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BI‘FORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
~ PESHAWAR

APPEALNO. |0 éf 2033

Mr. Khushal, Constable No.536,

* - Police Lincs, District MANSCHIALevevenreereseereeseesesseesseseeneenen. APPELLANT

VERSUS

1- The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,
2- The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Hazara Division, at Abbotiabad.
3- The District Police Officer, District Mansehra.
4- The District Account Officer, District Manschra.
........ rerrtrereee e nssesesssnneeeesonneen RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
ORDER DATED_ 19.08.2022 WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS
BEEN RE-INSTATED INTO SERVICE WITH EFFECT FROM
01.09.2018 INSTEAD OF 28.04.2011 AND AGAINST NO ACTION
TAKEN ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF APPELLANT
WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS,, .. =

PRAYER:
That on acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated 01.09.2022
may very kindly be modified/rectificd and re-instated the appellant with
effect from the date of dismissal i.c. 28.04.2011 with all back bencfits.
Any other relief which your good sclf de(,ms dpproprlatc may also be
‘granted in favor of the appeliant.

R/SHEWETH:
ON FACTS:

1-  ‘That appellant is the emplo§ce of respondent department and is serving
the department as Constable No. 536 quite efficiently and upto the entire
satisfaction of his superiors.

2-  That during scrvice the appellant was charged in criminal case jin IFIR No.
758, under scction 337/, dated 10:06.2009, Police Station City,
Manschra. That the respondent Department conducted preliminary
inquiry in the matter and subscquently vide letter dated 16.03.2011 the
appellant was preferred for medical examination to the Standing Medical
Board. Copics of the inquiry report, Show cause notice, Reply and letler

'f‘dal.Cd.__jlgﬁ_-_f_}}.-ZOH are attached as annexurc. ... A,B&C.
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That the Standing Medical Board afier proper medical examination was
of the opinion that the appellant is suffering from “Bipolar effective
disorder” with repeated mood swing, relapses and remission. That in li ght
of above mentioned rcasons of the appellant, the Mcdical Board

recommended him for official duties only vide dated 13.04.2011. Copy

of the Opinion of Medical Board is  attached as
ANIICXUIC o v eaaarssreraseaanssrnnseeassssnsersnnse eevsssaancavaiensrtans o= D

That astonishingly the respondent No.3 issued order dated 28.04.201 |

whereby major penalty of dismissal from service had been imposecd upon
the appcllant. Copy of the order dated 28.04.2011 is attached as
ANNCXUICurrnanrnnveenanssn reeranneinanannan ottt tte e n e e ra e E.

That the gppclllant fceling aggricved from the order dated 28.04.2011

“preferred departmental appeal followed by scrvice appeal No.1832/201 |

belore this august Service Tribunal, which was allowed in favor of the
appellant vide judgment dated 20.02.2018. Copics of the departmental
appeal, memo of service appeal and judgment dated 20.02.2018 arc
Aached A8 ANNCXUIC. cvuvereernieririeeasnenensnenenrnenenenenenrnrnss F,G & H.

That the respondent department filed CPLA No.426-P/2018 before the
Honourable Supreme Court against the judgment of this august 1ribunal
and conditionally re-instated the appellant into service w.c.f 01.09.2018
vide order dated 03.09.2018 till the final outcome of: CPLA. That vide
judgment dated 11.05.2022 the Honourable Supreme Court dismissed
CPLA' filed by the respondent Department. Copics of the order dated
03.09.2018 and judgment of the Apex Court arc attached as
ANICXUIC. v vveeennrenrannsnnsens [ SO 1& .

That the _r_gspondcnt department afler judgment of the Apex Court issucd

regular re-instatement order dated 19.08.2022 but with clfect (rom
01.09.2018 instead of 28:04.2011 w.c.{ the date of dismissal. (“c)py of the
order dated 19.08.2022 is attached as annexure...... Seeeraeninren oon KL

That it is pertinent to mention that the tespondent department referred the

- appellant to the Standing Medical Board and afier detail medical

examination the Medical Board provided its opinion and recommended
the appcllém for official dutics only but the respondent department did
not consider the same and straight away dismissed the appellant from
scrvice without any fault on his part.

That the appellant fecling aggricved {rom the imp order dated 19.08.2022
preferred departmental appeal belore the appellate authority but no reply
has been received so [far [rom the quarler concerned, Lopy ol the
departmental appeal is atlached as aNNEXUTC..venvseesinenveeeinsssanennnn L.

‘
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10-  That the appellant feeling aggricved and having no other remedy but to
file the instant service appeal on the following grounds amongst the
others.

GROUNDS:

A- That the impugned order dated 19.08.2022 is against the law, facts, norms of
natural justice and materials on the record, hence not tenable and liable to be
rectificd/modified the date of re-instatement i.c. w.c.l 28.04.2011 instcad of
19.08.2022.

- B-That the-appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and rules on
L e subject foted above and as such the respondents violated Article-4 and
25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.
C- That the respondent department acted in arbi_trary and malafide manner
 while re-instating the appellant into service w.e.f 19.08.2022 instcad of
28.04.2011.

D- That the impugned order dated 19.08.2022 has been issucd in clear violation
ol the principle of natural justice; hence the same is not tenable and liable Lo
be rectificd/modificd.

E- That the respondent depdr’tmcnt without.any fault on the part of appeilant,
issued the dismissal order dated 28.04.2011, which was against the law and
prescribed rules, therefore, the appellant is fully entitled to be re-instated

into service w.c.£28.04.2011 instcad of 19.08.2022 with all back benelits.

I’- That the re-instatement of appellant w.c.l 01.09.2018 instead of 28.04.2011
is violative of law and rules and as such the same is incifective upon the
legal rights of the appeliant.

G- That due to illegal and unlawful act of the respondent department by issuing
dismissal order dated 28.04.2011, the appellant and his family sggleredea lot,
and during the intervening period w.c.l 28.04.2011 till 01.09.2018 the
appellant remained jobless, therefore, the impugned order dated 19.08.2022
is liable to the be rectificd/modified.

I1- That as per judgment of the Superior Court the appcllant is fully entitle Lo be
re-instated into service w.c.f the date of dismissal i.c. 28.04.2011 with all
back benefits.

[- That the appellant secks permisston (o advance other grounds and prools at
the time of hearing.




- 1t is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appcal of dppcllam may
: very kindly be accepted as praycd for:

THROUGIL: /]
MIR ZA
ADVOCATE

~ CERTIFICATE:

It is, certified that no other carlicr appeal was filed between the parties.

LIST OF BOOKS:

1- CONSTITUTION OF PAKISTAN, 1973
2- SERVICES LAWS BOOKS
i 3-  ANY OTTHER CASE LAW AS PER NEED
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BEFORE THE KHYBFR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
APPEALNO.____ /2022
KHUSHAL - Vs -~ POLICE DEPTT:
AFFIDAVIT

I Mir Zaman Safi, Advocate High Court, Pcshawar on the

instructions and on behalf of my client do hereby solemnly affirm and
- declare that the contents of this service appeal are irue and correct to ‘the

best of my knowlcdgc and belief and nothing has been concealed from this
Honorable Court.

M

MIR ZAMAN SAFI
. Advocatce
Itigh Court, Peshawar
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

You FC Khushal Np. 930 was proceeded against departmentally with the
allegatlons that while posted at Police Lines Mansehra involved yourself in case FIR No.
758 dated 10-6-2009 u/s 337/H PPC PS City. _

The enquiry officer Mr. Rasool Shah DSP HQ after conducting proper
dcpartmental enquiry has submitted his report and has proved you guilty. You are,
therefore hereby called upon to show cause,with in "7 days of the receipt of this final
show cause notice as to why you should not 'be awarded pumshment under NWFP
Removal from service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000. In case %ui’.v\-?:itten statement
is not received within the above said stipulated period, it shall be presumed that you have

ed if you so

2%

istfict Police Officgr;
Mansehra.

no defence to offer. You are also at liberty to appear before the undersi

desire. Copy of findings of the enquiry officer is enclosed.

1

A J'.¢';-h r-.m:tri:n“r'—:.—:.-d‘-_‘l’:;_zx_w
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POLICE DEPARTMENT

o

- DISTRICT MANSEHRA®

Office of the DPQ_Manschra, KPK. No, ? i } 9

From . The District Police Officer.
Mansehra °

To The Medical Superintendent,
King Abdullah Tecaching Hospital,
Manschra, '

Subject: .  MEDICAL OPINION.

Memorandum.

JOHC, dated Mansehru H’:ef <2011,

Reference this office No. 7554/0OMCdated 28-07-2010 and your office '

No. 1979/SMB dated 1 1-08-2010 regarding opinion of the incdical hoard. C -

I is requested that this oftice may picase be iformed as 1o whether

- constable Khushal No 930 is [it for active police service are otheryise




8 | D- (€
~. OFFICE OF THE MEDICAL SUPERINTENDENT
" KING ABDULLAH TEACITING HOSPITAI MANSE ll RA. )

‘ L nl__‘ g
s . . - - - i, W B
I'he District Police Qflicer X :;:.\"? i
Mansehra . / %

- N r-7P
Subject: - STANDING MEDICAL BOARD. | e x4

Reference your letler No.3199 dawed 16.03.20t 1. o - . :_l'._.r_'.-‘é";f‘,,‘i‘:‘:"
1o« o '
Standing Medical Board King ~Abdullah Teaching ! 1lospital Manschra
comprising of following doctors assembled in (he office ol undersigned on 11.04.2011 at
10.00 AM to examine Caonstable Khushal No.930 ol your Department. . , '

). Medical Superiniendent K AT, Tlospital M.Jnschm (Chairman)
2. Psychiatrist K.A.T. {lospital Manschra {Member)
2. Medical Specialist K.A.T. Tospital Manschra {Member)

OPINTON OF TIE MEDICAL BOARD IS AS UNDER: -

Medical Board is of opinion (hal constable Khushat No.930 is suficring lvom
“Bipalar effective disorder” with repeated mood swing, relapses and remission.
Currently he is in remission bul’ considering the nature of his discasc The Buard
recommends (hat he should be deveid of Fire Arm Weapon as per nature ol his
disease he can gel relapse al any time. e can conlimue office duty only.

| N
T Bé[cdical Superintendent
p . o King Abclullllh ‘l Cd%‘lll'!'}: a)
g 1 1 £, uhamma
. ospita ik Tlal

. . dent
Medical Superintendent” S— raad) . King Abd t?l?:lil':":ighlng
King Abdullah ‘{W““"ﬁl Super mtende_mt ' . Hospital Mansehra,
Hospital Mansehisiedic’ 2 4 Teaching
paalta

(ghalnnmg)_. . -ngospita\ pansehra

-{Y‘Jg;::{ . . . Medizal Specralist *- 0
King Abdullah Teaching King Abdullali Teaching
1Tospital Manselira o Hospital Mgrgakent Spactalist
( vt ! (M(.mh(,r)m Abduitah Teaching
I\i& l&ﬁﬁiwﬂg (\f\\ uo.pital Mansehra.

|u-ﬂ‘lx'1.L%r'}|F' bm‘m .
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BEFORE THE D.1.G. HAZARA, ABBOTTABAD

_APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER OF D.P.O.
MANSEHRA VIDE ORDER NoO. OB-82 DATED:
28.04.2011 WHICH THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
DISMISSED FROM' SERVICE. - f-; ‘

Respected Sir,

1. -.That the appellant joined Police Force as a
Constable and was discharging his duties e
as such till the date of his d1smlssal

2.  The ~appellant was proceeded against by

DPO Mansehra and a departmentall
o - inguiry was being conductcd by Rasool
- | | Shah D.S.P. Head Quarter in order to
inquire into, the allegation. The appellant

was sent for medical examination and the

medical board so constituted opined that
the appellant is suffering from 'Bipolar
effective disordér but at the end of the
opinion, the.ﬁ;_l_j_ledical board was of the
opinion that ai)peﬂant can continue office
.:'“-‘ duty only on receipt of the inquiry report
S and the opinion of medical board,. the

appellant was dlsmzsscd from servme

Infact while passing the impugned order

of dismissal D.P.O. Mansehra had last
- sight of “ he can continue office duty only).




(P v
T

/ .
_ /
» (3 -
1/ '
/’ . 3. That the appellant belongs to a poor
| family and the entire famly members are
dependent upon him. The dismissal {rom
service has not only effected the appellant
but his entire family members has been
put at stack.
It is therefore, humbly request;sd _that on
acceptance of appeal the impugnéd order of’
dismissal may kindly be set aside.
Dated: 06.05.2011
Khushal No.930, Ex-Constable.......... ' Appellant
Klwdha
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PESHAWAR /

o M e i B O NO.930 S/O Shah Zaman Caste Awan.

resident  of Morr Baffa, Tehsil and District
Appellant

VERSUS

(HD.P.O. Mansehra (2) D.I.G Ha?ara Ranﬂe Abbottabad.

"APPEAL AGA!NST - THE ORDER QF |

RESPONDENT _NO.1 AND REQPONDENT NO.2

VlDl" wiClt RI“QPONDFT\‘I NO‘I DISMISSTED
Al’l’l*l LANT AND RESPONDE NT NO.2 UPHELD

THE ORDER OY RE S?OE\DENT NO.1.

PRAYER

On '1cceptancu of appeal the impugned orders of dismissal

_dnd .'.ppdiau. order of respondent NO.2 may kindty be set

aside and the appellant be reinstated in service.

o

Respected Sir,
The bricf facts leading to the instant appeal are as follows:-
1 That - the appeliant while serving in poliée

department. was' issued a c.h'uuc_ shect alongwith

statement- of allegation showing, therem that while

. posted at police line Mansehra the appellant got

himself involved 1n a case. The appellant submitted .

a detailed reply refuting all the charges. (The copy

of charee sheet. statement of allegation and

Respondents
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Ply  are atiached as Anpexure “AB,&C”

rspectively).

1~

That D.8.P. Head Ouarter was a.pyjoim'ed as Inquiry
Officer who conducléd a detailed mquiry and
herealter he Tormed him optnion/recommendation.
{(The cnp.\'- al finding of iuguiry ‘rcl,\-'.u‘l i%

attached as Anonexure “D7)

3.+ That on receipt of recommendation hy D.P.O.
sl

Mansehra a final show cause notice was issucd (o
the appellant, who submitted a reply. (The copy of
final show cause notice and reply are atuached

as Annexure “E&T™ respectively). ' "

4, That the District p-olice officer ool a standing
medical board coustituted in order to give their
opinion with respect to the appellant and the
medical board gave their opinion on 11.082010
and 13.04.2011 respectively. (The copy of medical
‘hoard are atinched as  Annexure “G&I
respectivelv). - |

S. That respondent NO.T on receipt ol reply of ~
appeliant passed an order vide which the appeliant
has been dismissed from service. (The copy of

order is attached as Annexure “17).

6 That the appeltant’ agerieved by the arder of
‘ respobdent WO. 1 submitted an appeal belore
respondent NO.2, who directed respondent No. 1 to
n‘i(l)dify his order in i‘lﬁe'l‘ligh't of ';eli-)'("i?t ot dedical
board dated: 13:04.2011. Although a dill‘ccti(m was

issucd by respondent NO.2, but instead respondent

Na.2 considered appeal preferred by the appellant
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and vejected the same. (The copy of appeal,
direction o respondent NOJO & order of
respondent No.2 :':lre attached as Annexure

“LKE L respectively).

That the appeliant  seeks  mdulgence of this

honourable Iribunal on the. following amongst other

prounds. .

GROUNDS

That the order of respondent NOLL s against the
facts and Jaw and hence not maintainable in the eye

ol law,

That the orvder ol dismissal was made on the basis

" af an inguiry condicted by'D.8:P_Head Quarter,

but the inquiry officer has not applied- his
inélepcm]eni mind. According to the respective
statement of the constable, the appellant  was
cleaning, lis weapon and incidentally the fire was
made. IDcspile clear evidence of constable the
inquiry officer held the appellant guilty which led

to the impugned order.

That respondent NO2 has issoed direction (o
respondent No.l 1o modily fris  order.  bul
respondent No. 1 did not cons:ldtred (his aspeet and
thus  respondent No.1  has  not applied g

independent mind.

That respondent No2 also failed fo apply his
indépendent mind. while he timself remanded the

order to respondent No.l for consid MG Hut

gy

/
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A withdut waiting *m the reault of zcsnnndmn NO
R i -7 . passed the impugnid order. s e o
, < ’
& g/ ¥ _ £l That from the report of the medical board. it is
J f . "
% : crystal clear thar the appellant can continue office
8 -
prid . . . -
i duty only and so in the light of above observation
g
j: ol the bodrd, respondent No.1 could have reinstated
el
g the appellant in service and respondent No.2 could
€ . - : .
: have also accepted. appeal preferred by the
L . .
T appellant.
H _ - ..
Iis therefore, hombly 1\1:1_\11':] that on acceptance al sttt
a appeal the impugened orders of respondents Mo 1&2 be sal
J asmide and the appellant be rensiaied i service.
bl
| Dated: / g%
i ated: s L
§ . - ' ;//‘i‘,j‘u,{../:—.-k' SN
K hushat, Bx.F.C. NO.930
i .
o Ay, Appellant
i S
i / me [denert . i
SHAD MUHAMMAY KHAN

| _ _ ADVOCATE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
(MANSEHRA) -

- VERIFICATION

1
S This is to certifv that the econtents of instant
. ' appeal are true¢ and correct fo the best of my

; Liiow .L(_.\_.I.gc ¢aldiil 5 \411& Uoand l].uL.}ll.l.lb has bocu
- : concealed or suppressed from  this honour able

Conrl. '

Dated:

1 ,/
. ;/( N\ »u /LO
g Khpahal
S A Deponenl
;. -
i q
= J‘_\_ e




catmsel for the partics heard

departarentyl uppu:_nf it U6.03.2011. T];
]‘I.(

“and lhen on 27 (19 2011 1[1(.' Llppml W

PO KITYBER l’z\I\! I [ U\H\I I\\"A SERVICET RIBUN/\[

CAMP COURT ABBOT lf\lu\D

Serviee Appeal No. 1832/2011

Date of lostitution. .. 30.11.201 |

Pine of decision. . ~20.02.2018

hishal, 1 FC Nu.930. son ol Shah Zaman Cuaste Aw an, resident of Morr ]‘al"l‘zl.

Felisil aned 1 ¥istriet Manschra, (Appeltant)
Versus

e . |

o el insehirn mnd anotlier..

(Respondents

!

e S

v oars
(TN

drdudiaommad Khan.
Advote For appeflant.
rr Znullal

Pepiny Bistict Atlomey Ior respondents.

CIHAIRMAN
MUEMBLR

MERCINIAY STUBAMNMNAD KITAN,
MERENUTTABANMALY HEAMID N VGHAL,

AL

- l-
NIA _MULTANMNAL. ACHEAN, AN, CHATRMAN:

Arguments of” the fearned

and record perused.

{he appellant was dismissed from service on 284, ”01] ﬂtumm whi\,h he f llcd

1c (i])pi.‘lldl(.‘ nulhuu ISSUCLI mo 01(!;15 iusl on.

I”Ui 1 mdum“ Uml ihc mdc

-~ R

I u[ d15nmml may be mnchﬁcd

as rejectod.




ARGUATENTS

Pho leanned counsel Tor the appellunt argued that the ch arge sheet was served on
#

e appeibant for s invalvenmen in FLR ufs 33741 ppCr That the appeliani was

avuitted T the offenee. Tha the mquiey olficer in his inquiry also opined that fire wus

tat made by the Llppdl muintentionally, That despite this report the mquiry officer hud |

opined that the appelbnt vwas guilty and he recommended for imposition of major penalty
which was nul in L.{Jl]"\UﬂclllL.L with his dpinion. That the appellute avthority first-decided
'I ' R . . ..
o Dord - th-. .1;);1&.]_’t1| medically and therealier he changed  this decision, and
L] .

anatlier mdcr- was passed which was-also net in :lccordnnccw_\?ilh faw, ™ e e e

4. On the other hand tearned 1174 argued  that the Present appeal was time barred,
Thar the departmental appead was decided on 29.09.201 1 and the present appeal ey {iled

on 30,1 ST e further araued that though the offence :1111'ibulcd to the appellant way
=L _

\

mainly based on neglivence hut tetention of such a ¢ivil ser vant m the police fm(.c would

be a conslint cinger for his co-civil servants, Ih'll the anthority had rightly decided 1o

oust the appellant from service,
CONCLUSION

Yo Regarding limitation this Tribunal is of the view that (he burden of prool was on (he

Jcp:n‘lmcm o have had established that the order of appellate 'wthonty Wi
) Y _ :
.;nmmumuu!t; o the appetlant, There js 1o copy to the dppdlam n the departmental order,

Ace ording w the appellant the copy was reeeived by him on 02.11.2011 This Tribunal s,

therelore, of the view that the present appeal cannot be declared as tlime barred,

th. Acconding (o impugned  order  the appellant way dismissefl under [Chyber
Pakhtunklne . Removal fram serviee (Special Power s) Ouhndnu: 2000. The charge sheet
“nd staiement of ailewition noyve speak about any mnconduu or inefficieney and the

L-n!jc clurge is the myalvenient of e appetiant in an FIR ws 3 ’?"il PPC. I1 we g

ATTT 5 TED - :




ANNOUNC L] Bate of Prasosn

WP e Number o7 / 325?)

ta
)

thiough RSOL 20000 o civil servant ean be proceeded against under the RSO on th

wfound ol misconduct or mefTicieney. No such charge was leveled against the appeltant

Sutider RSO, Y ¢ivil servant ean be proceeded against iFhe is convieted by a court ol law

for aflences of the natere mentioned thereinBuc the present appeltant has neither  been
e :
chudged  for misconduct or !m.ilmum nor he has been convicted of any offence of the

type mentioned above. Therelure, the entire proceedings under RSO, 2000 are ilepal,

Secandly alter the inguin the authortty mmsell formed an opinion that the appellant was

smentally deranged and he in his own discretion referred the appellant (o the Standing

Nedicw Board. Stnding Medical Board atfirmed the opinion of the authority by holding/
that the appellant was meniatly deranged and that there are chances of his relapse.

Therelore, they opined st the uppetlant shoubd be kept in lh? scrvice however he should

it be piven-ihe duty of amy fire a1 Afier the receipt of this medical board the

authority instead of acling on 1he optnion ol the medical_board plomcduf under the I\SO

2000w IllLIl was ilicaal, ! he two orders issued by the uppc[l;ﬂe aulhority also conlirm the

Sitvaton thar the appellute authority was also not decisive. The appetlant could not be

anvarded penaly stniply for the reason that he might repeat the same conduct again. The

departnaent Wioald have acted o the advice of (he medical board and should have
engaged the appelling in non-urns duty .

£ Asasequel to above diseussion Uye preseat appeal Is aceepted and the department is

Sdireeted W0oact on e adviee/apinion of the medical boar. Partics are lefl to-bear their

v eosts. File be consigned to the reeord room.

,I -."I Lgp/ 1_;‘::;__
N ~ C (Nh&\\Mhmﬁ___T__FaTﬁ_THﬁ/il)

o Sp /- (/ Chairman
~ © Camp Court, A/Abad
{\Iulmnnn td annid J\’Ill“lhll)

. " Moember

}éro‘),’r)—v/f

’
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DISTRICT MANSERHA
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“Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, vide order dated 20.02. 2018 A CPLA

. instituted in Supreme Court of Pak|5’ran Isla
depar“fmen‘r Khybe.r Pakhtunkhivg, Peshawar ThHe Ex-Co
apphcahon before the worthy Inspector Gene.r‘al of Police Khyber Pak

Peshawa
ordered on hi

conditionally basis till

~
~

I o Pakhmnkhwu Peshcwar' memo: No. 2626/legal da‘red 200
TS . 01.09.2018.

Hé. is allotted constabulary No. 538

No 1Y w-—éf& JOHC dated Mansehra the _ 5~ c*:f /2018,
: Copy toi-
i - 1. District AccounT Cfficer Mansehra
2. Pay Of{'uce.r, DPO Office Mansehra
3. SRC, DPO Office Mansehra |

% 2 . o Disfricf Police Gfficer
3,4 w\e * Mansehra

Ex-Constable Khushu! No. 930 was re.lnsmfed in service, by Service

has been

mabad by the depariment: through law

nstable has submitted an

h'l'unkhwa,

r. The Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, sthawar has
s apphcaﬂon that he may be reinstated/adjusted in. .service on

The decision of the CPLA by Supreme Court of Pakistan

s .. Islamabad. ,
i -

. Therefere, Ex- Constable Khushal No. 930 is hereby reinstated in
i

A -.  service on. condmonuﬂy basis in the light of Inspector General of Police Khyber

8.2018 with effect from

-

-y o

S S N P s S T g
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ok ' . N THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
. . . n ’ .,

(Appellate Jurisdiction)

. PRESENT:

J-

N _M,r.'Justice ljaz vl Ahsan
T My, Justice Munib Akhteat

Mr. Justice Sayyed Mazahar Ali Akbar Nagvi

~"- cIviL PETITION NO.426-F OF 2018
j 2018 of:

(Against the judgment dated 20.02.

~ the KPK Service Tribunal, Camp Court,

. District Police Officer, Mansehra and another

Khughal
For the Petitionex(s):

For Lﬁe Rcspondent{s):

"+ Date of Hearing:

Ijaz ul Ahsan, J.-

in- Service. Appeal

_.Petitioner{s)
- Versus

) . .Rcspondent{s]

Mr. Zahid Yousaf Qureshi, AddLA.G.
Mr. Jamal Zeb, DSP Legal |

Not represented e . —

11,05.2022
ORDER -

This petition is barred by 25 days.

The application for condonation of delay (C.M.A.No.891-P/2018}

does oot disclose afy sufficient cause for condonatian within the

contemplation of the

Limitation Act, 1908. ‘The application for

condonation- of delay ig, therefore, dismissed. Consequently; the

petition is dismissed as bar

1_1tb of May, 2022
Not approved for rep
WwWagas Naseer/*

or Qng

"

red by time.

™. t
sd/-J )
sdjf-J L
sd/-J-
Cortiils

~
!' -~
L (5287 /&?_ _
s e sttt
Date ef Prosentationt.—. (e 2 miamarins
No oW‘Jcrds:_...___._..._......_w,,%—;,.;... =52

S

Dateci "rmyt e ST A K4 :.,.A
Date of edivary 7L 50 ...g\(l
Compared by!Prepoted J.’G / PR
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gbotvad by
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: Na, 9é iz ___JOHC dated Mansehra the Z? 4'/23_’_!2022.

& /o

7 POLICE DEPARTMENT DISTRICT MANSERHA

. ORDER

Censtable Khushal No. 538 of this district was reinstated in service vide this

offce order Endst: No. 11140-42/0HC, dated 03.09.2018 and Order Book No. 133

- dated 03.08.2018 on condlt:onally basis in compliance of inspector General of Police,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar memo: No. 2626/legal at 20.08.2018 tifl the decision

of CPLA Iodged by the department before the honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan

- through Law Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. The CPLA has@en dismissal by the
: honorabie Supreme Court on the basis of time barred,

Therefore, constable Khushal No. 538 is hereby adjusted on permanent basis
with effect from 01.09.2018.

(]/ 0 P2
District Police Officer
Mansehra -

“Copy to:-

1. District Aecount Officer Marlisehra
2. Pay Officer, DPO Office Mansehra
3. SRC, DPQ Office Mansehra

i
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WAKALAT NAMA

BEFORE THE [y htr”  flateditlpmphin Seryeie
el fogliuiny

OF 2023

(PETITIONER)

VERSUS

: | ; (REESPONDENT)
yZ. y/ )f//,%  (DEFENDANT)

1/ W e /W éﬂ,/

Do hereby appoint and constitute MIR ZAMAN SAF 1,
Advocate, High Court,” Peshawar (o appear, plead act,
comproniise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our
Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liability

for his default and with the authority 1o engage/appoint any other

Advocate Counsel on mylour cost. lwe authorize the said
Advocate 1o deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behalf ail
sums and amounts payable or deposited on my/our account in fhe
above noted matier.

Dated. /72023

. MIR ZAMAN SAFI |
" ADVOCATE
OFFICE:

Room No.6-E, 5" Floor,

Rahim Medical Centre, G.T Road,

Hashinagri, Peshawar.

Mobile No.00333-999]1564
0317-9743003

-
(APPELLANT)
ftattis” . _(PLAINTIFF)




