
counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Naseer-Ud-Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General alongwith Mr. 

Yaqoob, H.C for the respondents present.

Clerk of learned27.09.2022

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not submitted. 
Representative of the respondents requested for time to submit 

reply/comments. Adjourned. To come up for ra 

the S.B on 09.11.2022. (

;omments before

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

"1.
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Counsel for the appellant present and heard.

The appeal is within time which is admitted to full 
hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit security and 

process fee within 10 days. Out district respondents be 

summoned through TCS, the expenses of which be 

deposited by the appellant within three days. To come up 

for written reply/comments on 01.09.2022 before the S.B.

Chairman

Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Farooq 

Khan, DSP for the respondents present.

01.09.2022

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not submitted. 
Representative of the respondents requested for time to submit 
reply/comments. Adjourned. To come up for rej 
27.09.2022 before S.B. /

'comments on

A

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

\
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% Ir-Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

953 /2022Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Imran Khan resubmitted today by Uzma Syed 

Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

24/06/20221-

RE^T’RAR -

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put there on ^ .Notices be issued to appellant

and his counsel for the date fixed.

2-

CHAIRMAN

11



The appeal of Mr. Imran Khan Constable no*. 420 District Bannu received today i.e. on 
15.06.2022 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 
appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
2- Annexure-D of the appeal is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.
3- Wakalat nama is not filled by the counsel.
4- Two more copies/sets of the appeal along annexures i.e. complete in all respect 

may also be submitted with the appeal.

^<3 ?2,/S.T,No. \

/2022Dt.

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Uzma Syed Adv. Pesh.

- >V.'-
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rather authenticates his and her link of criminal 
conspi racy act of May, 2017.

VIII. His claim of working as Driver for 3 
years m his reply (point 4) is false as he worked 
for 1 \year 4 months, i.e from the dpte of 
detailnknt w.e.f 07.07.2015 to 23.1/72016. Ms. 
Faiza imafi has rightly withdrawn his services 
as no such detailment was allowed and no logic 
was them in the presence of pul Wall, the 

official wtell-trained driver.

IX. He\only applied for the post of Driver 
during th^ tenure of Ms. Sami ta, DEO(F) on 
25.02.20'f6Mn the presence of Gul Wali, official 
Driver of DFX>(F).

In the light ofabove, his key role in engineering 
criminal proceeding, misstatements, gross 
misconduct is eyident/proved.

2. CHARGE OF WILLFUL ABSENCE,

misconduct\nd defia NCE:

He was relieved \y Ms. Faiza Shaft, Ex- 

DEO(F) on 0505.2017, whicn was unjustified 
as it was wrongly addressed to the DC 
Abbottabad instead to Director E&SE Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar; the same unjustified 
order was withdrawn on the same day. Then he
was relieved or ___ tne 9ro unds of
illegal/illegitimate imt vat^and unfit for female 
institution vide letter hlo. 3070 dated 
09.05.2017, i.e after raid of 03.05.2017. The 
Director E&SE, Khyb zr Pakhtunkhwa later on 
placed him on the disposal of DEO(M) . 
Abbottabad vide Endst No. 4467-09 dated 
25.05.2017. It is cm eluded that Ms. Faiza
Shafi, DEO(F) Abbpttc bad lost all the grounds 
of initiating any d/scip 
after '25.05.2017/as h 
under the D,

inary actions or request 
S' services were placed 
Abbottabad, competent 

authority to initiate ar y required disciplinary 
action. His willful ah lence, misconduct and 
open defance are evide it from the following:

(M)

His plea that le did not receive his 
trj/nsfer order issued cn disciplinary grounds 
vn the request of DEO( having complaints of 
teachers, PSHT GGPS Kareempura Letter No. 
vide Director ESE KP\ Peshawar Endst No:

i.

#



pfshawarTHE KPKSERYMJ' TRIBUMI
Sts

S3 atmN 'V;.APrKA* ^ I

Police Deptt;v/s
Imran klian

T ND F.X
Page No.. AnnexureDocuments___ ___

of Appeal ----------_
Copy of Judgment _—^—_
v^pvof reinstatementorder^

4 CocY of Hepartthental ag^ggl
tncwoU^^WnSdAppellate

Order . __:---- -----------

1-6S.No.
07-131., -A-

14• 2. -B-
.153. -C-
16-D-

17
Vakalat Kama6.

appellant
Imran khan

THROUGH:

AfSYED.),(UZM.
&

SYED NOMAN^LI
advocates, high court

* .

.1
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SFRVTCE TRTBUNAT ^ PF.SHAWAR,

ttFFOT^F THE KPK

/2022appeal no.- %

Imran Khan Constable No. 420, 
District Bannu.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1 The Regional Police officer Ba,mu Region Bannu. 
2. The District Police officer Bannu.

(RESPONDENTS)

appeal under section 4^ of the ^k^ser^ce
tribunals 2022^CEIVED ON
final Ji^BY THE punishment OF
23/05/2022, WHEREBY IHE PERIOD
appellant has- been set-aside a

W.E.FBOM treated AS LEAVEmonths and 20 days WAS TMED^^^^^
PEIHOD wlf also deniedPAYWITHOUT 

intervening 

ORALLY.

PRAYER:
™,r ArrFPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, that on the ACCEPTA

impugned ® YxxeOT of that “ ABSENCE

period treated as leaw w*
PERIOD spent on DOTY WITH ^ 

CONSEQUENTIAL “®*^iiREcT TO PAY BACK
respondent M^AL^ B^ DIM W.E.FBOM
benefits of u^ermning ot-her remedy
25.02.2015 JILL Y7.0W02^
SoPRUTFOTHATyMAY ALSO, IS AWARDED IN

favor OF APPELLANT.



py SPF.rTFTJLLY SHEWETH:
--------------------------- ^

FACTS:
the post of constable in police deptt:1. TTiat the appellant is working on .. 

and worked with full zeal and zest.
7 That the appellant was dismissed from service vide ordCT dated

7«r2oTr‘i. ». -
appeal was accepted and . the direction f py
department to hold denovo inquiry withm period of 60 days. C py 

judgment is attached as Annexure-A.

3. Ttet the appellant
vrde orde.dated 17t03^202 ^ treated as leave without pay.
Xe^ oSs periL from 28,06.2014 to 18.07.2014 is treated as 

medical leave Moreover, the back benefits of intervening perio X nol dloX to the appellant orally. Copy of reinstatement order

is-attached as Annexure-B.

4. That appellant fried departmental appeal ‘ 2022'redved
17 03 2022 which was accepted vide order d^ed . ^ ^

23 05 2022 by the Regional Police officer Bannu and set-aside he

in*, --x—th^Dpellant The appellant beitig feeling aggrieved filing the instmt 
appeal on Z following grounds. Copy of departmental 

a^lal and appellate impugned order is attached as An„exnre-C

on

&D.

GROUNDS:

to the extent of period treated as leave without pay.

is exception in appellant remained Gam fully during that peno . 

as “Muhammad Noman Vs Police Deptt. .

was re-

..... -.Ttlifcr - ■



That the period appellant remained out of service, it is fault of the 
department not of the appellant, so the any irregularities cornmitted 
by the department not held the appellant responsible according to 

superior courts judgment.

C)

V •

.of the appellant..

Ej That, the appellant cannot be
lapse/ifregularities committed by the department and 
the Hon’able Supreme Court of Pakistan has held the department
responsible not the appellants.

app

held responsible for the 
in such case ,

That when the punishment of the appellant was set-aside, it is 
illegal to be treated period as leave without pay m light of superior 

court judgment.
G) That has the appellant was not applied not gainfully 

period therefore keeping in view
Honorable Supreme Court reported as 2007 PLC (C.S) P^geWdO 
the appellant is entitled to all salaries and emoluments removed m
the intervening period

F)

the relevant authorities restrain the appellant from
ise of official power.H) Thats:sr“rr: — -

salary.
n That the appellant was not remained gainful employee during the 
^ ™od of not adjustment so the appellant is fully entitled to salaries

for that period.

Honor^b^rupremc Coiirl of Pakistan ^em
service back benefits to an employed who has been ''ysaHy, P 
away from employment is the rule and the denial of such benefityo 

such a reinstated employee is an exception on *e proof a
'person having remained gainfully employed during such period As 
me appellanf has already fiimished affidavit to the compet n 

Authority regarding not remained gainfully employed therefore the 

appellant is. also entitle to. back benefits.

2007 SCMR Page # 855 the
J)

Kt That denovo inquiry was conducted against the appeltot in which 
lento inquirylas^conducted the illness and ^ea of the appe Ian 

was admitted by the inquiry officer. So according to R-13 of the 
leave rules 1981. Medical leave shall not be refused, so th 

appellant is entitled for the absence period because he was senous

ill.



w L) That the dcparimcnl rcibrences the rule 19 li^nt

* ?.r rs sit x r,‘ .Tttv.” j: p...

control.

M) That the appellant seeks peraiission to
proofs at the time of hearing.

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

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

advance others grounds and

4

appellant
Imran khan

THROUGH:

SYED)(UZl

N^ALI BUKHARISYED NO-^
advocates, HIGH COURT
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•Ci

. PESHAWARrfforf, thf kp sERVirF. tribunal

/2022appeal NO,

. Police Depttv/s ■Iri&*ankhafi

ryT^TTFICAXE:
eal earlier has been filedTt ;q roiiificd that no other service app 

betv^een the present parties in this Tribunal, except the present one.

deponent

T TT OF BOOKS:

Constitution or tlic Ishimic Republic of Pakistan, 1973. 
The HSTA CODIi.
Any other case law as per need.

1.
■ 2.

v3.

(UZI^SYED) 
advocate HIGH COURT

it
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PFFnpr TTTF KP SERVTCE TRIBUNAT PESHAWAR [y

/2022APPEAL NO..

Police DepttV/SImran khan

affidavit

IMRAN KHAN, (Appellant) do hereby affirm that the
true, and correct, and nothing hasI,

contents of this service appeal are 
been concealed from this honorable Tribunal.

deponent

Imran Khan

>

■4

f
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an S/0 Bannu...

'T~•'X

^4

V/\3.p^'^l^
UaniAPP®

"roSowM«EX-
toriotCWrt Seci®police, 

peshov^of

; General oi >
■i, “SlpWSS?

Dep'J^ ' 
police Une

. Disirici police
o*

. Bannu, Regionf poVice

Bonn'-''*
0«icer,Po.ceUneBonnu2.

ndenisRespo

^order^^ . .

against
appeal ,espondert Ho..

oppeilan'
■,.07.20-.« P«*®®

passe*^ i®y it

1 ?Viedappeal

dismiss®'
tespona

i Vii order daiea
was rejecied

ieni HO
by

dotedIN APTtAU

To se*

A orders ■-iiNP'-'S't®'*pRA'^tR
,2014 passed by

Iv and to

aside in
4.2016 & 11.07

3 respectively24.04
^espondem\ No.1 ^ 

the ePP®"'”"
all back

iiant wif*’
aay . reinstate

benefits.

f *.**Si.
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s /-^Appeal No. 729/2016

18.07:2016 

...09.12.2021

Service
; 7=;

s ■
-i: >Date of Institution 

Date of Decision

s/o' Hafeez-ur-Rehman, Ex-Constable No

. ■ - . . ... (Appellant).

<?■

< -$5%„,,r

. 420,
Imran Khan-.

■ District Bannu.

\/FRS.U5
Khyber 

(Respondents)

Secretariat,inspector' General of - Police, ^ Civil 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two others.

MR. AMANULLAH MARWAT,
Advocate-

MR. MUHAMMAD ADEEL BUTT 
AdditionarAdvocate Generai

For appellant.

For respondents.

CHAIRMAN 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)MR. AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 

MR.SALAH-UD-DIN

11 IDGMENIl'

SALAH-UP-'^^'^'. MEMBER • \

fling of the instant-service 

initiated against the 

while deputed on duty

rise toPrecise facts-giving
appeal are that disciplinary action' as
appellant, on the allegations .that-he
with Army at cantonment Bannu ■

28.06.2014> however after availing . 9
and did .not made arrival

proceeded for night pass on

- 27.06R014 to 

pass, the appellant remained absent
, Vide impugned order dated

place of h-is duty/postingto the
25.02.2015 bearing. O.B No.. 186 passed by the competent 

dismissed from service with effect 
period from 28.06.2014 to

Authority, the appellant was
20.02.2015 and the. absencefrom



*

2

The appellant being 

, challenged the same 

02.03.2015, which as
decided, therefore, the 

Inspector General of

treated as without pay.\ 08.12.2014 was
aggrieved of the order dated 25.02.2015 

. ■ through filing'of departmentai appeal
of the appellant was not

on

per. assertion
appellant preferred ah appeal to the 

Police Kbyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,, which was rejec e vi
order dated 24.06.2016', hence the instant service appeal.

Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted 

their comments. Wherein they denied the assertions made by

the appellant in his appeal.-

2,.

'■ Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that
absence of the appellant from duty was not willful, rather

3.
. the

the appellant was unable to
and the matter was. brought in

attend his duty due to severe
the knowiedge of the

illness
i of the appellant■ concerned. Incharge; that the absence perioo .

the competent Authority by treatingitself regularized bywas
leave without pay, therefore, the impugned

service was legally
the same as

of dismissal of the appellant fromjT/ . penalty
awarded major p.enalty ofunwarranted; that the- appellant was

dismissal from' service through summery proceedings
it has been held by

which

caused prejudice to the appellant as
Court of Pakistan that for imposing major 

pfficer/official,'conducting of regular

nas
the august Supreme
penalty .on'a delinquent

is. must; that the disciplinary proceedings were 

, conducted in a slipshod manner without complying of relevant 

of'Police Rules, 1975; that the impugned oroers
be set-aside' and the

inquiry

provisions

being wrong ,, u i
.. , appellant is entitled to be'reinstated in service with all back

and illegal are liable to

benefits.
, learned Additional,Advocate Genera)

On. the other hand 

the respondenfs' 'has contended that the appellant
0.4 months without seeking

■ 4.

for
remained absence for miore. than 

leave or permission of the competent Authority 

misconduct; that the allegations

and has: been

of willful absence
guilty of
from duty were proved against the appellant and he was also

of moral turpitude, therefore,found involved in a criminal case

. •



■ »
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• i

rightly b.en dismissed from service; that the appellan

provided opportunity of self defense as well as persona
' he was unable to justify his. Willful absence

carried out

he has

• was
hearing, however

. werefrom duty; that the disciplinary proceedings
Jlst the appellant by complying the relevant provisions o

. In the'last he requested that the impugne
hand may bePolice Rules,. 1975., 

orders may be kept 

dismissed with costs.

intact and the appeal in

, of learned counsel for the 

Additional Advocate General for.
heard the arguments 

i learned .
and have perused the record.

We have 

appellant as well as 

the respondents l

5. .

perusah of the record would show that disciplinary 

against the appellant on the allegations of h.s 

from duty. The appellant was issued show-

Officer. Banhu on

6. A 

action was taken

willful absence
District Policecause notice ■ by . the 

li 07 2014, wherein it is-mentioned-that sufficient evidence

available against the appellant warranting to dispense
submission ofwas

' with proper departmental inquiry. However, on

Show-cause
the appellant on

■ directed DSP
notice bythereply '• to 

' 21.07.2014, Police Officer Bannu
.to whether the Constable had

District

Headquarter Bannu to report as
was actuallynot and as to whether hemade arrival, on duty or O'

hand the District Policeill or not. It is astonishing that on one nc
dispensed with regular inquiry, on

available against the appellant

the ground
•Officer Bannu

rolver'I'nleillnTof ^pl of the appellant, he ashed DSP „

is mentioned above. TheHeadquarter to submit report as ^ nict-rirt
25.02.2015 • passed, by the District

has been placed
impugned' , order dated

iu would show-,that reliancePolice Officer Bannu
on fact,finding inquiry made by
Supreme court, of Pakistan has held in ,
that for the purpose of awarding major penalty, :
tegular .inquiry is must. Moreover, in the impugned order, 

period of the- appellant has been
28.06.2016 to .08.12.201-6, while the appellant has

the show-cause , notice on

the DSP Headquarter. August

numerous judgments

shown with effect
absence 

from 2
admittedly submitted reply to



■ 4

thereby that he was not absent from
21.07.2014 meaning- 

duty on the. said elate.

filed by
13.03'.2015.

■was- Departmental appeal of the appellant

Reqional ■ Police Officer Bannu on note ■ sheet on
neither afforded any opportonity of personal 

communicated to the appellantthat 

Pis appeal has been filed. The appellant then filed an appeaUo 

inspector Generahof ■Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, wh^ was 

treated as revision under Rule ll-A of .Police Rules, 1975 nd 

.Oe-order, dated 19.0:2.7016 passed by inspector General of 

Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, the. case ,
■ Regional Police Officer Bannu

as below■

• The appellant was

hearing nor any order was

remanded to the 

observations reproduced
appellant, was 

with the
-Keeping in view the explanation advanced 

behind,his absence from duty
by the petitioner 
end the tact that he has seven years: service at 

his credit, the Board decided that the case of 

petitioner may be remanded back to the RPO 

' for examining it
erifying the defense plea advanced by

afresh by confirming
Bannu

■ and V

■ appeiiant".

the

regarding his absenceplea taken by the appellant
that he was suffering from jaundice as,well as

in his appeal before

The defense 

. ■ from duty was
appellant had further allegedTyphoid. The a.

Regional Police Officer Bannu that his plea of illness was
' the
verified, by Medical Superintendent 

. The RPO Bannu was thus i
taken by the'appellant, however

Township through DSP

Khalifa Gul Nawaz Hospital

required to have probed the

he askedBannu'
said defense plea

the SHO Police Stationreport- from.
Saddar Gircle Bannu. According to

the report so submitted by

casecharged and' arrested in

-A PPC Police
the'said SHO, the appellant was

FIR No. 425 dated
Civil Line Gu'jranwala. C

Regiohal Police Officer.Bannu sent report dated 13.05.2016 to 

the Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa mentioning

■ therein . that the defense plea

22.05.2015 under section 381
On the basis of said report,

station

of the appellant was not



"A g)
found involved in the 

Police Officer 

issued to him. by the

requiring consideration as he ■ was
The Regionalaforementioned criminal case

totally ignored.the directionsBannu thus 

Inspector
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar-

bother to verify the 

I his absence 

receipt of the

• General of Police Khyber
order dated 19.02.2016 .and did not

by the appellant regarding 

- astonishing'that on i
report of the RPO Bannu, Inspector General of Police Khyber

. Pakhtunkhwa' Peshawar rejected the revision petition

appellant vide order dated 24.06,2016, whereby the same

held as barred by time.

vide.-
plea of illness- taken
from duty.. It is, however

was

The appellant was not proceeded against on the charge

registered vide -FIR No8. . 425
.' of his involvement ip criminal case

Civil381-A PPC Police Station
considered as a -

dated 22.0.5.2015 under Section
however the same was

ground for rejection of revision'filed by the ‘appellant under 

' of Police Rules, 1975. The respondents were not 

considering the involvement of the' appellant in

Line Gujranwala

Rule 11-A

justified in
' ■ 'ch^inal case as a ground for taking adverse

appellant particularly. When he has been acquitted in the

inference against

. the
aforementioned criminal case

dated 01.02.2019vide order 

-30 Gujranwala.passed by Magistrate Section

of the above discussion, the impugned orders
24.0.6.2016 . StandIn view

dated 25.02.2015, 13.03.2015 and; ^
arrd the appellant is reinstated in service, leaving

to ' conduct de-novo inquiry

• 9.

set-aside
competent Authority at liberty to

,nt if .he deems appropriate but strictly m 

and making proper probe for
against the appellant 

■ accordance With relevant rules

verifying the defense, plea taken
the inquiry proceedings-and giving

In case competent Authority

by . the appellant by 

him fair
associating hiiri in

■' opportunity of defending himself.
decides conducting of de-novo inquiry, the same shall be 

completed within'a period of 60 days of receipt of copy of this 

if not' conducted and- concluded within, the

ase the appellant shall be
-. judgment and

stipulated' period • then in that case
reinstated with ail back, benefits by

considered'to have been
V,
v;
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treating the period of his absence from'duty as leave without 
pay.' Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned .

■.to the record room.

ANNOUNCED 
09.12.2021 :

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
member (JUDICIAL)

[T&uLtan TAREEN) 
CHAIRMAN •

(AHMA

- ■ ■.•.v.v r«- -

Ctrtm fj fure copt

■''h'-VfnJdjwi: 
iscnxce Tnbuaal

A\ Uig,

IJi-fii'.ii’------
Ki;y U.

•Xtnill —

• ..SIOC'HO'It'- .• ‘

; .
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ORDER:
of Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

the Service Appeal
In compliance with the order 

Service Tribunal Peshawar Judgment dated 09.12.2021 in 
NO 729/2016, and outcome of the denovo eqnu.ry Ex-Constable Imran Khan No 

420, is hereby permanently re-instated Into service. The absence period for - 

months a 20-days (from 19-07-2014 to 08-12-2014) is treated as leave w thou 

03-weeks period (from 28.06.2014 to 18.07.2014) is treated as

annual increments with cumulative
pay, whereas
medical leave. Moreover, “stoppage of two 

effect” is hereby ordered with immediate effect.

■f

District Police Officer, 
Bannu.

f oOB No._ 
Dated: noil.If/'’3

/i? /iJj 72022.dated Bannu, the
No.

Copy of above is submitted to:

. The Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Judgment dated 09.12.2021 in Service Appeal No. 729/2016.

2 ihe Regtonal Pohce Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu w/r to ms office Enost.-
No. 1039/EG dated 14.03.2022 for favour of information please.

3. The District Accounts Officer, Bannu.
4. DSP Legal, Reader, Pay officer, SRC, OHC 

information and necessary action.

1

Line Officer . Bannu, for

District Police Officer, 
Bannu.
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Better Copy D
f ^

This order will be dispose of Departmental Appeal prefenred by Constable Imran Khan No. 
420 of district Police Bannu wherein he has prayed for setting aside the order of minor punishment 

of stoppage of two annual increments with immediate effect as will as the absence period of 04 

months and 20 days treated as leave without pay imposed upon him by DPO Bannu vide OB 

------- dated 17/03/2022 on the following allegations:

That the appellant while deputed with the Pak Army at Cantonment Board proceeded for 

night pass on 27/06/2014 to 28/06/2014 but after availing the night, passed he failed to make his 

arrival back on his place of duty and deliberately absented himself without any sanctioned leave 

or prior permission of the competent authority of a period 04 months and 20 days.

Proper charge sheet and statement of allegation were issued to the appellant i=on the above 

allegation and after conducted proper inquiry, the appellant was dismissed from'service by then 

DPO Bannu. vide OB No. 186 dated 25/02/2015. Later on the appellant submitted Service Appeal 

No. 229/2016 before the KP Service Tribunal after rejection of his appeal by the Inspector General 

of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa vide CPO Peshawar vide Order No. S/4664/2016 dated 

24/06/2022.

Comments from DPO Banni vide his letter No. 2242/SRC dated 20/04/2022 were received 

and perused. The appellant was also heard in person in orderl;/ on 12/05/2022 . His plea about 

absence was found convincing to some extent.

Therefore, I Syed Ishfaq Anwar, Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region Bannu, in 

exercise of the powers vested in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 (amended in 

2014) hereby set aside the order of DPO 

His period of absence i.e (04 months and 20 dqays) FROM 19/04/2014 TO 08/12/2014 be treated

as leave without pay.

Bannu issued vide OB NO. 413 dated 17/03/202 2.

ORDER ANNOUNCED

OB No. 154

Dated: 15/05/2022
Regional Police Officer 

Bannu Region 

Bannu

No. 2050/FC dated the 18/05/2022 

Copy to:
Dpo Bannu for information and necessary action to w/r to his office letter No referred to above 
alongwith complete character and service Rolls of constable Irr r an Khan No 420 for record your 
office which may be acknowledge please.

i



VAKALATNAMA■

NO.

♦

IN THE COURT OF ^<aA‘\/v v.£ ■

.^YWir’lsJ^iva____ Appellant
Petitioner
Plaintiff

fv\^

VERSUS

Respondent (s) 
Defendants (s)

\<\\^.1 /WE_.
do hereby appoint and constitute the SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI Advocate
High Court for the aforesaid . Appeilant(s), Petitioner(S), Plaintiffls) /

Respondent(s), Defendant(s), Opposite Party to commence and prosecute / to 

appear and defend this action /'appeal / petition / reference on my / our behalf and 

al proceedings that may be taken in respect of any application connected with the 

same including proceeding in taxation and application for reviev/, to draw and 

deposit money, to file and take documents, to accept the process of the court, to 

appoint and instruct council, to represent the aforesaid Appellant, Petitioner(S), 

Plaintiff(s) / Respondent(s), Defendant(s), Opposite Paity agree(s) ratify all the

\ yVOC

acts done by the aforesaid.

DATEv-C^ ^ /20XA,
(CLIENf)

ACCEPTED

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

CELL NO: 0306-5109438 >. •
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GS&PD.KP.SS-1776/1-RST-5,000 Forms-09.05;i8/P4(Z)/F/PHC Jos/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal‘f

“A”
KHVBBR PAKHTUNKHWA service tribunal, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD.
PESHAWAR. S-/3

.No.
of 20APPEAL No

....
Apellant/Petitioner

IVersus
4

c........ &Jk ..6.yv^.ju
RESPONDENT(S)

Notice to Appellant/Petitioner
.rto V ^ Dm

......

......

Take notice that your appeal has been fixed for Preliminary hearing, 
replication^ affidayit/cpunter affidavit/record/arguments/order before this Tribunal ^

atrtfR^Tx:on

You may, therefore, appear before the Tribunal on the said date and at the said 
place either personally or through an advocate for presentation of your case, failing 
which your appeal shall be liable to be dismissed in default.

-/

kfestrar,
Khyber Paklitimkhwa Service tribunal, 

Peshawar.
/j /
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