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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.

PR3

2. Younas Ali, A Police Constable, on the basis of absence from duty was

. ‘} -
| awarded penalty vide impugned order dated 30.09.203; ltpgg,*goncluding para of
% N ol Caat

the same as follows:- N

7 S
“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




L

ANNOUNCED

may be modified. Consequently, the impugned order is modified and the penalty
warded 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.

——
< (PIR BAKHSH SHAH)
/ . MEMBER
e
(ABDUL LATIF)
MEMBER

05.08.2016
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232.08.2015 ' . Appéliant with coursel and Assistant A.G for respondents
present. Written reply nct ‘submitted. Requested for further

adjbumment. Last opporturity granted. "5 come up for written

Cha%

. 10.11.2015 Appellant in person ard M-, Habib K-an, ASI alongwith Addl: A.G

reply/comments on 10.11.2015 before S.B.

- for respondents present. \/ritten reply submitted. The appeal is
s . ;

a assighed to D.B for rejoinder end final hearingz for 26.4.2016. '

o ‘.""Cha%n'

26.04.20'15-. ‘Qoﬁnsel for the -appell'ant'and Mr. Muhammad
- | - Tariq Usman, S.I (legal) alongwith Mr. Ziaullah, GP for
.respondents present. Rejoinder sudmizted. The learned

Members Judicial & Executive are on official tour to D.1.

Khan, therefore, case is adjourned “or arguments to

05.08.2016 before DB

S
Céﬁnan




492014 - Mr Am1ad Khan Advocate on behalf of counsel for the_.‘:'
. : :-appellant and Mr Muhammad Tarlq, ASI on behalf of respondents o
L ‘.":_‘--wnh Mr Muhammad Adeel Butt AAG present Wntten reply has

‘ o not been recelved and request for ﬁlrthel' t1me made on behalf of the g s
' ’ _ respondents Another chance is gaven for wntten reply/commen"' fon
, "..31 12, 2014, ‘ | '

i ""'3'l.-1'232'014'” S 7 '. No one s present on behalf of the appellant Mr Muhammad
el DT - Adeel Butt AAG for the respondents present The Tnbunal is lncomplete

- To come up for wntten reply/comments on 11 03 2015 o } »: - " ';
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L -1,-'-:114-‘,03-20.15.', REE Appellant in- person and Addl AG for respondents present

:fz,f,;.__ ) o, ertten reply not submltted F'equested for adjournment Last R
: , ' A opportumty granted To come up for wratten reply on 29 5. 2015 before .,
et e T SR i T ‘
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,,29':05.2015 RS None present for appellant Asslstant A G for re$pondents present

w_" -

! .Due to |ssue of transport-,on account of Iocal electlon partles could not be,'-"'

'appeared before the Trlbunal Adjourned for wntten reply/comments to,:

138 2015 before s B SR

»
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04.04.2014
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Appellant_ with ¢ nsel present. Prellmmary argumcnts
heard and case ﬁle perused Counsel for the apoellant contended that
“the appellant has not been treated in accordance with. Tlaw/rules.
Agamst the orlglnal order dated 30. 09 2011 he ﬁled departmental
appeal on 17. 122013, which has been reJected on 10.01.2014, hence

. the present.appealon 11 02.2014. Counsel for the appellant also ﬁled

04 04. 2014 °

. :,«.-sn,..l

an apphcatlon for condona’uon of delay He further contended that'
the or1g1nal order is vord ab- 1mtlo The appe]lant is awarded major '

pumshment of “Trme Scale” as well as absent perlod 1s treated

‘ wrthout pay Pomts ralsed at the Bar need consrderatron The appeal

1s adm1tted to regular hearrng subject to all legal objectrons The

appellant is dlr cted to deposrt the securlty amount and process fee
wrthln 10 days Thereafter Notrces be 1ssued to the respondents To:
come up for wrltten reply/comments on main appeal as well as

i

reply/arguments on apphcatron for condonatlon of . delay on

ar. 06 2014 DAL ‘-.,

LT - -t"""- . ,‘ N

Thrs case be put before the Final Benc _\ for further proceeamgsl |
—-—’"‘
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vish: CaseiNo._

169/2014

;. il Date‘of order”
. Proceedings

Order or other proceedmgs w:th srgnature of judge or Magistrate
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*°13/02/2014

: reglster and put up to the Worthy Chairman for preliminary

' heanng

The appeal of Mr Youwas /-\|l resubmitted today by Mr.

Salfullah Khalrl Advocete may be entered in the Institution

Lawet? U A S R ) . ';’ REG]STRAR
* This case ig"‘err"c"rzl'rs_'t_.eg;lﬁ_t_é‘Prirhary Bench

. Y S TOI 7
hearing to be put up there on (,If- 4/ — g\ O/Z/

r prelimina




Dt."‘-z lga /2014.

. Mr saifullah Khalil Adv, Pesh.

’

R

Thé appeal of Mr. Younas Ali Constable No 359 received today i.e. on 11.02.2014 is incdmplete

on the following scores which is returned to the .counsel for the appellant for‘corﬁpleti.on and

- resubmission within 15 days.

" Address of respondent No. 3 is incomplete which may be completed according to rules.

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.
- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

Appeal may be page marked according to the index.

REGIST
SERVICE TRlB AL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

T\*&- Cone ‘Q""LQ CS C-erc.w .
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Y BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER
- PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR |
Services Appeal No. { éq /2014
Younas Ali
VERSUS —
Inspector General bf Police, KPK, Peshawar etc
INDEX
$.No Description L Annexure | Pages
1. | Grounds of appe‘a:l' - - E 1-5
2. [Affidavit o | 6
3. |Addresses of parties | , 7

IV Copy of” the impugned order No.779, | A Q- g
_ dated 30/09/2011 ‘

05 Copy of the impUQnedorder‘ No. 692, B

1Q -6
dated 10/01/2014

e | Wakalat Nama 17

N Appellant | b
- Through ‘ :

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR

" Advocate, High court Peshawar
./x,,;a:eu# 03005941431 -

. Office Address: - ~ Zabeel Palace Hotel, GT Rdéd, Peshawar

T

- ’l
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X |
-  BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

| Sefvice§ Apbeal No. / éq

Younas Ali No. 359, Consi-1ble, Posted at PS Latambar, District
Karak. .. APPELLANT

VERSUS

1. Inspector General bf Police, KPK, Peshawar.
2. Deputy Inspector general of Police Kohat Region Kohat.
3. Dmtty Police officer District Karak, 015 cc faue \cowa .

bisRact
”PC(::- : ... RESPONDENTS

PR a2

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICES
TRIBUNAL ACT AGAISNT THE ORDER NO.

| 779, DATED 30/09/2011 OF RESPONDENT
NO.3, VIDE WHICH MAJOR PUNISHMENT OF
TIME SCALE WAS AWARDED TO THE
APPELLANT AND AGAINST THE ORDER NO. /

609, DATED 10/01/2014 OF RESPONDENT
/ Af NO.2 VIDE WHICH THE 'DEPARTMENTAL

"“'Nm ' APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT/\WAS DISMISSED .
4 Iilog, "'Q

L A
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- PRAYER IN APPEAL:

- ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL BOTH THE
IMPUGNED ORDERS OF THE RESPONDENTS
MAY__KINDLY _ ‘E;E SET ASIDE AND THE
- RESPONDENTS AND THE MAJOR PUNISHMENT
. OF _TIME _SCALE 'AWARD'ED TO THE
APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE CANCELLED /
SET ASIDE |

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH,

The appel"la'nt submit as under:

1. That the appellant -WGs appointed was appointed as
Constable in the year 1990. -

2. That vide order No.779, dated 30/09/2011 of respondent
,No.3,awarde_d 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 th*;wappellant preferred a
departmental ,dppeal 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).
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4 That the. appellant feelihg aggrieved files the instant

GROUNDS:

appeal on the following grounds inter alia:

A That both the lmpugned orders of respondents |

| are agamst the law and facts, hence liable to

be cancelled

. 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.

. That according to the impugned order the

appellant was al,legedly. absented_fvrom his

~service for 33 days, for which major penalty in

the time scale ca’nnot. be awarded, because .

the. appellant has unblemished continuous

service for 22-yéars, Whith cannot be. taken

away ffom the appellant thfrou‘gh a single

stroke. ‘

.That no inquiry = whatsoever has been

conducted against the appellant,v _nor' any

opportunity . of hearing is given to the |

- ~appellant, if any so called inquiry is conducted

in the absence of the appellant.



“

E. 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, bdt the majof 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 ndtura( 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 réspbhdents even beside the above the
i mother of the abpelldnt wds s'eriouslyrill 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
miserdble; as ﬁe" is havin'g no other source of
income, thus ‘his case needs sympathetic

- consideration.
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~I. That _other grounds would bé_ raised at the
~ time of arguments with the prior permission

of this Honourable Court.

- It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on

| dcceptance of this appeal the impugned orders_ of

the respondents may kindly be set aside and the

réspondénts be directed to remove the time

scale and the appellant be restored to his
brigi_n'al position / post. o

Dated: 11/02/2014 )4

Appeuant

-~ Through | )&
- ~ SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR)
Advocate, High court Peshawar

AC‘ertifi'cate: -

" Certified that as per instructions of ‘my-client no such like

appeal has earlier been ﬁled before this Honourable Court.

Advocaté



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER
 PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Services Appeal No. /2014

Younas Ali

VERSUS

Inspector General of ,POlice,; KPK, Peshawar etc

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

 ADDRESS OF APPELLANT:

Younas Ali No. 359, Constable, Posted at PS Latambar, Drstrrct
Karak ‘

 ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS:

' 1" Alnspect'or General of Police, KPK, Peshawar. _
2. Deputy Inspector general of Police Kohat Reglon Kohat
3. Deptty Police off:cer District Karak

%H

-~ Appellant |
Through ~ ‘{jxjjffi/iy
SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR)

‘Advocate, High court Peshawar



*

- SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR)

7
BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR ”

~Sefvices App'eal No. ’ 12014

Younas Ali

VERSUS

Inspector'General of 'Pol.ice,‘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. - -

Deponent

it

Advocate, High Court Peshawar



~ ORDER

This order is passed on the depart’mental proceedings initiated against
Conslable Younas Ali No.359, who absented himself from his fawful duty w.e. from
12.07.2011 to 15.08.2011 (total 33-days ) vide Daily Diary No. 04, dated 16.08.2011

Policé—;' Station Latamber. His pay was stopped. to this effect.

He was served with charge sheet and statement of allegation and Wir.
Suirhan, 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,
plaéed 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
tile.

For the purpose of adopting legal procedure, his service record was
perus;d and found numerous red ontries inclusion on absence and minor punishnments.
He is found habitual absentee.

in view of the above, it is evident from the entiie proceedings that minor
punishment does not correct him except award of major asunishment of dismissal
\?(eeping in view his had financial status and n humanitarian ground, ~¢ is.awardad
major punishment of “Time Scale” with fin;! warning. Period of absence be lreated @

absence and without pay. Pay released.

oBNo. 1727

Dated.__39/4 ) 12011
/[ +

J
District W ice Officer, Karak
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. badly time bared is hereby rejected./ filed.

oA

ORDER o ‘ ' . //’/’_/4

" ;:‘.‘.

This order will dispose of a departmental appeal (17 12. 2013)
flled by constable Younis Ah No. 539 of Karax dlstnct agalnst the major punishment
(time scale) awarded to him by DPO Karak vide hlS office 0.B No. 779 dated

© 20.09.2011.

s

Facts of the case are that the appeliant whlle posted at PS
‘Latamber absented himself from Iawfu1 duty wef 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 score of charges,. whlch resulted into above

punishment.

| have gone through tie record, which md:cates tha: the
appellant is habitual absentee and remalned absent on 13 occasions. The appoilant

was provided opportunity during enquiry proceedings, but failed to explain his
conduct. '

_ Keeping in view of'the above and previous conduct of the
appellant, the appeal is not maintainab!e / sustantiated. Moreover, the appeal being

(DR. ISHTIAUMEIZ/ ARWAT)
Dy: Inspector Generdl of Police

Q)/ Kohat Region, Kohat. -

OFFICE OF THE DY: INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE KOHAT.REGION KOHA"
No._ (£ 2% /EC, Dated Kohat the /é —_ 4 12014

~ Copy of above to the Dis trlct Police Ofﬁcer Karak for necessary
action. g J\!’( C‘?/’( vy © )([_//éj)(_/( /L&\/g)/z ///: R

(OR. lSHTlAQ HMED ARWAT)
~ Dy: Inspector General-of Police
- gq/Kohat Region, Kohat.

-:3?%

e e et e =he —oinmns



No. 758G e
.'\'f‘_’"‘_Z 2L 7. 201

"

CHARGE SHEET .
. k]

1. ‘ I, Sajid Khan Mohmand, District Poiice-officer, Karak as compc:eht
;ruthori'ly_ hereby charge you Constable Younus Ali No, 359 Police Statioh Latamber

as follow: -

“You Constable Youngs Ali Na, 359 | ol Police Stuion Latinber absenied
yourself from your lavviul duty w-c form 10.07.20] 1 il vide Daily Diary' No. 33 dated.
L2.07.2011 Police Station Latamber. - Your pay has been stopped 1o this elfeet. Such act on
your partis apainst discipline and amount-lo gross.misconduct/ negligenee in duty,”

2. : By reason of 'your commission /'cmission, cenclitule miss-conducl
u‘nder Section-3 of the KPK (Removzl from Sérvice) Special Powe( Ordinance-ZOOG
and have rcncr;)rcd your-sclf liable to all or any of the b_cna!lics specified in Suclion-3
of the ordinance ibid. ‘ '

.

.

3 You are, therciore, recuired to submit your wrillen delonac (:/”,1,«-7
days of the receipt of this charge sheet te the éf‘.c,!uftjy Officer Mr. Subhan Hhan
SO0 Takht -¢- Nasrati he purpose of conducting enquiry.

Your ittan ‘defense if any should reach the Enquiry Officers within

the specified ‘period, failing which it shall be prestmed that you have no defense 1o

putin and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

4 intimate whether YU desire to be heard in person.

L

- Astatement cf allegatiu is gncinrnd L
© o (SAJID E{‘{‘I‘ AN MOMHMAN D)
District Police Officer, J\Z:n‘nl;.'

L

.

@
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

N A}

1, Sajid Khan Mohrﬁand. Cistrict Police Officer, Karak as competent

authorily, is of the-opinion that Constable Younus Ali No. 359 of Police Station
Latamber has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against on committing the

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

Service (Special Powers) Ordinance-2000.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

Constable Younus Ali No. 359 of Police Station Latamber absented himsell' from his
lawlul duty w . 17.2011 tili date vide Daily Diary Na. 33, dated 12.07.2011
Police Station L. .. Iis pay has been stopped to this clleet. Such act on his pact

is apainst discipline and amount o gross misconduct/ neglipence in duty.”

2 The enquiry Officers, Officer Mr. Subhan Khan SDPO Takit -c-

shall in accordinee with provision ol the oedinunce way provide

. Nasrafi
b' reasonable oppdrluﬁily ol hearing to the'aceused official, record s (inding and 'make
within 15-days ol the receipt of this order, recommendation as o punishment or other
appropriate ulclion agaist the neeused. '
3. The accused official shzil join the proczeding on the dale, time and
place fixed by the enquiry officer. ' ‘ | '

I

(SAJID 1(11[‘{ N MOIIMAND)
District Polidt Oflieer, Karak.

No_7 & 8S-EFec (enar-), daed 27///7 12011 ‘Y/

Copy to:-

The enquiry Officer for initiating proceeding acainst the accused under the
Provision of the KPK / Removai from Service {Special Power) Ordinance-

2000. * ~

Constablé Younus Ali No. 359 of Police Station Latamber

Roader lo District Police Qfficer, Karak along with relevant record (o assist (he

-

engquiry officer.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRlBUNAL KP , PESHAWAR

Appeal No 169/2014

Younas Ali Ex- Constable No. 359 of District Poiice Karak

(Appellant)

Versus

. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkwa,

Peshawar.

2. The Dy: Inspector General of Police, Kohat Region, Kohat.
3. The District Police Officer, Karak.  (Respondents).

Reply / Para-wise comments to a Qgeal on behalf of
Respondents. .

The requisite feply | parawise comments on
pehalf of respondent’s No. 1 to 3 are submitted as below,

Respectfully Shiewith,

Preliminary objections

1. The appellaht has got no cause of action to file the |
present appeal.
2. The appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean
~ hands. .
The appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
The é\ppeal is time barred.
5. The appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of
necessary- parties
Facts
1. Admitted correct according to the service record, needs o

comments.

Admitted correct according to the record, need no
comments.

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 apbel!ant authority i.e
respondent No. 2 vide order No. 629 / EC dated 10.01.2014
being badly time barred.

Need no comments.



GROUNDS
a.

i'ncorrec't; brb;ﬁér 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 providéd
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
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.




PR

In the Iigi;t of above mentioned facts and circumstances, it is
requested that appeal filed by the appeliant may very kindly
be dismissed being time barred and without any solid
ground.

S
‘Provincial #olice er,

(Kphyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
(Respandent No.1)
“(l/

Dy: Inspeqthng'(ergﬁf Police,
Kohat Regien Kor}at.
(Respondent Ne'2)

.

District Police Qfficer)katek
(Respondent No.3)

s

-’



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KP, PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 169/2014

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

Versus

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

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

w N

Subject: AUTHORITY

We the respondents do hereby authorize Mr.
Muhammad Tariq Usman AS| / 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 Pafice-Officer

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,-Peshawar

Respdt: No. 1

4

Deputy Inspeetor Gen/erai of Police
Kohat‘Region/Kohat
Respdt: No.2

District Police Officer Karak
Respdt: Nb. 3
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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 Police Officer
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
Respdt: No. 1

Deputy Inspee.tor/GenﬂeraI of Police
Kohat‘Region Rohat
Respdt: No.2

[

District Police OffierKarak
Respdt: Ng 3

v’
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CHARGE SHEET

1. I, Sajid Khan Mohmand, District Police Ofiicer, Karak as competent |
authority, hereby charge you Constable Younus Ali No. 359 Police Station Latamber [

as follow: -

- “You Constable Younus Ali No. 359 of Policc Station Latamber absented
_ yoursclf [rom your lawlul duty w-¢ form 10.07.2011 till vi}lc Daily Diary No. 33 dated
12.07.2011 Police Station Latamber. Your pay has been step sed to this cffect. Such act on '

your part is against discipline and amount to gross misconduct/ ncgligence in-duty.”

2. By reason of your commission / omiss&:n, 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 per.alties specified in Section-3

of the ordinance ibid. ’ .

3. You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense withir, 7-
. days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry Officer Mr. Subhan Khan
SDPO Takht -e- Nasrati  he purpose of conducting eric.uiry.

1

re © .. Your written defense if any should reacl: the Enquiry Officers witain I
the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed -hat you have no defense to
pkt in and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken agz inst you.
‘ 1 '

4 Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.
2

5 A statement of allegation is enclosed. '

' A/,//
(SAJID KHAN MOHMAND)
Listrict Police Officer, Karuk.

Rav
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

1. I, Sajid Khan Mohrﬁand, District Police Officer, Karak as competent

o CtiaY
fratear (B

] ’ aut'h.or'i'ty', 'ié of the opinion that Constable Younus 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. ' ! !

STATEMENT OF ALLEGA’I‘IQN

Constable Younus Ali No. 359 of Police Station Latamber absented himself from his ' l ‘
Jawlul duty w-¢ form 10.07.2011 tili date vide Daily Diary No. 33, dated 12.07.2011 ' *
Policc Station Latamber. His pay has been stopped to this effect. Such act on his part

is against disciplinc and amount to gross misconduct/ negligence in duty.”

2. The enquiry Officers, O\'fﬁccr Mr. éubhan Khan SDPO Takht -e-
Nasrati shall in accordance with provisiyi of the ordinance may provide
rcasonablc opportunity of hearing to the accused c?ﬁcial, record his finding and make
within 15-days of the receipt of this order, recomin>ndation as to punishment or other
appropriate action against the accused.

3. The accused official shall join the praceeding on the date, time and

place fixed by the enquiry officer. .

- | O A

|

e (SAJID KH MOHMAND)

. i‘ District Polict Officer, Karak'
No. / f 8587 ec (enquiry), dated __Z /“://'_1 /2011 \"‘/

)

. 1 _'

1. The enquiry Officer for initiating proceeding against the accused under the
Provision of the KPK / Removal from Service (Special Power) Ordinance-

Copy to:-

2000. y

2. Constable Younus Ali No. 359 of Police Statié n Latamber

3. Reader to District Police Officer, Karak along \/ith relevant record to assist the
enquiry officer. . 0 !

|

1
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Appeal No. 169/2014

Younas Ali
Versus
" IGP and others

_ BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

PAGES | -

Dated: 26/04/2016

_Appellant
Through

INDEX
SNO DESCRIPTION ANNEXURE
1. rejoinder | \— 3
2. | Copies of other relevant case ¢
13. | Affidavit L

© SAIFULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR), """+

Advocate, High Court Peshawar
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' ~. BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR - . .«

Appeal No. 169/2014

Younas Ali
" Versus
IGP and others

. .REJOINDER TO THE PARAWISE COMMENTS OF THE RESPONDENTS e

i Respectfully Sheweth

The appellant submit as under
- - Reply to preliminary-objection: -

- 1. Para No.1 of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence N
. .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 th:s..

,_Honourable Tnbunal 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 ‘

dehied. The appeal is very much within time.
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5. Para-No.S of the preliminary objections is incorrect hence

" denied. All the necessary parties have been made parties.in." " "\”035

.. - the instant case. .
Facts: -

1. Para No. 1 needs no reply.
-~ 72, 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 actron

_allowed to challenge the impugned order at any time,
before his retirement.

- 4. Para NO.4 needs not comments.

Grounds: -

S s in hlS continuous services and the appellant is- legally"”" o

a. Para No. a of the parawise comments is incorrect, and that‘ L

i 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

wrth 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' rellef has |

already been grated and being legal question the appellant |

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

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

- correct, no charge sheet, statement of allegations have



(e

C &
<>>. B . N

.'b:e,en served upon the appellant, neither any opportirnity'Of c

-personal hearing was given to the appellant.

L Para c of the parawise: comments is incorrect, hence deried,
; Ewhrle that of appeal is correct, the appéllant is not’ a-"";' o

- 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 alleged
“ " inistake of the appellant. ' S

. Para d of the parawise comments is incorrect, hence denied, ‘
while that of appeal is correct, the detailed reply is gfveh:_;j,{‘;,;_-_

" “above.

. Para e of the parawise comments is incorrect, hence denied,
while that of appeal is correct, the appellant always S

‘performed his duties in accordance with the law and. rules R

applicable to him.

. Para f, g, h and i of the. paraw:se comments are mcorrect

' R hence denied, while that of appeal are correct

A It is, therefore most humbly prayed that, the parawise comments of.'
- '.the respondents may very kmdly be turned down and the Oppeal Of PR |

the appellant may very kindly be accepted, as prayed for therem
| Dated 26/04/2016

L

“Appellant—____
. ‘Through ' ‘ < -

SAIF ULLAH RHALIL (SENIOR),
Advocate, High Court PeshaWar
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
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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

| 7correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and\nothmg has-.‘,-..'._‘..-"?f o

"-been concealed from this Honourable. <

e

“ADVOCATE




h‘BlEFOR ] THE KHYBER PAls Q’UNI\HWA
. .:?A e E—.

TR BUNAL I’SllAWAR

SERVIC E APPEAL Nofﬁ gg“/zoﬂ-—
.............. e ....................‘...’.‘....'_'......../\p[xllanl

. ‘Vcrsus

. The Deputy lnspectm Gmelal of POllCC l\ohat
Region Kchat., Y

.
Y

9 -

The D‘Aism Police Ollm.l I\aml\ ....Rcspondc,mb.‘

-l

Service Appeal under. section - 10 of . the l\lnbcr
- Pakhtunkhwa  Removal - from service” (bpuual
Power)Ordinan :¢,2000 read with section 4 of the
Khyber Pakhti akhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974,

Rcspéctfully She weth,

F acts giving rise : o the plcsent wut petmon are 2s undei -:A

1
'\ . .

I, That appe iant was enhslcd as loot Con:.tablc. in

'md absm )cd in 100Ltlax Force. He h'xs Oot fong

Senc A standmg scrvice at hls uudnt :.,”"
4 2. That on 10-07- '7011 "tppc.li'mt plocceded on 03

and Lhuc was no male nn,mbcn lo 1001\ alm his

there 101(: { ere was no ocmslon f01 thn, appc.l anl to
u.sume hv duty and ther efme he tlmely m‘rouned
hlS supm v about the lllness of his. blOtheI and

rcqucstcd- for further cxtenmon oi‘-hls, lcwc

lcwu(Mu cal  prescription are.  autached as

‘

anlmg bro-her. Later on hc de opuatc.d upon,l

Coustable Aura 40 Zeb No.715 Police Line Kar 1k ) l

the Frontir Reserve Pohce but later Lmnsfeuud_.

(3 :
‘ - days cause.l Ic:’wc as his bxothu was smously il

Appella,nt was assured regarding -extension ot hi s .

AR
. 5
-




27.8.2014

sber Palth va oo .
- Service Tribunal, I

Advocalc Gcncral,prebcnl At the outset of lthe 1r_s,un‘ \wac

learned counse! for the appellant pointed out Lhat whlle ulwardmg

" . major penalty of“time- scale' “the competent authomy L. District

Police Officer, Karak (1e>pondent No. 7). nulhu n!lcnllonoc
reduction to stages nor- spccxﬁed'the period dunrllgwhlch ‘the penalty
shall remain- operativesin v1olatzon of FR- ’79 The learncd counse!

 for the appellant also assculed the unpuwned order on the 5: ound tha:

«after treating the absence penod»avleave -thhout payethe oompcten‘

authority could not unpose the penalty, mentxoned above Ha.vxmr
said that, the learned’ counsel for the qppelldnt stated at the Bar that
the appellant would be satnsﬁed 1f thc ;tages of reductnon to thc time
scale.and period durmo wh1ch the penalty shall| remam operatwe are
spcc{l'xed in accordance with the prov:slon of'F 1{-29 : ‘ ﬁ!

In view of 1he above the learned AAG would no' object to
the lmplcmenhtnon ot‘tlaw/FR-29"m its letter 'md spirit. Therefore,

' wlnle upholdmg the penalty awarded 10 th; app_ellanit by the

competent authonty, the penalty of “time - scalefa 1s~ldeemed to be

W

sreduction’in: tnme.»scale1by;.twom.stageﬁfor one yearP.The 1appeal 1s

disposed of accordm;aly, with no ordcr as to cost ', l

ANNOUNCED . 1,., ,
27.82014 / -f%

Peshawar. =~ .. . -

Date of Presert“ \ "; ﬂo: ation_ 0‘2‘3 (‘% ' )

Number of Verd @O—(Q_.

Copying Fea__ ...

| '5--
 Urgent SN - Seemnry 24 - :
Total _.___...."6, ge <A , i
Name of Co\,lﬂ_’_ DL ] :
Datc of Comvletzon of Coi:y SR q:.ll 4 -
MC of Deitvery of Cppy‘, -




BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR» R

‘Younas Ali
Versus o
IGP and others

INDEX

DESCRIPTION T~ [ANNEXURE PAGES |

're]omder. o o — =

" 2 j‘_-“;_ .'C,O'pr_es of other rele\/an'f cas'e," - - | 'S\‘ ‘é,
[3. TAffidavit — — — o

i i’bd-téd‘;j(,‘/‘O?i/201A6 |

 SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (SENIOR),

Advocate High Couirt Peshawar
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" BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR =~ "

 Appeal No. 169/2014

Younas Ali
S Versis
| ‘_ IGP and others

- -r:v:REJOlNDER TO THE PARAWISE COMMENTS OF THE RESPO"NDENTS_ e

‘ -""Resp'ectfully Sheweth

The appellant submit as under ,

= 4"..:".:.R€l?;‘.¥?f°-'9r eliminar v objection: -

1 Para No.1 of the prelzmrnary ob]ectrons is mcorrect hence .

""-f,:demed The appellant has got a cause of action and lOCUS.-'.‘"

L 35tandr to flle the mstant appeal

2 Para No 2 of fhe preliminary objectlons is incorrect hence B
"'-'r'jfdemed The appellant has invoked the )unsdictron of thrs_-...-_

. ) :‘_;Honourable Trlbunal wrth clean hands . i

3. Para No 3 of the preliminary ob]ectzons is mcorrect hence -

| lfiltl_.demed The appeal is very much mamtamable in its present. '>

. shape.

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

o demed The appeal is very much within time.
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5 Para No.5 of the prelrmmary ob)ectrons is incorrect hence

L demed All the necessary partres have been made partres m

‘theinstant.case. . o0

1 Para No 1 needs no reply

2 Para no 2 needs no reply.

: . 3 Para no. 3 is mcorrect hence denied. The departmental

. eappeal of the appeal of the appellant is very ‘much wzthm_;‘ S

: :,_allowed to challenge the impugned order, at any time,
- ,before hrs retirement.

o 4 Para NO 4 needs nat comments

~ Grounds: -

: ‘:.et'me because the appellant has a recurring cause of actron B

FE as in hrs contintious services and the appellant is legally

a. Para No a of the parawrse comments is mcorrect and that_,,f;&,f-

"‘l;f‘f..of the. appeal s correct, -both the impugned. orders of "

g 'respondents are against the law and facts, hence liable to - |

ST be set aside, because the same is not passed in accordance.___, o

o wrth the KPK. police rules 1995 and the appellant has also».:-.f;':'

not provzded any opportumty of hearmg, furthermore zn a g

:"~‘j~srmzlar servrce appeal no. 382 of 2011, similar relief has

"'-"f"-"-:'t""already been grated and being legal question the appellant'

s also entitled for the same relief (Copies are attached)

'"'T"".‘”z:"i-_f-.:'?fi',.correct no charge sheet, statement of allegatzons have'

'.z..Para b zs mcorrect hence demed whrle that of appeal rs:‘ |




been served"upon the appellant nelther any opportumty of“.

. .':Q;-personal hearmg was g:ven to the appellant
'- };:Para C of the parawrse comments is mcorrect hence demed Sy

habrtual absentee and he also way performed his dutres to _'

‘é.f;'Vh’le that Of Gppeal IS Correct the appellant is’ not af' A

S the entrre sat:sfactron of his superiors. Furthermore sucha - '

‘:"':':f:.“,mystake Of the appellant

S v diParad of the parawise comments is incorrect, hence denied, -

' '“?3above

e 3Para e of the | parawrse comments is mcorrect hence denied, - ..

| :_applrcable to th

i'fif‘:f.;:?z;-;._.hence demed whrle that of appeal are corr ect

the appellant may very kindly be accepted as prayed for therem
Dated 26/04/2016

v:érppeltan _
Through

 SAIF ULCRFTRAALIL (SENIOR),

.. Advocate, High Court Pesh_ai»\rar

harsh penalty cannot be awarded for a mmor allegedi'»f;_',,:,sg_;'_-:;;"_;z-_-':._{;'f-j
"‘Awhxle that of appeal is correct the detailed reply is. grven[‘ |
_' whrle that of appeal is. correct the appellant alwaysi
‘5'“5*'3j?:‘*Performed his dutres in accordance with- the law and. rules. e

f Para [.9 h and i of the parawrse comments are mcorrect A

'lt is, therefore, most humbly prayed that, the parawrse comments of

it.:he"_respondents may very: kmdly be turned down and the appeal of
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" BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR -

~ Appeal No. 169/2014

You’nds Al
| Versus
IGP and others

AFFIDAVIT

i

= L her"eby-"solemnly afﬁrm and declare on oath that as per instructions

l,SarfUllah : Khalrl ‘Y(S'e:ni.or) Advocate, High" CourtPeshawar,do B

- of my client the contents of the instant rejomder are true-and - |

- ‘.,;vzz_correct to. the best of my knowledge and belref anc& noth_mg-_h_asg:éféﬁf}f-"j*-"f:.:

i '?been concealed from thrs Honourable B P P s S

“ADVOCATE -+ =
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bb FORE '1HE KHYBER PAKJH‘UNI\HWA.

© Service Appea\ undc bQLthll 10 of. the lxhvbu* 1‘
- Pakhtunkhwa Removal - from serviee (bpum 3

-\h‘y ‘\'_Lu\ w 3

L

Tl'l BUNAL PSIIAWAR

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

ch‘sus

. The e Deputy 1nspectox Gmen\ of Pohce, 1\0hdt
Re uxon Kc hat. ' o

The letu t Police Ollwu 1\a1a1\ ....Rcspondcnta 3
o . ]

12

i

Power)Ordinan: +¢,2000 pead with L.cctu.m 4 of thc‘
lxhybu P‘\I\hn 11\11\\"1 buvxu, ’htbun.ll A(.t,' 974

‘ .
1\:

[\c:.pcctlully th. yeth,

-

k acts gwmn rise :0-the pu.sent writ peuuon are & éundyan-%_’; o

i
l
v

. That appe iant was cnhstcd as 1oot Conbtabh. m

the Fionu . Reserve Pohce but later nfms{uml

and 'ibsm sed in xcnulm Force. He has oot *on

standing st -vacc at his credit, R \1

2, _ That on 10-07 ”011 ﬂppu.lhnt pxoccr.ded on’ 03\ ,

2 o - .
= days caust \e'\vc as his brother wfxs seriously. m.

and there was no malc m<.mbu to look. aitu 1115
ailing bro her. Later on hc, was opuatud upon .
Lhuuimc { icre Was no occwsmn for the ﬂpps.,llam \o

*resume his duty and thelefme 10 hmcly mtmmCd

dpuneds © his superi-sr about ‘the dincss of his. bxothec and
requested for 1 further u\unsson of - ht\ iLavL

Appclldnt was. assured u.s_.,'udmn L\zumam o ‘ma

leave(Med el pmutpnon W - ’M&L‘m.d ;’i;}'

Wy . ; . .

T . . 231 O w - moe
~——— [T uiv.s ”’(.' sy NN e KO

R e N - L e .._:‘-*el;?il?lhl?‘%““f‘&‘. G
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X

Advoc'nc Gcnual,pxcscnl At ‘the outset o{‘ the argun"“ _,ag

learncd counscl for the appetlant poimed ‘out Llnt whxlc .Lwaldms.
" major pcnally of**time scale’;“the com')uu.nt nuthouly Le Dnatuu
Police Olhcc: Karak: (reSpondent “No. ”) nuthu mumonu,
- reduction to stages nor- spcuﬁed*the penod durmgtwluch the penalty
‘shall- remam operative,fin v1olat10n of FR-29, The learned counse:
~ for the appcllant also "Lsscuied the 1mpu<7ned order on thc ;,mund tha:
.'aﬁer tr eatmg the absencc penod as’ leavc thhout pay,r the competen
| 'xuthonty could not 1mpose the penalty, mennoned above Havmu
said that, the learned’ counsel for the appclldnt stated at thu Bar that
“the appellant would be sausﬁcd if the. stag,cs ofﬂreducnon to thc time
scale.and. penod dunnw wlnch the penalty sha‘n remam opex ative are
spcc“hed in accordance with the provision of F R-29 ,
In view ol lhe above, the learncd AAG wouid notL ObjLCt to -
‘the implcmunatlon oi 1aw/FR-’79 in its letter ,zmd spirit, Therefore
wlnle upholdmg thc pemlty awarded 10 the appellant by the '

competent authonty, the pemlty of “time- scale, 1s ‘.deemed to be. -

N A

preducuon in. tlme scale 3L taget@for one nyear“ The .appeal is

. dlsposed of accordm&,ly, w1th no order as to costls _ E _ \\\
- . . ‘ . N I L}
ANNOUNCED | I N Y 4
f . 2782014 rszoia 0 %j | -ﬂ |%‘Z,~

Certlﬂed

B
!
i
i
i
1

yber Pait Anichwa S
Service ’lnbuml ‘ N C T
Pcshawar S i T

Date of Presern;,\,'._ " é.np}icg.,tiolll".oiﬁ ~<% (9\—@', "L .

Number of Ward . . B O-L ."'“ '
Copying Feo_. _ ..U f: i

1 . . N
Urgent : @*"’:’T’C e

Total — _6

WNarae of ch;{;g, :
Daic of Completio: .}f w::; i

Bate of Dl my 'fCG}W . 2 2 ! »ﬁng 4




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER

5
‘? o . PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR
\ | | Younas Ali

Versus

IGP 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 Tnbunal is
filed on 11/02/2014 and as: such it is well within trme -

4. That if their is any delay m frlmg of this appeal the same
is not intentional, but due to delivery of copy of the
departmental appeal to thg appellant on 16/01/2014 |




/ ; . 5 That the delay, if any, may kmdly 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

:‘dlsposed off on merits.

Through
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

o nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

dzJ >

' DEPONEN
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o { BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Younas Ali
Yersus
. IGP 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.

.'That_ the impugned'order on the departrh_ental 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.

AR b

That the present appéal beforé this Honourable Tribunal is
filed on 11/02/2014 and as such it is well within time.

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

is not intentional, but due to délivery of copy of the
departmental appeal to the appellant on 16/01/2014.



5. That the delay, if any, may kindly be condoned in the lafge
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 smgle illegal stroke by the

respondents.

o It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of
“this petition the delay, if any, may kindly be -condoned in the

arge interest of justice and the:present appeal may kindly be
disposed off on merits.

Appeal
YOUNASALL__
-Through
| 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. |

& 52

' DEPONEN
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER
o  PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Younas Alj
Versus
IGP KPK, Peshawar

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 9_OF THE

LIMITATION ACT FOR CONDONATION OF
DELAY S

" RESPEC TFULLY[ SHEWETH,

1. That the above titled appeal has

been filed before this
Honourablé 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 appellc-znt",was dismissed
| \ |

me was communicated to the;appella'nt on
16/01/2014,

\“ and the sg

which is very much clear from the said order
* at page 10 annexure B. -

3

\

———n

"}.a't the pre

‘Jon 11/
S
\\
\

' their is any delay in filing of this appeal t"he sdme

vtérfztional, but due to delivery of copy of the
/fental appeal to the appellant on 16/01/2014,

sent appéal before't‘hi_s Honourable Tri_b_unal is

02/2014 and as such it is well within time. |




/ 5. That the delay, if any, may kindly be condoned in the large
mterest of justice, as valuable rights of the appellant are
mvolved with the instant appeal and the appellant’s entire

service has been taken on a single illegal stroke by the
respondents.

v

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
TYou AS-ALI
Through

SAIF ULLAH KHALIL (Senior)

Advocate, High Court Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT: -

<lared on oath that the contents of the instant application
|
\rue and correct to the best of my knowledge and belref and
1g has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

&

DEPONEN
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‘BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

'Yo,unas Ali |

Versus .
IGP KPK, Peshawar |
'APIiDI;ICA TION UNDER SECTION 5 or THE

LIMITATION ACT _FOR CONDONATION OF
" DELAY

RESPECTFULLY SHEWE TH,

£

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

|

2. That the lmpugned order on the departmental appeal of
the appeIIant 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 sazd order

~ at page 10 annexure B. | |

et

3. That the present appeal before this Honourable Tnbunal is

flIed on 11/02/2014 and as such it is well within trme

1

4. That if thezr is any deIay in fllmg of this appeal the same
is not mtentional but due to dellvery 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
Iinterest of justice,' as valuable rights of the appellant are
involved with the instant appeal and the appellant’s entire
service has be;en taken on a single illegal stroke by the
respondents. .

It is, thereforé,' most humbly prayed that on acceptance of

* this petition the delay, if any, may kindly be condoned in the
large interest of justice gnd the present appeal may kindly be
disposed off on merits.

Appeal
—YOUNASALL ___
ﬁ | Through
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
nbthing has been cobcealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

3 F o >

DEPONEN




1l E BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICES TRIBUNAL KHYBER
’ -  PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHA WAR

ek
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Younas Al
Versus
_I-GP. KPK, Peshawar
APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 5" OF THE

' LIMITATION ACT FOR CONDONATION OF
DELAY

. RESPE CTFULLY SHEWETH,

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

Honourable Tribunal.

"2, That the impugned order on the ,departnrental:’ appeal of
the appellant was passed'on 10/01/2014, through which

the departmental appeal of the appellant was drsmzssed
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.

ettt l

3 That the present appeal before this Honourable Trrbunal 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
js not intentional, but due to delivery of copy of the

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