27.09.2022

Clerk of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

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

Yaqoob, H.C for the respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not submitted.

Representative of the respondents requested for time to submit
reply/comments. Adjourned. To come up for re

the S.B on 09.11.2022.

omments before

(Mian Muhamad)
Member (E)



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

Chairman

01.09.2022 \‘Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad
Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Farooq
Khan, DSP for the respondents present.

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

(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)
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—

4

e



*

Form- A L

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of
Case No.- 953 /2022
S.No. | Dateoforder | Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

proceedings

T 2 | 3

1 24/06/2022 The appeal of Mr. Imran Khan resut?mitted tbday by Uzma Syed
Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the
Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

REGISTRAR -

2- L, - 7 2 This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary

hearing to be put there on A ’7/2?/.Notices be issued to appeliant

O

CHAIRMAN

and his counsel for the date fixed.




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 namais 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.

"No. 208 32./57T,

Dt. /4 424" /2022

REGISTRAR <«
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.
Uzma Syed Adv. Pesh.

_ R
Qoo T T D

7
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rather(c;uthenticates his and her link of criminal
consplracy act of May, 2017.

VIII. \His claim of working as Driver for 3
years in his reply (point 4) is false as he worked
ear 4 months, e from the dagte of

Dr.zve'r ofD O(F).

In the light of\above, his key rolp in engineering
criminal proceeding, misstdtements, gross
misconduct is avident/proved.

2. CHARGE OF WILLHUL ABSENCE,
MISCONDUCT >IJVD DEFIAL\’CE:

He was relieved by Ms. Jaiza Shafi, Ex-
DEO(F) on 0505.2017, which was unjustified
as it was wrongl} addregsed to the DC
Abbottabad instead % Director E&SE Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, the same unjustified
order was withdrawn\on the|same day. Then he
was  relieved o the __grounds __ _of

N

_AH b,

illegal/illegitimate dctivate and unfit for female
institution vide leffer [ No. 3070 dated
09.05.2017, i.e after yaig of 03.05.2017. The
Director E&SE, Khyb er [Pakhtunkhwa later on
placed him on thel/disposal of DEO(M)
Abbottabad vide Endlst No. 4467-69 dated
{cluded that Ms. Faiza
Shafi, DEO(F) Abbgttgbad lost all the grounds
of initiating any disciplinary actions or request
after 253.05.2017/ as his services were placed
under the DI (M) \Abbottabad, competent
authority lo/fzitiate any required disciplinary
action. His" willful abkence, misconduct and
open defiance are evident from the following:

His plea that Re did not receive his
ransfer order issued an disciplinary grounds
on the request of DEO(F) having complaints of
teachers, PSHT GGPS areempura Letter No.
vide Director ESE KP\ Peshawar Endst No:




BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

. APPEAL <o G33n022

Police Deptt:

Vs

I 'APPELLANT -
" Imran khan

| (UZMA(SYED). -
o & |
- SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI

ADVOCATES, HIGH COURT - |

- .THROUGH;
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7 BEFORETH

' PRAYER:

1

E KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

APPEAL NO: 2022

Iraran Khan Constable No. 420, -
District Bannu. L '_

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Regional Police officer Bannu Regioﬁ Bahnu;
2. The District Police officer Bannu. . -

a S (RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE

TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE APPELLATE
FINAL ORDER DATED 18.05.2022 RECEIVED ON
23/05/2022, WHEREBY THE PUNISHMENT OF
"APPELLANT HAS BEEN SET-ASIDE AND PERIOD
W.EFROM 19.07.2014 TO 08.12.2014 ~TOTAL 04
MONTHS AND 20 DAYS WAS TREATED AS LEAVE

. WITHOUT PAY AND BACK BENEFITS

OF

. NTERVENING PERIOD WAS. - ALSO DENIED

 ORALLY.

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL,

.~ [MPUGNED ORDER DATED 18.05L2022_MAYAKINDLY .
" BE MODIFIED TO THE EXTENT OF THAT “ ABSENCE~
PERIOD TREATED AS LEAVE WITHOUT PAY” AS

PERIOD SPENT ON DUTY WITH ALL BAC

CONSEQUENTIAL 'BENEFITS

K AND -
THE

RESPONDENT MAY ALSO BE DIRECT TO PAY BACK

'BENEFITS OF INTERVENING PERIOD W.E.FROM
35022015 TILL 17.032022. ANY OTHER REMEDY

+

WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND
APPROPRIATE THAT, MAY ALSO, IS AWARDED IN

- FAVOR OF APPELLANT.
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-

-

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: . -

FACTS:

1.

That the appellant is.working on the p'ost of constable in police deptt:

~ and worked with full zeal and zest.

2.

That the appellant was dismissed frpr'h i_s.ervic'e vi_de order dated
75.02.2015. The appellant being aggrieved from the said order filed

"' service appeal no. 729/2016 against the order dated 25.02.2015 and

24.06.2016, in the Hona’ble':Service Tribunal Peshawar, the said
appeal - was accepted and. the direction was given to r.espondént- _
department to hold denovo inquiry within period of 60 days. Copy of '
judgment is attached as Annexure-A. R -

‘That the appellant was re-instated in to service after denovo inquiry
vide order dated 17.03:2022 and Absence period for 4 months and 20

days (19-07-2014 to 08-12-2014) is treated as leave without pay, .
whereas G3-weels period from 28:06.2014 to 18.07.2014.is treated as

medical leave. Moreover, the back benefits of intervening period are
also not allowed to the appellant orally. Copy of reinstatement order
is-attached as Annexure-B. ’ o :

That ’ap'pel"lant' filed - departmental ‘appeal against thé order dated
17.03.2022 which was accepted vide order dated 18.05.2022 recived

- on 23.05.2022 by the Regional Police officer Bannu and set-aside the
order dated 17.03.2022 and the appellant was exonerated but the

pay and leaving the intervening period un-decided but orally denied to
the appellant. The appellant being feeling aggrieved filing the instant
service appeal on the following grounds. Copy of dépa_rtmental

period w,e,from 19:07.2014 to 08.1.2.2014 treated as leave without

~ appeal and appellate impugned order is attached as Annexure-C

&D. R

GROUNDS: -

A)

B)

| That the.impugne.d orders dated 1'7-3-'202‘2 ‘anc'118-5-2022 is against
the law, rules and material on record, therefore liable to be modified
to the extent of period-treated as leave without pay.- '

That according superior court judgment when the appellant was re-
“instead in to service, the Grant of back benefits'is right and refusal
- s exception in appellant remained Gain fully during that period. So
the appellant is entitled to all back benefits ‘according to ‘superior

court judgment and latest judgment of this Hon’able‘Tribunal.titled, | .

as “Muhammad Noman Vs Police Deptt:”.



<.

D)

B

)

H)

-

“That the period appellant remained out of service, it is fault of the

department not of the appellant, so the any irregularities committed

by the department notAhe"ld the appellant responsible according to -
superior courts judgment. L _

~That if the grievancc. of the appe’llarit is not resdlyéd then the

appellant will face huge financial loss evern it will affect the pension .

.of the appellant. .

That, the appellant ~cannot be . “held r_e.spon‘silble for . the
lapse/itregularities committed by the department and in such case .

‘the Hon’able Supreme Court of Pakistan has held the department
responsible not the appellants. : o ' S

‘That when the punishment of the appelll'anlt- was set-aside, it is

illegal to be treated period as l_eave_'without pay in light of superior

“court judgment.

That ‘has the‘appellan't was not applied not 'gaipfuliy iniervening
period therefore keeping in view the judgment reported- of

JHonorable Supreme Court rep.or,ted as 2007 PLC (C.S) Page#346

the appellant is entitled to all salaries and emoluments removed in
the intervening period- o . : '

Fhat the relevant -authorities restrain ‘the appellant from
performance- of duty duc there improper exercise of official power;. -

* therefore, the appellant cannot be, deprived from his legal right of

- salary.

D

D

' K)

| That the appellant was riot remained gainful employee during the
-~ period of not adjustment so the appellant is fully entitled to salaries

for‘that.period.r . | .
That another casc rcported as 2007 SCMR Page # 855 the

Honorable .Supreme Court of Pakistan_ his held that the grant of
service back benefits to an cmployed who has been illegally kept

away from employment is the rule and the denial of such benefits to
such a reinstated employee is an exception on the proof of such a

‘person having remained gainfully employed during such period. As

the appellant has already furnished affidavit to the competent

- authority regarding not remained gainfully employed therefore the

appellant is.also entiti¢ to back benefits.

That denovo inquiry was condticted against-the appellant in which
denovo inquiry was conducted the illness and plea of the appellant
was admitted by the inquiry officer. So according to R-13 of the
leave rules 1981. Medical leave shall not be refused, so the

A appellantv is entitled for the absence period because he was serious

ill.



L)

M

R appellant- may be accepted as prayed for. .

., . . THROUGH:

o

TN

- .

“That the dcparfmcnt roferences the rule 19 of t'he: leave rules 1981

in impugned order which was not applicable . to. the appellant.
Further it is added that in rule 19 of the leave rules 1981 use

_exception means it is applicable to those: who remains absent not

‘beyond his control and not applicable to those where circumstances
beyond his. control. So the appellant is entitled for the salary of
period during ‘which remains abscnt due to illnes‘s..beyond‘his

- control.

That the appellant secks permission to advance others grounds and.

proofs at the time of hearing.

It is; therefore most humbly Ia'réyed that the appeal of fh_e

 APPELLANT -
o Imran khan

(UZMA SYED)

SYED NOMUKHARI‘

ADVOCATES, HIGH COURT



BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPV A l N’) /2022
Irfiran khan VIS . Police Deptt
CERTIFICATE:

Ttis certlﬂcd that no other service appeal €
between the present parties in this

arlier has been filed
Tribunal, except the. present one.

- DEPONENT
LIT OF BOOKS: |

' Constitutien"ol' the Islmnie Republic of Pakistan, 1973
The ESTA CODE. S

Any other case law as per need

(UZ SYED) |
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

(A/ 0ol



= BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR "¢
'APPEALNO._____/2022
-~ Imran khan VIS - . | Policc_.Déptt
. AFFIDAVIT |

L IMRAN.KHIAN, (Appellant) do hereby affirm that the
contents of this service appeal are true and correct, and nothing has "~
been concealed from this honorable Tribunal: S




Appedl 4gains _ .
passed by,resbcﬁa ¢ wo. 1 whered
'cppec\

' " ﬂ'“SSCI\ orce dc

t3‘/




s SRR - X))
' ‘_:%EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR '

Servnce Appeal No 729/2016

Date ‘of Instltutlon_ . 18. 07 2016
_ Date of Decision ....09.12.202__1.

_ 'Inﬁran Khan-.S/0 HafeeZadr-Rehman, Ex Constable No - 420, .'
- District Bannu. - S |

| : (Appellant)
. VERSUS

Inspector  General of - Police, " Civil  Secretariat, - Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two others. o

'4‘(Respoh-dents)» :
MR. AMANULuleARWAT | T
Advocate. , - For appellant.
MR MUHAMMADADEE_&ﬂT B I
) Addltlonal Advocate Generai .. --- . For respondents.
MR. AHMADSULTAN T‘AR’EEN. ... CHAIRMAN -‘

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN - MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

;JquMENT{

‘SALAH- UD DIN MEMBER

4 Precrse facts glvmg rise to fllng of the instantservice =
‘ appeal are that dlsc1pl|nary actlon as lnltlated agalnst the
‘~appellant on the allegatlons that he while deputed on duty -
, / with Army at Cantonment ‘Bannu proceeded for nlght pass on
-——————- - 27. 06 7014 to 28 06.2014, however after availing . the nlght'
| pass, the appellant remalned absent and did not made arrlval B
to the place of his duty/postlng Vlde lmpugned order dated-.
'-_25 02. 2015 bearing O B ‘No. 186 passed by the competent
_ ' Authorlty, the appellant was dlsmlssed from- service Wlth effect
| from 20 02 2015 and the absence penod from 28.06. 2014 to"'

ity
‘e
ter s .ﬂ"r



.» 2‘

08.12. 2014 was treated as w1thout pay The appellant belng ‘
aggrleved of the order dated 25.02. 2015 challenged the same '

“through filing of departmental appeal on 02. 03 2015, which as

 per. assertlon of the appellant was not deClded therefore, the

appellant preferred an appeal to the Inspector General of

_ Police l<hyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, whlch was reJected vide -

. 'order dated 24. 06 2016 hence the lnstant seerce appeal

2. Notlces were lssued to the respondents, who submltted

their -comm'ents whereln they denled the assertlons made by-

: vthe appellant in his appeal

3.‘-, Learned counsel for the appellant has contended,-that

: the absence of the appellant from duty was. nol. w1llful rather
: the appellant was -unable to attend his duty due to severe .
~iliness and the matter was brought in the knowledge of the
'_ concerned Incharge, that the absence penoo of the appella‘nt
| was itself regularlzed by the competent Authority by treating

'the same, as leave Wlthout pay, therefore, the impugned

penalty of dlsmlssal of the appellant from seerce was. legally" :

' unwarranted that the appellant was awarded mawor penalty of.

'lesmlssal from seerce through summery proceedlngs which

has caused pre]udlce to the appellant as it has been held by

the august Supreme Court of Paxlstan that for lmposmg major

',penalty on a dElll‘lQl..el‘lt offlcer/offlcral conductlng of regular'

lanlry is must that the dlsc1pllnary proceedlngs were'

i onducted in a sllpshod manner wnthout complylng of relevant

prows.ons of Pollce Rules 1975 that the lmpugned orders !

belng wrong and lllegal are liable to be set- aSlde and the-

‘ appellant is entltled to be’ relnstated in. servrce with all back

beneflts

R 4 -~ On.the other hand learned Addltlonal Advoc'at.e General,

- for the respondents has contended ‘that the appellant
emalhed absence for nore ‘than. 04 months wuthout seeklngv E
" leave or permlSSlon of the competent Author_lty and -has:been

,gullty of mlsconduct that the allegatlons of willful absence

from duty were proved agalnSt the appellant ahd'he was also -

- found involved in a ,crlmlnal, case of. moral turpltude therefore



- he has rlghtly been dlsmlssed from service; that the appellant

Was prov1ded opportunlty of self defense as well as personal

. hearlng, however he was unable to ]UStlfy hls willful absence '
from duty; that the dlsclpllnary proceedlngs were carrled out’
galnst the appellant by complylng the relevant prOVlSlons of,

- Police Rules 1975. In the last He: requested that the lmpugned
orders may be kept intact and the appeal in hand ‘may. be

dlsmlssed wuth costs

5.0 We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the
appellant as well as learned Addlthl"lal Advocate General for

' the respondents and have perused the record

:‘6. A perusal of the record would show that dlSClpllnary |
action was tal<en agalnst the appellant on the allegatlons of his
~“Wl||fu| absence from duty. The appellant was lssued show-
cause notice . by . the Dlstnct Pollce Offlcer Bannu on.' |
'11 07. 2014 wherein it is mentloned that sufficient eVIdence
y. / was avallable agalnst the appellant warrantlng to- dlspense,
with proper departmental lnqulry However on submnsswn of:
o reply; . .the show-cause notice by the appellant on |
21 07. 2014, Dlstrlct Police Offlcer Bannu dlrected DSP
,HeadQuarter Bannu to report as to whether the Constable had
made arrival on duty or not and as to whether he was actually
ill or not. It is astonishing that on one hand the District Pollce'
"Offlcer Bannu dispensed wnth regular lanlry on the grou'n.d"'."'
that sufﬁcnent ev1dence was avallable against ‘the appellant,-
‘however on recenvrng of reply of the appellant he asked DSP -
”He.a'dqualter o submlt report as mentloned ,abo.ve The s
'lmpugned order dated 25.02. 2015 passed by th'e Dlstrlct
Pollce Offlcer Bannu would show that rellance has been placed | ‘
~ on fact flndlng mqurry made by the DSP Headquarter August
Supreme Court of Paklstan has held ln numerous ]udgments
. that for the purpose of awardlng major- penalty;, conductlng of_
| regular: lnqu'ry is must Moreover ln the lmpugned order, the
Aabsence penod of the appellant has been shown with effect
from 28.06. 2016 to 08 12. 2016 whlle ‘the appellant has

"'-admlttedly. submltt_ed reply to the show -cause . notlce oh




21, O7 2014 meaning thereby that he was not absent from
duty on the sald date A o

7. " Departmental appeal of . the appellant was flled by :
.Regional - police Officer Bannu on note sheet on 13.03. 2015
-The appellant was nelther afforded any opportunlty of personal o
.vhearlng nor any order was communlcated to the appellant that K
his appeal has been filed. The appellant then filed an appeal to
.Inspector General of Pollce Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Wthh was
treated as revision under Rule 11-A of . Pollce Rules 1975 and
4‘vnde order dated 19 02 2016 passed by I»nspector General of
Police Khyber. pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, the. case of the

appellant was remanded to the Reglonal Police Officer Bannu

with the observatlons reproduced as below -

| “Keep/ng ln view the explanation advanced
by the pet/t/oner beh/nd his absence f/om duty
‘ _‘and the fact that he has seven years service at
Anis cr-edit" the Board decrded that the case of
'petlt/oner may be rem"nded back to. the RPO
) Bannu for exam/nlng it afresh by conflrm/ng
- and verlfy/ng the defense p/ea advanced by the

- appeHant

i

The‘def‘fense plea taken by the appellant regardln.g his absenceh
'from duty was that he was suffenng from jaundice as.well as ‘.
,Typhond The appellant had further alleged in l‘llS appea-l before
“the Regional Police Offlcer Bannu that his plea of lllness v\l-as
'verlfled by Medlcal Supenntendent Khallfa Gul Nawaz Hospltal
Bannu. The RPO Bannu was thus requlred to have probed the
‘ said defense plea taken by the’ appellant however he: asked
report- from the SHO Pollce Statlon Townshlp thlougn DSP
-Saddar Circle Bannu Accordlng Lo the. report SO submitted by
X the said SHO, the appellant was charged and arrested in case
.FIR NO. 425 dated 22.05. 2015 under sectlon 381 -A pPC Pollceﬂ» |
station Cnvnl Lnne Gu3ranwala On the basrs of sald report,
Reglonal Police Offlcer Bannu sent report dated 13.05. 2016 to
the Provnncral Pollce Offlcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa mentlonlng'

“‘“th'ereln that the defense plea of the appellant was not




s _requlrlng conSIderatlon as’ he was found involved in 'the' '
| aforementloned crlmlnal case. The Reglonal Pollce Officer -
Bannu thus totally lgnored the directions lssued to him. by the
Inspector General of Pollce Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar~‘
v1de .order dated 19. 02. 2016 and dld not bother to verlfy the
plea of illness taken by . the appellant regardlng his absence
from duty It is, however astonlshlng that on receipt of the
report of the RPO Bannu Inspector | General of Pollce Khyber
Palhtunkhvva Peshawar re]ected the r'EVlSlOl'l petition: of - the N
ppellant vide order dated 24.06.2016, whereby the same was "
held as barred by time. R

‘ 8 ‘ The appellant was not proceeded agalnst Aon the charge

. of his lnvolvement in cnmlnal case reglstered vnde FIR l\lo 425‘

: dated 22.05. 2015 under Section 3&1 A PPC Pollce Statlon ClVll
Liné Gu;ranwala however the - same was consndered as a -

‘ ground for re;lectlon of reVlSlon flled by the appellant under -

Ve o/ :'Rule 11-A of Police ‘Rules, 1975 ‘The respondents were ‘not

—= 1ustlﬁed in consrderlng the lnvolvement of the appellant in-
o rlmlnal case asa ground for taking adverse inference. agalnst .

__the appe'lant partlcularly wher he has been- acqultted in the
atorementloned critinal case, vide order dated 01 02 2019_

passed by Mangtrate cectlon 30 Gu]ranwala

S. In view of the above dleUSSlOﬂ the lmpugned orders'
Gated 25.02.2015, 13.03.2015 and  24.06.2016 stand
set-aside' and the appellant is reinstated in “service, leaving the
-,competent Authority at" liberty to'conduct"‘de-novo lnqulrv.
a'gainst ‘the appellant if .he deems approprlate but strictly in.

- accordance’ wrth relevant rules and making proper probe for
verifying the. defense plea . taken by . the appellant by
assouatlng hlm in the lnqulry pr0ceedlngs and glvlng him fair
",opportunlty of defendmg hlmself In case competent Authorlty l
decndes conductlng of de-novo lnquny the same shall be
-campleted within a perlod ol 60 days of recelpt of copy of this
‘--‘.Judgment and if not conducted and concluded vvlthln the
stlpulated period - then ln that case the “appellant shall be

considered' to have been reinstated W|th all back benefits by




treatmg the perlod of hlS absence from duty as 'lzeéve without

‘pay. Partles are left to bear thelr own costs Fnle be’ consngned

1o the record room.

-ANNOUNCED . \y—% -
09.12.2021 + "o o T

(SALAH _UD- DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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~ ORDER:

in compliance Wlth the ‘order of Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa o
Serv1ce Tribunal Peshawar Judgment dated 09.12.2021 in the Serv1ce Appeal |
No.729/2016, and outcome of the .denovo eqnu1ry Ex- Constable Imran Khan No.
420, is hereby permanently re-instated into service.. The absence period for 04-.

| ‘months & 20-days (from 19- 07 2014 to 08-12-2014) is treated as leave w1thout'

pay whereas 03-weeks period (from 28.06. 2014 to 18.07. 2014) is treated as

. medical leave. Moreover, “stoppage of two annual mcrements with cumulatlve

effect” is’ hereby ordered with 1mmed1ate effect.

OBNo.__ G13 o S
- Dated: prlel /2022. ' \ T T
. A District Police Officer,
Bannu.
No._/ A A /(Q o dated Bv_annu,‘the & / ’.49'3,'/2022. B

Copy of above is submltted to

1. The Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar w/r to his

Judgment dated 09. 12.2021 in Service Appeal No. 729/2016.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Bsnnu Reg*on, Bannu w/r to his office Enost

No. 1039/EC dated 14.03. 2022 for favour of mformauon please
3. The Dlstnct ‘Accounts Ofﬁcer, Bannu e '
~ 4, DSP Legal, Reader, Pay offlcer, SRC, . OHC Line Ofﬁcer Bannu, for
mformanon and necessary act1on
'
J

DlSt|’1Ct Police Offlcer,
'~ Bannu.

-
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Better Copy ' . D

This order will be dispose of Departmental Appeal preferred by Constable Imran Khan No

420 Qf 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 orderly 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 Bannu issued vide OB NO. 413 dated 17/03/202 2.
His perlod of absence i.e (04 months and 20 dqays) FROM 19/04/2014 TO 08/ 12/2014 be treated

as leave without pay.

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 Irran Khan No 420 for record your

office which may be acknowledge please.

QA,

- B
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INTHE COURT OF _\§  Svie - Sudbend Rl

-..&W\‘&'“ AV - e — e Appellaﬁt‘
: '- ‘ Pe_titioner‘
S .- Platiff
'VERSUS et o
Q\ N S Respondent(s‘) |

Defendants (s)
Twe___ e \g\“m

- do hereby appoint and constitute the SYED .NOMAN ALI BUKHARI Advocate-
" High. Court for the aforesaid Appellant(s), Petmoner(S) Plalntrff( s) '/

‘Respondentts) Defendant(s) Opposite Party to commence and prosecute / to

appear and defend this actlon / appeal / petmon / reference on my / our behalf and

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

-same 1nclud1ng proceedlng in taxation and apphcat1on for review, to draw -and

deposrt money, to file and take documents, -to accept the moccss of the court,t0
- appoint and instruct council, to represent the aforcsard Appcllant Petrtloner(S) |

o Plamtlff( (s)/ Respondent(s) Defendant(s) Opposm Party dgrcets) ratlfy all the

~ acts done by’ the aforesa1d

. DATEAS — & '/201_5_ - o _." %

- (CLIENT)

N

w_\\)ﬁ; ~ SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI
L “ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

© CELL NO: 6306-5109438

Wﬁ -
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& - | GSBPD.KP.S8-1776/1-RST-5,000 Formé-os.05';18/P4(Z)/F/PHC Jos/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal
. - « A” )
KINBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
- JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD G
- " PESHAWAR. QZ
.-No. S
. . Pl
S APPEAL NOuoveorerercrverrssensine ok Rurersecemcrinee £ 20
‘2 |  APPEALNo 4&3 0 22
.................................. W\Y@M......M \,L,,M
: ' Apellant/Petltloner
'
RESPONDENT(S)

Notice thp llanct‘ etltu!;x);or ...... L% ............ D/S/f .......... / )&,‘,C& ............ —

Take notice that your 'appeall, has been fixed for. Prelim__inary hearing,

' i'eplication a'ffidavit/c'ounterv affidav’it/record/arguments/order before this Tribunal

You may, thefefore', 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 tobe dismissed in default

‘ ’/’ ¢ MPJ
;/5 ,;/faav’«-/

v istrar,
Khyber PaXhtunkhwa Service
? ‘Peshawar.




