
Miss Uzma Syed, Advocate present and submitted Wakalatnama in 
favour of the appellant which is placed on file. Preliminary arguments 

heard

21,06.2022

Learned counsel for the appellant contended that this is second 

round of litigation and the appellant is aggrieved of the impugned order 

dated 17.12.2020 whereby minor penalty of withholding of increment for 

one year was awarded to the appellant. In addition, his absence period 

w.e.f. 01.07.2010 to 15.11.2010 was treated as leave without pay and the 

intervening period from the date of dismissal from service i.e. 23.07.2011 

to the date of reinstatement in service i.e. 19.06.2017 was also treated as 

leave without pay. The appellant preferred departmental appeal against 

the impugned order on 16.02.2021, which was, however, not decided 

within stipulated statutory period whereafter he approached the Service 

Tribunal through the instant service appeal on 20.09.2021. It was further 

e appellant is entitled for back benefits for the intervening

.ed

thst th

period and the penalty imposed is not in line with the recommendation of

enquiry report. In case the competent authority was not in agreement 

with the findings/recommendations of the enquiry, he was required to 

have recorded his reasons, before awarding the impugned penalty. The 

impugned order being a void order is not maintainable and may graciously 

be set aside, she concluded.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is admitted to regular 

hearing, subject to all just and legal objections. The appellant is directed 

to deposit security and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter notices be 

issued to the respondents for submission of written repl 

09.08.2022 before S.B. /

mments on

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)TV-

-•

A\
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Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present.27.01.2022
;

Clerk of learned cpunsel for the appellant seeks adjournment 
on the ground that learned counsel is not available today. 
Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on 29.03.2022 

before S.B,

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present.29.03.2022

Former requests for adjournment on the ground that learned 

counsel for the appellant is not available today. Adjourned. To 

come up for preliminary hearing on 20.05.2022 befpfe^B.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MliMBER(E)

Learned counsel for the appellant present and 

requested for adjournment in order to further prepare 

the brief. Adjourned. To come up for 

hearing on 21.06.2022 before S.B. /

20.05.2022

iliminary

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)



Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

/2021Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Aftab Hussain resubmitted today by Syed Noman 

Ali Bukhari Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up 

to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

23/09/20211-

REGISTRAR
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put 

up there on1^ /)/1‘7 )
2-

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present.19.11.2021

Former requests for adjournment on the ground that learned 

counsel is not available today. Adjourned. To come up for 

pieliminary hearing on 27.01.2022 before S.B.

(MIAN MUHAMf^D) 
MEMBER (E)

\



BEFORE KHYBER PKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CHECK LIST

Case Title: &vs

'* Yes NoContentsS.#
This appeal has been presented by: (^lUUnAi
Whether Counsel / Appellant / Resporybnt / Deponent have signed the
requisite documents? 

1.

2.

Whether Appeal is within time?3.
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?

4.
5.

Whether affidavit is appended?6.
Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath commissioner?7.
Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?8.
Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the 
subject, furnished?9.
Whether annexures are legible?10.

\11. Whether annexures are attested?
L/Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?

iX Whether copy of appeal is delivered to A.G/D.A.G?___________
Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and 
signed by petitioner/appellant/respondents? ______________
Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?

14.

15.
Whether appeal contains cuttings/overwriting?16.
Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?17.
Whether case relate to this Court?18.
Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?______
Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?

19.
20.

Whether addresses of parties given are complete?21.
22. Whether index filed?

Whether index is correct?23.
Whether Security and Process Fee deposited? on24.
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 
Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent 
to respondents? On_________________ ______________________
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? on

25.

26.

Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite 
party? on27.

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been fulfilled.

Name: %

Signature:

Dated:

/
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m The appeal of Mr. Aftab Hussain son of Fazal Khaliq Technician Central Prison Mardan 
received today i.e. on 20.09.2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the 

counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Check list is not attached with the appeal.
2- Annexures-B, E and I of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by 

legible/better one'.

-im /S.T,No

/2021Dt.

REGISTRAR ’ 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

tw

Syed Noman All Bukhari Adv. Pesh.

ve'

© ’J
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. /2021

Prison Deptt:V/SAFTAB HUSSAIN

INDEX
ANNEXURE PAGEDOCUMENTSS.NO.

.1-7Memo of Appeal and affidavit1.
08Copy of condonation of delay2.

ACopy of appointment order
Copy of dismissal order

3. \oB4.
\\^ tSI •cCopy of departmental appeal5.
IU - )tD t f

Copy of judgment6.
ECopy of re-instatement order7.
F8. Copy of CPLA order
G9. Copy of execution order
H10. Copy of inquiry report

11. Copy of impugned order 5qI :
J12. Copy of departmental appeal

3>AVakalat nama13.

4^-
appellant 

AFTAB HUSSAIN
THROUGH:

ALI BUKHARI)(SYED NO
ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT.

■I HI ■
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2021

Aftab Hussain S/0 Fazal Khaliq (Teclmician) 
Central Prison Mardan. ...i................... Appellant

Versus

1. Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs Department 
Govt of KPK, Peshawar.

2. Inspector General (Prison) Govt, of Kpk, Peshawar.
Respondents

_______________ SECTION 4 OF KP SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ^CT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
17.12.2020 WHEREIN PENALTY OF WITHHOLDING OF
INCREMENT FOR ONE YEAR AND THE PERIOD OF
ABSENCE AND INTERVENING PERIOD IS TREATED
AS ALEA VE WITHOUT PAY ANNUAL AND AGAINST
NOT DECIDING DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT WITHIN STATUTORY PERIOD OF 90

WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
DISMISSED FROM SERVICE

APPEAL UNDER

DAYS.

PRAYERS IN APPEAL

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THE ORDER
PASSED BY RESPONDENT NO. 2 DATED
M4V PTF.AflE RF. SET ASIPP THE ANNUAL
rNCHEMENT MA V RE RESTORED TO APPELLANT AND
tntebvfniNG period W.E.FROM 23.07.2011—TO

(DATE OF JUDGMENT) AND FROM

17.12.2020

12.03.2014
U.03.2014 TO OR.06.2017 (IIATE OFRE-INSTATEMENTl
MA YPLEASE BE TREATED AS FULL PAY OR LEAVE OF



* 'i

THE KIND DUE WITH ALL BACK
CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY.
WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND
APPROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN

AND
\

FAVOR OF APPELLANT

Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That the appellant was appointed as Dispenser in the Department of 

Prison of KPK, on 04-11-2004. (Copy of the appointment letter is 

attached as Annexure-A).

i.'-

19-4-2010 the appellant got transferred from Dassu2. That on
(Kohistan) to Sub Jail Daggar Buner where the appellant started his 

duty and on 08-06-2010 after two months the order of the appellant 

dated 19-04-2010 was cancelled and the appellant was relieved onOl-

07-2010 from Sub Jail Daggar back to Dassu District, Kohistan.

some medical3. That during the meantime the appellant because of
problems could not join his duty at Sub Jail Dassu that the other 

problem faced by the family of the appellant being basically resident

also that of the migration from Swat to Districtof District Swat was 

Mardan as IDPs during the tenure of about 02 years.

fresh transfer order from Sub Jail Dassu
.That

4. That on 26-11-2010 a
Kohistan to Sub Jail Daggar, where the appellant join his service

conducted by the jailafter joining, so called inquiry proceedings were 

Superintendent Swat, and the findings of the Inquiry the stoppage of 

04 increments as well as the period of absence, treated as extra

ordinary leave without pay were recommended.

inspite of the fact that the punishment of dismissal was

findings of the inquiry proceedings, will the 

dismissal order on 23-07-2011. (Copy

not
5. That

recomniended in the 

appellant was handed over a
of the dismissal order is attached herewith as Aiinexure-“B”).



¥■>

6. That appellant then filed a Departmental Appeal against the above 

said order on 16-8-2011 which was rejected by the appellate authority.

(Copy of the Departmental Appeal is attached herewith as 

Annexure-^”).

7. That the appellant being feeling aggrieved filed service appeal no: 

941/2011 and the Hon’able Tribunal is kind enough to accept the 

appeal of the appellant vide judgment dated 12.03.2014, whereby the 

impugned orders were set-aside and the appellant was rerinstated in to 

service ^d the proceeding was remanded to the competent authority 

for an order a fresh accordance with law. (Copy of Judgment is 

attached as annexure-D). V

8. That after tribunal judgment the appellant was re-instated in to service
> 'i

vide order dated 08.06.2017 while the back benefit of the intervening 

period has been left on the decision of the CPLA/denovo inquiry after 

lapse of three years. Copy of the re-instatement order'is attached as

annexure-E.

25/2020 for9. That thereafter, appellant filed execution petition
implementation. During execution petition the CPLA was 

dismissed by the Hon’able Supreme Court vide order 01.09.2020. 

Thereafter, respondent submitted impugned order dated 17.12.2020, 

inquiry report and through execution petition on 18.01.2021. (Copy of 

the CPLA Order, Execution petition order dated 18.01.2021, 
inquiry report and impugned order is attached as annexure-F, G,

H&I).

no:

proper

ppellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned order filed 

departmental appeal which was not decided within statutory period of 

90 days. Hence, the present appeal on the following grounds amongst

is attached as annexure-

lO.That the a

other. (Copy of the departmental appeal

J)-

' i



^ GROUNDS:

A. That the impugned order of the appellant is illegal unlawful without 

authority/jurisdiction and being based on malafide intentions is liable 

to be set-aside.

B. That the malafide intentions of the respondent Department is very 

much clear from the fact that the appellant was frequently transferred 

from on place to another place without any cogent reasdns.

C. That no inquiry proceedings as prescribed under the pirevailing laws 

over conducted, still in the findings of inquiry of punishmentwas
recommended was only warning and yet the appellants was awarded

al increment without mentioning ahy reasons forwitliholding on annu 

dis-agreeing of the recommendations of the inquiry officer.

' That the punishment awarded to the appellant was not proportionate
awarded the maximum punishment and the 

considered the situation faced by the

D.
with his fault and he was 

punishing authority did not 
appellant as during the said period the whole family of’the appellant 

was migrated from Swat to Mardan as IDPs during the said period.

E. That neither process/procedure as prescribed in the service laws were 

adopted by the respondent Department, nor he Was ever served 

with a final show cause notice as his required under the prevailing

laws/rules.

ever

F That after Tribunal judgment dated 12.03.2014 the appellant
instated in to service vide order dated 08.06.2017 while the back

left on the decision of the
was

was re

benefit of the intervening period has been
CPLA/denovo inquiry. The reinstatement order of the'appellant 

issued after lapse of three years which is unjust and unlawful. The

leave without pay we.froin thetreating intervening period as 

12.03.2014 till re-instatement is 

justice.

is unlawful and against the norms of



A
■?

G. That according to Supreme Court judgments, if the delay 

of the department and there is no fault of the appellani in the 

the appellant should not suffer with the 

allowed to the appellant for the said period.

on the part 

same,
same and the benefits was

H. That once the appellant re-instated into service without any penalty 

and only the back benefits is subject to the outcome of denovo 

inquiry but quite astonishingly the penalty was also awarded to the 

appellant. Which is illegal and unlawful.

I. That the appellant cannot be held responsible for the 

lapse/irregularities committed by the department and in such case the 

Hon’able Supreme Court of Pakistan has held the department 

responsible not the appellants.

That it is pertinent to mentioned here that appellant in intervening 

period after the judgment of tribunal regularly visited the office and 

so the appellant never remained absent from du^. so if the 

performance of duties is concerned it is due to illegal dismissal order 

of the department the appellant not performed duties, so the appellant 

cannot be suffered for the fault of others.

J.

!• '
K. . That the relevant authorities restrain the appellant from performance

■ A'-.

of duty due to there improper exercise of official power, therefore, 

the appellant cannot be deprived from his legal right of salary .

L. That the appellant is not deprived from the back benefits for the 

period which they remained out of service without dny fault from 

their side, that According to judgment of Supreme Court reported as 

2007 PLC Supreme Court-184 as mentioned below;

“the salaried of civil servant would not be withheld 
for the intervening period when they remained 
pout of service due to whimsical and arbitrary 
actions of the ftmctionaries. Civil servaht had 
every right to recover their arrears” ; i



So, in the light of Supreme Court Judgment the appellant is also 
legally entitled for their salaries.

L. That the appellant was not remained gain full employee during the 
period out of service and the appellant is legally entitled to pay 
benefits w.e.ffom 12.03.2014 TO 08.06.2017. according to judgment 
of Supreme Court Reported as 07 SCMR-855(b), s the appellant is 
legally entitled for salaries for a such period.

M. That the respondent No. 2 was bound to give the reasons for not 
agreeing with the fmdings/recommendations of the inquiry officers 
and passing impugned order in such a manner was not warranted 
under the law.

That even the inquiry officer could, not prove ill his inquiry 

proceedings the allegations leveled against the appellant it is 

therefore the inquiry officer not proposed penalty.

M.

A) That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 

proofs at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that th^ppeal of the 
appellant may be accepted as prayed for. / .

APPELLANT 
AFTAB HUSSAIN

; ’ f

THROUGH:
V

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI) 
ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT

CERTIFICATE;

It is certified that no other service appeal earlier has been filed 
between the present parties in this Tribunal, except the presentipne.

DEfoi^ENT

I TT OF BOOKS:
Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.

2. The ESTA CODE. .
3. Any other case law as per need.

1.

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COUR
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BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. /2021

v/s Prison Deptt:AFTAB HUSSAIN
i

AFFTOAVIT
W;-

• i

I, AFTAB HUSSAIN, (Appellant) do hereby affirm that the 
contents of this service appeal are true and correct, and nothing has 
been concealed from this honorable Tribunal.

DEPONENT

AFTAB HUSSAIN

■ ;

; •'

i

■

I.



BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBXJNAL PEOTAWAR

APPEALNO. /2021

Govt Of KPAftab Hussain V/S
i-

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION
OF DELAY IN THE INSTANT APPEAL

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH;

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

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

3. That according to superior court judgment cited as 2002 pic (cs) 
13 88 no limitation run in case of pay matters.

4. That due to spread of the pandemic disease the appellant was. 
unable to submit appeal in time therefore it is requested to treat 
the limitation under S-30 of KP Epidemic Control and relief act 
Act 2020, otherwise, the appeal of the appellant on merit is 
good enough to be decided on merits. • M

It is therefore most humbly prayed that the instant appeal may 
be decided on merit by condoning the delay under S-30 of KP 
Epidemic Control and relief act Act 2020, to meetiHe)ends of justice.

Appelant
Aftab Hussain

Through rr\
SYED NOMAN ALIBUIOIARI 

Advocate High Court

Ti
t

r,
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Respected Sir, •.• ■ r
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1. That the .appellailt, got appointed ^ a. dispe;^ of prison .

of Khy ber Pakirtooh lQp)^^ a on <54-11-2004 ■
2. That oh l$d)4-20ll) appehahttrah^rted fri^te l^

jail Daggar!iBuheh^^e:die ’stiiteti his-dtey( Order attached as B)

'• •• -•••

'v

3. Thaton (}S-i)d4QiteTraniM >rder;(>f .a^el»^
elled bytebmp^erd^J^om^ relieved on 01-07-
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not ioin ■ his: dirM ^ Su^-jail dusso ;due; te rapdicdl reasra^^ /
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v.

•
■/•■

8. That aft^ General^prison
gave a ^boW eauee l^ofree t a fee appehanf the appellant gave his
reply/;defenseteb^fes;ltt^ied:^^

9. TTiat on 23B97--2dlT terminated/
dismissefr the :^enapt .fr^
medical ;e^i^ates;fi:^ ai-^ ( opier attached as K). •

10. That the 2007 fetd
that feai;;|i^ appellant a medical

board 3yasodns0tut^^ga^in^-^

■ 1;1-2007dh^.tile ^appeilfet'^s ^fib:mg frofefe
m the office ,pf:;d.b;.: prison y( ih appellant)(' Copy also

attached as Z) wifere, upon the I.(j.P pnsc>ri issued a letter dated 27-03-2009
and 29-i frg00.| vfeiGh:; suggest./fefd:fe^ 

whichsdll eefeiifeed Oteets^achedas:^^^

•J

.t.

ave its reports oh 10- 

whieh is available

/
f

was having Backache . .

11, Tliat thed,0;F h^. stated, in. & Order of j^pellant that oppoitunity of
. personal heapni was :giyerffe;the‘^pb|afe;^ has never been

heard..

12. That abcfet bogus ■hiediddh:e^tificafes::.tlie/ apt^lla
fee incjufry-offiGef as well asfee.Ta.P,whicharerG:and

nt has given his. reply, to

13. That the .feduiry offrcerhas his fhhhidri uhfet lines of inquiry report
which fe7'adaehed':al;:“H7: :^ ; gone behind' fee

recoram^d£hfehs ^, 6f fephinqmiy-,:fe|frcKj;,"aS has awarded . capital

punishment of dismissal; ;pf':apheUaHtlfrhfeiS^iCe which iis injustice and
naala fide Tn thopart QflGJhiEKin: ;: - 

14. That the 'appqllaht fe^'h a chance fe serve fee Deptt. He may
. kindly be hdiSefeht hishatjye.distn^ '^.7

.•* •v •..* ; ::• >•

r-
7.-- •; •;•- --;i:'b-‘ .•7--
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15. Tte OH

wa^: ^iven the lappella^
attachea:Ma*^dO> ««ap;

16. That 
is the

■1.

apt^as^^ graded but the samebenefit
order and. seniority list :

le^pellant:

reaspmtfi^^hoebmpl^nt^h^
employee and that 

made against the appellant by
7-

anyone. 
17. That the :

•i / 4

f^®^ongs.; to: ^::.hambfe' baehgr
source of mcorae/ sofe bread :eamer:uThis:fanuly;

18. That anr «atttihuled tb^th^;a^aahn3:nol his intentional and mala fide 

but “uM besmistakeandmiQtfaelamijy

ound and is the sole

FIUYER; ^ •:

h,s septceand dismissal order Bated IS-a^aiiri may
2) The^eibnt mayikpaybeup grided^ BPg,^

per poH.c^ df the Gb^^emnieht.'
3) The appellant may hindiy be posted in his ioatiye district please...f• ;•.

' .ypurs Sincerely

.:■ A^ai>,
(Dispenser)'

, Malobk Abad Mingora Swat'

ussan

Dated: 16-08-201 It

<

i'

>...
'■'.'

•;.

'. • ••■;.

•/• -T,
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SH.FOR.ETHE SERVICF TgTRUNAL K.P.K.. K

, 1 f

-A \'v.V^• J

Is: ^ ^ ^Si \
i

//
1

Service Appeal No.__ I /?nii E.. ■. mk
■- ■ .S^JlI.Si^./-/;

Altab ilur;r;ain S/o Fa/nl l<holiq (Ex-DispenseiM 
Sub .Jjiil Dacjgar Buner, Appellant:

' Versus ,
'

1 Secretary Home, & Tribal Affairs' Department Govt, 
of K.P.K., Peshawar, i

■ ■

liispector General (Prisons) Govt.
Peshawar. ■ ;

fi
4r

■ 2.J: of K.P.K,,

!..................... P>espondencs

Appeal u/s 4 i of NWFP Service
i

1 ribuna! Act 1974 against the order 

of respondent jlMo. 2 23.07.2011

whereby .the appellant has been 

dismissed ■ iwith! ■ immediate effect 

from his service.-

V.

mi

hi!
I

I
■ ,9

"¥f' .
Praycir in Apceal:

Oh acceptance for this appeal the 

order of dismissal passed by 

respondent No. 2 dated, 23.07.2011 

may please be sec-aside and the 

appellant be reinstated back to his 

service with all his back benefits

£

•••
■>

!

<G, ''h"■"t

AtA
i

.K/
c •

'3 I-t'TTTT' '1-SfflllSSiSssrHsssaswsi'-,;> v.n

.....j'i'iiit

iff
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1
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\ .S'

! , i ' i 'v\ ■■•'''■.■ • /

jv>.No. of 
oi clur or

•■-,

i!f; or
Iirocoedin.!;,s 

o......h' ■r^//y.-I
I i

:
• ••a."! i

SiiSrcip;.0: Ijpni c j aincnL JxJPK. Jl nd ji n()ij,cr)

!
' (:'''LmbJ:!us^iin-vi

I

•'I2.();i.20i~l Appellant with ,■ >■,

■bail on behalf of respondents 1 with

■"ir.cl and Mr.Shcharyar Klum, Assistant'Supdt:

r;
AAG present. Representative of the

■

respondents produced copies ttf the rct|uisitc recortl, which 

Ide. He, however, .Slated Ihai the
arc placed on 

second inquiry relating to absence, from 

tipio K.6.2011 and'non-compliance with hiwful

;

duly without intimation
I

orders of the competent aulhority.against the appellant is still pending 

I’ccausc of dismissal IVom sciwicc of il,c appellant
i
*■

(
as a result of earlier

i .l.■n.■..^mc,.l„l p,™»lin»s l,i.„ „„
!•

!
I wiltoul inlimatio,, I, 7 ,(,|„ 75 ,,,,(,10 and proclucllon of

laiijus iiicclica! ccnificalo, Atiaimcnia heard and record |)cniscd.
I .

i !
I Al'iab Hussain,(appeilam) joined i>rison Department as 

o'li ‘1,1 1.200d, and

\ hbrnsLi, Kohislan to ,Sub Jail 

order was

:•
Disponsei' 

Irtmslbr IVom 

'i>agga.r, Buncr, on .19..i.2010, llie transfer 

relieved from Sub J;i.il Da,ggar 

According to the appellant, he could

!r
on 8.6.2010, will-,in two months'of his

I

,! • t... - :

'V

cancelled and the ajdpcllant was 

lor joining duly at Dassu, Kohislam 

'iot join his duly at .Sub ,hiil, Du

i.

I

h',:(.:mise (.if some medical pruhlcm

o.ter problenra being faced by Ibe reaidenee of bia bon.e Dianic, Swai; 

j and on 26,11.2010 a frealf iranafcr order from .Sub lad l)aaa,i,

■'■■ub .lail, Daggar was issued. The appellant

iiiid

:•
:

Kohislan to;
I

ticcordingly joined his!- iicrvicc,

tt sho'w cause notice, followed by inquiry 

Swat,, who recommended.

but he was served with

proceedings by the Jail Superintendent
f

stoppage of four increments as 'rvcl'i ti eating period ol absence as

extraordinary leave without pay. Thotigh the Inquiry Oniccr did

as
1

not

ioconubcnd diamiaaal fro,,, aeodee in bia ilndinga, Ihe a„„ellan,

ciisr:iis.seci from
was'

service vidcHrnpugned order dalcd 23.7,2011. •I'he 

fppeni against the impugned order Inn

t .!
.d'iir

j aiipcllant pielcrred flepnrlmchtal
!

i

1

!
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1 tl'.c siimc was also rcjccicd by ihc appcllaic aulhu'rily and, alliaycdly.

I'L'CLiveil by Iho appellant ri! a.l i.iOl !\ hence this appeal on 30.11.20M. !/

riic appctil has been, lody^cd on the grounds that the appellant was

IVeipicntly transl'crred. IVoin rmc |.ilace to anotlier wiilunit any co!.',eni 

rciisons, that no inquiry proceedings as prescribed by the law were

condiicicd; that ihc Inquiry ( nicer, reco mm ended penally of stoppage of

I'ou) increments bn! the eonipelcnl anlliorily avyardc'cl jiiajor. penally of

dismissal from service without mentioning any reasons tor disagreeing 

with the recommendations of the Inquiry Ol'llcer; that the peitiilty awarded 

to !he. a])])cllunt was not coinniensurate with the gravity of the ehttrge; that 

the aiiihorily did not take into consideration the fact that during the said 

P'-iiM!l ilic i,'.iilire lainily oriln- appi'.llaiil mii'.raU'd lioin Swat to iVlaidan as

!

i

IDI's; that the immediate ofllccr of the appellant was satisfied with' hit;
i

|Perlbiinancc; that the appclhmi was not served with fnal sho'vv cause 

j ncU.'iC'.'' and that neither rcascins for;ina.xiinum penaltywere rnrnli'.hed nor 

the elii'.rge was proved tigaiiisi the. appellant. * .

'I'he ajjpcal was ctnitcsted by lite respondents who fled their joint 

wi iiien reply, wherein, the impugned acticni was defended on die grounds
\. .

\ .• that the appclUnU did nut join hisiduly at Sub Jail .Dassu, .Kohistan, ;ind 

■ 'J'\ rcintiincd absent from duly for long period from 1.7.2010.to 25.1 1.2010; 

and also that llikc/bogus medical certiricitlc was furnished by the appellantc
i

which 'was proved a.s such, ; on verifcatlon From the Medical

Superintendent, lOHQ llospital, Mardtm. 'I'he respondents claimed that
; I, • . ■ '

proper inquiry proceedings were adopted tind the appellant was duly
1

serx'cel with a show cause notice. 'I'he respondents admitted that tho.ugli
i

the Inquiry OlTiccr rccommcn'dcil slopiKige of four annual Incrcmcnts.but 

keeping in view nature of the charge/ofFcnee, the competent authority
r

imposed mitjor penally upon iheUippcllanl strictly in aceorclancc with the 

niles as the charge of bogus inedie;i! certificate stood proved against the 

appellant. 'I'hey further claiincd that the appellant has been provided

■f
V

•t

I ■

•r-

.•t
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iimplc opporliinily. of ddcncc unci hcurin". The appellaiil also filed 

j |■cjoinclel■ to die wriuen' reply of die rcspoiicleiils therein I’clleruling .his

i case

The urmnnenls (.if learned cocinsel fur the appellant t'oecised on the 

point that contrary to the ireeoninicndations of the Inqniry OlTicer for 

stoppage of four annual iiicreiiienis witliout fulni'c effect and treatinn. lhe

period of absence ;ts extraordinary leave without pay, the competent

tiulhofity i.e. Inspector-(lettciai of I'risons, KPK, I’eshawitr (Respondent 

No.2) awarded the penalty of dismissal IVotii service, that loo, without 

..serving the appellant with' final show cause notice therein meiilioning the 

reasons for his disagreeini'.iit with the rccorninendations of tlie liicpiiry

Oniccr. Like-evise, according to tlie learned counsel for the appellant, no 

reason, let alone cogent reasoii, was furnished by the appellate authority 

Yliile rejecting dcparlmenliil appettl of the appellant vide, oicler conveyed

^ i
through memo dated 27.tO:2Ui I.

's

•:
I'hc record'.madcTlyailable by the respondent-department during, 

the course of arguments kvould reveal that though the appellant was 

served with a shtuvieausc notice after culmination of inquiry proceedings 

.against him on tlie chtirgcsi of wilful absence from duty from 01.7.'2010 to

1

25.11.2010 and procluclion of bogus ihcdical ccrtiricatc; conveyed lo him
.1 ■

ihroiii’h charge slieei and slaltancnl ol allegalions dated 22,5.201 l; .hul the
i

show cause notice docs not reveal reason of the cornpetem authority for
I

dissenling/disagre.eing wilh, llte rccommendiitidns of Ihc liRiuiry pITicer,
I

ivhneover, through the .show cause notice, the cnnipclenl aulltuiTy
• It

conveyed to the appcllanti that-h.c has tentatively decided to impo.se the 

major penalty oi' iviiiovalsurvicu, but in lire impugned order dated 

2?) .7.2011, the major pctialty qX dismissal from service was imposeil upon 

the appellant. Needless Iq say that removal from service and dismissal 

from service are two differcnl penalties provided for in Ihe NWFP (KPK)

h.

Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000, wherc-ttnder

.1

i

i
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il”' abycncc of;■ >■'

iiiasons Ilirni;;hud by ihc cii W'nipcicni amhoriiy in 

■ with ihc ■

llic showI! I notice for disagreement 

‘‘'^i^dry Onicer.

authority lias b

findings/ 

order dated

'■ocomnicndations 

hll32i}, o'ddu competent

on„w
Court of Pakistan,

I’akisian).

nu-mo ,h,i,v! n7.l0.2(VI I 

reasons i

of- the.
: t! !

.!“:!^4^ot'sustainabl 

and judgment of thc
/ c On

I'

intiusi Supreme
re-ijorted as 20! i £uaaajos4i,ia(Sup,s„„c„„n/ of

'■'ie, the order of 

i-s also

accordandc with the
;

■'OS Act, 807

‘fie appellate 

• aiisiaiiiable bee; 

' provision of

authority conveyed vide 

"'•'^e of absence of 

section 24-A(2) of

no!
i

Ccncral Claii ihc
!

Con ‘^cquently. on theI acceptance ofthc 

«^;'’Pclcn;. tuuhority dated
appeal, both the i 

- 2.-!.7.201 I 

memo dated 27.10,2011

■service. jj,e j

- impugned 

and that of the

\ orders of i|,e

appellate authority 

aiiide, and the 

proceedings

conveyed through 

appellant is
1 -o! arc set

reinstated in1
■!:

cparinnenial

eompelcnt auti-.-ority for

■I arc accordingly remanded to the
an-t

tind file Observalions 

period prescribed by the 

"'‘«ifieappoliantshaifbe ' '

madej tibove as early as possibaem within the

"‘'leiivise of back bcncli'
! iaw, 'fheyrani or

I Siioiect to theoiilcomc 0.^ don,,rl,„o„:j/;„,„i,y
Procccilings, Tlicrc shall, I,V, owever, be- I

I'ri order tis to ciisis.

4,NiVO[J!\'CFj7 
12.0.1,2014“ ■■fj

7 ■ 7ly
--..— .r.
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■ ;

■ ! ttifn» •• .1.’
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAT KPK. PKSHAWAR
- . ' ■ i

C.MNo. 37/2017 ' >

€ LI

In

Service Appeal No. 1941/2011

Aftab Hussain S/o Afzal Khaliq Ex-Dispenser Sub Jail Dagg 

Buner
ar

Appellant
\

VERSUS
Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs Department Govt of KPK Peshawar 

and others Respondents

INDUX

S.No. Description of Documents 

Application
Copy of Judgment 

Copy, of Application 

Wakalat Nama

Annex Pages1. , 1-22. 3-7 .
3. ■... 8
4 •.

Applicant

Through.

GhulamNabi
&

Mian Taj jam U1 Shah

Advocates, Peshawar

Cell# 0300-5845943

Dated 09-03-2017
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Better Convc
OFFICE OF THE

general of prisons
YBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

ORDER

Mansehia were awarded1najo!'^peMlty of “1

duty with effect from 01-07-2010 to 25-11 2010 a<;
for the period of his absence vide this office order Nri^Td^d 2 ”-0^“’“’

service appeal No. 1941/2011 for set asiding the pe^ ll“' ^ preferred
leaned Service Tribunal has decided his appeal and rem^ nTf" the
fresh inquiry proceeding against him. The teamed Tr/toM ni Department for a
benefits to tire above name appellant shall be sublet ^ 8"“"
Accordmgly, the case was refetred to Law Department fer 7h^ “In't ‘“‘'“‘D' Preceding. 
Committee to decide as to whether the case is fit for ^A t 7 ^
Pakistan otherwise. The scrutiny committee concerned 7 A e August Session Gourt of 
accordingly filed by the Departae ^
Pakistan. . • /

, for filing CPLA which 
as Pending m the August Session Court ofnt and his case i

implementation of the JudgmenlLed tl-OMoHm'ndll'* I P«*ion No. 37/2017

for implementationof their Judgment referred to above. “ aribuna] has asked

teamed Service TribuIl^Nr/rSb Hmsafn LirseriJTP'""h 

■mtnediate effect and his intervening period i e fZ feh ^t e a
t^-ce..lhedecideZ:thebasl!?L“Z:SZd:n:r::;:Z-instatement i

against the vacZ^lrfZSSmteZMZ' " hereby posted to Central Prison Mardan
macy.

Endst No PESHAWAR

Copy of the above forwarded to the-- 
he Secretary to Government of Khyber Pakhtunkh 

Peshawar, for information
1.

wa Home and T.A Department 
to Home Department letterwith reference

(Courts)/HA/4313/2016 dated 13/04/2017
2. The Supermtendent Central Prison Mardan for information

A copy of Judgment dated 12-03-20r4 of the 
here-with.

- The Superintendent District Jail Barmu 
action.

No. SO

and further necessary action, 
learned. Service Tribunal enclosed

and Mansehra for information and necessary
4. The District Accounts Officer Mansehra, Bamiu and Mafd
b- The registrar Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkh an for information, 

wa Peshawar for information.

assistant DIRECTOR (ADMN)
^NSPECTpR GENERAL OF PRISONS 
khyber PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR
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bun The Vearn^i ?Sdimil^SfiEprdei#Uhat benefits .to the abaven^n..
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Lav. Depavtn.eat'.for:pfadinrfesarhd;tP«c.hUP^^^^^
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learned Service da;

inpuirv

Petition No. 37/2017.;. tei 
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J^^^Aussatn
--Mespandent

• ifr. Atif AH Kbaa, AddlddnsJ 
Advocate General- KP

: N.R, .

: 01.09.2020

G'^-.D-fe t?

fiaigr Ah^j, c.Ti;;We tevo heard the Icaro=d Additional

l^c#poiide«t 

Date of Hearing
J,

AdTOente General, 1€P.

\2. The respondent was proceeded against, on being absent 
from duty without authorization and filing of fake and bogug. medical = 

certmeate. Regular en^ was conducted in which, the Inquiiy c® 

j-ecommexided stoppage of four (04) increments as well .as treating the

period of absence as Extra Ordinaiy Leave without pay (EOL). However, 

the competent authority after issuing of show cause notice through 

letter dated 23.07.2011 imposed penalty of dismissal from service. This

penalty was challenged by the respondent by fifing of a service appeal 

. before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar (the 

TzihunalJ, By the impugned order dated 12<G3.20l4 the order of 

imposition of penalty was set aside by the Tribunal and while . 

remstaliag the respondent in service, the matter was remanded to the .

- I

W ■; •;
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4ei|iBtaiB.at for p®afeg of the 

te j however, the back to of the 

such order.

strictly in accordahce with 

respondent were dependent upon

»
• •;• ■

?: A

3 Leaimed Additional Advocate General, KP contends that the 

corapetent authority has given reason
f.

in .its order and in this respect 

re&s upon a dooumant avaiiablo at Page.3S of tha paper-book. We have
gone through such docunaent and apparently find

may consdtute a reason for chsagrecing with to

Inquiry Officer. The Tribunal haa . remanded the

nothing in it that

recommendation of the

matter and the
department is free to take ac 

order. Ho ilcgialilr in
action in accordance with the iimpugned

»e: impwgned oWer k slo»n to aa 4

nor any '
aubatanlial queadon of law of pubUe Importance in tenna of ArUele

212(3) of the eonsritutioR, is raised, 

find leave i“efuscd.
I he peddon Is, therefore, dismiased
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVldk TRIBUNAL.■f

; PESHAWARi- ..■'s'

■ /Vpa''^?0\ ■:

''•fc v>*‘

\nRei
Service Appeal No 1941/2011

.:/2019

Attab Hussain S/0 Fazal Khaliq presently Dispenser-Sub Jail, 

X Internment Centre Saudi Sharif Swat...;............ (Petitioner)

VERSUS

1. Secretary Home and Tribal Affairs Development Government 

: of KP, Peshawar w ;

2. Inspector General (Prisons) Government ||of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.;....^.. (Re^spondents)

Application for implementation of the 

judgment and......  order dated

_ of, . this Honourable

Tribunal in the above mentioned appeal

Respectfully Sheweth:

The Applicant/Appellant humbly submits as under:-

That the Applicant/Appellant was serving in the Respondent

Department.

That the Applicant/Appellant earlier filed serViide appeal No
■ ■■' , ' If :

1941/2011 before, this Honourable tfibunal| which 

decided in favour of Appellant on dated 12-03-2014. (Copy 

of the appeal is attached herewith).' , T '

,1)

2) t •

was

: /•
IriTirr'i*' .id irti I ' u

I
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i'8.01.2d21^ 7 Thfe ease w&s fi^^^ requisltioried ’ 'y■ r

oq .|HE)Wiyitten.;request: of the respondent departnient. being 

/ directed'b'y ithe learned Ghaj^
•:

: Nemo for petitioner.

■ '■ KabTr; Ullah. Kha'ttak' learned' Additional' Advocate General

. alongwith Atta Muhammad Lavy Officer for respondents 

^ present:,- ■. ’ '

. '.V
6

f:f I:
I

■ As per record, the application in hand vvas Submitted for '
. ;i.mptementatidn of .order dated 12.'03.2014 of this Tribunal ' 

vide, which petitioner .i.'was - reinstated in Service and . . 
departmental proceeding's were remanded to tji’e competent 

authority for an order afresh. The respondents' department 
'.filed CPLA and vide order dated 01.09;2020:^.petition 

dismissed and'leave was refused. Accordingly^ order 
: .passed by Inspectpr General of Prisons on 17i 12^^2020 vide 

which ■mino.r; penalty of withholding of increment'for 

: • year was awarded and absence period from ,G1..07.2010 to 

. . .. 25.11.,2010 and intervening ..period , from the date of 
dismissal from service to the date of reinstatement in service 

was treated as ..leave without pay. Today, neither the 

petitioner nor his counsel is. available. Therefore, 
adjourned to ,10.02.2021, before S.B, however, salary of the 

. representative and respondents No.T & 2 stands released. ■'
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INOUmY OF HUSSAIN
TE^NICIAN FItOM P :iv:AT- JAH; nASSU KOKTSTAN.

•»
■>..r •Ha:BRIEF FACT: -

, the ..undersigned wa&.noFmMted as Officer .-uiEldei: ’r(fieTl4/6 of.the E&D
Rules-2011, to cdfiduet; .his' ' y;.
absentia throuj^ bd^us M^d^.; C|^|ic^'of
F^sdns drder No35072/^V^{l^85Jl^fi2& proceeded, to '

District Jail Swat in order to phofid into thd; matter, to; exammetfie case thoroughJy
vi
r.

■i'.

and to submit recommendation to me’don^ent diith^ 

was informed about tite .date iafiaqm]^ pr!EK:eedHigS;;a3';vTC.a.;i2is:^
Sub Jail Dassu iLohistan waa also, infoi^d to. provide; r date of Inquiry .

. at District Jail SAyat;:und^ .:I^Ife|2 bd did; E^;;RtiJ(^20l iy'R the

\'-5.

; accused official appesa-dd; W&m.;tbe date while a
Junior Clerk. firom;.Sub-JaHvyj^^qli^&^al^v^^jpdidd'^^Hrei^ and

. ^provided leleyant rdcm^ tifet to-the accused
official withoitt arty -stress :durfn& the mqui]^ j^coediE^;a^ the

following drarges .vyerd:;ieve{ed:'agams3fvbiidv%-die 'Ocanp^ent 'a^^ ^
mie.3 ofE&D Ruiesi2Sl:A>©'.

y-;-
■; :

L Mn AftcU) {^n cari^eelk^dfiof ;^
Bassu to Sub0aU Da§^^:^^"^ev^ !t^:ih€ Sp^^]^ndetti 
Da^garonm^%ij^Qi!^us^d0jOiii^t^ 

report time, he
rernmned abi^ froth w to

2. He prpduced Jd^0 oert00^00 pen0^00ti^l absence Le. 
from OL07i201b to 2SJ} 2903ohich on ver^^bh w0found bogus 
conveyed vide 0eM0- S0t0ehd0 IfSQ Ubs^ letter
No. 1823 dated 26^02tm

i

/ /• /
.1

«

as

.. .......
'i

. t-
As -per available recdrdy the. accused^ official w^ r.eli'&a^-;6ft fi^^ from Sub .

Jail Daggar at Buner for: duty at.Sub. JaU;I^$su KoMst^ but the accused.failed to

t
'■

his duty withm^s^iated:tife'a^‘rdi^^ duty at Sub .
Jail Dassu w.e.f Qlfr.?..2Ciifi to, ZSd.iyZfiio. After, .re^mitigrd^ he. provided. • 

Medical Rest Certifiers:'obtained: ffpiii district Hdadqdarttff: Hospital Mardan . 

which were found, bogus, 'TherdfOrO,: the donjpeterit tarbn^^ .inquiry
' andMr. Akhtar'Mtmy(Rifre);]6x;d)epu%Stq;ierihtehddnt Jail'conddctedlnqui^

: resume
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,12.03,2^14 Of the ' - ::
... Ai ■ -S'- -■

••V

authority, 

®S.Q6.20]7.

^ eompet^t 
r No: 13078; dated ;C*'

.‘?Vv ■ ■;.

/ -• <»
. rx, I. fFIN|>INf;s>- . -fr-

■ ■■■:

;■

The accused official ;-••

cross

as‘ Weli as recoffied : 
^ iAnnexare-B). During

!■ his
at^imtattacljed ti'

I :recordedt.:-'.-'K"
rl ■ ■'. ■■■■:■ 'He^ was ■;

$ 't

^ ■■

i: :at
b;
B:t-- .f
! .

However, here
Cetnficates,obtaine4;^;:OH^Ijgj^«^^

Mardao as s«: drti,g^;the^eoui^.4f-j*o^..^ ,

»omDistriolSwatfca^aistei.^S^ sb'b ^b

£ '.•••;
f

%■

i .Medical Rest

i

i

i'
>:

■■r\'

■i

.This'sort of answer cre^sjdonbt iri tU 

6X'tent if we

excusaf'.
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■ , h= joSte teifitW iH. to be
^onsict^d that he has.spent«^*artgg ye^d:bf lifev^

tomg ^ =d»-ofKs?di^3eJ;»*^SS^e^^^fc^ .

, ■en.ency.tegoitedto^^ttH^
Annexure-Q ' ' ' ■ ■ ■.■..•-■ ., • «« .

f

A

.■:

. • i ,
• • -N

-0W.wh.l= tendered
bard moumamous ,

eONCLlJSlON:
r

’C’
■ ■, >:■ I.;•■;•:•: .• •••' •

■■ .'K-.
, : I'V<!

■■;

After thoroughly examiiiihg;'^:: 
reached to the

case

him fcr b-ra I^ acts. Ahnosl the;iito:,i.hent«Batoa W
nt..c,e„.pnn.shme« fe5K&:Tote«*ta,^offi«t^eaiabin^date^ • 

his recent conduct, which,was^uhds^sfeory; . : ;;--"^ '

.. ■

• c

' BECOMMKhmATTrtTvrc;
Raping in view te aboveiub«^a^;d»S^^

Therefore, ft is recommended:^

.:•. ■ }-

.t ,!■'■: :•
■\

■i

• -i- ;• •'
I■•V

•r;•> =■ I. absentperiodrhay:Wtededasi^^i^^
2, Tta tea„eni„g periodte;i*^.dae^^^

Semcea may be tceatetf 3>rf^ ^
5. ThahcmaybearicJly wgta^dTOli^^^^.

. •'^r^*'“aybetranaferAt^,i5Ja^ ,

•■: f•';: ..
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Better Cony

INSPECTORATE GENERAL OF PRISONS 
KIIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR 
091-9210334, 9210406,091-9213445ORDER

was

*iPlM
the case vide Judgment dated 12 03 2014 a H l q /^^unal to conduct a denovo inquiiy in

matter vide this office endst; No. 35073-75-WE dated 05-10-2020.

AND WIfflREAS, the inquiry officer concerned submitted i 
which charges has been proved against him.

personal hearing,he accused official again failed to justify his innocence

its findings according to

NOW THEREFORE, in 
Palchtunkhwa Government Servant 
charges, evidence

exercise of powers conferred under Rule-14 of Khyber 
on record ,1" ^ Discipline) Rules 201 ]. having considered the

?===ii§iSSS£::i
absence period i.e from 01-07-2010 to 25-11-2020 is treaS'"” his
ietervening period i.e from the date of dismiss"?^:™ , To^ ^17, 7

retnstated in se™ce (19-06-2017) is also hereby toted as leave withou; pay. “

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF PRISONS 
khyber P AKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAREndst No.

. Copy forwarded to;-1.

2. Se:^s7“y°l7Set Bto ™
The District Account Officer Tito^rTS

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR

3.
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; tNS|iEe:rC»R^ general, OF PRISONS 
KJHYBElf^ pAkliTUNKHWIf 3‘S -Va . 9210406^ |fe 091,»2t344&•1. •■ ;'■

WUftjyr,

■

ORDER .; •;
^ attach^

awarrfecJ th3|or pe»iilty df feis. wiiffut ati^cc Rom duty with effect from (K-7-2Gf t O to
25-1 t-io.t’O’as vvtiti.hs:sfebmissiptt of fike iifedipaifeertiifcate'fe^ of itis absence vide this offtcc orifer

• l5foJ4728';dSfe<ji3lit^Rll',: \ ' ^ , r' : ■'!
■ AN|f WjBEERllASf his' def^ttritentst appeal' he pteferrerf service appeal Np.l‘M 1

• /201t learned Service tcihuaal tais (tecided'bis '
. appehl.itncifBfna^,^ttfe'da3h:<to;.the'<fetjart»ni^ for aireahtnsjairy proceedings against tot. The fearo 

ftirther ordered'toiRte.^anf of ba^ibenefds^ to, the: above'fwro& apppttanl sh^ subject to outcome of fresh
inquirivpf^eedingi Accqrrftrtlf^,' tJie'case: j«as refecred tp. ENep&meftt for plaeing the ^nte to the Scrutiny 
Comm)Kee fo\deeid<t,tts'to Whether fhe'^ is 'RfforTiliag GfKA in the.August Supteme Gourt of Pfthistan or 
otherwise, iTfieJScftttiiii' Gdtnmtftedjxmeem^ (petered fit casfc fcn filmg CFLA which' accordingly filed by tire 
depactmentdnd tfee'&’[|wcirfe;Ostirt,dfV^'sfan dtatffe^ thfe ^ departnient and uphold the decision of
the Khyber:Pskhtu«KW|-'^iyfee;Tnbttna joconduit a de^otw;^ in the ease vide jodgetept dated fi, 
2020 tnCi Fefiti&o Ho.2i7-Ppfj^^^ the.dectsipri.pf'Att^l.Suprerne Court of Pakistan he filed execution ,
Pefion Kd.uT'^Ri^ fpr imptetfteritaftdiri ofSefvfce.Ttibutihii^isrnetit dated 12-03-2014arrd (earn Service Trihtinat 
asked for ikptemehtafioti.of tbbif iifdgetnleht ahd accdrdmgiy fie .^as re-instated in service vide this office order
Nofi3078'dated0m-2017.;'\V/./.

V ." Khan p^ity Superintendent-cum-Superintendent Central
Prison Bahnrr was appointed as Inquiry Officer for cdndttctitig.dh-novo inquiry in the ntatter vide this office endst;.

;■ >io:25073-TSTWE:.dated;05-'fci{Gfh\''':.v:J J'
v AND-;WHEREAS^; tiiquiry^Ofticcr .'.dortiemecl'submitted'its findings according to which

clwges.has been , proved against fiirn. ^; .
'^O WHEREAl^ tRe,:tttuieEhiga.ed issued the Shdvv Cause Notice and

the aceusB.d'furnishedhiS reply'buEfaUeitplu^ffyfeihtttQCengd^./ ; ^
, .AN& die urtdetsgned being ct^paerit authptity granted him the opportunity of

personhfihdarnig .on .15-12-2026; ;& pfdy.icted jurvder.roies ibid.''Duting the..cotrrse of personal Itearmg the acctiseci 
offiejaldgifih f3tfed,:tpJttsfify;ius:tKr ocetKfov.JV,

■ ' . NOW .TBEFUpfGfiE- m exfifeise afVpQwere conferred under Rufe-f4'pf IChyto Pakhtu 
Goverm'tteqf ,^.rvant^ffi(:^ey ,&.,,Btscipfme>;Riilfts;20H; fiayihg.constdefed the chargBS, evidence on.record., 
file expfertsdion'ofthdacctteed.bfficial'Jas wetias the .ree'ptp^ Inquiry Officer and after affording
the pppdrfohity fofiper^mai'hearm^ dtfe 'uastefst^fi bbing ^ authority is pleased to award the minor 
penalty of j^itbhoidiftg of increident fdf bnc year to, the acc^^ Hussain Technician. , In

' additiqrr.his absidfod ^tQd.oe frotii'OI-OTiiiOlO to ZS-l'l-iOiO isfr^ed as, leave without pay and his intervening;. 
, periodvi.e:frchn .foejdafe. of dfsmi^f®from;seryk:e^^^ to the date, of-re-instateraent in service

{19-(16-20t7y'is ateheteijy'fteatod asteave.^^ - . ■ • ,

; lilSPECTOR GENERAL OE prisons;.'•i

. ENDRriNiOi

if':';.'; ;';'Gbpyqf;fhe'>bovefe;ter%dedtb;-':':'
■ t:'.:.Mr:Shmtulfah,Deputy Supfefihtendent-oufn-S’ttp&infendenr.Cbhtral Prison BannuflnqutryOfftcerftqi' "

, .:'.;rtofor^ti4,^itkfefereniefofesfotter.Nq.7'tS8:WE:dated-fe-n-20^^^ - v, . . ;
.2;' ;^e Super.intoddehtjj^^ fpr.iKfbrroatibridnd necessary action; Necessary entry may

made.m‘Ms.Sei|dee.;Bc^kiafE^properiatte^aiort:::;'^
■ ■''3. ■."TiieDtstri'ot''Accdtttitsdfficdf.Timer^'ra.for infonriatidtv:','

t
t
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• -RdSPECTOR^TElSENERAEOF PRlift^S. 
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The Hottorahle Secretary x-'
I

■;■

... V.Vj
.i'.

-■.

A^fe Ti^c^dbn-Bistt ^aS| Baggai^^^

.■

:•••

Departmental api>e^lag^Stlm^Mifil:(rip4efc:^l^-Jf-2004-44i67
dated'. 17-12-2020-
Khwa*. ■ ■' ■

;■•.

M:.•••■■.■•■•..

'1 •'

Ecs^ecM Sir, Eh /.
•• ';'•••• -•..

..'i

Ilife a^efiiitfchsil)^^

ofKhybefl^ii^feottliisvs^a^C)^ ,'

s'.

2. That m 19>^04^20i0:^e|yst
jailDagga£BuherE^^liie;^feiIj^;slto4;f^

3. That on OShfer® 10: 19-04-2010 vtas got
■ cancelled eorapet^^:^^oni^ and liie ©li^ 01-07- ■•./.'

f
2010 fromadd'; relieve arid

•
relieving dpcket attaclied and D )

4, That after reHcvh ^oni sii0- jailhi^gg^ die appellant epuld
not join Ba dniyh at Suh^eit Leuhagp /.

■•' .: •

(ba(fecdi^A:The;;^eiis^ v^ashstad(^ those days being an
LD.T thefefi3#;be liej^ bbpdiio^ini^bea^^ Mardan «'• ,.

5. that on 2$-M^20|0 sn^
Bnssa to stib:-^aij ©dggar 'wheiC'the joined his 'service {
Copy of traris^ wderhatti2h^^a&

6. .That ail O6-04~i20| i pn;in<|aiFyhwas;in&|ehEi#Sn^^fc 

absence from 

the inquiiy pfBcer .’^
jahlSwat. .

■•K :•

-•-.' ■'

V.V,
•-• ••

•7^■•s.

-
■•... .■•' ,;••• .•:

•l

Vr
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* i '

: the abseoee Som
*ity are ^

■■andX^' " '■’■^'

S. That aifer sxibmigsion of

gave a:^hoWjC^^;i:te^ tb 

reply/
9, That bn ; 23-i()7-20at

disitussetl thb Tgipeljfe^ production of bogus
medicki Certi^ates ^roin;Cil-67-2an tb (

10. That the appelkht suiting fiom i;uebagd/}Back since. 20Q7 and

..iV-:-.- ;■ ■ -I:-'i
. . .-r

r .

■ ■,

::'■

■■• ry/ortliy inspector General prisone.'

//
f

terminated/

order attached as K).

that is the; reaspp th^ jdaiiag .{)eHod; bf the appellant a mescal
board :^s 6^Stito^fegai^]^:.h gave its reports ori 10- ■

11-2007: tha|Ae:^ell^ v^ suffc^ is available
in the, 0fficb of,f^.;|aiSQ^ ( M pe^phai;pe of appellant)( Copy also

attached as;;^); vdiere upon the IGjfe prison issued a letter d^^
and 2p^Il -200S: ivhieh sugge^ , die ;^i>eliant was having Backache 

which 5^1 obHtmued(1eh^ attached ;asL 

The appehantiv^nii^tindergpi^heatniMto Distt Jail Daggar

Medical ^ffic^lmd alsagb/etb thev^eliahtd certifiGate.his p
.smemo.

11. That the |vGJB:has;5tated;in Disn^ Order of a^pellaiit that

personall^a^g was given to &e %>ellant has never been
heard- ■ ■

opportunity of

:.v

12, That about%^s m^cal derhficfe^ hb given
the inquiry pfSeeris welhas ilie L® wfiieh ard G and J.

IS.Tliat the inquiry ofeer has given Ms opihioii;in last lines

which;: is-d^^ed ^ ^ ' has gone behind the

Ms reply to

•Vv- •;
■ .-.yrecoinniehdahbns. ;,bf - ^ h^ awarded ■ coital

pumshinenTof ^sHu^M;of appeli^^tcaii and
mala fideinfheperf^TGTrisbhy:

, iv--..-yy
•• ■ ;• ■: ."••-•• .•,• • . • •• -• V-’. • •, ... . i t.'

; .<.
,-TvV.‘

■] .••-..
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14. That, if
inquiry ih-^Oy,'npt to day.
service

: recommeiidatibn of first
However the

TriM^m^avCTjoMe appellant^ S 

service Tribimai yso agreed wiai aec^iv c^ saihe inquiry officer and
dismissed tile departmeht'appeal;

15, That thpypen^ bypngslo ey^iy hi^hiej^^ j
source of ihcpme / sole bread

is the sole
e&ner of his family- .

16. That the ^ellanfis a sfere deyc^eahpd employee and that 
against tile appellant byis the reason fhht: lib edrhpiaiht lias bvbr been hiade

anyone.

V ;

PRAYER

On acceptance of this appeal and ^ TG ( Prison)
2004-44167 dated fy 12-2020' 
whole Bat^ benelltd to the appellant 

ii) Theappelttwihbeyery^t^^ 

andmyyraily.

i) order No-41/2-J-
m^ beay aside and order to give the

oh for Ms kind favour on me

• n .

Yburs.Sincerely

Aftah Hussain ■
:• Si; Technician 
, District Jail Dagger

;.Buner,': ■ ■

j

• •

Dated; \Q. i QlI'mii / 4

fr-

«
:■:

v

r • ?■


