defense to
ihc specified period, failing which

4 Inti'male wliefhnr • u desire to be heard in person.\
>'?

5 A statement cf allegatrji'i iS
/N

'•/
/

(SAJID K'IiIaN MOHMAND) 
Oi.strict Police Ol’liccj'. Karak.
^ .

S.
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■ / / DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I, Sajid Khan Mohmand, District Police Officer. Karak as' competent 
authority, is of the-opinion that Constable Younus All No. 359 of Police Station ' 
Latambcr has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against on committing the 
following act / commission within the meaning of Sectioin-3 of KPK Removal from 

Service (Special Powers) Ordinance'2000.

1.

STATF.MP.NT OK AM^KCATION

Constable Yoiinus Ali No. 359 of Police Station Latambcr absented himscinVom Iiis 
^7.2011 tili date vide Daily Dian- N'-'. 33, dated 12.07.2011 

.. I-lis pay iia.s been slopi^ed to tins elTccl. Such act en lii.s pari . 
is apainsl ili.sciplinc and amcniiU lo i.’.ross iniscondiicl/ ncglii.’.cncc in duly.”

lawful tluly w • 
I’olice Suuion Ll,,..

riie enquiry Onieens. OITicer Mr. Subhan Khan SDPO Takht -c- 
shall in aect>r<.laiicc will) pi'ovisioii uf iho Drdiiiaiiec may [unviile

~i

Nnsrali

reasoiiaiile oi^ixirluiiiiy of hearing; lo ihc'aeeused official, record hi.s [liulin': aiid'inake 
within L3-davs of llie reeeipl of Ihi.s order, reeominendalion as lo punishnicnl or oilier

aitpropriale aclion ai^ainsl the accused.

The accused official'shc.:! join the proceeding on the dale, time and

place fixed by the enquiry officer. A
r

/

(SAJH) KM/ jp 
Districi Police Officer. Karak.

MOHMAND)

.KS'/"
7 ^ (cnqi /2011dated'

■ //

Copy lo:-

The enquiry Officer for initiating proceeding against the accused under the 
Provision of the KPK / Removal from Service-(Special Pov/er) Ordinance*
2000. ^ - ■ . . , •
Constable Younus Ali No. 359 of Police Station L.atamber
Reader lo District Police Officer. Karak along witn relevant record to assist Iho
enquiry officer. '

3.

/
/r

/■'7 /

•• V* > ?
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KP. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 169/2014

Younas All Ex- Constable No. 359 of District Police Karak 
(Appellant)

Versus

1. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkwa 

Peshawar.

2. The Dy: Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region, Kohat.

(Respondents).3. The District Police Officer, Karak.

Reply / Para^wise comments to appeal on behalf of
Respondents.

The requisite reply / parawise comments on 
behalf of respondent’s No. 1 to 3 are submitted as below.

Respectfully Shiewith

Preliminary objections

1. The appellant has got no cause of action to file the 

present appeal.

The appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean 

hands.

The appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

The appeal is time barred.

The appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of 

necessary parties

2.

3.

4.

5.

Facts

1. Admitted correct according to the service record, needs o 

comments.

2. Admitted correct according to the record, need no 

comments.

3. The applicant filed departmental / appeal to respondent No. 

2 after a period of three years, due to which it was not 

maintainable and rejected by the appellant authority i.e 

respondent No. 2 vide order No. 629 / EC dated 10.01.2014 

being badly time barred.

4. Need no comments.



f GROUNDS
Incorrect, proper punishment order were passed 

in accordance with the provision of N.W.F.P now 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 after 

conducting enquiry by the competent officer of 

the rank of inspector.

Incorrect, proper charge sheet coupled with 

summary of allegation were served upon the 

appellant (copies enclosed on annexure A/A-1 

and proper opportunity of hearing was provided 

to the appellant before awarding punishment. 

Incorrect the appellant remained habitual 

absentee through out his performance of duties in 

Police department in the capacity of Constable. 

His service records include 13-adverse entries of 

absence from duties. Conduct of a defaulter is 

always taken into consideration by the authority 

before disposal of a disciplinary action case. 

Incorrect. Proper departmental enquiry was got 

conducted through an Officer of Police of the rank 

of Inspector during the course of which statement 

of appellant and two of his co-villagers were 

recorded and proper opportunity of personnel 

hearing was provided to the appellant. Copies of 

statement enclosed on Annexure-B B/2.

Incorrect, in fact an employee is supposed to 

abide by the law & rules while he is in active 

service because violation of law & rules definitely 

results in punishment. The appellant filed no 

application before his competent authority for 

grant of leave if he needed.

Incorrect, already explained in Paras B,C,D and

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

f.

E.

Incorrect, as per para mentioned above.

Subject to proof.

That the respondents may also take additional 

grounds during arguments stage with the 

provision of Honorable Service Tribunal to prove 

irregularities and ill attitude of appellant during his 

performance of duties in Police department in the 

capacity of constable.

g-
h.



V

In the light of above mentioned facts and circumstances, it is 

requested that appeal filed by the appellant may very kindly 

be dismissed being time barred and without any solid 

ground.

(I^yber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
(Respondent No. 1)

v(/

Dy; Inspectgr/G^rieranof Police 
Kohat gegjon Kobat. 
(Respondent N0^2)

District Police bfficer;'ltA'rclt 
(Respondent^o.3)



i^. BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KP. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 169/2014

Younas AN Ex- Constable No. 359 of District Police Karak 
(Appellant)

Versus

1. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkwa 
Peshawar.

2. The Dy; Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region, Kohat.
3. The District Police Officer, Karak.

Subject: AUTHORITY

We the respondents do hereby authorize Mr. 

Muhammad Tariq Usman ASI / Legal, district Karak to 

represent us in the above cited, service appeal. He is also 

authorized to submit comments etc on our behalf before the 

Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Provincial Potice-1jfficei^__. 
Khyber PakhtunkhwarT*e§hawar 

Respdt: No. 1

Deputy InspeetonGenerai of Police 
KohaMegion/Kohat 
Respdt: No.2

\/W'
District Police Onijber K^rak 

Respdt: No. 3
/



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KP. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 169/2014

Younas Ali Ex- Constable No. 359 of District Police Karak 
(Appellant)

Versus

3. The Inspector General of Police. Khyber Pakhtunkwa 
Peshawar.

4. The Dy: Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region, Kohat. 
3. The District Police Officer, Karak.

Subject: AFFIDAVIT

We the respondents do hereby affirm on oath that 

the contents of comments prepared in response to the above 

titled service appeal are true and correct to best of our 

knowledge and belief.

Provincial PoliceJDfffcSf 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

Respdt: No. 1

ll

MDeputy Inspeotof General of Police 
Kohatfeegfon JKohat 
Respdt: No.2

• .

District Ponce^ rcer^arak 
Respdt: Nq 3
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CHARGE SHEET

i. >-• . . f
I, Sajid Khan Mohmand, District Police Officer, Karak as competent 

authority, hereby charge you Constable Younus Ali No. 359 Police Station Latamber 

as follow:-

1. j

I ?

iI,

*•‘You Constable Younus Ali No. 359 of PoUec Station Latamber absented 

yourself from your lawi'ul duly w-c form 10.07.2011 till vide Daily Diary No. 33 dated 

12.07.2011 Police Station Latamber. Your pay has been stcp^)cd to this effect. Such act on 

your pai t is against discipline and amount to gross misconduct/ negligence in duty.’’

1

t

i
j r-■ i

f
By reason of your commission / omission, constitute miss-conduct 

under Section-3 of the KPK (Removal from Service) Special Power Ordinance-2000 

and have rendered your-self liable to all or any of the perialties specified in Section-3 

of the ordinance ibid.

i:'2.
l-i3 sia

1

You are, therefore,’ required to submit yo jr written defense within 7- 

.. days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry Officer Wlr. Subhan Khan 

SDPO Takht -e- Nasrati he purpose of conducting enc.uiry.

3.

vf ..- •_ !
ff‘ ■

1

ifeSYour written defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officers witiin 

the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed hat you have no defense to 

p\iX in and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken aoc inst you.
1

f I

m

' 4Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.4 i

A statement of allegation is enclosed.5

(SAJID KmUn MOHMAND)
District Police Officer, Karak.

.1 /I

n . .. 
% ■

►

►

» m
■■

, I

1.

.J> - * -
f

». I
I

di' •frir

■■i- i: ‘
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^ «
/ECNo.ic /2onDated

DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I, Sajid Khan Mohmand, District Police Officer, Karak as competent 
authority, is of the opinion that Constable Ydunus Ali No. 359 of Police Station 

Latamber has rendered himself liable to be proceeced against on committing the 

following act / commission within the meaning of Sectioin-3 of KPK Removal from 

Service (Special Powers) Ordinance-2000.

1.

< i
ISTATEMENT OF ALLEGATION <

t *
Constable Younus Ali No. 359 of Police Station Latamber absented himself from his 

lawful duty w-c form 10.07.2011 tili date vide Daily Diary No. 33, dated 12.07.2011
t

Police Station Latamber. His pay has been stopped to this effect. Such act on his part 
is against discipline and amount to gross misconduct/ negligence in duty."

t

'V-I

(
• tri

r,

*

I
The enquiry Officers, Officer Mr. Subhan Khan SDPO Takht -e- 
shall in accordance with provisiii of the ordinance may provide 

reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused official, record his finding and make
i

witliin 15-days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as to punishment or other 
appropriate action against the accused.

2.

Nasrati

f

*
. ;*

JThe accused official shall join the proceeding on the date, time and3.

place fixed by the enquiry officer.
I

I

I (SAJID KHi ]■} MOHMAND) 
District Polidc Officer, Karak

/2011

1f
w7 y Sif'' /EC (enquiry) - 4

datedNo.
7 7

Copy to:-

The enquiry Officer for initiating proceeding .ngainst the accused under the 
Provision of the KPK / Removal from Service (Special Power) Ordinance- 
2000.
Constable Younus Ali No. 359 of Police Station Latamber 
Reader to District Police Officer, Karak along \ /ith relevant record to assist the 
enquiry officer.

1.
I

i

2.
3. I

It

1

J

»

T

)

I f
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' BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 169/2014
• i

Younas Ali

Versus

IGP and others

INDEX

S.NO DESCRIPTION PAGESANNEXURE

1. rejoinder \-3
2. Copies of other relevant case S-i
3. Affidavit

J •

Dated: 26!0412016
^ppsilan^

Through

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR) 

Advocate, High Court Peshawar
}

:

;

i • :
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K BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 169/2014

■:

Younas Ali
\Versus V.

1

IGP and others

REJOINDER TO THE PARAWISE COMMENTS OF THE RESPONDENTS

1

Respectfully Sheweth,

The appellant submit as under; -

1

Reply to preliminary objection: -
;• :

1. Para No.1 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence 

denied. The appellant has sot a cause of action and locus 

standi to file the instant appeal.

2. Pora No.2 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence 

denied. The appellant has invoked the jurisdiction of this 

Honourable Tribunal with clean hands.

3. Para No. 3 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence 

denied. The appeal is very much maintainable in its present , 

shape.
■:

4.,Para No.4 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence 

• denied. The appeal is very much within time.

V

.



X.> *
li

M i ^

■ G
5, Para No.5 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence 

denied. All the necessary parties hove been mode parties, in ' 

: the instant .cose:
’

Facts:

i

1. Para No. 1 needs no reply.

2. Para no.2 needs no reply.

3. Para no.3 is incorrect, hence denied. The departmental 

appeal of the appeal of the appellant is very much within 

time, because the appellant has a recurring cause of action, . 

as in his continuous services and the appellant is legally 

allowed to challenge the impugned order at any time, 

before his retirement.

4. Para N0.4 needs not comments.

;

\ ■ ■:

Grounds: •

a., Para No. a of the parowise comments is incorrect, and that . 

of the appeal is correct, both the impugned orders of 

respondents are against the law and facts, hence liable to 

be set aside, because the same is not passed in accordance 

with the KPK police rules .1995 and the appellant has also 

: not provided any opportunity of hearing, furthermore in a 

similar service appeal no. 382 of 2011, similar relief has 

already been grated and being legal question the appellant 

is also entitled for the same relief. (Copies are attached).

. ;

• .1*

f
■;

!* 1*

b. Para b is incorrect, hence denied, while that of appeal is 

correct, no charge sheet, statement of allegations have

.*
’ 'I'



. . V.
.f /V.1

Q' •■ •. 1

been served upon the appellant, neither any opportunity of 

personal hearing was given to the appellant.

.’•i

j'

c, Para c of the parawise comments is incorrect, hence denied, 

while that of appeal is correct, the appellant is not a 

habitual absentee and he also way performed his duties to 

the entire satisfaction of his superiors. Furthermore such a . 

harsh penalty cannot be oworded for a minor alleged 

mistake of the appellant.

r ;

;'

d. Para d of the parawise comments is incorrect, hence denied, 

while that of appeal is correct, the detailed reply is given . 

above.
•

;:

e. Para e of the parawise comments is incorrect, hence denied, 

while that of appeal is correct, the appellant always 

performed his duties in accordance with the law and rules 

applicable to him.

:• '

/. Para f, g, h and i of the parawise comments ore incorrect, \ 

■ hence denied, while that of appeal ore correct.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed thot^ the parawise comments of 

the respondents may very kindly be turned down and the oppeol of 

the appellant may very kindly be accepted, os prayed for therein. 

Doted: 26/04/2016
^AppeHanL

I

ThroughI

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR), 

Advocate, High Court Peshawar

t

J
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- BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 169/2014

Younas All

Versus

IGP and others

; . AFFIDAVIT
■

■ /, Saif Ullah Khalil (Senior) Advocate, H/gh Court Peshawar, do 

hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that as per instructions 

of my client the contents of the instant rejoinder ore true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief anc( nothing has 

been concealed from this Honourable.

ADVOCATE

/ -C'

^ c /
to p. ;4!.r

\9: * /
%

A.

-0
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Constable Aura ig Zcb No.715 Police Line Karak 
................;....................................................... .Appellant.

»
icSERVK £ APPEAL No.3 A

-•V.-.-

•I

'•)
SiSM;"' ;!:
}>'

I«fe Versus
i:

■ .

I■-.v!

The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kohat 
Region Rc hat.

The Distri l Police Officer, Karak....'.Respondents,

!iiV'V /.pi!'-if

1

mM Service Appeal under section 10 of. the Khybcr 
Removal from service (SpecialI . i

‘Pakhtunkhwa 
Powcr)Ordiuan :e,2000 read with section 4. of the 
Khybcr Pakhti nkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974.II

IfwS:il*v
a«„,.
iift'

■ .l' Respectfully She .veth.

Facts giving rise ;o the present writ petition are .as under'.-i

I

.•••«

That appe lant was enlisted as Foot Constable in j ■ ■ i; 

the Fronfur Reserve Police,..but later transferred 

and absorbed, in regular Force. He has got long

standing service at his credit
0-07-2011 appellant proceeded on 03 

days caus:.l leave as his brother was. seriously ill 

and there vvas no male :ineinber-to look , alter hii

i®»! - . '

:pp-;

p

«•

That on9 !!i
•• • 311 !:

i

} *

rESTED ■;

ATT . !!■'.ailing bro her. Later on .'he'was operated upon
. ■ • ' ' ' ' ' i ^ . i '

therelbi;e t lere was no occasion for the appellant tp , |;i 

resume

■I

I
./

hi; duty and therefore, he timely informec 

' his superior about the illness of his . brother an(^ i 11^ 

requested- for further extension of ■ hi.s., leave:. 

Appellant was assured regarding extension, ot his

Scrvi<^^pesha'^'^^^
a;-'m^l

P
iff

....
..c

attached as,leave(Mec;'cal prescription arc •

' I'c
r
!:

• >_: :• i.

r;\
i'.--



' i»i < t.v. --%J-.V. •••^*..7.
•/' V

•J*f-
'v/•<3;/ -k sf . ^\ 4. ■

AppcIliuU with counsel and Mr. Muhammad wm. As'n;’XJr
■ ■ ■ •• !| ''^Tv-Ns..

behalf ot'respondents with Mr. Muhammad Adccl
Advocate Gcncrul/prescnt. At the outset ofithe argunv..•'"'■2k
learned counsel for the appellant pointed out that While 'awardinii

! • ' 'i •
major penally of-‘time scale’, Ahe competent .authority i..e. Districi 
Police OtTiccr, Karak (respondent No. 2) j neither mentioned ■ 
r.ejduction to stages nor spccified'the period duriiig'which the penalty 

shall remain opcralive<*in violation of FR-29, jThe learned ebunse’
■ . . ' • ■ i]- •

for the appellant also assailed the impugned order on the ground tha:
.i>after treating the absencoperiod'asdeave.'.without’ payeithe competen: 

authority could not impose the penalty, mentioned |aboye. Havint; 
said that, the learned pounsel for the appellant 'stated' at the Bar that 

■ tlic appellant would be satisfied if the stages of reduction to the time
. " ■ '' ' 'Iscale and period during which the penalty, shalli remain operative are

speci’hed in accordance with the provision ofFR-29. i'

t
. -a

M27.8.2014

.f

iirav'.v.. .
J •

-f’

te I,

. . :■

m ■ k ,

In view of the above, the learned AACjwould not 

the impIcmcntation,,of^;law/ItR-294n its letter .'and spirit. ‘Therefore, 
while upholding the penalty awarded -to the appellant by the 

competent authority, the penalty of 'time‘^caleV. is'ideemed to be -
' jjTeduction in.-timcdscale>;by'i;tWQ|;staget^for-'one year.^The appeal is

" ' 1 I
disposed of accordingly, with no order as to costs. j
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWM
y}/r^'. m y

Appeal No. 1012014

Younas AU 

Versus 

IGP and others
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3rejoinder1 \
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Affidavit3

Dated: 2610411016 I
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Through:

SAIF IJLLAH KHALIL (SENIOR) 

Advocate, High Court Peshawar
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR
:

. >
'■

Appeal No. 16912014 :

Younas Ali

Versus

IGP and others

'-y

*■;,* > ■

REJOINDER TO THE PARAWISE COMMENTS OF THE RESPONDENTS

••

Respectfully Sheweth,

The appellant submit as under; -

Reply to preliminary objection: -

1. Para No.1 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence 

denied. The appellant has got a cause of action and locus 

standi to file the instant appeal.
!*

2. Para No.2 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence 

denied. The appellant has invoked the jurisdiction of this 

Honourable Tribunal with clean hands. ^
i

3. Para No.3 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence 

denied. The appeal is very much maintainable in its present 

shape. r

V.'; ' T

4. Para No.4 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence 

■y denied. The appeal is very much within time.,r.- ,•
I ■

■'r*:•
1



'2^.

5. Para No.5 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence 

i: denied. All the necessary parties have been made parties
I.

in
r

: :,-thedhstantcase:
•, r

«■'

[Facts:
I

1. Para No.l needs no reply 

1. para no.2 needs no reply.
3. Para no.3 is incorrect, hence denied. The departmental

■ ' (

appeal of the appeal of the appellant is very much within 

time, because the appellant has d recurring cause of action 

i as in his continuous services and the appellant is legally 

allowed, to challenge the impugned order at any time,
' ' 5 ■

before his retirement.

4. Para NO.4 needs not comments.

Yt '.Y

V

Grounds

a. Poro No, a of the porawise comments is incorrect, and that 

pf th^ -ap^^ correct, both the impugned orders of 

respondents are against the low and facts, hence liable to 

be set aside, because the some is not passed in accordance 

with the KPK. police rules i1995 and the appellant has also 

not provided any: opportunity of hearing, furthermore in a y 

similar service appeal no. 382 of 2011, similar relief has 

already been grated and being legal question the appellant 

is also entitled for the some relief. (Copies ore attached).

:v :•
V

;•
. ■

b. Poro b is incorrect, hence denied, while that of appeal is 

correct, no charge sheet, statement of allegations have

•A



!

;
. r

:

been served upon the appellant, neither any opportunity of 

personal hearing was given to the appellant.

i

i

Para c of the pardwise comments is incorrect, hencedenied, 

while that of appeal is Correct, the appellant is not a 

habitual absentee and he also way performed his duties to 

the entire satisfaction of his superiors. Furthermore such a 

harsh penalty cannot be awarded for a minor qlleged 

mistake of the appellant.

!•

d. Para d of the parawise comments is incorrect, hence denied, 

while that of appeal is correct, the detailed reply is given 

V : above.

!
e. Para e of the parawise comments is incorrect, hence denied, 

while that of appeal is correct, the appellant always

in accordance with thp law and rules

applicable to him.

. •«s

/. Para f, g, h and i of the parawis^ comments are incorrect 

v herice t(en/ed, while that of appeal are correct•;

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the parawise comments of 

the respcindehti,rhay very kindly be turned down and the appeal of 

the appellant may very kindly be accepted, as prayed for therein. 

Dated: 26/04/2016

rAppelian
f

I Th rough
............■

SAIF ULLAFiKHALlL (SENIOR), 

Advocate, High Court Peshawar
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BEFORE THE <iFRVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Appeal No, 169/2014

Younas Ali 

Versus 

IGP and others

\

AFFIDAVIT

i, Saif Ullah Khalil (Senior) Advocate, High Court Peshawar, do 

hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that as per instructions 

of my client the contents of the instant rejoinder are true and 

correct to the,best of my knowledge and belief an 

been concealed from this Honourable.
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KHYBER PAya:y:iJNKVlWA

TR. BU'NAL, PSHAWAR 

. SERVK £ APPEAL:No3

fe. before THE. >. • -,•
-V■/ • •:

• If
Constable Aura.g Zcb No.715 Police Line ; i 1 ' iI;

;

\X-'. ': 1 t*.

.Versus

The Deputy Inspector: General of Police 

Region K-char.

The DisuT'

!
,'Rohat : M,

1
I,'*

. Police Omeer, Karak,....Respondents.
n :

1!• •>
;

10 of .thc Khyberih^ 
{^Special

with section 4 o.i the 
Tribunal Act, 1974.

Service Appeal under section j 
Removal IVom

1
; 1service i;'1pakhtunkhwa

Po\vcr)Ordinan ?e,2000 read
Pakhte aklnva Service

i

i:
li •• Khybcr

RcspcctruUy She .veth.

Facts giving rise to the.present writ petition are as

. -li.'L

!\:
.1•i

•i'
i:under:- 1;
; I

rk'tv ;• 1
i

; :
enlisted as Foot Constable in; ■ t.That appe lant was

ihe 'Frontin Reserve Police, but later transferred J

cgular Force. He has

1-.y5v ! i.!a !■■

got longji
and absorbed, in
standing service at his crcdiE -. . j;

10-07-2011 appellant proceeded on' 03|
his'brother was seriously df 

b male member-to look alter bn?

;
«■

btVb-:: •
•i
•C

That on 

days causal leave as^ 

and there ^vas no ..

o
i:i. ^

i;-'. . 1:
} ■

1--F

aSTBD'7 ho was operated. Lipony.ib'^ts: t:
ailing bro her. Later onmp■i

I
I :

1therefore ticre was no occasion'for the appellant to ,

resume hit duty: and therefore, he timely informed

illness of his. brother and

t

1.
'A'i-

■ his superior about the 

requested- lor 

Appellant 
leaveCMed'cal: proscription

T;-t,Ci i
• 1.

of’,his leave.H'urlhcr extension
assured regarding cxtchsjon.A^*

:■

was
. cacachcd asore

Bi'
ytt.,.'-

i..



iack-tgit^SS

ijf^
Advocal,p Gcncrcil/prcticnt. At the outset of ;,the-argunv'^■::_5-^ 

learned counsel for the appellant pointed out that vMiile iawardini

,1.;/ \n in■ A\ ;:

t r: ;|Ap’pelhun vvilh counsel and N4r. Muhammad27.B.201d
!i

behalf of respondents with Mr. Muhammad Adccl!
[ ■
:■

1;:
I

i-: ■ i

■ major penally of'‘time scale’f'lho competent .authority i.p. Districi
Police OlTiccr, Karak', (respondent ‘No. 2) neither' mentioned ■

' t ' . ■ ■ . li !
reduction to stagesmor specifiedUhe period during'which'the penalty

■ ■ ' ■' i - 'i

'shall remain-operative,"in violation ofFR-29, pia learned ebunse'- 

' for the apiiellant also assailed the impugned order on the ground that 
rafter treating the absencc^period- asdeave-'.without' pay;-';the competeiT: 

authority 'could not impose the penalty, mentioned ;abov.e. Having 

said that, the learned'counsel for the appellant -stated, at ihe-Bar that
' • ■ ! i' ■ i, ' I' .

■ the appellant would be satisfied if the-stages ofireductmn to the time 

scale-and,period during which the penalty.shall; remain operative are 

soecihed in accordance .with the provision of i'lb-29. ;-i
- dr';

In view of. the above, the learnedjAAG would not! object to 

the implementation,pf«law/H.K-29.i'.in its letter,and spirit. Therefore, 

while upholding- the penalty awarded -to the appellanf by the 

competent authority,■ the penalty of 'time .dcaieVvisddeen^ed to be.’- 

-■ .^-eduction/inTimdsdaleBiV^vM^agey^FDr^'ond iappeal 'is
disposed of accordingly, with no order as to costas.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Younas Ali

Versus<:

i:
■;>

IGP KPK, Peshawar

APPIICATION UNDER SECTION 5 OF THEi h :
I IMITATION ACT FOR CONDONATION OF

DELAYt.:

•i'

I;
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

4 ■

1. That the above titled appeal has been filed before this 

Honourable Tribunal.
1%sh.‘i
mI

2. That the impugned order on the departmental appeal of 

the appellant was passed on 10/01/2014, through which 

the departmental appeal of the appellant was dismissed 

and the same was communicated to the appellant on 

16/01/2014, which is very much clear from the said order 

at page 10 annexure B.

:•••.

i#
S'

m ■

J,..

m-
■^-7,

If:.

3. That the present appeal before this Honourable Tribunal is 

filed on 1U02I2014 and as^such it is well within time.
U‘

fe-

4. That if their is any delay in filing of this appeal the same 

is not intentional, but dpe to delivery of copy of the
I

departmental appeal to th^ appellant on 16/01/2014.

if: .

In' ■ •
Ir

1



f

r
/. ^

-j
5. That the delay, if any, may kindly be condoned in the large 

interest of justice, as valuable rights of the appellant are 

involved with the instant appeal and the appellant’s entire 

service has been taken on a single illegal stroke by the

respondents.

■

> •

i
t-
’r'.

■ It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

this petition the delay, if any, may kindly be condoned in the 

large interest of Justice and the present appeal may kindly be

^ IS" disposed off on merits.

'r
£.•:

1?^
■ ■

,£•

Ww
Ilf' Appeal

YouhAsma

Throughf-v
SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (Senior) 

Advocate, High Court Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT:1 •

fS-
SB'

Declared on oath that the contents of the instant application 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and
-I'

rr are
nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

t

DEPONEN

T
’l\.<>/
5^‘i OaU>

* \ ^
j:

iV:-' •
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*1.
BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR

Younas All

Versus

ICP KPK, Peshawar

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 5 OF THE

LIMITATION ACT FOR CONDONATION OF

DELAY

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

1. That the above titled appeal has been filed before this 

Honourable Tribunal.

2. That the impugned order on the departmental appeal of 

the appellant was passed on 10/01/2014, through which 

the departmental appeal of the appellant was dismissed 

and the same was communicated to the appellant on 

16/01/2014, which is very much clear from the said order 

at page 10 annexure B.

3. That the present appeal before this Honourable Tribunal is 

filed on 11/02/2014 and as such it is well within time.

4. That if their is any delay in filing of this appeal the same 

is not intentional, but due to delivery of copy of the 

departmental appeal to the appellant on 16/01/2014.



5. That the delay, if any, way kindly be condoned in the large 

interest of justice, as valuable rights of the appellant are 

involved with the instant appeal and the appellant’s entire 

service has been taken on a single illegal stroke by the 

respondents.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

this petition the delay, if any, may kindly be condoned in the 

large interest of Justice and the present appeal may kindly be 

disposed off on merits.

Appeal
YOukAS-AUeThrough

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (Senior) 

Advocate, High Court Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT:

Declared on oath that the contents of the instant application 

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

nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

DEPONEN
T

;c^
Ontn
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before the--t!^t!QURABLiJERVI^S TRIBUNM KHVrpd 

PAKHTUNKHWA . PESHA WA p

. Younas Ali

Versus

IGP KPK, Peshawar

application UNDFR CFCTinf.!

limitation act for rnNnrtKi^TION OF

DELAY

5 OF THF

i. .

respectfully sheweth,
i

1- That the above titled appeal 

Honourable Tribunal.
has been filed before this

2. That the i 

the appellant 

the departmental 

and the

impugned order on the departmental appeal of
was passed on 10/01I20U, throush which 

appeal of the appellant was dismissed 

appellant on
very much clear from the said

same was 

16/01/2014, which is
communicated to the

order
at page 10 annexure B.

W the present appeal before this Honourabl 

d on 11/ '
e Tribunal is 

92/2014 and as such it is well within time.

\their is any delay in filing of this 

^tentional, but due to
appeal the same 

delivery of copy of the 

on 16/01/2014.
rental appeal to the appellant
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I h

5. That the delay, if any, may kindly be condoned in the large
interest of justice, as valuable rights of the appellant 

involved with the instant appeal and the appellant’s entire
are

service has been taken a single illegal stroke by theon
respondents.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 

this petition the delay, if any, may kindly be condoned

large interest of Justice and the present appeal may kindly be 

disposed off on merits.

on acceptance of 

in the

Appeal

~Y0UNAS-AU-
Through J

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (Senior) 

Advocate, High Court Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT:

t in

dared on oath tl)at the contents of the instant application 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

'g has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.
I ■'

DEPONEN

\rue

.

\\
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIRIINAI 

I PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR
KHYBER

Younas Ali

Versus

I '

IGP KPK, Peshawar

application UNDER SECTION 5 OF THF 

LIMITATION ACT FOR CONDONATION OF1

DELAY

respectfully SHEWETH,

1

1,. 1. That the above titled appeal has been filed before 

Honourable Tribunal]
i this}
!
?
i

.1
■i 2. That the irppusned order on the departmental appeal of 

the appellant wos passed on 1010112014, through which 

the departmental appeal of the appellant

•? .

i .
t

was dismissed 

on
1610112014^ which is very much clear from the said order 

at page 10 annexure B.

i

and the same1. was communicated to the appellanti
t.

t

3. That the present appeal before this Honourable Trib 

filed on 11102/2014 and as such it is well within time.
unal is

V

4. That If their is any delay In filing of this appeal the same 

Is not intentional, but due to delivery of copy of the 

departmental appeal to the appellant on 16/01/2014.
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5. That the delay, if any, may kindly be condoned in the large 

interest of justice, as valuable rights of the appellant 

involved with the instant appeal and the appellant's entire 

service has been taken on a single illegal stroke by the 

respondents. ..

are

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

this petition the delay, if any, may kindly be condoned in the 

large interest of justice and the present appeal may kindly be 

disposed off on merits.

Appeal
YOukAS-AU.cThroughfi.-

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (Senior) 

Advocate, High Court Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT:

Declared on oath that the contents of the instant application 

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

nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

i 6^-^
DEPONEN

. T/r Oatri
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^ BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBERt-
M-

■ ‘i; PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWARr- :•

Younas Ali
I.

Versus

IGP KPK, Peshawar

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 5 OF THE

LIMITATION ACT FOR CONDONATION OFW'ff

DELAY
j-.'

4 >

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,
It.-
&:■

Mr
1. That the above titled appeal has been filed before this 

Honourable Tribunal.

if'

2. That the impusned order on the departmental appeal of 

the appellant was passed on 1010112014, through which 

the departmental appeal of the appellant was dismissed
communicated to the appellant on

■

m.
and the same was 

16/01/2014, which is very much clear from the said orderte' :
at page 10 annexure 6.

I
-I

3. That the present appeal before this Honourable Tribunal is 

filed on 11/02/2014 and aslsuch it is well within time.si's ■a,-
{/

4. That if their is any delay in filing of this appeal the same 

intentional, but due to delivery of copy of the
ifft is not

departmental appeal to the appellant on 1610112014,
m
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