o

* BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 7687/2021
Date of Institution... 26.10.2021

Date of Decision ... 28.10.2022

Ahmad Nawaz, Constable No. 413, Kohat Region Kohat.
| ' ... (Appellant)
VERSUS y

The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar and

two others.
(Respondents)

MS. UZMA SYED,
Advocate --- For appellant.
MR. NASEER-UD-DIN SHAH, | -
Assistant Advocate General - For respondents.
SALAH-UD-DIN --- MEMBER: (JUDICIAL)
MIAN MUHAMMAD --- MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN, MEMBER:- Precise facts giving rise to the

present appeal are that departmental action was taken against the

appellant on the allegations of absence from duty as well as his

_ 7 . ~ involvement in case FIR No.804 dated 27.08.2016 uﬁder Sections

—_— 302/202/109/148/149 PPC Police Station. Muhammad Ri‘az Shaheed
District Kohat and case FIR No. 811 dated 28.0;8.2016 undef
Sections 223/224 PPC Police Station Muhammad Riaz Shaheed
Districf Kohat. On conclusion of the inquiry, he was awarded major
penalty of compulsory -1'etirement from service, ho{vever service .
appeal of the appellant was partially allowed Vide judgment dated

19.02.2020, and  the matter was remitted to the
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respondent-department for de-novo inquiry. During the de-novo
inquiry, the appellant was exonerated and he was rreins'tated in
servicé vide order bearing OB No. 497 dated 14.07.2020, however
intervening period wasl treated as un-authorized leave without pay.
The aforementioned order to the extent of treating the intervening
period as un-authorized leave without pay was challenged by the
appellant through ﬁling of departmental appeal, which remained

un-responded, hence the instant service appeal.

2. Notices were issued to the respondents, who submitted their
comments, wherein they refuted the assertions made by the appellant

in his appeal.

3. . Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that as the
appellant was exonerated from the charges leveled against him and
was reinstated in service, therefore, the competent Authority was
legally not justified in treating the intervening period as leave
without  pay; that the appellant remained out of service on account
of his wrongful compulsory retirement by the respondents and no
fault existed on part of the appellant in non-performing of his duty
during the intervening period; that appellant did ndt remain willfully
employed during the period of compulsory retiremelnt and he is
legally entitled to all back benefits; that although there :is some délay
in filing of service appeal, however in view of Section-30 of the
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Epidemic Control and Emergency Relief Act,
2020, the delay in filing of the appeal is condonable; that even
otherwise too, the matter is relating to financial benefits and no

limitation would run against the same. Reliance was placed on, 2007
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SCMR 855, PLD 2003 Supreme Court 724, 2015 PLC (C.S) 366 and

2015 SCMR 77.

4. On the other hand, learned Assistant Advocate General for the
respondents has contended that though the appellant has been
reinstated in service, however in view of the 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; that the service appeal of
the appellant is time barred and is liable to be dismissed on this score
alone. Reliance was placed on the judgment dated 18.04.2018
rendered by this Tribunal in Appeal bearing No. 218/2016 titled
“Shah Duran Versus The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and 2 others”.

5. We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the

parties and have perused the record.

0. A perusal of the record would show that the appellant was
awarded major penalty of compulsory retirement from service vide
order dated 13.01.2017, which was set—aside by this Tribunal and
matter was remitted to respondent-department for dé-novo inquiry.
During de-novo inquiry, the appellant has been exonerated of the
charges leveled against him. In view of exoneration of the appellant
in the de-novo inquiry, this fact has been established that in the
previous inquiry, the appellant had been wrongly and illegally
awarded major penalty of compulsory retirement from service. It was
thus, due to wrongful penalty of compulsory retirement from service

that the appellant was unable to perform his dut):/ during the
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intervening period, th'eréfore, the competent Author;ity was not
justified in treating the same as un-authorized leave without pay.
Nothing is available on the record, which could show that the
appellant had remained gainfully employed during the period of his
compulsory retirement. On reinstatement of the appellant in service,
he was entitled to all back benefits with effect from the date of his

compulsory retirement till the date of his reinstatement in service.

7. In the wake of outspread of COVID-19, the G(é)vemment of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa declared Public Health Emergency for the first
time in March, 2020 for three months, which Awlas extended from
time to time for further term. The case of the appellant falls within
the period of emergency. In view of Section-30 of the Khyber
PakhtuAnkhwa Epidemic Control and Emergency Relief Act, 2020,.
the limitation period provided under any law shall remain frozen.

The appeal in hand is thus not hit by limitation.

8. In view'of the above discussion, the appeal in hand is allowed
by modifying the impugned order dated 14.07.2020 and the appellant
is held entitled to all back benefits with effect from the date of his
compulsory retirement i.e 13.01.2017 till the date of his
reinstatement in service i.e 14.07.2020. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCE
28.10.2022 ) - 7
4 '  (SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
(MIAN MUHAMMAD) |

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)



Service Appeal No. 7687/2021

ORDER - Appellant alongwith his counsel éreseﬁt. Mr. Arif Saleem,
28.10.2022 ' .

Stenographer alongwith Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Shah, Assistant Advocate
General for the ;'espondents present. Argumelnts heard and record
perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, se}éjat'ately placed on file,
the'appeal in hand is allowed by modifying the impugned Ordér dated
14.07.2020 and the appellant is held entitled toi all back benefits with
effect from the date of his compulsory retirement i.e 13.01.2017 tll
the date of his reinstatement in service i.e 14.67.2020. Parties are left

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

ANNOUNCED

28.10.20
* '
. N ,

(Mian Muhaminad) (Sﬁah-Ud-Din)
Member (Executive) Member (Judicial)




24.02.2022 , Due to retirement -of the Worthy Chairman, the
Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to

12.05.2022 for the same as before.

e

Readér

12.05.2022 Appellant present through counsel.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional
- Advocate General alongwith Arif Salim Stenographer for
respondents present.

Representative  of respondents  submitted
reply/comments. Copy of the same is handed over to the
learned counsel for appellant. To come up for rejoinder,
if any, and arguments on 19.07.2022 before D.B.

(Roszé Rehman)
Member (J)

19-7 -2 Pobss BB mpt suatwkte Brafor™
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01.09.2022 Bench is incomplete, therefore, case is adjourned to
28.10.2022 for the same as before.

Réafler
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16.12.2021 Counsel for the appellant present. Preiiminary.,arguments heard. ’

Learned, counsel for the appellant at the outset of his arguments
stated that this is the sacond round (_)f litigation. Subsequent to the
judgement of Servicé Tribunal dqted 19.02.2020; de-novo enquiry was
conducted against the appellant‘and impugned order dated 14.07.2020
passed whereby he was though reinstated in service but absence during
intervening period was treated as unauthorized leave without pay.
Feeling aggrieved, the appellant submitted departmental appeal on
13.08.2020 which was not responded to within statutory period, hence,
the instant service appeal instituted invoking jurisdiction of the Service
Tribunal under Section:; of the ‘Kh-yber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
Act, 1974. It was further contended that no charge could be proved
against the appellant in the de-novo enquiry and as such he is entitled
to all back benefits according to the judgement of Superior courts as
well as Service Tribunal particularly that of dated 01.03.2018 delivered
in Service Appeal No. 510/2016 titled Muhammad Noman Constable-vs-
DPO Kohat and others, dated 26.12.2018 in service appeal No.
1003/2017 titled Akhtar Ali, Ex-Constable versus PPO and two others
and dated 03.09.2021 delivered in Service appeal No. 453/2018 titled
Jan Ayaz, Gate Keeper Central Prison Mardan versus IG Prison, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa.

The appeal is admitted to regular hearing éubject to all just legal

objections including limitation. The appellant is directed to deposit

Y608 1 ed
38 ,i:' Fesecurity and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter notices be issued to

d\gu{;u

e 7v‘respondents for subm:ss;on of reply/comments. To come up for
" “reply/comments on 24.02.2022 before S.B.
n/b“ ply

A

(Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)



- 'FORM OF ORDER SHEET -

© Court of

Ca}seiNb.T A 7687 | '/.2021

S.No.

"Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings : '

2 .3

28/10/2021 The appeal of Mr. Ahmad Nawaz resubmitted today by Uzma Syed
Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the
Worthy Chairman for broper order please.

=
REGISTRAR -

This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary

hearing to be put up there on_| b!f}z %

CHAIRMAN




The appeal of Mr. Ahmad Nawaz Constable No 413, Kohat Reglon Kohat received
today i.e. on 26.10.2021 is mcompletexon the foIIowmgiscore which is returned to the counsel
for the appellant for completlon and resubmlssmn within 15 days. '

Check list is not attached wnth the appeal. .

Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant

Affidavit attested by the Oath Commissioner is not attached with the appeal.
Certificate be given to the effect that appellant has not been filed any setvice appeal
earlier on the subject matter before this Tribunal. '

swnNPE

MYy ‘/ /5T,

Dt. 34(/" /2021

s

REGISTRAR -
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
 KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

) PESHAWAR.
Uzma Syed Adv. Pesh. ’

NI |
R T Y
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Appeal No. 55 /no21

- Ahmad Nawaz KR V/8 - Police Deptt:
« INDEX \
S No Documents Annexure | Page No.
1. |[Memo of Appeal . =~ | - -y
2. | Condonation of delay apphcatlon | e 5
3. | Copy of Judgment -A- 41D
4. | copy of Inquiry report -B - 13-13
S. | Copy of order ‘ -C- 14~
6. | Copy of Departmental Appeal -D- 16~ °
7. | Copy of judgments -E- 1§69
8. | VakalatNama | " emeeee %)
o
Ap.pellant ' =
Through /
Uz yed '

‘Advocate, High Court o
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

!

APPEALNO. /2021 l
Ahmad Nawaz no: 413, Constable
Kohat Re gion Kohat. '
| . (Appellant)

1. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO

 VERSUS -

Peshawat.

- 2. Regio

1a] Police Officer Kohat, Region Kohat.

| 3 Disfrict Police Officer Kohat;

| WITHOUT PAY AND AGAINST|NOT TAKING -

(Respondents) |

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK
SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST

tHE ORDER - DATED  |14.07.2020,

WHEREBY ~ THE APPELLANT | WAS
EXONERATED AND = PERIOD - WAS
TREATED AS EXTRA ORDINARY LEAVE

APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WITH IN
STATUTORY PERIOD OF 90 DAYS. |

ACTION . ON  THE  DEPARTMENTAL
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

_.,\,“ .

. In S. A NO‘ 730 /2018

Constable Ahmad Nawa/ No /11 '3

| ~ VERSUS

1.. Inspector Greneral of Pohce Khyber Pakhtunkhwa o

.CPO Peshawar

2 ,;;»53‘,;5}. ,Inspector " General Of Poiiﬁ:é '_Khybér -

Pakhtunkhwa.&‘;ﬁr"*ﬁ ‘Q"j\on H.o\r\ai
@ Addltlonal Inspector General Peshawar
4 Dlstnct Pohce Off1cer Kohat

-’--;,-.--4-:- ------- (Respondents)

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
' PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT

AR TR R

" APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED MAJOR
PENALTY OF COMPULSORY RETIREMENT

AND TI-IE REJEQTION OF DEPARTMENTAL

s 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER'_
<« ~ DATED _ 13/01/2017 WHEREBY THE

APPEAL AND ORDER DATED 04/712/2017 .
AND FINAL ORDER DATED l08/05/2'(.)1é‘._
WHEREBY - THE _MERCY REVISION
PETTTION HAS BEEN REJECTEDI - @ |
o . . -+ NailaTin Advocate

Peshawar High Coust |




TSRt BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKEWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
S ce ~ PESHAWAR

e,

N SERVICE APPEAL NO. 750/20 18
| " ' Date of institution 39.05.2018
Date of.Judgment e 19 02 2020

Constable Ahmad Nawaz No. 413 | (Appellant)"ea.;;.m
, VERSUS R |
. The Inspector General of Pollce Khyber Pakhtunkhwa CPO Peshawar

Deputy Inspector General of Pollce/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Kohat Reglon
- Kohat. :

.. Additional Inspector General Peshawar
. -DlStl’lCt Pollce Ofﬂcer Kohat..

N o=

B NN

(Respo’nde,nts)

'APPEAL 'UNDER 'SECTION-4”'OF THE_KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
. SERVICE TRIBUNAL. ACT, 1974 AGAINST ' THE IMPUGNED .
ORDER DATED 13. 01 2017 WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS
BEEN . _AWARDED_~MAJOR  PENALTY OF _COMPULSORY.
RETIREMENT AND THE REJECTION OF. DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
AND . ORDER DATED 04.12.2017. AND FINAL ORDER_DATED. -

" .08.05.2018 WHEREBY_THE MERCY REVISION PETITION "HAS
g@ BEEN REJECTED, | C -

. ‘S ‘& Miss. Uzma- Syed Advor.‘ate For appellan't...
w g\ ~Mr. Riaz Ahmad Pamdakhell Assrstant AG * For respondents.
v\ e

| \ Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI. -~ .. - MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH . - o .. .MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
»JUDGMENTﬂ
MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI MEMBER ~ Appellarit -

alongw1th h|s counsel and Mr. Rlaz Ahmad Pamdakhell ASSistant
Advocate - General alongw:th Mr. Arlf Saleem, ASI for the.-
: respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused

Brlef facts of the case as per present ser\nce appeal are that";,z

the appellant was. servmg in Pollce Department He was |mposed

' major pen_alty of . cempulsory _ retlrement_. vl_de order dated




- case FIR No".:';,[ 80 dated 27.08. 2016 under sectlons o
5_:302/202/109/148/149 PPC Pollce Statxon MRS and FIR No. 811_ -

13. 01 2017 on the allegatIOn of absence from duty ‘and involved ln.

‘dated 28 08 2016 under sectlons 223/224 PPC Pollce Statlon MRS.

_ The lmpugned order dated 13 01 2017 was communlcated to the-

- appellant on 30 10. 2017 as revealed from the copy of |mpugned :

: order The appellant ﬁled departmental appeal on 28.11. 2017 WhICh

revnsmn petltlon on %—1-2—%9-17 whlch was reJected v1de order dated'

was reJected vide order dated 06.12.2017, the appellant filed
Y il

.08 05 2018 hence the present servnce appeal on 29 05 2018

.:.’. 3. )

ﬁlmg wrltten reply/comments

Learned counsel for the appellant contended that: the appellant

was servmg m Pollce Department It was further contended that the .
appellant was mvolved in case FIR No 804 dated 27.08. 2016 underv

sect:ons 302/202/109/148/149 PPC. Pollce Statlon MRS and FIR No.

811 dated 28. 08 2016 under sectlons 223/224 PPC Police Statlon

, MRS It was further contended that the appellant was .acquitted by

the competent court V|de detalled Judgment dated 13,11, 2017 It_

‘Was, further contended that. neither any charge sheet statement of

allegation was served upon the appellant nor proper mqurry was :

conducted nor the appellant was associated in any mqu:ry~

'proceedlng nor any absence notlce was issued to the appellant nor

'. .newspaper therefore the appellant was condemned unheard Wthh .

any absence notlce/show cause not:ce was publxshed in any

has rendered the whole proceedmg lllegal and Ilable to be set-aside

.

and prayed -for acceptance of appeal.
o .

Respondents were summoned who contested the- appeal by




5L On the other hand learned Asmstant Advocate General for the o

: .‘.‘_.f..‘,»,._respondents opposed the contentlon of learned counsel for the

"'"'fappellant and contended that the appellant was mvolved in the |

k -remalned absent from duty wuthout the permlssmn of lawful

" authorlty It-was further contended that the appellant was charge . |

aforesald crlmlnal cases It was further contended that the appellant '

"sheeted but he was absconder in the aforesald crlmmal cases

: 'Vappellant but the same was. also not replled therefore, it was

—

ler

k277
/? 2 ’2/672(9

/%//

A

A.therefore he could not’ submlt reply’ to the charge sheet It was

further contended that a show- -cause notice was also lssued to the

"vehemently contended that the appellant was nghtly lmposed ma]or -

penaity of compulsow retlrement by the competent authorlty after =

\

) fulﬂllmg all the codal formahtles and prayed for dlsmlssal of appeal.

6. Perusal -of the record reveals that the appellant was servmg in
Pollce Department He was mvolved ln the aforesald cnmmal cases
and the respondent department lmposed maJor penalty of

compulsory retlrement on the allegatlon of hlS absence from duty

‘and lnvolvement m the aforesald cnmlnal cases. The record further

13.01. 2017; The record further reveals that neither the appellant

reveals that the appellant was acqmtted by the competent court vide '
' detalled ]udgment dated 13. 11 2017. The record further reveals that

charge sheet was issued but the appellant was not properly served' '

therefore, ex- parte mqmry was conducted agalnst the- appellant and

on the baSlS of ex- parte lnqmry dated 07.10. 2016 he was |mposed

maJor penalty of compulsory retlrement v:de orcler dated

" was assocnated in the sald mqu1ry nor he was prov:ded opportumty

' of cross exammatlon nor any show -cause notlce was |ssued to the
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- appellant nor copy of mqunry report was handed over to the'

3

S appellant before passmg the |mpugned order meanmg thereby, that .

the appellant was condemned unheard wh:ch “has renderecl the

‘_whole proceedmg |llegal and llable to be set asade As such we

partlally accept the appeal set—asade the tmpugned order relnstate

: the appellant mto service and direct the respondent-

B 1conduct de

&

Pollce Rules 1975 wrth further dlrectlon to fully assoc;ate the

appellant in mquury proceedlng and also prowde hrm opportun;ty of .

cross exammat[on and defence wuthm a penod of 90 days from the
“_"date of recelpt of Copy of this Judgment The |ssue of back beneﬁts
will be subject to the outcome of de- =novo mqmry Partles are left to

bear their own costs. Flle be con5|gned to the record room

ANNOUNCED - - ’
19.02.2020 - . . 4@/%444944&% ///?7/»;
L .. (MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)

ﬁ}\ . "MEMBER

(HUSSAIN SHAH) -Vrf“f””“f“““
MEMBER  gate o peasantatia o

department to

-Novo mqmry in the mode and manner prescrnbed under o

© Numher of Word 38 e E}y e
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harged in caseé

-accused

y him on 27.08.
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d against him by then SH
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his’ amva\ at Pohce Lines
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charged

Auhammad father of the deceased lady charge hum on 30.08.2016 vnde his statement

’ 1rcorded u/s 164 CrPC

In thls regard statement of Inspector Gul Janan the then SHO PS MRS was

~ also recorded wno drsr'losed that on27,08.2016 he was appemted as SHO PS MRS. On
The

complamt of one Ahmad Nawaz case FIR No. 804/2016 ufs’ 302 PPC PS MRS was

rstered agamst unknown accuse. During lnvestrgatlon the herrs of the deceased lady

~Ahmed Nawaz—f’or the murder. After that he ‘was arrested and brought to

Folice Station MRS from where he escaped safely from the custody of Moharrar staff

‘and case FIR vide 811/2016 u/s 223/224 PPC PS IVIRS was reglstered against him' and

- Moharrar staff

IHC Khallq Nawaz the then Moharrar PS MRS stated that on. 28 04. 2016

©SHO summoned Ahmad Nawaz to Police Stat:on for mvestlgation and Iater on let him

‘r,ee to go,

: nareed him for the murder of his daughter in h|s statement recorded under section

i34 Cr.PC on 30. 08. 2016

~

Statements of IHC Abdul Hameed the then Moharrar Pohce Line,

_ Lonstable Rehman l(han (DFC PS IVIRS) and constable Dil Nawaz were also placed on file

Lo for ready reference

QUND CHECK

x

B ‘He was acqmtted in case FIR No.804 u/s 302 PS MRS, by addrtlonal '
T session judge-1 Kohat u/s 265-H (1) CrPC, 1998.

‘As per record he was charged i in case FIR No. 811. d'ated 29.08.2016
N o /s 223/224 ppC PS MRS Kohat while he was made accused i in case FIR
~+ No. 804 dated 27.08.2016 u/s 302 PPC PS MRS on 30.08. 2016.
“ IS His arrést was not shown in Daily Diary of the concerned Police statlon
k. An ex-part. proceeding ‘was conducted against him, condemned
' R unheard and not provrded an opportumty of cross examination in the:
“inquiry. |
-» . Hehas already avalied pensuon benefits/ commutatlon of Rs. 719339/ .
r .fHe remamed out of servuce from 13.01. 2017 to 16 04. 2020 (03years, :
“ . oamonths & 03days)
-r‘:‘»:,.w:,ujsrcm | |
o Keepmg in VleW the wbove circumstances and avarfable record and from
& pcrusal of enquny file, 1 came to the conclusmn |

/-.

as he was not an accuse He became an accuse when her father in law, .



- the perusal of enquiry file, 1 ca
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- .. Mence exonerated, the per|
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GROUND cHECK :
Y He was acquittednin case FIR N
| session Judge-1 Kgh! tu/s 265-H (
e As per record :
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No. 804 dated 27/08.201¢
> His arrest was n,
T An e‘xj-‘p'art_ Proceeding
» unheard and no providet an op
inquiry, _ _
e He has_'alr'e'a&lya iled pension benefits Commutation of Rs, 719339/.-,
o “He remained out of service from 13.01.2047 to 16.04.2020 (03years,,
L 'Oyhs&OSdaVS). o o g '
Coo o convausion v

Keeping in view the above circumstances and available record and from
me to the conclusion that constable Ahmad Nawaz 1258

d vide DPO Kohat office order No. 233/pA, dated
acquitted by the Court of Law

. \ o

| =

n SUPERINTE ‘&F POLICE,
' ; ~ OPERAf]

, KOHAT

[N




O ase
OFFICE OF THE -
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

KOHAT
Tel 0922-9260116 Fax 92601 25

No ~ IPA dated Kohat the /___/2020

Thls _order wzfi dtsmse of de- -novo departmer*.\al proceedings-

nmtmeo against compulsory retired constable Ahmad Nawaz No. 413/ 1258 of

this District Police (hereinaftar called defaulter) under the Khyber-'

rtkntunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 (amendment 2014).

_ i The essentlal facts arising of the case are that ‘after his re-
. instatement in service vide W/RPO Kohat letter No. 5686/EC dated 26.08.2016,
he did not report his arrival at Polics Lmes ‘Kohat hence, wxllful absented.

’ i - That he was charged in a heinous case FIR No. 804 dated
”’/ 08.2016 u/s 302 PPC PS MRS.

- T
—_ t d

That he was arrested in the above case and made good escape

from the !c.wful custody of police/Police station. Hence he was. chazge in case.

FIR No. 811 dated 29.08.2016 u/s %23/224 PPS PS MRS.
Ser———— e

in  compliance with  the judgment of Ser\ncé Tribunal dated
19.02.2020 and approval of compe tent authority w/r No. 564 66/CPONAB dated
21.04.2020 de- novo -departments! proceedings - were initiated against the
-defauiter ang-: Adéi: 8P, Kona‘ WES BGUOrﬂtEd as anquir

y officer. Thc enguiry
officer filed his report '

heard in perso

R@rord gohe through which md|cates that the d\,faulter _was
acquutted from criminal charge in" & . murder case. The defaulter has received all

The defaulter was c,avled in Orderly Room, held on 14, 07 2020 and‘ o

pensionary benefits and still enjoying the said benefis. However, in the light of

report of enquiry officer and in exercise of powers conferred upon undersigned,

the defaulter constable Ahmad Nawaz is hereby re-l instated_in service and
remission/deposit of all pensionary benefits " to this office / GQMT

Furthermore, the absence of intervening perlod is treated as un-authorized leave
without pa P

.Ann‘q_unced : ‘ - - : - ‘:‘7.;‘,._ A
14072020 . - 3 SRR . \

| DaSTm‘CT POLICE m-l&;css:z,

'{F e .“‘FA' e ' - . - r(0| [ Y : "‘“ﬂ ] ‘
,ODNO.'/;’MZ' 7 S | sy i

Date /¢4 -~--¢C“.f 12020
1?

Nq“ﬁ' fw’ /PA dated Kohat the _ /7% .- 2 42020,

+

~ Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to the:-
1. Regional Police Gfficer, Kohat, please.
2, DIStTIut Aczount Officer, Kohat

~ - L e

treasury.

rtaa e—— = w4 = e =3 e e sme
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;- dlL;fﬁ.fDe-novo inquiry 4 £ Back Beneﬁtsff&fd&fdbu‘u’&m
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Appeal No 510/201§

13 05 2016

Date of Instttuhon

Date of Decxsnort Ol 03 2018

Muhammad Nom an Constable
Old belt No 1313 & new Belt No 31 Kohat

. "'.Z-VERSUS-" o

o 1 DtstnctPohce Of’heer Kohat and another B

cane

------

MR KHURSHID AHMAD Sl—lAl—lAN
. Advocate :

R | Addlttonal Advocate General o

MR AHMAD HASSAN

| e ‘:"(Aﬁpellant'}‘ e

MR NIAZ MUHAMMADKHAN L Cl-lAlRMAN .
B - MEMBER(Executwe‘)

(RespOndemb) - j' .
X --_- For dpﬁa\\,‘nl. . .

MR, KABiRULLAH KHA’ITAK T
. e .- Far respondents.

JLJ_LD_G__M_E_N—I

NTAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN CHAlRMAN Arzuments of “the *leamed e

- couhsel tor the pames heard and record perused

FACTS
’ 2 A The appellant was dlSlTltSSed trom servrce .on certam ¢

srgnatures on 05.01. 20l2 ln the hrst round oflmgatton t
novo proceedmgs on: 29 05 2015 The depa

exonerated the appellant 0

l7 02 2016 Thereafter a separate order w'ts passe
- 'lS 04. 20l6 wherem the pertod out ol se

wnhout pay The appellant then. ap

haro"es of. _'l'al{e o
hls Trtbtmal grdered lm de— '
rtment after holdmg de-novo proeeedmg.s-_ R

n- 17 02 2016 but no order tor back benettts wm pus*sed on .

d by the competent authortty on '
rvree ‘was. ordered td'be consulered as leaw.

proached thts Trtbunal agamst the etld order on

Kh bﬁ- 31’\ N
érc.r\'tt,c Tnbuual‘ oo



5 Tnbunal m fts order dated ‘

S 3 Learned counsel for the appellant argued that thl

. .‘ _' that the lssue of back benetlts shall be subject to the final outcome ol tlwe de-novo o "

t vnde order clated lS 04. 2016 mSte'tcl of orantmg

29 05 2015 whlle dlrectmg thc department to hold de-novo proceédmas obaervetl )
proceedmos That the departmen \
l

back beneﬁts to the appellant consrdered the perlod out ol servxee as E\tra Ordmtuy

o Leave That no fault coulcl be. attraeted to the. appellant not 1o serve the department '

2 entltled “Chazrman Sla!e I:fe :

,,.,.A_and in. Wew of Judgment reporte as ?_013 SCMR 75

InSw'anbe Corporat:on of Paktstan Karachz-vs-Szddzq Akbar the 'tppellant %hall be

. consrdered to be on duty and shall be entltled 'ror the bacl\ benehts . L g o

a }'-‘ A.' On the other hand learne ) Addl Advocate General argued tlmt 'tl*-'e,_presen_t )i

E appeal was. not mamtamable ‘tor lhe reasons that thé appellant dld nnt lllc Lo

2016 and m vncw ol Sectmn-4 ol‘- -

the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Servnce Tnbunal Act 1974 the qervrce ’lppe’ll was not

departmental appeal agamst the order dated lS 04

. A

mamtamable. l-Ie further argued that the department had nghtly demed the bae '

benehts for the reason that thc appcllant dnd not pcrtorm any duty l‘hat ll wals i rul.

- ,f*“”""};ﬂ‘ES 8]

-

that no. WOrk no pay

: | | CONCLUSION : R 7@'3,‘9\:-' Tl -
Bl .' ' ' ‘ e LSepviss b ar
RO Thls Trtbunal 1s hrst to decrde the rnatntamabtllty ol the preaent qerwce pes h'w'

':, appeal Thxs Tnbunal m rts earller order had dxrected the departm»nt Lo decxde the

issué. of back beneﬁts sub]ect to . hnal outcome ot the de- novo proceedmas:-ln clef:’_"

L novo proceedmgs the appellant was exonerated There'\fter sepamte orclt.r was

- | passed on lS 04 2016 in whxch the: back benelrts were. demed to, the '\ppellant The "
a | appellant dld not ttle the departmental appeal aga;nst the sard order but thc. quext:on o o




I

I would be whether due to noq-ttlme of departmental appeal the appellnnt woulcl be

l‘)LI’lc.fl[b -

',‘:'ff non-suxted Thls Trnbunal is. ot the vxew thar thts ls the matter or tmdnual

"whlch cannot be demed to a cw1l scrvant and no lrmttauon would be 'll[racled’ in

13 attracted then whether non ltlmg ot departmentél

such cases If no lxrmtatron

mg the present semce appeal under SCLEIOI‘\-4 of L

appea
the K.hyber Pakhtunkhwa Serv;ce Trr

!" l would be a clog on entertam

bunal Act 1974 Stnce the present semee-f G

he contmuatton of earher scmce appeal the appellant was not hound to

r eq:t then the

appeal 1s t

challenge the Order m departmental appeal and rl tms opm:on is not ¢or

appellant qannot be non—surted on, thns techmcal ground And 1f the areuments of the

learned Addl AG 1s accepted then thls Trtbunal would dll'CC[ the appellant to lrle

o departmental appeal ,afresh and departmental appeal would be in time even '(Odd')' as -
nelrts In: such a mtuatlon the

no lumtatton would run in order refusmg lmanclal be

departmemat appeal would be eompetent and appellant would agam (.OITIL 10 thns I

Trtbunal after wantmg for 9 e the same So thm is the -

0 days apd the result would b

thh the appellant cannot be non—sutted o

= ?”techmcallty on the basrs ot W

e appeal the Judoment rehed upod by’ l;e'ﬁniecl -

' "_}6 Commg to- the merits’ of th
counsel for the appellant 1S. very much clear and the tact,s of the reported gudqment ‘ L
1 ln the reported case the '\ppellant W'\S '.'f

‘ are .,.v'ery nearer to the present appea
he was retnstated The same aroulnenm we're ‘

dtsrmssed tor embezzlement and then

ourt of Paklstan th'\t no work no pt\y The

advanced before the august Supreme C

august Supreme Gourt ot Paktstan dec1ded that it would be seen that it was the ldult -

nt not to work or 11 was due to the department that he was: not allow;d .

3 of the appella
to work The August Supreme Court of Pakxstan ﬁnally held th'l[ lt was not the tault SR

t w0rk due 1o dlSlTllS‘S’\l ordet And the’ )

of the appellant not to work but he dud no
M"_‘\
1ded th'tt the appellant shall be
| mc:“t "@

august Supreme Cqurt of P'tktstan lmally dec




‘° .eormdercd on duty for '\ll purposes and was held to be entitled tor not only back

: :}bcnc’nts but also tor other nghts hke semonty, promouon etc Thm Trlhunal

_'_";.therefore accepts the appeal ot the appellant and; hold the ap

§ -{:.bacl\ beneﬁts and 1t is also ordercd that

- l'th[ of promotlon etc lncludlng hlS trammg/completlon of c

-

it there is no, other hmdrance except ln

o costs Flle be coq51gned to-the record room. Lo

) . :
i
-
| )
i . * Date of Presentation of A4
i | ; : ‘ 2.
: | N iamiey of ‘f‘.-'qz‘c':.:_......e.[ [

. R '... .:. N - "- o . :Cn;}y&‘_’_ .._, :-“;w---—-/o —e ..

-

Ur ..Blu e —_
A mev h wts

| ) ..Tcar,-i
| .
5 Mome o740
i 2
! Dot
i .' -
j Dote of Delivery I Topy

T e sy cmc byt
POPFp N Al
-
-

pellant entltled for the ‘
the appellant should ot bc ﬂepnyé;_d ;flly."
ourse lor promollon etc.

s dlsmlssal Parties are lett to bear; theirown. -

#"..:'. '..‘.’ - -



Date of lnshtutxon

11 09.2017
Date ot‘ Dectsxon ‘ -;4.’*2;6;12.2018- N )

‘Akhta: Ah E Y-Constable No 470 Dlstnct Pohce Ofﬁce Swat (’A'ppéllziﬁlt)}. |

, .i:The Provmmal Pollce Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhmnkhwa, Pcshawar and two others:
- foa el . FESAE (RcSpundcnts)

) "U‘-*-A""SYED 'NUMAN ALI BUKHARI
L Advocate -

| For appellant
h.:':_'-‘.“;'-IVIPhMUHNVWIADIAN N BRI |
'~Deputy DlS? nct Attomey R :A SR For»réspdhﬁ%’;ﬁt‘s_.;;."~"'?:-'<
CULOMR HAMIDPAROOQDU‘RRANI L CHARMAN
MRAHMADHASSAN .MEMBER(E) ;-

fijL,MENT

"HAM[D FAROO.' DURRANI'-'CHAE{MAN_ -
Instant Judqmcnt is. proposed o~ dccldc also Appcms No 1004[2017-"if'
(V[ubarak ,,eb Vcrsus the Provmcml Pohce Oﬁicer Khvber Pakhmnkhwa"""
':’"Peshawar and others) and No 1005[2017 {Abdullah Shah \/ersus thc Provmcxal"'.-:-f'f‘
- "}'.'.APohcc Ofﬁcer Khybcr Pakhnmkhwa Pe.shawar and others) as dentxcal facLs and

_~~ L B

-':.-:.‘sumlar pravers arc mvolvcd m all the appcals

ThF' fact.s as gathcrabic from mcmoranda Df appcals are” tha{ dunng mmr

0 Scrvu:c a::- onstables m the Pohcc Forcc the appellants wcre charge s‘leetcd for




ey

-

10 08 2012 'Fnc appeliants ulnmately ﬁled Semcc Appe,als No. 1145/2012 AR

1146/2012 and 1147/2012 before ihis Tribunal which were decided on 02. 01 7017‘-}

Consequcntly,

P

h-i"

hJ

*: mvol\'emcnt in a: crxmmal oﬁcncc rccordcd through FIRNo 324 dated 06.06. 2012 .
. \;l

m thc followmg "nanncrs -

D respondems to’ conduct denovo enqmry agamst ‘the appellams by .
" a ordzng ‘them opporrwuty of parnctpanor* in the enguiry including

) .cross—ez.ammmg wzmesses 50

-

e

rcmstatcd mto semce v1dc ordcr dated 25.01 2017

thcm was mmatcd Upon cornplenon of denovo procccdmgs the appcllants wcrc

“In wew of the- abave we are con.stramed t0. accept the present

. appeals sét asu:ie the 1mpugned Orlgmal as. well as: ﬁnal -orders and - .'

remstare the appellants in servxce wuh the. directions o the: "

- said erg uiry shall be conduczed and com:luded within a perlod of3:
monrhs rom the dale of réceipt of rhn.s ]udgmem "Parties are leftto

produced durmg the enguiry. The |

bear rhezr own costs. File be consxgned to the record.room.”

In pursuance 10 thc abovc dccmou

f .

and dencvo enqmry avamst

. exonerated frorn the cbargcs lcvcllcd against them through ordcr datcd 19 04.2017

I

:',de'vever,'me intervening penod was ordered to be m:atcd as lcavc of thc kmd due.”

Aggncved from

4,

R

" hand.’

_ f)ubmmcd rcprcscntanon/appeal w‘mch was not reSpouded to, hence t.be appeals m

,"",)

We have heard leamcd c
behalf of the reSpondems and have a]so
lt Wa.s mamlv contcnded by- ’leamcd c

thcxr exoncrauon and rcmstatcment into- service the appcl

gone: Lhrouv.h the avaxlable record_

thc appcllants, werc dlsmxsscd from. service wdc ordcr datcd.

t.he' 'ap;iellams were brovisionally-' .

the part of ordcr not allowmg back beneﬁts 10 ) the appcllants thcy

ounsel - for the appcllants -and lcamcd DDA on '

ounsel for thc appei!ants Lhat upon

laan were cnndcd to 'back

P s TN

et SIS

R

A . v .
AT S BPPAS 2 b fes
it sctiimatis

E
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7

mvolvement ina cnmga.l oﬁ’encc rccorded throuvh FIR No 324 datcd 06.06. 2012 ‘

e T
ﬁlz" . 1;1

‘.

P Nt

Conscqucntly, thc appcllams werc dlsrmsscd from servicc v1dc ordcr datcd

10 os 20{2 The, appeuams ulnmately ﬁled Scmcc Appca]s No. 1145/2012 a
| 1146/2012 and 1147/2012 before this Tibunal which wefe decided on oz ol 7017"-
-~ '-’,"~m t.bc followmg ¢ sanncrs.

tIn wew of fhe abova we are constramed Io accept the presenl .
o appeaLs et a.s‘lde the :mpugned or:gmal as. well as ﬁnal orders and-. |
remslare the appellants in service- ~w:rh the directions 10 the
respondents 10’ conduct denovo enqm agam.st thz appellaym by -.
" affording them oppormmzy of participation in the enguiry including
.;‘cross-e:\.amzmng witnesses 50 produced during the enguiry. The
+ said erguiry shall be conducted and concluded within a period of 3.
monrhs from the dare of réceipt of rhzs ]udgment 'Parties are leftto

bear rhetr own cosrs. File be con.ﬂgned 10 the rec0rd room." o T
. ’ . ‘ 1
o

3. In pursuance to the above dccxs\on Lhe appellams Were provisionally-' .'_'-r.-'-':‘._ L
rcmstated into service v1dc order’ dated' 25. 01, 2017 and dencvo enqmry avalnst . R

them was initiated. Upon complcnon of denovo proccedmgs the appcnams were -_’ o . X

xoneratcd ﬁ'om thc characs 1cvcllcd auamst thern throuah order datcd 19 04.2017

' Hd\‘vcvcr l1i~'u=:~imc:rvemng pcnod was ordered to be m:atcd as leave of the kmd duc = ‘-j -

. .
I ‘,. e 4

Aggncvcd from the part of order not al\owmg back beneﬁts {0 the appellants thcy : A o

'. jubcmttcd rcprescntanon/appcal which was not responded to, hence thc appca.ls m o
= . ) _ . N

. hand. i . l £l

4. WL have’ heard lcarncd counsel - for the a’ppcllé.nts and 'leai'ﬁed~DDA';§r_i"':f i ';-.‘ '.' ,

behalf of the rcSpondents and have also gone mrouzh the available rccord.

).n lt was mamlv contended by- 1eamcd counsel for the .4ppellants that. upon

: thClI’ exoncrauon and rcmstatcmem into- service the appellants were cnmlcd to back




\w‘mchweredls—allowed vmhout a551gmng any ;eason He rehedbn
-SCMP;-SS'S and 2015—PLC(C S)366 i

]udgments reported as 2007

teﬂded that m the fu-st round of appeals before“'i

as con
me eoneludmg parl of

‘ 'On the other hand,‘-’x".'

f.hxs Tr\hna\ t.he. back bcncfus were ot mennoned m

therefore 1t could be presumed thal the same Were -
t‘ms .

udcrmem dated 02. 01 2017

e appellants He rehed on a
as ﬂ'xe appenants did not perform

3
Judgrnent handed down by

1mphed1y demed to th

No 21 3/?.0\.6 and stated thai

Tnb\mal in Appeal

re, they Were vmt en‘m.led LD the rehef

o any dut} for the penod mterregnum, therefo
nams 10 have proved thal

Ihat itwas the duty ot' appe the'y were net

He also *~T.B.ted

PR employed dunng the days they weie

out of pohee semce

6 lt shal\ be useful fo refer to; the repon of enqmry dat .,d 22 3 201‘7 wmeh was
mand of the matter by this. ‘I'nbunal 0 Ihf: respondents It was :::-.5;

eo{ tbat all the appeh

bﬁxs of eomprom1se therefore they -Were

4 as PLI 7.011-Supreme

/ "
—SCMRE:: and 1998-:-,.
, ,;\-5.,4\

Hams 1t

conducwd after re
anfs were Aeqmtted

ted mn: the concluswn ther

o categoncally no
d ted 25 10 2012 .on. the

Vlde order
ew of Judzrnems reporte

R enm.led for remsmtement in i
el Coun %0, 201>-SCMR-TI 200 SCMR 21706, 2007
SCMZR 1993 As rezards the extensxon of back bene

a5 nothmg on* reeord th

fits t0 the aceusedlappe

t they WETE | vamfu\\y em ployed

as c.tated that | there W
e. Recommendanons for back beneﬁts =

remamed out of servic
On the °thet hand, it Was reeorded m the L

assed by teSpondent No E thal aﬁcr tku'aShmg L
F

gamst the appcnams eou\d

dunne the penod they

Jiere, therefore, al,so made in the teport_

ef dated 19 04 201'7 p

1rnp‘m:ned ord
ged cha:ges levcl\ed a

evam matenal the a\\e

owever the penod th

CMCE WBS
s

a\l the rel

ey remamed out” of s

. 1 not be provedfestabhsbed., o
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ORI

trcated as

.-

-4 s ..

! avc of the k.md d{ié;ilt-:‘x"s -.pgimnem that no gro 1*of

opxmcm was notcd in thc unpugne,d ordc'r._ .

‘oack Ber cﬁts to an cmp\oycc, vho

f such bencﬁt was an exccpuon.

ru\e and demal o Thc-appc\\ams.

f aeparm‘ ent; was 2

. were \‘rnd back fmm tbc pcrformance of their duty with the. rcSpondcnt d

owing w0’ the departxnemal PIO ¢ them wh\ ch was 2 cuc

cccdmgs acams

beyond thcu contro\ Tnc sai’d f:rpgccdmgs were ulumatc\y dccxded in favour of thc _ ‘
appel\ams, .therefom 'shou'ld have! cmm\ed thc extensicn. of bacbbcncﬁts gud thcu'

t'avonr

n hand as praycd {Ot o the \

we ahow “fhe” appca}s
&

| b ln vxew of thc -abOve
gardmg thcf ctthat

mcmomnda. The appeuams shall, howevers ‘furnish afﬁdavus te
thf dmd not rcrnam - gainfully emp\oycd qpi"mg the ;eriod -from 10. 0820\2 to
19 4 20 17. An undena.kmg shall a\so be \'CC6I_‘dc’d in the affidavit 10; thc cffc'c(‘ that \f

| ‘ - \ ia ‘ ck bcncﬁts gcocwed_m'~

-
st ‘..-'.1:

ursuancc 10 thc msmm '3udgmé.m.
Pames are \eﬁ 1o bear their respective costs. 'f\\e be- conagncd to thc re,oo rd 'l

. z00M:

NNOUNCED RPN
26.12.2018 ‘ S
1 i,
- - N
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MBEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL
- | PESHAWAR

' SeerceAppeal No 453/2018 ‘ ‘ :

Date of Decision - .103.09,2021 |

o J'an."AyaZf,:Gate Keeper, Central Prison Mardan. .

w(hppellanty

VERSUS

Inspector General of Pnson Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pes;hawar and
- two others . .

(Respondents)

-

'.SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI

AdVocate .. el C o : For appe“ant' N

MR, RIAZ AHMED PAINDAKHEL, ~ = =
"'Assistant. Adyo_c,ate.Gen.eral - . For fels@pfondent'_s.

MR, SALAH-UD-DIN . -+ it

| MEMBER (JUDICIAL) I
MR: ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

'MEMBER (EXECUTIVE\ R

1
1
1

JUDGMENT: s

SALAH UD DIN, MEMBER =

|

" / Precise facts formmg the background of th
- W.T:. :ser\nce appeal are that the appellant was servmg

)

)
=
[0}

Keeper in Central Pnson Peshawar, when he alongW\th \"others; . R
" were proceeded against : departmentally under ‘the’ Khyber '_:: N
A Pakhtunkhwa .Removal.. from Servrce (Specnal

Ordmance, 2000 as ln vogue at the relevant tlme on the = -

charge of helplng a life conv:ct prlsoner, in hrs escape from the

'l,prlson On conclusmn of the mqulry, the appellant was -

dlsmlssed from service: vxde order dated 21 04 2012 and his .

departmental appeal - was also declmed vrde order dated
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-__,_._Pakrstan, wherem it.has" been held that the grant of back' e
‘benefits " o

Ce beneflts was an exce

,court/tnbunal or the departmen

L .the appellant stood exonerated of the charges on the basrs of

g whrc\w the appellant was" departmentally proceeded aga.lnst B
' however the penod of his. absence from duty was ordered to "

-,.be treated as extra ordrnary leave Wlthout pay

There are numerous ruhngs of august Supreme Court of -\

an employee, 'who was remstated by

ptlon In the 1nstant case, the appellant

'.._was held back from the performance of the duty on account of

L _‘__hls wron

T exoner

gful dlsmlssal from~ servrce - The. appellant was. "~ .

ated dunng the de-novo lnqulry, therefore, he wasi‘

.,.entltled to all back beneftts and the. competent Autho'..‘ty was .

appellant as extra- ordlnary leave without . pay,

o ‘temained gainfully’ employed in any servic
: ,of hrs absence from duty

7 In vrew of the above dlSCUSSlOl‘l, the appeal m hand s

o fallowed by- mo

‘} ro_om

COANNOUNCED. . P --§-*-~// R
03002021 . R o VA

e \/J o L MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

- (ATIQ-UR- REHMAN WAZIR)

,' Aot Justlfled in-holding the lntervenlng penod of absen

ce of the;---

partlcularly
when nothlng is avallable on the record that the appellant had

l

are left to bear thelr own costs Frle be conssgned to the rec0rd

(SALAH UD DIN)

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

twas a rule and denlal of cuc:h -

dlfylng the lmpugned “order dated 24.11. 201'7"-._ -
and the appellant is held. entltled to. all back beneflts Partles-

e during the penod: IR
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IN THE COURT OF KP SERVICY TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

-------------S’-\MR V\Q‘-’\%‘Al Appellantf

Petitioner
Plaintiff
| VERSUS - |
PN D W - Respondent (s)
c ) " Defendants (s)
I/WE W \owkae, 7,

- do hereby appoint and constitute the SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI Advocate

CELL NO: 0306-5109438 -

'High Court for the aforesaid Appeliant(s), Petitioner(S), Plaintiff(s) /

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

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

al proceedings that may be jfaken in 1es;cct of any apphcauon connected with the
\ [

same 1nclud1ng proceedmg in taxat 1on and application for review, to draw and

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

appoint and instruct council, to rcprebe :nt the aforesaid Appellant, Petltloner(S)\\w\»

Plaintiff(s) / Respondent(s), Defendant(s) Opp031te Party agree(s) ratify all the

. acts done by the aforesaid.

- DATE 55\3}, 1205\ | | | W

(CLIENT) '

ACCEPTED |
Y v’/’e
UZMA SYED
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
A

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT .

o

e
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA _ L
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, E”E@E-EA’WA}R

Service Appeal No. 7687/ 2021 | |

- Ahmad Nawaz [P PPPPITITIVD rneean Appellant

Constable No. 1258, District Kohat

Versus

inspector General of Police, | N
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others PR Respondernts

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO.1TO 3

Respectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary objections:-

i

i

That the appeai is not based on facts.

That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary and
proper partiesl | _
Thatlthe appellant is stopped to file the instant appeal by his own conduct.

v.  That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean
| hands. | - _
vi.  That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi {o file the
instant service appeal. ' |
FACTS:- _ |
1. Pertains to service record of the appellant needé no comments.
2. The appellant was awarded with major puhishment of Compulsory

Retirement from service vide District Police Officer, Kohat office order

dated 13.01.2017, on the grounds that after his reinstatement in service

vide Regional Police Officer, Kohat Letter No. 5686/EC, dated

26.08.20186, he did not réport his arrival at Police Lines, Kohat and was

charged in case FIR No. 804 dated 27.08.2016 u/s 302 PPC PS

Muhammad Riaz Shaheed. He was arrested in the above case and madé ‘
his escape good from the lawful custody of Police/ 'Polic_e Station. Hence,
he was again charged in FIR No. 811 dated 29.08.201 1'u'/s 223/224 PPC'
pS Muhammad Riaz Shaheed. He was served with Charge Sheet and
Statement'of"AIlegations and DSP/ City Kohat was appointed as enquiry

officer to scrutinize the conduct of the appellant. The Enquiry Officer



)!:T’-"- ‘o

submitted his finding report, wherein the appellant was held guilty being
involved in the above mentioned cases. He was served with the Final
Show ‘Cause Notice upon which he replied. The reply of the Final Show
Cause Notice was found unsatisfactory therefore, he was called in Orderly
Room and heard him in person by the District Police Officer, Kohat. The

appeliant badly failed to prove his mnocence therefore, he was awarded

p-2

with the major punishment of Compulsory Retsrement Copy of order ‘

annéxed as “A”. The departmental appeal against his dismissal order
was rejected being devoid of merits by the Regionai Police Officer, Kohat
office order dated 06. 12.2017. Copy annexed as “B”, The revision
Petition of the appellant was rejected on the grounds of ttme barred vide
CPO order dated 08.05.2018. Copy annexed as “C”

The appellant approached the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal,
Peshawar through Service Appeal No. 750/ 2018 with the request to
reinstate him into service. The Honorable Tribunal vide judgment dated
19.02.2020, disposed the Service Appeal with the directions to the
respondents to conduct de-novo inquiry.

in compliance with the judgment dated 19. 02.2020, of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar de- novo departmental enquiry
proceedings were initiated against the defaulter and Addl: SP Kohat was
appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer submitted his report. The
appellant was called in orderly room held on 14.07.2020 and heard him in
person. In light of report of enquiry officer the appellant was re- -instated
into service with the directions to remit/ deposit of all pensionary benefits
o Govt: treasury vide District Police Officer, Kohat office order dated
16.07.2020. However, the absence of intervening period treated as un-
authorized leave without pay. Copy of reinstatement order annexed as
“D”. | |

The instant service appe:'al of the appellant is not maintainable on the

following Grounds.

GROUNDS:-

A.

Incorrect. The order dated 14.07.2020 is qdite in accordance with law/
rules/ policy. ' A

incorrect. The appeliant is not entitled for back benéefits.

Incorrect. The period for which the appellant remained out of service was
the fault of the appellant. | "
Incorrect. The grievance: of the appellant is already resolved by his

reinstatement into service.
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~ Incorrect. As already explalned above.

F. Incorrect The order is quute in accordance with law/ rules and no need to
be modified. : o
G. . Incorrect. The appellant IS not entltled to get the benefits of the period in

which he remained out from service.
i 'lncorrect As already exp!amed above.

i The respondents may also be allowed to raise addltlonal Grounds at the

time of hearing of the mstant,serwce appeal.
PRAYER:-
Keeping in view the above stated facts and rules it is therefore -

humbly prayed that the appeal is not méinteinable being devoid of merits hence,

may kindly be dismissed with costs, please.

2.z,

Regional-Paiice Officer, . inspector ? nerai of Police,
4 Kohat Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
. {Respondent No. 2) ' (Regpondent No. 1)
M&m&&%hw&fﬁm T ' .
District Poli

S

(Respori-




BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUN AL, P&@H&WM

" Regional Befice Officer,

Service Appeal No. 7687/ 2021

" ‘Ahmad Nawaz . e Appellant
Constable No. 1258 District Kohat
Versus
lnspector General of Police, ' .
‘Respondents

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others ' e

'COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the below menttoned respondents, do hereby solemnly

d declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are correct and
ed from

affirm an
true to the best of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been conceal

this Hon: Tribunal.

» . . , ‘,,/,"
’ : <
' Inspector enera ai of Police,
 Khyb, rPakhtunkhwa,
(Réspondent No. 1)

Kohat
(Respendent No. 2)

Regroual Police Officer
&ﬁﬁﬁg ﬁ 57 gﬁhﬁﬁ

DistnictPohce fﬂcer
_ ohat
*Respo den No




ORDER

. ThlS order is passgd on*the departmental X
i \.‘ LB 't"‘ “- -i+ < -.'
5 o ; ; enqulryragamst Constable Ahmad Nawaz No% 413 Qnder the Khyber

. -..‘- 1 zl‘ :3 [

. ; -.r"‘ " ..14-.

F
e e \“',}‘ A_ rﬂ' . q., N ne
e A: .‘?L’;'f .",_-‘:‘;,.”‘; . b > ,“‘,.’-ﬂ. . F - JE :
O T VU R S .
A f?r;:'r' 4 :‘. 2 ,f_? ) . Bnef facts are that after‘hls re- 1nstatement

s
AR m
o " _chd not*report hlS arrwal at Pohce Lmes Kohat hence, Wlllful absented

- x
J;'-'-J.‘ ."I;‘O L 1

T i‘-;z;nd was charged 1n case FIR No. ‘804 dated*QZ O§ 2016 u/s 302 PPC
g . -1 ST L
N "':P,S MRS He was arrested in the above case and mad6_ good escape fr om

4 “l‘.
.,wA”‘ . )"

0 e; ‘the' vlawful cﬂlstody of pohce/ Police station.. Hence charged in.case FIR

Cm s i s et s A Binn A mebe w wace e et thﬂba.ﬁaﬁ_a.“# “we o e Y an

No. 811 dated 29.08.2011 u/s 223/224 PPS PS MRS.

He was served with Charge Sheet &

Statement of Allegations DSP City Kohat was appointed as enquiry
officer to proceed against him departmentally. Enquiry officer
P4 submitted his finding and stated that and the available record the
above named accused official was found ‘involved in the above
mentioned cases and he is declared as PO. Moreover he was re-instated

in service on 26.08.2016, but he did not join his duty at Police Lines

et Ta tns v
="

Kohat & recommended for a major punishment.

W
—

He was issued Final Show Cause Notice,
reply of Final Show Cause Notice received and found un-satisfactory.

He was called in OR and heard in person but he did not satisfy the

= Y
B e Tl e §

i undersigned about his innocence. The allegation leveled against him
. ; have been proved.

Ly, P

) In view of above I, Javed Igbal District

- Police Officer, Kohat being a competent authority under KPK Police

Rules 1975 Amendment 2014, hereby award a major punishment of

M "Compulsory retirement" with immediate effect.
g

T e

Announced.
; ,,(JP/O’Y 11.01.2017
| ( /,/)T OB No._60 “
., 2/ pate_[3-/~ 2017
{ DISTRICT
; ~, KOHAT% ),

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, KOHAT

NoDR & - R0 / PA, dated Kohat the /&~ / — /2017.

! Copy of above is forwarded to the Reader/PO/EC/OHC
for necessary action.
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armval at Lines Kohat and absented himself from duty. He was charged in casc FIR No. 804 da
27.08.201 102 PPC Police Station MRS. He was anrested in the above case and made good escape fr
the lawfu 3y of police/police station and was also charged in case FIR No. 811 dated 29.08.2611

223/224 F={ce Station MRS.

is appeal was rejected by Regional Police Officer, Kohat videorder Endst: No. 11329/F

dated 06.B===. . o
eeting of Appellate Board was held on 26.04.2018 wherein petitioner was heard in persi
v——'—_—_"\
.~ During he=====stitionct contended that he has been acquitied by the court. ™ o

¢
‘;, .

rusal of record revealed thal petitioner was .disniismom service on the charges
involveme===ase FIR No. 804 dated 27.08.2016 w's 302 PPC Police Station MRS and FIR-No. § 11 dat

—

29.08.201 2237224 ::QPC Police Station MRS, He hes been acquitted by the Court on the basis

comprom e thermore, the appellant already availed pension benefits. His appeal is also time barre

———

Thereforc*_l_;__»ard dccid,c::d that his petition is hercby rcjected.

lg . _ 1is ordci-".i.s issued with the approval by the Compctent Autharity.
(" / - HE

<

W : C7e7
o S .f}/‘l/o/_é—”/ %
E?Z(gub | ;/z,ﬁf@%é -

WY

N No. 8/ ) e 73 118,
: > Copy of the above is forwarded 1o the:

1. nal Policé bfﬁce:', Kohat. . . ' .
ot Police Q’fﬁccf, Kohat, Pov
0 IGP/KI1§'i§er Pakhtunkhwa, CPQ Peshawar. I:))

- Add!: IGP/HQus: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshaw,
DIG;’HQ[%; khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Al(:‘r/Legag_i; Kl}';bcr- Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

s Supdt: EiIV,CPO Peshawar,

E\.)

N o e

i
i
[}
4
i

. e e + —— A LEMITas 4 Ebeley shmmit 14 B e ame d m w4 4 b 1t 4 ibmd aameete fEesebeade the 4k ara 3§ e S AL ALtE iALEsam S E maim i B Sor a8 Ve e
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: «@/ 2. ' District Account Officer, Kohat

AR

T
. e=wil
ii That he was charged in a heinous case FIR No. 804 dated
27.08.2016 u/s 302 PPC PS MRS. ' ‘
ili That he was arrested in the above case and,made good escape
from the lawful custody of police/Police station. Hence he was charge in case
FIR No. 811 dated 29.08.2016 u/s 223/224 PPS PS MRS. e

: In compliance with the judgment of Service Tribunal dated
19.02.2020 and approval of competent authority wir No. 564-66/CPO/IAB dated
21.04.2020 de-novo departmental proceedings were initiated against the
defaulter and Addi: SP, Kohat was appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry

-officer filed his report.

The defaulter was called in Orderly Room, held on 14.07.2020 and

. heard in person.

Record gone through which indicates that the defauller was
acquitted from criminal charge in a murder case. The defaulter has received all
pensionary benefits and still enjoying the said benefits. However, in the light of
report of enquiry officer and in exercise of powers conferred upon undersigned,
the defaulter constable Ahmad Nawaz is hereby re-instated in service and
remission/deposit of all pensionary benefits to this office / Govt: treasury.
Furthermore, the absence of intervening périod is treated as un-authorized leave.
without pay.

Announced

14.07.2020 ' @
' DIST POLICE-OFMCER,
. KOHAT o
OB No. 2?57;2 ~ ?ﬁ?’5/7
Date A& — O 12020 ' ‘ ‘
NaQ@P% < &G 7 PA dated Kohat the /& 7" 2020

o Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to the:- -
Regional Police Officer, Kohat, please.

-

3. Reader/SRC/OHC/Pay officer for necessary acti

-ICE OFFICER,
KOHAT

DISTRI




fimt £

.

1258;0,«705*/

791-3/17.05.1994

16.4.1994.4£7,26.4 £14.04.1994 512174

= i A e
- . b
MRS sl A O )uju‘j:d’j
Iy OBL,37 G628 262 N
558/10.4.1992 SPesonaafpTedy| 1
ggd/—"uffﬁ 40/20.1.1992 15.1.92, 10.01.92, 03.12.91,06.12.91,f 2
LB g1 el F k9 02.12.91, 01.12.91, 28.11.91
Zohs b 54 4ey24 £ PTC|  118/19.03.1992 $PeSa FPTC w152 2 p24] 3
&
2L 5408 Fik g 10 210 259/13.2.1993 223025 10 4.02.93 74564 | 4
S| 985/25.05.1993 /4251300051993 #5274 | 5
o Eiey2 a5 55 12 1639/18.91993 212 045 /,4.09.1993 510,434 6
s Eiey 103525 11| 1812/21.10.1993 & 112235 /,06.10.1993 500134 7
& WFbes2|  1369/03.08.1993| ,28.05.1993 65,184 £26.05.1993 711:314| 8
& oFkg2|  1515/22.08.1993| ,05.08.1993.561,434 £01.08.1993.£61,344| 9
& oFBes2|  1540/25.08.1993| 09.08.1993 £t1434 £07.08.1993 £¢1,424| 10
& JFhen2| 1639-2/18.00.1993| ,03.09.1993 65264 102.09.1993 765314 | 11
& 72| 1590-1/24.091993| 23.08.1993 61,464 £21.08.1993 ££1,35.4] 12
i1 | 1762-v/13.10.1993| ,30.09.1993 #1203, £29.09.1993.7L5,374| 13
siAEiey1| 109-V/15.01.1994 | ,23.12.1993 #2204 £22.12.1993.71),304 | 14
& 0Fbe2|  190-115.01.1904 | 29.12.1993 #5314 £27.12.1993 #E5n204 | 15
syt 120-1/18.01.1994 | ,19.12.1993 #6128 £18.12.1993 7344 | 16
& Pk 2-Vil1.1.1994 | 11.12.1993 765,384 £10.12.1993.££35,394| 17
ALy 0040 | 2154XI1122.12.1993 £+40 30.11.1993 #t/15.4| 18
A 0285 09| 1932/11-11-1993 ££09 24.10.1993.#05148.4| 19
S 01 12] 127-V117.02.1994 £12 17121993 #1344 20
J3pEIeg02|  282°128.02.1994 | 25.01.1994 £635,364 £23.01.1994.#655,274 21
i pEies02 | 319-V/28.02.1994 | 05.02.1994 615,294 104.02.1994 #1507 | 22
& oFibe3| 320-VII28.02.1994] 02.021994 #5464 £31.01.1994 552,344 | 23
2 oFhen2|  448-11124.03.1994| 24.02.1994 515244 v22.02.1994 £t35/46.4| 24
JipKiedt | 34525.03.1994| 11.02.1994 #5264 £10.02.1994 #152,38.4| 25
A Fhes01|  399/28.03.1994| 20.02.1994 #5374 £09.02.1994.651344 | 26
US| 345-XV125.03.1994 02 21.02.199455,204| 27
o Ely2 | 396-111/28.03.1994 | 08.02.1994.#¢5,054 £07.02.1994 #1294 | 28
2221087 WF 101 520-11123/4/94| 14.02.1994 £632,25.4 £13.02.1994 #Lindda| 29
£ Fhu2|  658-6/23.04.1994| 27.03.1994 £t55,32.4 t25.03.1994.£65s04.4| 30
JosiA et | 681-20/25.04.1994 03 11,09.1994. #5444 | 31
5121 | 681-60/25.04.1994 04 120419942059, | 32
PRI 33




pory

. o OBLT 8PN S|

v JitpEigt| 873-37129.05.1994 10 25.04.1994.#15,334) ‘34
S| | 823-42129.51994 20.04.1904 £41,22.4 £28.04.1994 ¢15:344| 35

72220 52 oFher02| 962-13/05.06.1994|  23.4.1994 15,344 £21.04.1994 #1044 | 36
;Lzé.uéo 82 wFier0a| -962-17/15.06.1994| 26.05.1994.£15,06.4 £22.04.1994 855074 | 37
2220 87| 963.21/15.06.1994 210 13.05.19947tin144| 38

J ke | 1308/11.08.1994 30.05.94-29 5,94, 27.06.94:25.06.94, 39

' 18.05.94-16.05.94

2\2g225 7| 1032-24/29.06.1994 | 04.05.1994 #1214 £03.05.1994 #£5x284| 40

2L2423,10 £ | 1032-37/29.06.1994 /tq,f'c.dgsd’;gm.os.1994..;c;»271. 41
918-3/07.06.1994 Pl 39307 £127.04.1994. £65,334 | 42

& WFkws2| 910.33/07.06.1994] 20.04.1994 #5542, £18.04.1994.£175294 | 43

&S| 13442281904 gAf| aa

S FomFL | 1937-1/29.11.1994 $rfiaras 5 140520 45

: 2P0 11-1102.01.1995 sl a6
o de2mdtre & 90/22.01.1995 §'SHO- £.4,21.12.199414.05.1994| 47
2202087 . 974113.08.1996 w555 14 31.07.1996.5¢1/534] 48
Szes258 | 974.13.08.1996 e 555512 3007199671284 | 49

22525 87| 923/31.07.1996 |- 14.07.1996 #4164 £13.07.1996.£L1s184| 50

2iFi 6, dv2|  138013.11.1996 rgzoztdﬁu,édﬂﬁr 51
Uiy i s Vg $/1H10B1308/13.11.1096 | 52

OB1468/30.11.1996 )17
& oFhe5|  1580/08-12-1967| 13.11.1997.#052,284 £08.11.1997 #3214 53
S T o J W26 0y332| 109/24.01.1998 (1332420 £ | 54
B st gy 28.07.1998 5,2 4329/EC A3TN% | 55 |

S50 87| 47-1/08.01.1999 208 01.01.1999.#t117.4| 56

L7e-150 &| 550-11/16.03.1998| 11.03.1999 #1054 £12.03.1999 755624 | 57

Az 2100 & 233/17.1.1998| 11.12.1998 £ti1/40.4 £09.12.1998 #1204 | 58

2050 87| 550-8/16.03.1999 22205504 08.03.1999.#61244| 59

“F| 135-19/27.01.1999 440 18.01.1999.#£5:29.4| 60

S2e B0 BT | 326-11/16.02.1999|  14.02.1999 #2224 £13.02.1999.7t558.4| 61

Azea50 | 227/23.06.1998 2555505 12.01.1999.#)094] 62

& P2 |  1227/236.1999|  19.06.1999.#t):,08.4 £17.06.1999.£t146.4| 63

& WiFihen2| 1255-8/28.06.1999| 23.06.1999.#¢:,09.4 £20.06.1999.££,254| 64

e 50 | 969-25/23.05.1999| 12.05.1999 #4404 £11.05.1999 #6294 | 65

& ¥ k2| 968-10/23.05.1999|  16.05.1999 #1523 £13.05.1999.#¢1354| 66

2 oFhenl|  968-7/23.05.1999|  10.05.1999 ¢tisd34 0905199941204 67

47250 &7 | 900-9/13.05.1999|  07.05.1999.#1)1/54.4 £06.05.1999.¢538.4| 68

122550 87| 2108/29.11.1999 2355507 20.11.1999.#1,054| 69

0755200 5 0 Fiks02| 1252-3113.07.2000|  16.12.1999 #1515 £13.12.1999.56123 | 70
2837200 £ 702 1252-2/13.07.2000|  01.05.2000.¢ L 144 £29.04.2000£55084| 71
4242500 B u;v‘]g'ujod 72

1252-1/13.07.2000

+23.04.20005672,05.4 £18.04.2000.5 (0124




el

. i OBLL3T A E5 404 A
v 2L 500 & | 1244-6/13.07.2000|  09.09.1999 055,124 £06.09.1999 76,034 73
24220200 &7 | 1251-3113.07.2000| 25101999 ¢t 4 £24.10.1999 #6510 74
20285,200 b o Fhes02| 1252-4/13.07.2000|  16.12.1999.#55,16 4 £04.12.1999. 6134 | 75
' . & k6| 2292-5/30.12.1999| 03121999 £bin 144 103.12.1999 #3424 76
SUze 5005 dFiher02|  6414/28.05.2001|  23.03.2001.5t)194 £20.03 2001 #6284 77
U505 Wi ke03|  923-2/17.07.2001] 0206200165114 £30.05.2001 ££507.| 78
Az 20 B o Fhe01|  166-1/25.01.2001|  13.01.2001 5055244 £12.01.2001 85314 | 79
2230 B WFhe01|  138-7/20.01.2001| 29.12.2000 #5218 £28.12.2000.£E5134| 80
230 136-1/20,01.2001 w158 07 17.12.2000.#65154| 81
2lzg 408 136-8/20.01.2001 2408510 20.11.1999.#15254| 82
1143-6/28.06.2000(  23.04.2000 #)5,05.4 £18.04.2000t:12.4 83
21245200 & | 1141-6/28.06.2000|  01.05.2000 #5144 £29.04. 2000 ££5084| 84
21240200 | 1251-1/13.07.2000|  01.05.2000.¢5,07.4 £05.03.2000,5£1074| 85
222200 87| 1251-1/13.07.2000|  15.05.2000.¢65,10.4 £14.05.2000.££507.4| 86
2122050 ¢ oFie01] 2289-0/30.12.1999|  23.04.2000 #1105, £19.12.1999 #1114 | 87
2lze 250 Uit F k05| 374-4123.02.2000{ 09.02.2000.t511.4 18.04.2000,#6124| 88
2\72 2200 U | 1252-85/13.07.2000 | 21.10.1999.#655,19.4 £20.10.1999.#t714.| 89
2L 50 Bt oiF | 2289-8/30.12.1999|  23.12.1999.¢t3:,15, £21.12.1899 #1114 | 90
22300 dFen01] 1928-1/02.11.2000[  18.10.2000#¢529.4 £17.11.2000.££506.4 91
1195/31.12.2013" safn| 92
e 25087 | 1153-7/30.08.2001|  19.08.2001 £tis114 £18.08.2001.£4517.4| 93
A2g 305 12] 1242112.09.2001] 22.08.2001E514.4 £22.06.2001 #¢5 184| 94
A2e 2087 oFibe01] 1390-1/10.10.2001|  20.09.2001¢1254 £18.09.2001 #3154 | 95
Sosafauso| 841114072005 23.06.2004 5,60 S| 96
1S 39CCNSAI489-B (7
1374-3/26.11.2005|  28.09.2005.#:,36 4 £27.09.2005.¢1,40.4| 97
27| 108-10.02.2009 x| o8
JdFhe12|  475/15.09.2011 18.05.2011606.05.2011 %6 £ $#Fi1| 99
 1207/21.10.2014 $an] 100
yis 831/16.8.2016 AL Aey31875| 101
36-1/07.01.2016|  02.08.2015.#t),11.4 £01.08.2015 #£522.4 [ 102
vl mtasgun e —>LDIG 26.08.2016 5,2 9586/EC 5,715 | 103
e ¥tz 60/13.01.2017 | LALTEIE3022 26.08.2016 5804k 15| 104
$Afizsl 233116.04.2020 s | 105
- Ry 497/16.07.2020 Ly 106
&Qlfucf&é,d}u 430 882/15.11.2021 S L3067 107
deotz

_::‘_:./J)a'M@Ul,@/ ’/@/».LE:(OHC Dl

-

a\leide X

e Sy



| 4 ~ BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
‘ SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 7687/ 2021 _ S
Mnmdd ?sawaz ST o e Appellant -

‘ru—

iepector General of Police, , T
vber Pakhtunkhwa & others ... Respondents .

I
H
iz
!

AUTHORI'IA'Y. LETTER

Mr. Arif Saleem steno / Focal person of thls dlstrsct S hereby

uLLhcwen to file the comments on behalf of reSpondent |n the Hlonorable

G otner v doc Lun’mts as required.

District Pélice Officer,
Qhat ’
{Respopident No. 2

s BS2y



