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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR :-.;
| AT CAMP COURT SWAT L

Service Appeal No. 15607/2020
Date of Institution ... 30.11.2020

Date of Decision ... 10.05.2022

Sartaj S/O Muhammad Siraj R/O Village Rashkai District Swabi
presently Bunr Mingora Swat. ... (Appellant)

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Interior
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and three others.

Respondents)
MR. UMAR ALI AKHUNZADA,
Advocate --- For appellant.
MR. KABIRULLAH KHATTAK,
Additional Advocate General --- For respondents.
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN .- MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

MR. MIAN MUHAMMAD --- MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN, MEMBER:- Precisely stated the facts necessary .

for decision of the instant appeal are that the appellant while

serving as Head Constable, was posted as Incharge Police Guard,
Gari Kalay District Swat. He was directed by his immediate officer
for proper use of security gears i.e bullet proof jacket, helmet etc,
however he refused to do so, therefore, disciplinary action was
‘Dj taken against the abpeilant. The appellant was dismissed from
' o service vide order dated 30.09.2020 passed by District Police
Officer Swat. The departmental appeal of the appellant was also
filed vide order dated 03.11.2020 passed by Regional Police
Officer Malakand Region Saidu Sharif Swat, hence the instant

service appeal.

2. It is pertinent to mention herein that during the

proceedings in the instant appeal on 23.08.2021, representative - 1



-

2

of the respondents had submitted copy of order bearing No.
951/21 dated 04.03;2021 of the offi'cé of Inspector General of
Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, whereby the appellant has
been reinstated in service with a warning to remain careful in
future. In this scenario, learned counsel for the appellant had
requested that as the appellant has not been granted back
benefits, therefore, 'he wants to contest his appeal for grant of
back benefits. Relevant portion of order dated 23.08.2021 is

reproduced as below:-

"Today the departmental representative has furnished the .copy
of order bearing No. 951/21 dated 04.03.2021 of the office of the
inspéctor General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, whereby the
appellant has been reinstated in service with warning to be careful
in future. Accordingly, the main prayer for reinstatement in the
present service appeal has become infructuous. When confronted
with this position, learned counsel for the appellant has contended
that the appellant has not been extended back benefits in light of
the order dated 04.03.2021 and he stands to contest his appeal
for back benefits. According to the prayer part in memorandum of
appeal, the reinstatement has been sought with back benefits. So
it would be in the fitness of things to maintain the appeal for
further proceedings to the extent of question of back benefits.
Obviously, the circumstances has changed during pendency of
appeal vide order dated 04.03.2021. The department shall be
required to submit written reply only to the extent of prayer for
back benefits in light of the change circumstances, within 10 days

in office at Peshawar, positively”.

3. Respondents submitted reply/comments, wherein they
denied the claim of the appellant regarding his entitlement to
grant of back benefits.

4, Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the
appellant was wrbngly and illegally dismissed from service in a
summery manner, however the appellant has now been reinstated
vide order dated 04.03.2021 issued from the office of Inspector
General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar but the said

order is silent regarding back benefits of the appellant. He next
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contended that upon reinstatement of the appellant, he is entitled
to all back benefit, therefore, the order dated 04.03.2021 issued
from the office of Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar may be modified and the appellant may be granted all
back benefits. Reliance was placed on 2015 SCMR 77, 2013 SCMR |
752 and 2021 SCMR 962.

5. On the other hand, learned Additional Advocate General
for the respondents has argued that the appellant has been
reinstated in service, however in view of principle of no work no
pay, the appellant is not entitled to any back benefits for the
period during which he remained out of service. Reliance was
placed on judgment dated 19.03.2018 passed by this Tribunal in
Service Appeal 868/2017 titled “Shafique Ahmed Versus the

Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two

others”.
6. Arguments heard and record perused.
7. The appellant has already been reinstated in service vide

order dated 04.03.2021 issued from the office of Inspector
General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and now the only
controversy, which requires to be resolved is that as to whether
the appellant is entitled to back benefits or not? The appellant has
been reinstated in service, which would mean that he has to be
placed in the position, which he was enjoying prior to his wrongful
dismissal from service. Although it is mentioned in the order dated
04.03.2021 that the appellant is reinstated in view of his long
service but the appellate board has not given any finding that the
charge was proved against the appellant. Nothing is available on
the record which could show that the appellant had remained
gainfully employed in any service during the period of his
dismissal from service. The period during which the appellant did
not perform any duty, was on account of his wrongful dismissal
from service. In these circumstances, the appellant cannot be
deprived of back benefits.

8. Consequentiy, the order dated 04.03.2021 issued from the
office of Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar is modified andlthe appellant is held entitled to all back
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benefits. The appeal in hand is dispoéed of accordingly. Parties are

left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

10.05.2022 E

(SALAH-UD-DIN)-
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
CAMP COURT SWAT -

- (MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
CAMP COURT SWAT



Service Appeal No. 15607/2020

ORDER

10.05.2022

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Ali Rehman,
S.I (Legal) alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate
General for the respondents present. Arguments heard and
record perused. '

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on
file, the order dated 04.03.2021 issued from the office of
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar is
modified and the appellant is held entitled to all back benefits.
The appeal in hand is disposed of accordingly. Parties are left to

bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
10.05.202
- J7
(Mian Muhammad) (Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (Executive) , Member (Judicial)

Camp Court Swat Camp Court Swat
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03.01.2022

—
ALY
iy

Appellant in person present. Mr. Ali Rehman, S.I (Legal)
alongwith Mr. Asif Masdod Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for
the reépondents présent and sought time for submission of
reply/comments. A‘djourned. Last opportunity given. To come up
for submission for reply/comments as well as arguments before
the D.B on 03.01.2022 at Camp Court Swat.

\— -,Z_Z

(Atig-Ur-Rehman Wazir) (Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (E) Member (J)
Camp Court Swat Camp Court Swat

Appellant a.longwi'th- his counsel present. Mr. Al
Rehman, Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adee!
Butt, Additional Advocate General for the respondents
present. ' |

Para-wise reply on behalf of respondents No. 1 to 3
subnﬁitted, which is placed on file and copy of the same is
handed over to learned counsel for the appellant.
Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder, if any, as well as
arguments on 08.03.2022 before the D.B at Camp Court

(Salah-Ud-Din)
- Member (1)
Camp Court Swat

Due to /ru%’\/—w;@ ”é W Hor Uﬁ
C)»MWM P et S adge—A

Swat.
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23.08.2021

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan
Paindakhel, Asstt A.G alongwith Khawas Khan, SI (Legal) for -
the respondents present. ,

This appeal was. admitted for reguiar' hearing on
02.03.2021 and direction for filing of written reply Was given,
however, written reply is yet to be filed.

Today the departmentai representative has furnished the
copy of order bearing No. 951/21, dated 04.03.2021 of the
office of the Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

~ whereby the appellant has been reinstated in service with

warning to be careful in future. Accordingly, the main prayer
for reins‘tatemer)t in the present service appeal has become
infructuous. When confronted with this position, learned
counsel for the appellant has contended that the appellant has
not been extended with back benefits in the light of the order
dated 04.03.2021 and he stands to contest his appeal for
back bene_ﬁts. According to the prayer part in memorahdum of
appeal, the reinstatement has been sought with back benefits.
So it would be in the fitness of things to maintein the appeal

~ for further proceedings to the extent of question of back

benefits. Obwously, the cnrcumstances has changed during
pendency of appeal vide order dated 04.03.2021. The
department shall be requwed to submit written reply only to
the extent of prayer for back benefits m light of the change
circumstances, within 10 days in offi ice at Peshawar, ,,c.,rtlve!y :
If the written repiy/comments are not submitted within the
stipulated time, or extension of time is not sought through
written application with sufficient cause, the office: shall submit
the ﬂl'e with a report of no'n-compliance. File to come up for
arguments on 01.11.2021 before the D.B at Camp Court,
Swat. | |

+

Y
Yy

Chairman
- Camp Court, Swat
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- 26.07.2021 To come up for- written reply/comments  on

23.08.2021 before S.B at Camp Court, Swat. Notices be

. issued to appellant/counsel as well as respondents for

the date fixed.
il

Y 'Jﬂi"
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FORM OF OR_DER ‘S_HEET
Court of_
Case No.- /_5 60 7 /2020
S.No. Dafé of order Order or other pro‘_cee‘dm_gs Wlth SIgnature of judge
proceedings ' - ' T
1 2 3
1 07/12/2020 The qu_)pfal of Mr Sa'rtaj' resubmitted today by Mr. Umar Ali
Akhunzada- Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up |
to the Worthy Chairman for pr'o‘per‘ordei' please." _ s
Y IITY
REGISTRAR-
2 This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench at Swat for preliminary
hearing to be put up there on 07— r03.202(
_ \
CHARMAN
02.03.2021 Appel;an't present in perSoh. 'Preli.minaw arguments heard.
File perused. - '
Points raised need consideration. Admitted to regular
oﬁ\‘e ?%9 ., hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is
}QQ?‘-\\Q“\E ?‘003 » directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days.
AP ) .../‘,/ Thereafter, notices be issued to respondents for written
- reply/comments. To come up for written reply/comments on
03.05.2021 before S.B at Camp Court, Swat. .
(Rozifa ehﬁh)
o (9)
Gamp Court\Swat




o i : T e ey e iy
L P o R L AL .
B2 S RAASER ]

The appeai of Mr. Sartaj S/0 Mr. Muhammad Siraj received to-day i.e. on 30.11.2020 is
incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and

resubmission within 15 days.

1. Promotion order is not attached with the appeal w?#ch may be placed on it.
2. Copy of inquiry report, show cause notice and repl 15 not attached with the appeal which may

be placed on it.
3. One more copy/set may be submitted with the appeal.

Dt. a[ Z[;Z . /2020 .
‘ : @-taki/'

REGISTRAR G

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
. ‘ PESHAWAR.
mr.hgcmoz:t Ali Akhu‘nza.c_:lfé Adv. ‘
°eo-SUS QY
FOL 73 o crw T3
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR. I

Service Appeal No. 15607/2020 * }
1

Sartaj S/O Muhammad Siraj R/O village Rashakai District Swab1 presently Bunr

Mingora Swat - . o '

........... ?Appeliﬁnt

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pukhtunkhwa Peshawar & others

i
1 .
1

......... Respondents
]1
i

.

AUTHORITY LETTER

|
4

We, the above respondents do hereby authonze Mr. Naeem Hussain DSP/Legal Swat

to: appear before the Tnbunal on our behalf and submlt reply etc in connection’ wnh tltled

Serwce Appeal

I

|
i
1
|
1
t
!

Inspector Gefidtal of Officer, '
Khyber Pukhtynkhwa, Peshawar,

(Respﬁ ent No 02) i ,"5 |
: ; : fl"
| ie

t
i
v
'

1 Police Officer. -

alakand Region -
(Respondent No.03) .

1 i

i

1




BEFORE_ THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAIli, ‘
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~ Sartaj S/O Muhammad Siraj R/O v1llage Rashakai District Swabi, presently Bunrg

contents of the appeal are correct/true to the best of our knowlbdge/ belief and nothmg has P

I
B

Service Appeal No. 15607/2020

Mingora Swat o ‘ J ;

cheveesam iApp»eilant

b
H

(!

}a

|

We, the above respondents do hereby solemnly afﬁrm on oath and declare that the

VERSUS

v

Inspe.ctor General of Police Khyber Pukhtunkhwa Peshawar & others 1 f ?
' §

- AFFIDAVIT . l

be!en kept secret from the honorable Tribunal. b
i, ' : ,
‘ ; .
| LT
" q/{ Lo
Inspector e‘n'gral of Ofﬁcer, 1 I
~ Khyber Pukh/ nkhwa,: Peshawar 1 .
(Respondent No. 02) 3R : '
i
|
i
l .
f Malakand Region = . . -
, (Respondent No.03) . { l
R
(Respondent No.03)
S
| i b l‘ '
N



Jes IN THE SERVICE lTRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
i‘ ) ‘ . PES.I_IAWAR : Kl?'ydtgukhwa
. Ser ibustif -
. - Service appéeal N().) T@O(( /2020 . Diary Nve. 1S lgl’

Dated!so-‘l; ‘);s 2o
Sartaj s/o Muahmmad Siraj R/O village Rashkai District”Swabr

presently Bunr Mingora Swat.

e iiieint . APPELLANT
Versus

1. Govt of Khyber pakhtunkhwa though éhief secretary interior
KPK peshawar
2. Insecptor general police kpk at CPO Peshawar
‘3. Regional police offi;er Malakand Saidu sharif swat

y 4. District police officer swat saidu sharif swat

~ ieie i, RESPONDENTS

SERVICE APPEAL U/S SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 , AGAINST
THE ORDER NO_10419/E  DATED 03/11/2020 PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO 3 THROUGH WHICH APPEAL = OF. THE
&, . APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER NO OB NO 160 DATED

: LA _
1%"0 ‘\ft;‘e“fe ~30/09/2020 OF RESPONDENT NO 4 HAS BEEN DISMISSED.

g

Filedto-day

PRAYER:

. ~ UPON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT APPEAL THE
- IMPUGNED _ARDERS MENTIONED ABOVE PASSED BY
RESPONDENTS NO 3 AND 4 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE
APPELLANT - MAY "KINDLY BE RE INSTATED AS HEAD
CONSTEBLE-WITH BACK BENEFITS.

Any other remedy coupled with cost, which is efficacious and appropriate in
peculiarycircumstances of the case May kindly be granted, though not

specifically prayed for.

.

= IQESpecqfizll); sheweth;
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The brief facts leading to the institution of the instant appeal before this

Honorable Court are:

That the apbellarit ‘was éiliisted on regular basis as a constable at swat in
2009.( enlistment order as annexure A) | |

That the appellant performed his duty honest!yé fairly, bravely and with
due diligence according to law and showed his efficiency to the superior
as the appellant was given one step promotion as head constable,
(Promotion order as annexure B and good performance certificate as
annexure C)

That the appellant was posted as traffic head constable in mingora city.
While on duty in JUN 2020, a man who later disclosed himself to be the
owner of INSAF DRY FRUITS SWAT parked his vehicle on non parking
side of the main road. When the appeltant requested to remove the vehicle,
the man resisted and Whén this matter was referred 1o the concerned SHO.,
he showed reluctance to register case against the man rather; the appellant
was called by the high ups and warned.

(Clip of video available at the time of arguments)

That after about three days from the above mentioned event, appellant was
transterred to poliée station manglawar and was targeted by the police
high ups. On the night of the alleged occurrence(20/09/2020), appellant
was sévere!y ill and had shivering fever however did not refuse to wear
the security gears but due to shivering fever, the appellant went to duty a
bit late . On the next day the appellant went to hospital and conducted tests
which showed typhoid.(copy of medical documentation as annexure D)
That the appellant was dismissed from service on the 30/09/2020 which IS
a major punishment without any sort of inquiry, show cause notice and
charge sheet, (Order dated 30/09/2020 as annexure E)

That against the said order dated 30/09/2020, the appeliant filed an appeal
before the respondent no 3 who dismissed the appeal vide order no
10419/E dated 03/1 1/2020, and hence the instant appéal.

(Copy of Appeﬁl and appellate court’s order is attached as annexure F &G
respectively).

The appellant is filling the instant appeal,.infer-alia, on the following

grounds.

GROUNDS:-

a. That the appellant is innocent not committed any offence or
misconduct and had performed his duty honestly, with due
diligence and efficiency.

b. That the allegations leveled are baseless and the appellz—int had not
beeq served with show cause notice. Neither any sort of inquiry

conducted nor charge sheet being rendered to the appellant. Both
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orders of respondent no 3 and 4 are the result of miss reading and
non reading of the material available on the repord.

That the inipughe‘d orders of respondents no 3and 4 are illegal
malafidely without lawful authority and are liable to be set aside.
That there is neither any verbal or documentary evidence in

support of the charge nor any witness has been examined in the

~ presence of the appellant nor any opportunity of cross examination

has been given to appellant and no chance has been given to take

notes of the statements of any witness.

-~

That no reason has been given by the respondent no 3 while
refusing the appeal of the appellant so committed illegality.
That the medical condition of the appellant at relevant time had not

been considered by both respondents no 3 and 4.
That other ground may be argued at the time of arguments with the

prior permission of this honorable court.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed
that on acceptance of the instant
appeal the impugned ora’ers.of both
respondent no 3 and no 4 be set aside
and the appellant may kindly be re

instated as head constable with back

AV
~ APPELLANT

SARTAI S/Q M UHAMM/—\D SERAI

benefits.

oot

ﬂi |
UMM ALy AYRUN2ADA
AtwochTz HIG H Courf™.



KHYBER PAKH'I'UNKWA All communications should be
' addressed to the Registrar

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR | KPK Service Tribunal and not

any official by name. -

g Ph:- 091-9212281
No: __- /ST Dated: / 12022 Fax:- 091-9213262

District Police Officer, ‘

Swat.

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 15607/2020 OF SARTAJ VS
DPO, SWAT. '

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement

dated 10.05.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for information.

Encl: As Above.

(WASEEMAKHTAR)

REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR



: KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA All communications should be

addressed to -the Registrar

SERVICE TRIBUNAL,' PESHAWAR KPK Service Tribunal and not

any official by name.

' Ph:- 091-9212281
No: /ST Dated: / 12022 Fax:- 091-9213262

.1-.0,

District Police Officer,

Swat.

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 15607/2020 OF SARTAJ VS
DPO, SWAT.

[ am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement

dated 10.05.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for information.

Encl: As Above.

(WASEEMAKHTAR)

REGISTRAR’
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR
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;' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

N RS - Service Appeal No. 15607/2020

_ Sartaj S/O Muhammad Siraj R/O v111age Rashaka1 Dlstrlct Swabi,
: presently Bunr Mingora Swat

+eseees Appellant
VERSUS .

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pukhtunkhwa Peshawar & others P
& : S e, RespondentJ | \
PARAWISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS IN ORDER DATED 23/08/2021
Respectfully Sheweth:

Y

vt

1. That the appellant had been dismissed from service vide OB No.160

dated 30/09/2020 on the allegations that he refused to wear proper
: . secutity gears i.e bullet proof jacket and helmet etc.
' 2. That against the order of dismissal issued by respondent, the appellant -
~ filed service appeal No.15607/2020 before the Khyber Pukhtunkhwa
; Service Tribunal, prayed therein for re-instatement into service with
- all back benefits. . ) ,

3. That Later on, during the pendency of subject service appeal, the
appellant was re-instated into service by worthy Inspector General of
Police Khyber Pukhtunkhwa Peshawar vide Order No 951/21 dated 1 ,
04/03/2021. : : !

4. That the subject service appeal was fixed for arguments on' 23/08/2021
wherein the Chairman Camp Court, Swat has directed to maintain the
subject service appeal for further proceeding to the extent of questlon
of back benefit vide Order dated 23/08/2021.

5. That the appellant was dismissed from service on 30/09/2020 and re-
1nstated in service on vide Order No.951 dated 04/03/2021. The
appellant was remained out of service for about 06 months for Wthh is
he not entitled for salary and other benefits etc. ,

' 6. The appellant is not entitled for back benefits as he had spent the said

; ~ period out of service and under there are numerous judgments of apex
court that no work no pay, therefore the stance of appellant is not
- plausible under the law may kindly be filed with cost please. . | | :
' Ll

H
i
1

InspectoryGeneral nf Police
"Khyber Pukh unkhwa Peshawar
(Resp dent No.02)

(Respondent No.03)

District PoMce Officer}
(Respondent No.04)



[N THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR

Service appeal no /2020 ‘ ‘ @

Sartaj ceeeveiiiiiiiiiian

Versus

Govt. of kpkete .........

APPELLANT .

ST RESPONDENTS

INDEX

S.No Description of Documents Annexure | Page
B Service appeal l"’"L'\
- - ™ <
2 Affidavit |, Application Fev Inkesine *’*‘“ﬂ S-A
A
3. FEnlistment order 6
4. Promotion order | B q—
3. Certificate of good performance 8
C
6. Medical documentations
. . D q - l 5
7. Order of DPO dated 30/09/2020- E ’ L1
8. Appeal to appellate authority F l <
9. Copy Of TImpugned Order Dated 03/11/2020 of | G ,
respondent no 4 : : (é
10 Wakalat nama

I-I- | - \}

APPELLANT ")
THROUGH;
UMAR ALI AKHUNZADA

N

FEST AN RIfTETINIEARG
UiGaR L4F Ad BA
Advecate (Fich Lour i)

LLM (ERGLAND)

Eiobid 3005745571
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IN THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

® PESHAWAR
Service appeal No. /2020
SANMA] tevreevrnree e APPELLANT
Versus
GOVE OF KPR @LC v v RESPONDENTS .
AFFIDAVIT

I Mr Sartaj s/o Muhammad seraj /o rashki swabi presently bunr
mingora swat do hereby state on oath that all the contents of
this appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief.

~

APPELLANT
SARTAJ S/O MUHAMMAD SERAI




IN THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR
Service appeal No. /2020
SAMA) veveve i APPELLANT
Versus
Govt. of KpK €0 «evvvvviiienreeiiiiiiiees, RESPONDENTS

b

L2

APPLICATION FOR INTERIM RELIEF

The applicant submits as under;

That the applicant is submitting the accompanying appeal before this honorable
court. This is yet to be fixed for hearing. '

That the applicant is dismissed by the authorities concerned illegally.

That the applicant is a poor man having got twelve children, living in rented
prenises. '

That the appeal may kindly be considered as part and pafcel of the instant
application vice versa

That the applicant submits for the suspension of impugned orders dated

30/09/2020 and 03/11/2020 till the disposal of appeal.

APPLICANT

SARTAJ S/O MUHAMMAD SERALI

‘“\T\W\%

SUMae A AlLUUA 2494
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C OMMENDA TION CERTIFICATE
Class I

\ " is Awarded to

; Mpy. ga'rfa&/' Vhown No 252 S/0 ,MAAMW0_G'//._55,W‘
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DI‘PARTMENT OF PATHOLOGY

osiv\“

‘ , S.T.H SAIDU SHARII' SWAT. (CDNTIV\L WING)
PA'I'[ENT T RAME.. S"v//{_ ........ Age-. éfQ...Ser M
LABID. ..o mnnnnnnens : pare: 2/, /n 7/217 S _
: o sEhQLQgY AN S
RA Factor — : , . WIDALTEST- ,
ASO Titer - : - / . 'I"0=
Toxoplasma K . TH=
; oo Group ____ - \ ’ BRI:JCEI..LA fEs‘r
Rh- Factor ‘ . DA=
. Pregnancy T;:st a / i : ‘I}M- ;
Anti ICY (Screenidg) Test -
" HBs Ag (Screening) Test — - . .
VDRL (Sereening) T.cst L - - ' !
Il Pylorl (Screening) Test—— — - - — - ¢

HIV (AIDS) lScrecnlng) Test —

T I)-JCI' (Screenuug)

Dengue Antibodies: lgMM——!-m

'i}:phitlol: lgM . '
S mcsggg;Llfw1‘V'a L/—-

. NOTE: Please corrciate with elinicad indings. [
‘This report Is not meunl for any sart of mcdi:o-tcg-l purposes.

BOSTAN PRESS: 0345-9523313 ' ' K




Bhttai Chowk Tahir Abad Mingora Swat.
Cell: 0343-3970308

- A
Patient’s Name SW/& /

Test Required For

BLOOD COMPLETE
Hb % Gm % 12 16 Gm % Polymorphs 40%-70%
o ;: ’ l t
L tes 25%-45%
TIC / cmm 4500 11000/cmm Y — M
( 2%-6%
ESR ~ [/ 1sthr 18 sthr 19%-3%
Plateles Count‘_x__cmm 150000 — 450000/cmm Basophil 0-1%
BIO CHEMISTRY SEROLOGY
Glucose {Fasting) AN 55-115 mg/dl Dilution N20 [ 1/40 1/80 1/160 [1/320
Glucose (Random) \\ upto 170 mg/dl Widal Ig \\ . L
Blood Urea : 10-50 mg/di ™ N
S.(Cholestero) \ upto 200 mg/d| BH 1N :
S.Bilirubin (Total \ upto 1.0 mg/dl Dilution 120 | 1/%0 | 1180 {17160 [1/320
S.Uric Acid 3.5-1.0mg/dl A Bortus X
S.GPT/ALT Up to 50 U/L Melitinsis y
5.Clacium y 8.10mg/id| /
/ Toxoplamosis
Blood Group / Pregnancy. . / -
Rh Factor / Hbs Ag / :
me [ Hev L
I.C.T. Tuberculosis HIV (Aids) /
H. Pylori e /| aso Titre [
RA Factor v -V
s D Ns1
A@AITIVEP QBT IV & e |
Thyphid - - Chickungunye iG G igm
PHYSICAL. CHEMICAL MICROSCOPIC EXAMINATIGN
Quantity /va? Albumin (1L) Presents" Nil RBCs (_’/J — L /HPF
N I yoom y )
Glucose Present Nil Pus Cells ()~ HPF
Coloqr {I);?’/lé/ﬂ“ ucos ‘ ] ’Z /
- Ketone Present Nil »| Epithelial Ceils JHPF
PH JYe _ : N2 //
sp.Gravity” /., (4 Bile Salt Present Nil « Crystals
7 — i
Reaction ,(]C \({{L Bile Pigment Present Nil Bacteria {
[{
V T
/{ Urobilinogen Normal *~ Increase | General \ )
Lab. Techif:

Note:
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Reg No: 16

NOOR CLINICAL LAB®
Opp: Central Hospital,

Saidu Sharif Swat,

Ph: 0946-726655
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PATIENT NAME :

SARTAJ
DAY & DATE: Thursday, Septomber 24, 2020
TIME: 8:46:00 AM
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Head Constable Sartaj No.707 {(One Step Promotee) of this Dis‘l'.ri«;l:.
Police while posted as Incharge Police Guard, Gari Kalay, Manglor has becn direeted by his-
immediate officer for proper usc of security gears i.e. bullet-proof jackets & helmets ete,
while he refused to do so, which is clear cluster violation of Police rules as well as norms of
discipline on his part. ~ | ’ ,

He was called in Orderly Room to defend the charges leveled against’
him, but he did not produce any plausible defense for cllarges leveled against him. Foregoing,
in view, the undcr:s;igned is of considered opinion that there are no chances that Head
Constable Sarta) No.707 (One Step Promotee) will become an efficient Police‘Ot‘l’ncia.l.-‘l-lis
further retention in service is bound io affect the discipline of the entire force. Therelore, in

_exercise of the powers vested in the undersigned under Rules 2 (iit) of Police Disciplinary
Rules-1975, T, QASIM ALI KHAN, PSP, District Police Officer,. SWat as a competent
authority, am constrained to award him punishment of Dismissal from service with
immediate effect.‘ : '

Order announced.

‘1%@\@1%@@“5

OB.No. /&9
Dated _Sof E 12020,

#*******************
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SAIDU SHARIF SWAT.
Ph: 0946-9240381-88 & Fax No. 0946-9240390 (

Email: digmalakand@yahoo.com
O

. This order. will dispose off appeal of Ex-Head Constable Sartaj No. 707 of Swat
District for reinstatement in service. ‘

Brief facts of the cass are that Head Constable Sartaj No. 707 while posted to
Incharge Police Guard Garhi Kalay, Mangiawar was alleged of gross misconduct as he was directed by his
immediate officer for proper use of security gears i.e bullet proof jacket and helmet etc, but he refused to
do so, which was clear violation of Police rules as well as norms of discipline on his part. He was called in
orderly room by District Police Offi icer, Swat and heard him in person but he failed to produce any cogent
reason in his defense. Being found guilty of the charges levelled against him, the District Police Officer,
Swat awarded him major punishment of d‘siiv’ssed from service vide OB No. 160, dated 30/09/2020.

He was calied in O.c&exly Room on 28/10/2020 and heard him in person. The
appellant could not produce any cogent reason. He had been dismissed twice in the past but reinstated by
CPO but he failed to mend his way. Record shows that he has earned 11 bad entries in hlS service period.
Therefore, His appeal is hereby files. '

Order annosinced. -

ice Officer,

idu Sharif Swat
*Naqi*

NO. ‘D L’ l q /Et
pated_ 03 | [] _ro2.

Copy of ¢! hove for information and necessary action to District Police Officer,
Swat with reference to his office Memo: No. 17992/E dated 14/10/2020. Service Roll, Fauji Missal

containing enquiry file of the above named Official are returned herewith for record in your office.
EERBAANAN/, SAALAE R R EAAANAANAAAAANAK # ¥ %
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: “"ORL TIIF KHEYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TTU*%UNAL
— PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 868/2017

Date of institution ... 02.08.2017
Date of judgment ... 19.03.2018

o e
.

Shaﬁque Ahmad, Constable No. 131 ) :

District Police, Tank. T - - _ A
e S ' © .. (Appellant}
VERSUS
I. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshatwar.
2. The D.J.G.. D.IKhan (Region), D.I.kKhan.
- 3. The Disuict Police Officer, Tank. A : ,

' : . (Respondents)
SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECT ION-ﬁj OF THE KHYBER '
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 AGAINST ,
THE ORDER DATED 26.04.2017 AND REJECTION ORDER
DATED 29.06.2017 COMMUNICATED TO THE APPELLANT
ON  03.07.2017 WHEREBY THE PERIOD. W.E FROM
09.12.2013 TO 18.12.2016 1S TREATED AS LEAVE WITHOUL ) . :
PAY. ‘ : . x

Mr. M. Asif Yousafzai, Advocate. . Tor apz ellant.
Mr, Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General - .. " For rwpoudcntt
Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KIHAN KUNDI_ MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
JUDGMENT
MUIHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNI Di MEMBER: - - Our  this -
) , / T

mdement shall dispose uf m;tcmr service appeal as well as Se*vice Appeal No. .
. P PP B

et e L
e \

-

‘ 971/2017 L lecL ‘Alamgir Khan)”usm the Provincial Police Oiﬁccr Khyher -

e —— _.———"

P akhtunl{hwa Pes hawm and two othem Serwcc Appoal \Io 07//201” vitled

\».

Peshawar and two others and Service Appeal No. 1064/ ”Ul7 tltied/ Hm] ad )

—

Fa7a] Rehiman ) Veérsus the Provincial Pmlce Officer, Khyber rakhtunkhwa,

o J—

e RS e ,.‘—"' .

¢ 4



Yasir Versus the Provincial Folice Offi t1ce1 Khybm qudxtunkhwa Dcshawar and

two others as cOmmon QuestiQn of law and facts are mvolved in all the af oresald
appeals.
5 Learned counsel for the appellants present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,

Additional Advocate General for the respondents also present. :Argumen‘-ﬁsfheard-

and record pe_rused.

L £ PRS-t %
i By CEIVI R i

3. Brief facts of the cases as per appeals are that the appellants were serving

- in Police Depaltment and they were dismissed from service by the competent

authority. That they filed départmental appeals but the same Were rejected

therefore, they filed servic appealb whlch Were partlally accepted. The:

.-appellants were reinstated in gervice and the depa1tment was duected to rondact

~de-novo inquiry against the appellants on the allegation leveled against them by

dcfence and heating. That after conducting

. A

providing them full opportunity of

de-novo.inquiry the, competent authority vide order dated 26. 04 2017 issued hst

warning to the appellants to improve their conduct and the perlod dvr*nCr Whlch

D
%\
N
~

tireappellants remained out of service was counted as leave without pay..'

TFeeling dissatis.ﬁed from the i.mpugned order the appellants filed departmental

hsposcd of with the ohservations thay the

appeals on 21. 05.201% which was ¢

intervening period from the decision of the court and lfmstatﬂncnt order of

‘DPO Tank i.e from 19. 12 2016 to 07 02.2017 was treated as leave. of the kind

due whereas the remaining period out'of service period 1.e 09 12. "01q to -

]

18.12.2016 was treated as leave without pay. Feeling aggricvcd from the said

order the appellants filed the present Service appeal.

4, Learned counsel for the appellants contended that the appellants were:. .

dismissed - from service on the charge of corruptien, ill reputation and

inefficiency. It was further contended i.hat thc appujlauto filed departmental -

.appedls and the service appeals. 1t was further contended that the’ service
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_ reinstatement order of DPO Ta

"t~ conductmg -de-novo inquiry the competent authority vide ‘order dated

© 26.04.2017 given last warning to them to improve their conduct IIowever the

period during which the alleged officials were out of service i.e 09.12.2013 to

08.12.2017 was treated as leave without pay. However, on départinéntal appeal

. the departmental authority partially accepted their appeals ‘ahd treated the -

intervening period with effect from the date of decision of the court till -

1k i.e from 19.12.2016 to 0'7.02.2_017 as leave of

the kind.due whereas the remajning period out of\service period i.e 09.12.2013

to 18:12.2016 was treated as idave without pay. Admittedly the appellants have

not performed ‘the duties during the period from 09.12.2013 tc 18.12.2016

therefore, the appeliants are not entitled for back beneﬁts of the said period. As

such the appeals have no force which are hereby dismissed with no order as to

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

 ANNOUNCED '
19.03.2018 - o (fﬂ//
A | (\/l‘UHAMMAD AMIN KHAN K UNDI)
N MEMBER -
(MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL) -

MEMBER




