
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTlINKHWAMRflCE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1074/2017

Date of Institution ... 

Date of Decision ...

15.09.2017
28.01.2022

Atta Ur Rehman S/o Said Rehman Ex-Constable at District Lower Dir R/o Village 
Palosadag Tehsil Munda District Lower Dir.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

District Police Distt: Lower Dir and others. (Respondents)

Appellant In Person

Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Additional Advocate General For respondents

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 

ATIQ-UR-REHMAJ^WAZIR
CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

ATIO-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (EY.- Brief facts of the

case are that the appellant while serving as Constable in Police Department was 

proceeded against on the charges of absence from duty and was ultimately
, I

dismissed from service vide order dated 10-07-2015. Feeling aggrieved, the 

appellant fifed departmental appeal, which was accepted in terms that penalty of 

dismissal was converted into removal from service vide order dated 28-01-2016.

The appellant filed revision petition, which was also rejected vide order dated 09-
<-

03-2017, hence the instant service appeal with prayers that the impugned order

dated 10-07-2015, 28-01-2016 and 09-03-2017 may be set aside and the

appellant may be re-instated in service with all back benefits.
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02. Appellant has contended that the he has been proceeded against in 

absentia, without affording him appropriate opportunity of defense, which is 

illegal, unlawful and contrary to norms of natural justice; that his absence was not 

willful, but due to illness of his father and absence on medical grounds does not 

constitute gross misconduct; that the illness of his father was well in the 

knowledge of the respondents, but such stance of the appellant was not taken 

into consideration, which was arbitrary in nature; that it is settled principal of law 

that regular inquiry is must before imposition of major penalty of dismissal from 

service; that his absence period was treated as leave without pay, hence there 

temains no ground to further penalize the appellant.

03. Learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents has contended 

that the appellant is a habitual absentee and always remained absent from duty

,on the pretext of illness of his father; that prior to this , the appellant was 

discharged m service in probation period, but was re-instated upon his 

artmental appeal; that short service record of the appellant is full of entries

regarding willful absence; that the appellant was required to seek leave or 

ipermission from his seniors and bring the matter timely in the notice of his

, seniors, but he failed to do so; that the appellant has rightly been penalized as he
\
' is least interested in his job.

04. We have heard both the parties and have perused the record.

Placed before us is case of a police constable, who alongwith many other 

I police personnel had deserted their jobs in the wake of insurgency. Police
I

, department had constituted a committee for cases of desertion and taking 

' humanitarian view, re-instated such personnel into service in large number. Even 

1 this tribunal has already granted relief in similar nature cases on the principle of 

consistency. Appellant was one among those, who was re-instated into service 

i vide order dated 10-08-2011 by the police department. The appellant resumed his 

1 duty and served for another three years, when he was again dismissed from

;05.
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service on the issue of absence from duty and his dismissal later on was 

converted into removal from service. It is un-disputed that the appellant remained 

absent from duty, but stance of illness of his father, which has been debated in

the inquiry report as well as in comments of the respondents, which shows some

weight in stance of the appellant, which could be taken in favor of the appellant.

Coupled with this are dents in the departmental proceedings, which has not been

conducted as per mandate of law, as the appellant in case of willful absence was

required to be proceeded under general law i.e. Rule-9 of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011. Regular 

inquiry is also must before imposition of major punishment of dismissal from

service, which also was not conducted. So much so that the impugned order of

dismissal is also not in order. The impugned order would suggest that the 

appellant was proceeded against on the ground of absence for the mentioned

period, however the authority has treated the mentioned period as leave without

pay, as such the very ground, on the basis of which the appellant was proceeded 

against, has vanished away and on this score alone, the impugned order is liable 

to be set aside. Wisdom in this respect derived from the judgment of the august 

supreme court of Pakistan, reported as 2006 SCMR 434 and 2012 TD (Services)

348.

06. In view of the situation mentioned above and keeping in view the principle 

of consistency, we are inclined to partially accept the instant appeal by converting 

the major penalty of removal from service into minor penalty of stoppage of 

increments for two years. The intervening period is treated as leave without pay. 

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

ANNOUNCED
28.01.2022

ULTAN TARBEN) 
CHAIRMAN

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)
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ORDER

Appellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional28.01.2022

Advocate General for respondent present. Arguments heard and record

perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on file, we

are inclined to partially accept the instant appeal by converting the major

penalty of removal from service into minor penalty of stoppage of

increments for two years. The intervening period is treated as leave

without pay. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to

record room.

ANNOUNCED
28.01.2022

(AHMAD SUtTAN TAREEI^) 
CHAIRMAN

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)
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Appellant in person present. Mr. Asif Masood AN 

Shah, Deputy District Attorney for respondents present.
20.01.2022

Arguments heard. To come up for order on 

28.01.2022 before D.B.
i

Chairman(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

-i’ ,

\
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Rashid,- 
DDA alongwith Zewar Khan, Inspector (Legal) for the 

respondents present.
Former requests for adjournment in order to further 

prepare the brief. Adjourned to 3.5.03.2021 for hearing - 
before the D.B.

11.01.2021

(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member(E)

Chairman

25.03.2021 Junior to counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Riaz 

Khan Paihdakhel learned Asst. AG for respondents present.

The Worthy Chairman is on leave, therefore, the case 

is adjourned to 24.06.2021 for arguments before D.B.

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

. Counsel for the appellant present.

Muhammad Adeel Butt learned A.A.G alongwith Fazal Ghafoor 

S.I for respondents present.

Former made a request for adjournment. Adjourned.,To come 

up for arguments on 01.10.2021 before D.B.

24.06.2021

i
(Rozina Re-hman) 

Member (J)



A
ir

Due to public holidays on account of Covid-19, the case 

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 08.06.2020 before

24.03.2020

D.B.

Bench is incomplete as learned Member (J) is on leave, 

therefore, the case is adjourned. To come up for the same on 

19.08.2020 before D.B.

08 06.2020

, 19.08.2020 Due to summer vacations, the case is adjourned to 

21.10.2020 for the same.

Reader

21.10.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

alongwith Zewar Khan, Inspector for the respondents 

present.
The Bar is observing general strike today, therefore, 

the matter is a^urned to 11.01.2021 for hearing before 
the D.B.' ■ / ^

{

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member

Chairman
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r6.07.2019; Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman 

Ghani learned District Attorney alongwith Zewar Khan SI 

for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the

appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To 

up for arguments on07.10.2019 before D.B

come

; '

4^^
(I'lussain Shah) 

Member
(M. Amin Khan Kuncli)

. P Member
QeJd- f-o- ^

■ h

■

■ *16.12:2019 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Paindakheil 
learned Assistant Advocate General alongwith Zewar Khan 
S.I (Legal) present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 
adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on 
29.01.2020 before D.B.

Member
< \

Member

Junior to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 
alongwith Zewar Khan, S.I for the respondents present.

Former requests for adjournment due to general strike 
of the Bar. Adjourned to 24.03.2020 for arguments before 
the D.B.

29.01.2020

'.4 •
.* *’

Memberv" ey f—y? -1----------- \
1.
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Counsel for the appellant, Addl. AG alongwith 

Zewar Khan, S.I (Legal) for the respondents present.
28.12.2018

It is stated that Mr. Muhammad Riaz Paindakhel,
Asstt. AG was entrusted this case, however, he had to

\ Lproceed to attend funeraljof/a.near relative, therefore, request
,/y ;•

for adjournment is made. Adjourned to 13.02.2019 for 

arguments before the D.B.

M

\

i-

Chafrr lanMember
Appellant in, person and Addl. AG alongwith 

, . Rashid Ahmad, DSP (Legal) for'-.the respondents 

present.

13.02.2019

r
f- m' -a

The appellant. requests for adjournment as he 

desires to substitute his existing counsel. Adjourned to 

30.04.2019 before the D.B.

\

■■

•'k«

1

- .'-a Roida Khan Advocate present and submitted wakalat 

nama in favor of appellant. Mr. Muhammad Jan learned Deputy 

District Attorney alongwith Zewar Khan SI for the respondents 

present. Being freshly engaged, learned counsel for the appellant 

seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on 

16.07.2019 before D.B. ^ .

30.04.2019y

■i

■y|-

■ ;.i
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t MemberMember

t-»V
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A
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,Dueito|rciircmem'bt the worthy Chairman, the Tribunal is^ 

plete/, thereforc[*he{case is adjourned. To come up for the 

same on 30.07,2C l8^|^^5'^

Appehant^.wjth-fcounsel and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

Deputy *DistricifAttorney alongwith Mr. .Zewar Khan, S.I 

(legal) for (the respondents present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant^seeksiadjoiunment. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on^-9.09.2018 before D.B.

(AhmadflTassari)^^^^'*
Member(E)^:^M

CounselTorw-he^appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District 

Attorney alongwith^Jr.HZ^^vaj^.<han, S.I (legal) for the respondents 

Learned^ounse.lMor the appellant requested for 

adjournment/Z^journed^o come up for arguments on 07.11.2018 

before D.B.

4
14.05.2018

incom

30.07.2018

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member (J)

19.09.2018

present.

(Ahma (M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

JDueSt^fretirement of Hon’ble Chairman, the

™bufi»iap„,„„, ,be
07.11.2018

case is adjourned. To

K

sWw
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Learned "-counsel tor the appellant 

present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, Learned Deputy 

District Attorney along with Mr. Fazal Mabood, 
Inspector for the respondents present. Reply not 
submitted by the respondents. Representative of 
the respondents seeks time file written 

ricply/comments. Granted. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 08.01^2^18 before

20.12.2017

S.B

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

MEMBER
s#

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Zawar Khan, Sub- 

Inspector for the respondents also present. Written reply on 

behalf of respondents submitted. Adjourned.To come up for 

rejoinder and arguments on 12.03.2018 before D.B.

08.01.2018

>?-

(Muham^d Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member;*v.*

y

Apfiellant in person and Mr. Riaz Ahmed Painda Kheil, 

Assistant AG for the respondents present. Appellant 

submitted: rejoinder and seeks adjournment for arguments 

the ground, that his counsel is not available today. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 14.05.2018 before 

D.B.

12.03.2018
s*

on

«r-

/n4' r

(Muhammad Mamid'Mughal) 
Meinber

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

. r■i:
V ■

C
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12.10.2017- Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard and case .file perused. The appellant joined the Police • 

Department as Constable on 28.07.2007. On account of willful 

absence from duty disciplinary proceedings were initiated and vide 

impugned order dated 10.07.2015 major penalty of dismissal from 

service was imposed on him. He preferred departmental appeal on 

30.11.2015 which was rejected on 28.01.2016, hence, the instant 

service appeal on 15.09.2017. When learned counsel for the 

appellant was confronted on the point of limitation and 

departmental appeal as well as service appeal being time barred, he 

was unable to give any plausible explanation. Application for 

condonation of delay has also not been submitted. He has not been 

/treated according to law and rules.

1

1

\
.•> ! ~\ ' ;

Appell^int Deposited 
Security Fee -

Points urged need consideration. Admit subject to 

limitation. Appellant is directed to deposit of securitycand process 

fee within 10 days, notices be issued to the respondents for written 

repiy/comments for 22.11.2017 before S.B.
• sr

4^ »
(AHMAD HASSAN) 

MEMBER
I

22.11.2017 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman Ghani, 

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Zawar Khan, S.I (legal) for 

the respondents also present. Written reply on behalf of 

respondents not submitted. Learned District Attorney 

requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 20.12.2017 before S.B.

t

II/H^lf '
(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)

1
MEMBER

i

IfI> A
-A ]\
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Form-A

FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of

1074/2017Case NOi

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Atta-Ur-Rehman resubmitted today

by Mr. Attiq-ur-Rehman i Advocate, may be entered in the
!■

Institution Register and put up to Worthy Chairman for proper
i '

order please.

26/09/2017'^'
1

\

25Fhl/7 This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing
U :

2-
a

to be put up there on 12^ ^ f 0^2c>f .7

I * •

. ?

\1.-*.

.....r...--
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The appeal of Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman sonof Said Rehman Ex-Constable No. 595 of Distt. Dir 

Lower received today i.e. on 15.09.2017 is incomplete on the following score which is 

returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copy of impugned removal order dated 19.11.2008 mentioned in para-4 of the 
memo of appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Copy of departmental appeal rhentioned in para-9 of the memo of appeal is not 
attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

No.

/_/2017Dt.

^ REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Attig-ur-Rehman adv. pesh.

i2.W

LA ck/^ CXv\V\'ey*C^ ^a

\A Cjc^L^wV .LOvCl W 'e.

\'A'€.w<c.c. ^

;
,V\..AflvCA

jXky)OCjx

>
-A

1
\

fcr.
4

a.
'i.

r .)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. o]^ /2017

Atta Ur Rehman S/O Said Rehman
Ex-Constable at District Lower Dir
R/O Village Palosadag Tehsil Munda District Lower Dir.

PETITIONER

VERSUS

District Police District Lower Dir

RESPONDENTS

Index of Documents

DescriptionsS.No Annexure Pages

Appeal JUu'A ■ AAl 01- oC01
Copy of appointment letter02 A

Copy of removal order03 B
Copy of application, reinstatement order C-Cl 09-/004

Copy of the Order05 //D
Copy of Order06 E /A

Copy of appeal & Impugned order07 F-Fl
Wakalatnama

')■

Appellant

Through:

an
MA. LLM

Advocates
rIbn e Abdullah Law Associates 

11. Azam Tower, University Road. Peshawar 

E-Mail Infoila56@gmail.com.

r
i

Ph: 091-570 2021

mailto:Infoila56@gmail.com
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No._ 17

N4k

Atta Ur Rehman S/O Said Rehman
Ex-Constable at District Lower Dir
R/O Village Palosadag Tehsil Munda District Lower Dir.

/£75'
Sauted

PETITIONER

VERSUS

^1. District Police Distt: Lower Dir 

2. Regional Police Officer Malakand Division 

^3. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

4. Deputy Inspector General of Police. Malakand Division Swat

RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 04 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER OF INSPECTOR GENERAL OF
POLICE DATED MARCH 15. 2017 (APPELLATE AUTHORITY) WHERE BY THE 

DEPARTMENT APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED/R^JECTED. AG A\ UST

PRAYER IN APPEAL.

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL. THIS HONORABLE TRIBUNAL MAY VERY
GRACIOUSLY BE PLEASED TO SET ASIDE THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 15-
03-2017, _ 52^±ED Vo-O-vS

w\tu alu
■S'E.wvce .
Respectfully submitted as under:

appellant was appointed as Constable on dated 26-07-2007 by 

the Respondents was assigned the duties in Village Palosa Dag Plice Station 

Munda District Dir Lower.
[Copy of appointment letter is annexure A]

\
B ft0, I
SS
ft S' 
P.3
• M3 «•

^ 2. That the appellant served the department with commitment and always 

remained on duty at various stations in the time when terrorism in 

Malakand division was at peak and the Government of Pakistan was

ft

&
d

ot
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fighting an operation against the militants particularly in District Lower 

Dir.

3. That appellant never remained absent from his duties and successfully 

completed his probation period from the date of appointment appellant a 

young age qualified person, always remained at threat and risk but his 

commitment towards duties as constable never resisted by regular suicide 

bomber, bomb blast and attacks on Police Officials.

4. That the appellant’s father felt seriously ill due to ailment and there was no 

male member in his family who could take care of him. Therefore he 

remained absent from duties upon recovery of his father he came to join 

his duties there he was told by one of the official that an inquiry has been 

conducted and he has been removed from service.
[Copy

5. That thereafter the appellant made an application for his reinstatement to 

Respondent No. 04. It is worth to mention here that Respondent was 

pleased to allow the said application and the appellant was reinstated into 

service. This was based on solid reason of aliment and a reasonable 

justification was given.
[Copy of application and reinstatement order is annexure C-C1 ]

6. That after reinstatement the appellant assumed to his duties without any 

delay but unfortunately nature was not kind to him and his father got 
serious ill so the appellant was having no way but to look after his father 

with full responsibility.

7. That the appellant communicated about his absence to the concern official 
but they heard it with deaf ear. The Respondents initiated inquiry against 
the appellant was by a major penalty was imposed and he was dismissed 

from his service.
[Copy of the Order is annexure D

8.- That there after the appellant made a second application to Respondent No. 
04 for his reinstatement due this time it was turn down and dismissal order 

was converted into removal order 

[Copy of Order is annexure E]
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9. That the appellant file departmental appeal before the Respondent No. 3 

which was dismissed on dated 15-03-2017.
[Copy appeal of impugned order is annexure F]

10. That feeling aggrieved from the order of Respondent No. 03 which was 

dismissed. Hence the instant appeal on the following amongst other grounds 

inter-alias:

GROUNDS

A. That the law on the subject has been violated altogether, in that neither 

any show cause or for that matter any charge sheet was served upon the 

appellant nor was he required to put in a written defense as 

contemplated under the law.

B. That a major penalty of removal from service has been imposed on the. 
appellant without conducting any proper inquiry which was mandatory 

under the law, hence the punishment awarded to the appellant is a 

nullity in the eye of law.

C. That the law on the subject provides for a charge sheet to be served on 

the accused civil servant: he shall be required to put in a written defense 

within seven days of the communication of the charge sheet and a 

regular inquiry shall be conducted in concern official therewith giving 

him the opportunity to cross examine the witness produced against him 

and he shall be allowed to record evidence in his defense. These legal 
requirements contemplated by the law put aside and the impugned order 

was passed in a vacuum, which has never been the mandate of law.

D. That the appellant was not given the opportunity being heard.

E. That the appellant served the department for almost several years he 

remained faithful to his duties and served the department with full 
devotions commitment and enthusiasm. This could be confirmed from 

his service record.

F. That Respondent has adopted harsh methods and impose major penalty 

without adopting proper mechanism. Hence the order of removal is 

liable to be set aside.
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G. That with the permission of these Hon’ble tribunal further grounds may 

be raised when the stance of the respondents comes in black and white.

PRAYER
It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of this appeal the 

Honorable Tribunal may very graciously be pleased to set aside the 

impugned order dated 15-03-2017 and the appellant may very 

graciously be reinstated into service from the date of his removal with all 
service benefits.

Any other remedy deemed proper may also be allowed.

Appellant
Through.

Rehman Ullah Shah, Attiq Ur ReJ^an
AlA, LLM

Advocates
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'^I BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.. 72017 .

Atta Ur Rehman S/O Said Rehman
Ex-Constable at District Lower Dir
R/O Village Falosadag Tehsil Munda District Lower Dir.

PETITIONER

VERSUS

District Police District Lower Dir

RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

I Atta Ur Rehman S/O Said Rehman R/O Village Falosadag Tehsil Munda District 
Lower Dir do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the content of the 

accompanying appeal are true and correct to the beast of my knowledge and 

belief and nothing has been kept concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Identified By: ^
Attiq Ur Rehman 

Advocate High Court

Deponent
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BEFORE THE KHYBER FAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 72017

Atta Ur Rehman S/O Said Rehman
Ex-Constable at District Lower Dir
R/O Village Palosadag Tehsil Munda District Lower Dir.

PETITIONER

VERSUS

District Police District Lower Dir

RESPONDENTS

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

PETITIONER

Atta Ur Rehman S/O Said Rehman
Ex-Constable at District Lower Dir
R/O Village Palosadag Tehsil Munda District Lower Dir

RESPONDENTS

1. District Police Distt: Lower Dir at Timergara
2. Regional Police Officer Malakand Division
3. Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
4. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Division Swat

Appellant

Through

Advocates
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the: approval of the Provincial Khyber

Mo: 10041-45/E

ORDER

WHEREAS as p
Pukihtunkhwa a Comrni :ee had been constituted vide this office

dated 24/11/2010, he. ded by DPO Dir Lower- to reconsider the cases of the 

personnel dismissed dui -i-g militancy*.

AND WHEREAS Lhe Committee has, after thorough deliberations and 
scrutiny of the releva/r{ record, submitted it findings vide Mo: 2129/EB dated 

31/01/2011 and 1S77: cb dated 27/07/2011 wherein 12
personnel have been

I ecv.‘i';iiriended for r€insl>'t-ivient in service.

NOW THEREFOl .3 as
fofiowing personnel recc

per the approval of the Provincial Police Officer,
.:.-Tiended by the Committee with the exception of Sr. No. 1

HC Behram Khan No '37 who uwno has already been reinstated by the Services

are hereby reinstated in
•■eir dismissal. The period of absence

■Sol will be treated as leave without pay.

the

iriburtal, Khyber Pukht .xhwa, Peshawar, 
effect from the date of-i service with 

and they remainedf .i
out of service after dism

I S.No Name and Wo.
1. .. No. 64f

Nisaml Aiimad No. 
bx-Constabie Rafiui Hop No. 132"'

■ Hamayun No.
, ^^‘^Ohstabie Naeemuflah No. 

Ex-Constable Ma^or No.

I 2. loss3. —I
I

: 4.
9.31; 5 -j— 442

I 6.
_______ ____ ____1217

_:..^~^Qnstable Ibrahim No. 592 
. .^^^ons^jie Anwanjilah No.

- Dawood Khan No.
J _^:^~Constable Imranuilah No. 65

7.
8.

1103
9.

695
10.

jEx-Constable Attaur Rahman No. 1208

Ord^r announced.

CilstrictPpli'ce Officer; (AKHTAR HAYAT Kfc 
Dir Uov^rimerpai^puty Ik fepector of PolSce

On XMalaksn^egion, Saidi Sharif, Swat!

**SAIF**

PSP

ti
No. E,
Dated 4^2012

Copy r inrormatlon and nocess.i»!A' action /.o ther- 
Khyber Pukhloonkhwa, Peshawar.'

1. Provincial Police Ofi r
2 District Police Office Dir Lower.

Oa=(i', Tuiq. P.Ol
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OmCE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, DIR LOWER AT TIMERGARA
ORDER

This order will dispose of the departmental enquiry conducted 

against Constable Attaur Rahman No.595 ,who while posted at Police Station 

Talash, absented himself from his lawful duty with effect from 23/05/2015 to 

date without any leave or prior permission from his superior .there^^Klvas 

served charge sheet coupled with statement of allegation and Mr. Aqiq Hussain
DSP HQrs. was appointed, as enquiry officer to conduct proper departmental 
enquiry and submit his finding.

The enquiry officer during the course of enquiry recorded the 

statement of all concerned, as well as the delinquent official, but could 

produce any cogent reason in his self-defense. The Enquiry Officer in his 

finding report recommended him for major Punishment.

Therefore, I Qasim Ali (PSP). District Police Officer. Dir Lower in 

exercise of power vested to me under (E & D) Rules 1975 with amendment 
2014, agree with the finding report of the enquiry officer, and Dismissed him 

from service, with immediate effect and the period of absence with effect from

to 1^5j;56 days) and from 20/06/2015 to 26/06/2015
(06 days) Total 6^ days is counted as leave withouT pay

ORDER ANNOUNCED

not

/
'. '' ■ ///r

Distnct Pon^e
/■

Ce Officer. 
Dir Lower at Timergara

OB No. yEC.
Dated //? — 2015.

i

• i

- f %

t:(r>
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OffFTrF. OF THF. RF-HTONAT. POT.TCE OFFICER. MALAKAND REGION,

I AT SATmi SHARIF SWAT
ORDER;

I This order will dispose off application of Ex-Constable Atta Ur Rehman No. 595 
in service.&

|bf Dir Lower District for reinstatement i
’.V' Brief facts of the case are that he while posted to Police Station Talash, absentedr
Ihimself from his lawful duty with effect from 23/05/2015 to date, without any leave or prior permission
|rom his superior, which is gross misconduct on his part, therefore he was issued charge sheet with

was appointed as Enquiry Officer.jboupled of statement of allegations and Mr. Aqiq Hussain DSP/HQrs:
[The Enquiry Officer during the course of enquiry recorded the statement of all concerned, as well as the 

lelinqiient official. The Enquiry Officer in his finding report, recommended him for major punishment. 
Therefore, the District Police Officer, Dir Lower awarded him a major punishment of Dismissal from 

service, with immediate effect and the period of absence with effect from 23/04/2015 to 18/06/2015 (56 

jays), and from 20/06/2015 to 26/06/2015 (06 days) total 62 days was counted as leave without pay vide

lis office OB No. 631,’ dated 10/07/2015.
1. He was called in Orderly Room on 26/01/2016 and heard him in person. The 
ipplicant could not produce any substantial material in his defense. Therefore, his appeal is rejected, 
jowever, keeping in view his future career the punishment of dismissal is converted into removal from
•ervice on humanitarian grounds. ,

Order announced

i

(AZAD KHAN) TSt, PSP 
Regioi^ Police Officer, 

Malakand,/^ Saidu Sharif Swat
/E,

/2Q16.a ted
Copy to District Police Officer, for information and necessary action with

ference to his office Memo: No. 30754/EB, dated 17/12/2015. His service record is returned herewith\
r record in your office.

' /

/j

)
n b

0

A . .r-*.
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i^lis’I-iS-SLyy^
'^(/p^(/ tf''d-''^S \T OFFICE OF THE /;■'
(1 flA'^INSFECTOR GENERAL OF P0LICE ^fj/e

cy^rC^^ KHYBER PAKHTUNKIlf A
PESHAWAR. ...C

Nn S/ l.\lL /17, dated Peshawar the j^Ol£:3/2017.

»
-.i

•''-J

\ •;’•

&TT
J?k ■

m.W
!!;S5I

*?.'■« ;•
:'- ^'k-’sgy V

okDER
This order is hereby passed to dispose of departmental appeal under Rule 11-A of

Alta-ur-Rahman No. 595. TheKiiyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rule-1975 submitted by Ex-Conslable
removed from service by DPO, Dir Lower vide OB No. 631, dated 10.07.2015 on theappellant was

charge of absence fromduty for aperiodofOl titonlhand 18 days.
His appeal was rejected by RPO/Malakand vide order Endst: No. 984/E, dated

28.01.2016.
Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 09.02.2017 wherein appellant was heard in

person. During hearing petitioner contended that his father was ill.
Perusal of record reveals that petitioner was also discharged from service on the 

charge of absence from duty by DPO, Dir Lower vide order dated 19.11.2008 and later on re-instated 

bv the RPO/Malakand vide order dated 10.08.2011 which show that he is habitual absentee. 
Moreover, his petition is also time barred. There|bre, hi^|)etition is hereby rejected.

This order is issued with the approval by the Competent Authority.

(NAJEEB-UR-Rl£riM(iN BUGVI) 
AIG/Establishment,

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

\

\

District 'ol ce Offico^
Oh; Lowe ci Timorgara 

Copy of the above\^bnvarded to the:
V S//? /17.

1.
IV- 2. District Police Officer, Dir.Lower.

'3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar. 5)'
\ PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Paklitunkhwa, Peshawar. 

\PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

■?A to AIG/Legal, Khyber Paklitunkhwa, Peshawar.
Tic? Supdt; E-IV CPO Peshawar.
\al Registary Cell, CPO.

ly\ / Cl

onal (Police OmC^
Malakaiid at Satdu Shari^wit
-IS
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'■ 6: t£f*' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR. i

%
..f

Service Appeal 1074/2017.

Ex Constable Atta -ur- Rehman r/o Lower Dir. Appellanx.

VERSUS
1) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Peshawar.

2) Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat

3) District Police Officer Dir Lower.

PARA WISE REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.
Respondents.

Respectfully Sheweth:

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.7^.
That the present service appeal is not maintainable in its 

form.

That the appellant has not come to this August Tribunal 

with clean hands.

That the present appeal is badly time barred.

That this Honorable Service Tribunal has no jurisdiction 

to entertain the present service Appeal.

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appellant has suppressed the material facts 

from this Honorable Tribunal.

ON FACTS:

2)

3)

4)
i../

5)V

6)

•A’

1. Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

2. Incorrect, the appellant was habitual absentee and

always remained absent from duty with either pretext of 

father illness or some other problems. Prior to this the 

appellant absented himself from duty, without any 

cogent reason and had discharged from service. Order 

attached.
Jr;

.V3. Incorrect, as already discussed that the appellant was

habitual absentee and during the period of probation, heftfW-^f 

was discharged from service on account of willful

:

■v; • .



absence. The short service record of the appellant is full 

of entries regarding ivillful gSsence.

4. Incorrect, the appellant was required to seek leave or 

permission from his seniors and bring the matter timely 

in the notice of his seniors, but he failed to do so.
■M-:

Moreover he in his statement clearly mentioned that he is 

not ready to serve more in police department and 

consequently he was discharged from sermce under PR-
12-21.

m-.
5. pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

6. Incorrect, the. appellant again absented himself from duty 

without giving any intimation to his seniors for a period 

of 62 days. Infect he was busy in harvesting of wheat 

Crops, but pretended that his father is ill. The appellant 

is habitual absentee and always remained absent from 

duties wilfuly.
V-

■

7. Incorrect, the appellant did not convey the actual problem 

faced by him to his seniors and the respondent carried 

out enquiry in line with allegations and rightly issued the 

dismissal order.
'i2

8. Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

9. Pertains to record, hence needs no comments.

10 Incorrect, the appellant has got 

entertain the instant appeal.
no Jurisdiction to

ONGROUND

A. Incorrect, charge sheets statement of allegations have 

been issued by the competent authority and the charge 

sheet duly served upon the appellant He was provided 

proper opportunity of personal hearing as well as to put

'/



t’
forward writtenly in self defence, but he failed to advance 

any solid proofs in defence.

B. Incorrect, proper departmental enquiry has been conducted 

in the matter and the appellant was found guilty of 

misconduct and recommended for major penalty. The 

punishment awarded to appellant is in accordance with law 

and based on facts.

S
■..7^

C. Incorrect, proper charge sheet issued, duly served upon the 

appellant, written statement of appellant has been recorded 

also and was

0.

cross examined properly. Departmental 

enquiry has been conducted against the appellant giving0
■> u-

him proper opportunity of personal hearing in self defence, 

but he failed to advance any cogent reason in self defence. 

Moreover the proceedings have been carried out in 

accordance with law and the dismissal order was passed 

after fulfillment of all legal requirements.

D. Incorrect, as discussed in above paras, that opportunity of 

personal hearing was given to the appellant properly in self 

defence, but he failed to advance any solid reasons to that 

effect.
E. Incorrect, As already discussed that the appellant 

dismissed from service on account of willful absence and he 

is habitual absentee, as evident from record.
F. Incorrect, the order of dismissal i.e charge sheet, statement 

of allegation, proper enquiry, recording statements of 

appellant, giving opportunity of personal hearing, that 

covering all the aspect.

G. The respondents also seeks leave of this Honourable 

Tribunal to rely on additional grounds at the time of 

argu ments/ hearing.

•1^
.7,5
A’

■j.

7^-

If

was
le-

• -K-'

m

:

If



PRAYER:
i

VS, It is therefore humbly prayed that on acceptance of this Para- 

wise reply the service appeal may graciously be set aside along 

with costs.
m-.

f-

pl-

Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

%

II'
if

f*'-

Regional Police Officer,
Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat I

^Si^naiTa[ice.
f^ala)(and at Said R&ffO

i* Siianf, ^a(
W:

■I.
^4#- District Police Officer,

Dir Lowerfff-

PoUce Officer
Dir Lower.

!«■

/
w
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal 1074/2017.

Ex Constable Atta -ur- Rehman r/ o Lower Dir. Appellant
#■

VERSUSm.
1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat

3. District Police Officer Dir Lower......

AFFIDAVIT 

We the following respondents do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on Oath that the contents of Para- 

wise comments are true and correct to the best of our 

knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed 

from this Honorable Tribunal.

Respondents.i;

ms

:&V

IS

Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.Si

'M

Regional Police Officer,
Malakand at SaiduSherif Swat.

Malakand at Saidu Sharif, ^at

t''M

m
■■ <

District Police Officer,
Dir Lower.

■h-

'■m

Dir Lowe^

I



- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALmt. PESHAWAR.%f-
Service Appeal 1074/2017.

AppellantEx Constable Atta -ur- Rehman r/o Lower Dir.

VERSUSi’'.

m- 
%

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saida Sharif Swat
3. District Police Officer Dir Lower.

POWER OF ATTORNEY
Respondents.fi'

if-

i':
We the following respondents do hereby 

authorize Mr. Ziwar Khan SI Legal Dir Lower to appear on our 

behalf before the Honourable service Tribunal in the above 

Service appeal and pursue the case on each and every date.
He is also authorized to submit all the relevant 

documents in connection with the above case.

i

w-m
%

a. Proxnncial Police Officer^
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

7m
m-

r

M
i
f Regional Police Officer^

Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.I
1^

i

^£iona[ToCice Officer, / 

Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

i

District Police Officery
Dir lower.

i^eufficeriistrict
ir Lower

If
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®IPCE 0F THE DISmCT POLICE OmCER. Dffi|OWER AT TIMERGAEA

■ ! Tliis order will dispose of the depgrtmental enquiry conducted,
against Constable Attaur Rahman No.595 ,who while posted at Police Station 

Talash, absfeitted himself from his lawful duty with effect from 23/05/2015 to 

date without any leave or prior permission from his superior .therefore he was 

se||ved charge sheet coupled with statement of alle 

Dp HQrs, was appointed as enquiry officer to c 

eipuiry and;sh|iviit his-finding.,

gationj
Dnduc

and Mr. Aqiq Hussain 

proper departmental

: .The.'iehqhiry officer during the
statement of-all concerned
prpuce any cogent reason in his self-defense, 
finding report recommended him for major Punis

rse of enquiry recorded thecou
,.as well'as the deliiupient official, but could, not'.;

The Enquiry Officer ifhhisiSy..,^^ 

hment
t- . Therefore, I Qasim Ali (PSP), District 

exercise of power vested to me under (E & D) f
2p4. agree with the finding repoid of the enquii|jy officer, and Dismissed Mm

^ of absence with effect from 

20/06/|2015 to 26/06/2015 

ut pay.j

Police Officer, Dir Lower iiiS:®fi/fff§^'- 
ules 1975, with amendment

;v-
*' * ly .

from service, with immediate effect and the p 

2^3/04/2015 to 18/06/2015 (56 days) and from 

(0|6 days) Total 62 days is counted as leave witho

erio
vi

ORDER ANNOUNCED

-r
'W\

District Police ©fficer,
j

Dir Lower at Timergara !

S3 /O.B No.
Dhted zfj/ 2015.

./EC,

• /

4^ U//<j^
/ 4/rp r /

e0'/
.«'V

.ft:A 2
,i'0

■ ' -y-"'

\
\ f

\
'5^',/

.\

\
\
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■'7 Secret v-
POIICEj DEPARTMENT

DIR LOWER-•:/
ENQUIRY REPORT, }

I
:/

REFERENCE ENQUIRY N0.1631/EB
under No.l2S91-92/EC, date^ 16-06-2015.

DAIED 16-06-2013, marked

ACCUSED Constrable Attaur Rehmar -505.

ALLEGATIONS “that he while posted at 
himself from his lawful 
2015 to date without 
his superior, which Is gros

station Talash absented 

dut|y With effect from 23-04- 

r prior permission from 

s-misconduct on his part"

po .ice

any leave c

APPoiryrMENT 26-07-2,007.i

PRESENT RECORD The aforementioned cons able 

04-2015 to. 18-06-2015
remaihed absent from. 23-

'56 days).
f

He also remained abseni 
2015 vide DD NO.41 & 25 from PS Talash respectively.

form 20-0'6-20I5 to 26-06-

CHARGE SHEET He was charge sheeted 

2015,
v:de b 2893/EC, dated 16-06-o.

■

c

PREVI0;tJS RECORD Previously he remained absent for 160 days 
report. ; .

as per OSl

He was dismissed from service vide OB NO. 1386, dated 

19- 11-2008 after conducting 

the ground of his absence.
:i departmental enquiry on

He was re-instated in 

Malakand Region, Swat 
Order Book No.l 168, dated 11-

dce b|y jhe order of. worthy DIG 

and
ser

sr^bsequenliy order vides 

98-2011 was made.

OBSERVATION He replied to charge shiet, in \diich he stated that his 
father was ill and he is the only respohsible person while 
during that time he was busy ii| harvesting of wheat crop 

and he admitted his absence from duty from 

2015 to 18-06-2015. '
23-04-

!
i

Cross.
He replied that again he 

20-06-2015.
absen ed himself from duty < j

on



K4

'■/CONLUSION ?::/■;;

■I y-Constable Attaur Rehman-55p is a habitual absentee, lie 

was dismissed from service on the groiuTd of his willful 
absence from duty and in liie present, case; he failed in 

adducing any cogent reason for his absence from 23-04- 

2015 to 18-06-2015 (56 days) and from 20-06-2015 to- 
26-06-2015 (06 days) tota^ 62 days, therefore he is 

recommended for major punishment, please.

?■

/
I
II

: fr
:■

I

. t'Enquiy'^^fficer)

Deputy Superintendent of Police, HQrs, 
Distr<c\: Dir Lower at Timergara.

lAi/DPO

T
1

I

'/

V

\
i

I
;■

i

!■

r

1

i-

I

i
-1

■
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u ^ 9
?/: l; m!b3|/. Enquiry No 

Dated Timergara the fb-^Q^/ 72015
/EB

i:i// I'Pft4/II . i DISgPLIlMARY ACTION
fi’
if/

b Qasim Ali (PSP), District Police Officer, I ■Dir Lower at Timergara as 
competent authority as of the opinion that you Constable Atta Ur Rehman No.595 

have reijdered yourself liable to be proceeded against depart^entally as you have 

committed the following acts /omission in the Rule 2 (iii) of Po

\-

1/
i
;l

ice Rules 1975

iSTATEMENT OF ALLIGATION

That he while posted at Police Station Ta 1 absented himself from his ‘ 
eave or prior permission

as
lawful d:uty with effect from 23/04/2015 to date without any i 
from his superior, which is gross misconduct on his part

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct c f said office, with reference 
to the above allegation jVIr Aqiq Hussian DSP/HQs is ap3ointe(j as enquiry officer.

3. The enquiry officer shall conducted proceedings in accordance with 

provisioris ©f Poiice Rules 1975 and shall provide reasonable opportunity of defense 

and hea^ring t© the accused officer, record Jts findings and make v/ithin twenty five (25) 
days of the receipt of his order,' .recommendation 

appropriate action against the accused officer.
as to punishment or other

■;i

4. The accused officer shall join the proceeding c n datei time and place fixed
by the Enquiry Officer.

c

;

ryEpPol'ice Officer, 

Dif Lower at timergara

/2015
/f6 6No. /EC, dated

Mr Aqiq Hussian DSP/HQs. (Enquiry Of 
against above defaulter official within 25 days, under F 

attached 05 docurnents.

'ice') for initiating proceeding 

olice Rules 1975 in the Light of

%

2 Above named defaulter official.

!

!
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i//- %3\Enquiry No.
Datdd Tinnergara the 1 b - o6 /2015

/EB
1/• 1/
f CHARGE SHEET/

■ /
I

7
I, Qasim Ali (PSP), District Police Officer, Dir Lower at Timergara as 

competent authority, hereby charge you CbnstaDle Atta Ur Rehman No.595 ;
committed as follows:-

/
I

/

i. That you while posted at Police Station 

yqur lawful duty with effect from 23/04/2015 to d 

permission from your superior, which is gross mi‘ conduct on

Talash absented yourself from 

ate without any leave or prior 

your part.

By the reason of above, you appear to be 

rendered yourself liable to all or any penalties :;peci’ 
Rules, 1975.

guilty 

'ied in
of miss-conduct and have 

Rule-4 of ,the disciplinary

2- You are: therefore, required to submit y(Dur written reply within 07 days 

of the receipt of this charge sheet to the enquiry officer.

^Your written reply, if any, should' reach to 

sbbcified period, failing which it shall be presumed that
ii

and in that case ex-parte action shall follow against yo j.

3- the enquiry officer, within the 

you have no defense to put in

'a

4-1 - Intimation as to whether you desire t!o be 

A statement of allegation is enclosed

heard jn person or not?

5-i

District police Officer,
ii

■

Dir Lower at timergara
/EC,Nol

Dated /2015.
•1-r.

595 s/oSaid Rahman r/o Paloso
.1 1

Copy to Constable Atta Ur Rehman 

Dag PS/Munda though PS Munda
No.

i:
iV

i ;

;

i.

!
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

In S.A# 1074/2017

Atta-Ur-Rehman

Versus

PPO Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & anothers

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF
APPELLANT

Respectfully Sheweth.

All the Preliminary objection raised by the Respondents 

are incorrect and baseless and not in accordance with law 

and rules rather the Respondents are stopped due to their 

own conduct to raised any objection at the stage on the 

appeal.

Facts

1. Para No. 1 of appeal is correct.

2. Para No.2 of appeal is correct while reply is incorrect 

which is not relevant with the instant issue.

3. Para No.3 of reply is correct while appeal is incorrecf 

already explain in Para No.2.

4. Para No.4 & 5 of appeal is correct while reply is incorrect.

5. Para No.6 of appeal is correct while reply is incorrect to 

the extents that the appellant was busy in harvesting of 

wheat crops, as well as to the extent of habitual and willful 

absentee as the absence of the appellant was not deliberate



f
or intentionally but due to savoir illness of father of the 

appellant.

6. Para No.7 of the appeal is correct in the appellant 
conveyed the actual problems facing by him to his senior 

they heard it with deaf ear and without providing 

opportunity of personal hearing dismissed the appellant on 

10.07.2015.

7. In response of Para No.8 of reply, the appellant subniitted 

departmental appeal to respondent No.4 on 30.11.2015 

within one month from the date of communication of the 

impugned order dated 10.07.2015 which has been rejected 

on 28.01.2016 whereby dismissal order has been 

converted into removal order.

8. In response of Para No.9 of reply the appellant submitted 

llA petition within one month from the rejection order 

dated 28.01.2016 which has been rejected on 09.03.2017 

but the said rejection order has been communicated to the 

appellant at the month of August of 2017. (Copy of llA 

petition is attached).

9. Para No. 10 of the appeal is correct while reply is incorrect.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of the instant rejoinder the appeal of the 

appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

Petitioner
Through

Rehman Ullah Shah
&

Attiq Ur Rehman 

MA.LLM
Advocates, Peshawar.



BEFORE THE HONBLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICES TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2017InReSA

Atta Ur Rehman

Versus

District Police Dir & others

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY (if anv>

Respectfully Sheweth,
Petitioner submits as under:

1. That the above mentioned appeal- is filing before this 
Hon’ble Tribunal in which no date is fixed for hearing so
far.

2. That the appellant filed departmental appeal to respondent 
No.4 on 30.11.2015 within one month from the date of 
commixnication of the impugned order 10.07.2015 which has 
been rejected on 28.01.2016 whereby the dismissal order has 
been converted into removal order.

Grounds:
A. That the appellant filed 11-A petition to respondent No.3 

within 1 month from the rejection order dated 28.01.2016 
which has been rejected on 09.03.2017. The said rejection 
order has been communicated to the appellant at the month 
of August 2017.

B. That the impugned order is void because it has been passed 
without fulfilling the cpdal formalities.

c. That it has been the consistent view of the Superior Courts 
that cause should be decided on merit rather than 
technicalities included limitation.

It is, therefore, requested that the limitation period 
(if any) may kindly be condone in the interestA^f justice.

Appellant
Through

Rehman Ullah Shah
&
Attiq Ur Rehman

MA.LLM
Advocates, Peshawar.
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All communications should be:,' 
addressed to the Registrar KPK' 
'Service Tribunal and not any official 
by name. ■

KHVBER PAKHTUNlCto

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
/STNo.

Ph:- 091-9212281 
Fax:-091-9213262

Dated 7202%

T6

The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Dir Lower.

Subject: JUPGMENT IN appeal NQ..1074/2017, MR. ATTAUR REHMAN

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement 
dated 28.01.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict 

compliance.

End: As above

REGISTRAR ^ 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR

•E


