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1. Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand,

Addl. Advocate General for the respondents present.

Counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment in order to 

further prepare the brief. Granted. To come up for arguments on

2.

15.09.2023 before the D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

7
(Fareeha*t^ 
Member (E)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

-Fazle Siihhan P.S*

V.



Appellant present through counsel.26.04.2023

Fazal Shah Molunand, learned Additional Advocate-General

for respondents present.

Learned Member Executive (Mr. Muhammad'Akbar Khan) isP<:-

on leave, therefore, case is adjourned. To come up for arguments

on 23.05.2023 before D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

*Mu(azem Shah*

23‘'^ May, 2023 1. Learned counsel for appellant present. Mr. Fazal Shah

Mohmand, Additional Advocate General for respondents present.

Learned counsel for appellant requested for adjournment2.

in order to prepare the brief. Adjourned. To come up for

on 10.07.2023 before D.B. P.P given to the parties.

"A

4 -
(FareehaPacrl 
Member (E)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

*Mitlazem Shah*
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Hikmat Khan, 

ASI alongwith Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Shah, Assistant Advocate General 

for the respondents present.

To come up alongwith connected Service Appeal bearing 

No. 515/2018 titled “Abdul Tawab Versus Superintendent of Police,

04.01.2023

■5 w
FRP, Malakand Range, Swat and 02 others”, on 10.02.2023 before the©-0

3-T5
D.B.

i* ffl
Ui

A/-

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

[.earned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad10.02.2023

Advocate General alongwith Tnamul Haq,Adeel I3utt, Addl.

inspector For the respondents present.
t

[.earned counsel For the appellant requested for adjournment
r-'

'Fo come up Forin order to Further prepare the brief Granted.

arguments on 26.04.2023 before the D.B.

(FAREE1TA>AUL) 

Member (E)
(JiOZINA REHMAN) 

Member (J)



'ueM^aT(5Vilt^drTcff tne'appellant sought time for preparation
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(Mian Muhammad)
Member (E)

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)
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Service Appeal No. 1297/2018 f
Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Riaz Ahmed 

Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate Genera! for the respondents 

present.

04.07.2022

Learned co'uhsd^f-fdf^ 'the appellant requested for 

; .^adjournment on. the ground that sh.e has not made preparation 

for arguments. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

" 11.10.2022 before the D.B;

V

i r\
C , i'

V
' 'ti •r.V (Salah-ud-Din) 

Member (J)
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member (E)

U:-:: :»'■■■ ■ 

1, j

Counsel for the appellant present. M. Muhammad Adeel Butt, 

Addl. A.G alongwith Inamul Haq, ADEO for the respondents

ll"’ Oct., 2022

present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requests for adjournment.. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 09.11.2022 before the

D.B.

(Kalini Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Fareema Paul) 
Member (E)
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Ms. Uzma Syed, Advocate, for.the appellant present. Mr. 

Jamshaid Khan, S.I (Legal) alongwith Mr. Riaz Ahmed Paindakheil, 

Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

15.09.2021

-ki-

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment 

on the ground that she has not gone through the record due to 

some domestic engagement. Adjourned. To come up for argument 

before the D.B on 08.12.2021.

‘

\
. v.

V

(SALAH UD DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) ; f

L'

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Noor 

Zaman Khattak, District Attorney for the respondents 

■ present.

08.12.2021

The Worthy Chairman' is on leave, therefore, the 

bench is incomplete. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 29.03.2022 before the D.B.

t

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

|)S> wA jLi-
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Due to summer vacation, case is adjourned to 

.2021 for the same as before.
^/*/> •?-020

Counsel for appellant and Additional Advocate General for 

respondents present.
Former referred to the impugned order dated 04.06.2013 

and stated that it was given effect retrospectively i.e from 

16.04.2013, She, therefore, requests for adjournment to a date 

after hearing of the issue already pending before the Larger 

Bench. The request is genuine, therefore, allowed. Adjourned to 

■ 30.06.2021 for hearing before D.B.

18.03.2021

2:
CHAIRMAN

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

I»

Miss'Uzma Syed, Advocate, for the appellant present. Mr. 

Samad Sher ASf (Legal) alongwith Muhammad Adeel Butt,
V ■ •

Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant sought adjournment on the 

ground that the issue of retrospectivity is involved in the instant 
appeal, regarding which a full Bench has already been constituted. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments before the D.B on 

15.09.2021.

30.06.2021

JZl-tyv
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
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30.10.2020 Due to public holiday, the matter is adjourned to 

31.12.2020 for the same before the D.B.
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak learned Additional AG for the respondents present. 

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. 

To come up for arguments on 01.04.2020 before D.B.

17.02.2020

* V

(Hussain Shah) 
Member Member

r.t

Due to public holiday on account of COVID-19, the case is 

adjourned to 11.06.2020 for same as before.

01.04.2020

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 
Additional AG alopgwith Mr. Muhanpmad Bashar, Inspector 

for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned to 20.08.2020 for 

argum/ntspefore D;B.

11.06.2020

y!
I

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member

Due to summer vacation, the case is adjourned to20.08.2020
30.1 0.2020 before D.B.

Reader

V,-.



',22.07.2019 ■ Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Zia Ullah 

learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present. 

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 09.10.2019 before

D.B.

• (Hussain Shah) (M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
MemberMember

, f

19.12.2019 Lawyers are on strike as per the decision of 
Peshawar Bar Association. Adjourn. To come up for 

further proceedings/arguments on 17.02.2010 before 

D.B. Appellant be put on notice for the date fixed.

Member Member

»
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Learned counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

alongwith Umar Badshah SI for the respondents present. 
Representative of the respondents requests for time as the 

requisite reply is in the process of preparation. Adjourned to 

04.03.2019 before S.B.

09.01.2019

i •1'1. Chairmans'-1 ^ A

;;
Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir Ullah 

KJiattak learned Additional Advocate General; alongwith 

Umar Badshah SI present. Written reply on behalf of 

respondent department submitted. Adjourn. To come up for 

rejoinder/arguments on 09.05.2019 before D.B

04.03.2019

i Member

'I

I ;
Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, DDA 

alongwith Samad Bashir, H.C for the respondents present.

^ 09.05.2019

Learned counsel for the appellant has submitted 

rejoinder to the parawise comments by respondents. TheI
same is placed on file. To come up for arguments before the 

D.B on 22.07.2019 .i ■/

/A .
. ChairmanMember

i

t?



Counsel for the appellant Tariq Ali present. Preliminary 

arguments heard. It was contended by the learned counsel for the 

appellant that the appellant was serving in Police Department as 

Constable, during service he was dismissed from service vide 

order dated 04.06.2013 on the allegation of absence from duty for . 

a period of about two months with retrospective ^ffect i.e from the 

date of absence. It was further contended that the appellant filed 

departmental appeal (Copy of the same is not available on record) 

which was rejected on 03.04.2017 and received to the appellant 

on 20.09.2018 hence, the present service-appeal on 02,4i0.2018.

■^'’L'earned counsel for the appellant further- contended that the 

appellant remained absent for a short period of two months due to 

domestic problem therefore, the punishment of dismissal from 

service is very harsh. It was further contended that the impugned 

order has been passed retrospectively i.e from the date of absence 

therefore, the impugned order is void and limitation does not run 

against the same. It was further contended that neither proper 

inquiry was conducted nor opportunity of personal hearing, 

defence was provided to the appellant therefore, the impugned 

order is illegal and liable to be set-aside.

20.11.2018

The contention raised by the learned counsel for the appellant

^-need consideration. The appeal is admitted for regular hearingAppellant Deposited
^ Process Fee ► subject to all legal objections. The appellant is directed to deposit

security and process fee within 10 days, thereafter notice be 

issued to the respondents for written reply/comments for 

09.01.2019 before S.B.

Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi 
Member

' t ■ r'
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Form- A
0 FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

1297/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

12/10/2018 The appeal of Mr. Tariq AN resubmitted tpto by Mr. Syed 

Noman AN Bukhari Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Learned Member for proper order please.

1-

St*
REGISTRAR |

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to 

be put up there on ^ .

/jT^z'o
i

2-

V

\
\

\ »f.
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Ci.

The appeal of Mr. Tariq Ali Ex-Constable No.766 Distt. Buner received today i.e. on
,:r

02.10.2018 is incomplete on the'following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notice, enquiry report 
and replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Copy of departmental appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed 
on it.

ys.T,No.

1% /2018.Dt.

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Uzma Sved Adv. Pesh.

(D I

(<

oj j-fnJfJri 9f /tv

(S) lu raf<

ye

PllL

■ i
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KPK SERVirl7 tribunal PESHAW. VS rfforr the\

A
72018appeal NO.

Police Deptt;V/S^.I'afiq Ali

INDEX
i;

Pa^eAnnexureS.No. Documents ______
.1. Memo of Appeal __ ^

Copy impumied order 
copy of rejection order 

4. VakalatNama______

1-3
04-A-
05-B-'>•

. j. 06

appellant

TPIROUGH:

(UZMA SYEO)
& /

^0<^'
SYED NOMAN ALI BLKHARI 

(ADVOCATES, PESHAW/\R)

• y

.V-



BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

/2018APPEAL NO.

Tariq Ali, EX- Constable, No.766 
Distt: Bunner.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
2. The District Police officer Bunrier.

.(Respondents)

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

RESPONDENT NO. 2 DATED 04.06.2013 WHEREBY,
FROM.THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED 

SERVICE AND AGAINST .THE REJECTION ORDER
DATED 03.04.2017 RECIVED BY APPELLANT ON 

20.09.2018 WHEREBy, THE DEPARMENTAL APPEAL 

OF THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR NO
GOOD GROUNDS.

PRAYER:

JTIETHAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAl 
ORDERS DATED 04.06.2013 AND 03.04.2017 RECiVED 

BY APPELLANT ON 20.09.2018 MAY BE SET ASIDE 

AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED VVI I H

-•>’1

ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY 

OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST TRSBUNAI 

DEEMS FIT AND APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE 

AWARADED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.



% RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

FACTS:

. Facts giving rise to the present service appeal are as under: ■

That the appellant was appointed as Constable in Police force aiid 

the appelland was perfomed his duties with entire satisfaction of his 

superiors.

1.

That in 2013 due to some domestic problem the appellant was 

absent from duty with permission of his seniors. ,

3. ■' That, thereafter, the ^ appellant was departmentally proceeded,
■ without charge sheet, statement of allegation, regular inquiry and 

without showcause notice, the impugned order dated 

04.06.2013 was passed against the appellant whereby the appellant; 
was dismissed from service. The appellant been agrrived troni the 

impugned dismissal order preffered departmental appeal . but the 

copy of the departmental appeal was not availiabl.e with the 

appellant so the same will may be requisite from the department. 
The departmental appeal pof the appellant was rejected vide order 

dated 3.4.2017 for no good ground. (Copy of impugned order and 

rejection order is attached as Annexure-A & B),

even

That now the appellant come to this august Tribunal on the 

following grounds amongst others.'
4.

GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned orders dated 04.06.2013 and 03.04,2017 are 
against the law, facts, norms of justice and void-ab-initio as has 
-been passed with retrospective, effect and material on record, 
therefore hot tenable and liable to be set aside.

B) That the impugned order was retrospective order which was void in 
the eye of hwv and according to Superiors Court Judgment reported 
as 2002 SCMR, 1129 and 2006 PLC 221.

C) That there is no order in black and white form to dispense with the 
regular inquiry which is violation of law and rules and without 
charge sheet, statement of allegation and proper inquiry the 
appellant was dismissed ' from the service vide order dated 
04.06.2013 without given persona! hearing which'.is necessary and 
mandatory in law and rules before imposing major penalty. .So the'

■ whole procedure conducted has nullity in the eye of law. So the 
impugned order is litible to be set aside.



i
4

;

That'the-appellant has beeircondemned-unheard and has not been 
treated, according to law and rules.

That niehter. charge sheet, statement of allegation, show cause 
notice'was served upon the appellant nor inquiry was conducted 
against the. appellant, which was necessaj-y and mandatory in law 

■ before imposing major punishment which is violation of iaVv, rules 
and norms of justice.

That the appellant has not been treated under proper.law despite he 

vyas a civil servant of the province, therefore, the impugned Oixler is 

- liable to.be set aside on this'score alone. '

D)
i

E)

!ii

F)

' i
I

:

s
G) , That the abscent of the appellant was not intentially but due to. some 

domestic problem. So the penalty imposed upon the appellant was^ 

so harshed.

H.) That the appellant’s guilt has not been proved.beyond the shadow 
of doubt and the appellant has been punished oh the basis of 
conjecture and surmises.

That no chance of personal hearing was provided to the appellant 
and as such the appellant has been condemned unheard throughout.

That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 
proofs at the time of hearing. ' .

1) i

i

■■J)
I

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal oi'the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

j> I

APPELLANT
Tariq Ali

THROUGH:

(UZMA SYED)
j

:!

(SYED NOMAN ALI BLKHARI)
ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR .;

l:

i ■

; .
1

:
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ORDER

Constable Tatiq Alt No. 766 while posted police lines 0aggar, absenreci 

himself without leave or prior permission vide 0.0. Report No. 51, dated 16.04.2013

and remained absent up till now. In this connection he was issued with show cause 

notice No. 255/6, dated 15.05.20X3 and Last Notice No. 2S9/1-:. dated 22.05.2013 on

his home address through SHO PS Totalai, but he was not found present in his native 

village, as per reply of his brother Constable Slier A No. 406 and statement of 

local elders as well as O.D Report No. 39, dated 03.05.2013 PS Totalai he has been 

reportecf^ne abroad.

man

In view of above 1. Jehan Zeb Khan D.P.O Buner, competent authority 

see nOv-reasQO fG believe^ defaulter Constable Tarlq AH No. 766 will be

returned for. re^Gining: his official duty and award the defaulter constable Tariq Ali 

No. 766 major punishment he dismissal frorn Service from the date of his absence i*e 

16i04.2013;

Order announced.

DISTRI ®GE OFFICER,

O B:. No. ^ 

Dated /2013



c:^

From ;
Regional Police Ofilcer, 

Maiakand, at Saldu Sharif, Swat.

The District PpUce Officer, Burier.To

SfsSNo. /E, dated Saldu Sharif, the OJ—Q <r ^
72017.

APPLICATIPN FOR RElNSTiiTPN^civiY sEUVirf-Subject:

Memor3j7(ff//77;
.. i

Please refer to your ofllce rrtemo;
1276/Eriqutrv'03/03/2017. aaieij

Application or E=<-Constable Tarlq All No 

service has been examined by Worthy RegionalRe-fnst^ternenc in 

Malafcand, and filed being time barred.

yS(S or Bunor Di:;trici •

' OlUn
‘ .r

A
(OFFICE tiUPDT)

Ffir Regional Police Olfh,. r, 
at Saido Sliorjf Sv.Mai <an

. "1-
"1,0^^'

L
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1297/2018 

Tariq Ali Ex-Constable No. 766 f/o District Buner Appellant

VERSES

1. Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.

2. District Police Officer, Buner.

Respondents

INDEX
su DOCUMENTS ANNEX PAGE

1 Para-wise Comments 1-2
Affidavit3 3

4 Authority Letter 4
5 Copy Of Show Cause Notice Responded by 

Sher. Aman Brother of appellant
A

6 Other relevant papers B

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
BUNER

(RESPONDENT NO. 02)
Police Ofiicet.

y -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 1297/2018

Tariq Ali Ex-Constable No. 766 r/o district Buner Appellant

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.
2. District Police officer Buner.

Respondents

PARA-WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully sheweth: 
Preliminary Objections:-

1. That the present service appeal is badly time barred.

2. That the service appeal is not maintainable.

3. That the appellant did not come to this august Tribunal with clean hands.

4. That the instant appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 

parties.

5. That the appellant has concealed material facts from this august tribunal.

6. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file instant appeal.

7. That the service appeal is bad in the present form and liable to be dismissed.

ON FACTS:

1. Para No. 01 relates to the service record of the appellant hence needs no comments.

2. Incorrect. That the appellant absented himself from his lawful duty without any 

permission of his seniors and did not make his arrival. The appellant also did not 

place any request before his superiors subject to his domestic problems.

3. Incorrect. That the appellant was issued proper Show cause Notice vide DPO office 

Endst: No. 255/E, dated 15.05.2013. it was verified vide DD No. 39 dated

03.05.2013 that appellant had gone to abroad Dubai. The same stance his also been 

admitted by his brother Slier Aman on same Show Cause Notice. Proving him 

guilty / i.e his travelling to abroad without any permission of his superiors the

appellant was dismissed from service. (Copy of Show Cause Notice and other 

relevant papers are Annexure A and B). -

4. That the service appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following 

grounds.

GROUNDS

A. Incorrect. The impugned order dated 04.06.2013 and 03.04.2017 according to 

law rules, facts, norms and justice which may not to be set aside as per the 

material facts on record.

f2



B. Incorrect. As the appellant was serving in a discipline force, he did not submit 

any application subject to his domestic problems but willfully absented himself 

who was later on reported being gone to Dubai. He was issued Show Cause 

Notice which was not responded by him and even his brother and other alders of 

the area verified that the appellant had gone abroad to Dubai. Therefore 

impugned order was passed by the respondent which is not against the law and 

rules.

C. Incorrect. As explained above in Para No. B of grounds the appellant absented 

himself from his lawful duty willfully. He was reported being gone abroad to 

Dubai. He did not reply Show Cause Notice. The impugned order was therefore 

passed which is not against the law and rules.

D. Incorrect. As explained above in Para B and C.

E. As explained above.

F. Incorrect. The appellant has been treated in accordance with law and rules.

G. Incorrect. The appellant did not submit any request before his seniors regarding 

his domestic problems’ but willfully absented himself therefore the imposed 

penalty on the appellant is suitable.

H. Incorrect. It is a marital on record due to which, the appellant his been proved 

guilty. On the basis of same he was punished.

I. As above in various paras, Para No. I is incorrect.

J. That the respondents seek permission of this Honorable tribunal to adduce more 

grounds / points at the time of arguments.

^ PRAYER:
In view of the above detailed comments it is most humbly prayed that the 

appeal of the appellant may graciously be dismissed with costs.

RE
MALAKAND REGION AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT 

(Respondent No. 01)

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
BUNER.

(Respondent No. 02)
TViStl; Pohce Officer,

Buner
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1297/2018 

Tariq All Ex-Constable No. 766 r/o District Buner Appellant

VERSES

1. Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.

2. District Police Officer, Buner.

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

. We the above respondents do hereby solemnly affirm and state oh oath that the hole 

contents of the accompany Para-wise comments or correct and true to our knowledge and 

belief and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

t)LICE OFFICER, 
MALAKANJ^ REGION AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT 

(RESPONDENT NO. 01)

R

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
/ BUNER 

(RESPONDENT NO. 02)

;e?'-• J



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR CAMP COURT SWAT
Service Appeal No. 1297/2018

Tariq Ali ex-constable r/o district Buner Appellant

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer, Malakaiid Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.
2. District Police Officer Buner

Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER

We the above respondents , do hereby authorize and allow Mr. Baliramand Shah 

Inspector Legal Buner to file the accompany parawise comments ,in the Honorable Service 

Tribunal on our behalf and do whatever is needed in the Court. .

r\

RegiJMUP^ V M^lakand Region at
Saidu Sharif Swat
(Respondent No. 01)

D^rict Police Officer, 
Buner

(Respondent No. 0^

Police Ollicef 
Bun®/-

D:V12 B'ROUTINEVSI LEGAL\Scr\'icc Appeal <124.docTiiliir P;ige 5 12/1 l/2nis
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/ ORDEPv
IabsentedAli No. 766 wliile posted police lines l^agga 

himself without letwct or prior permissioiVvide D.D, Report No. SI, dated 16.04.2013 

and remained absent up till now. In this connection he was issued with show .cause

r
Constable Tariq1

ii
1-

notice No. 25-S/E, dated 15.05.2013 and Last Notice No. 269/C, dated 22.05.2013 on

not found present in his nativeliis home address through SHO PS Totalai, but he 

village, as per reply of his brother Constable Sher Aman 

local elders'as-well as D.D Report No.. 39

was

No. ^06 and statement of 

dated 03.05.203,3 PS .Totalai he has been

reported gone abroad

of above 1. Jehan Zeb Khan D.P.O Buner, competent authority 

defaulter Constable Tariq Ali No, 766 will be 

official duty and award the defaulter constable laiiq Ali 

dismissal from Service frorn tbe date of his absence i :

in view

to believe,, that thesee no reason 

’ returned for re-joining his 

No. 766 major punishment i-e
i-e

16.0/1,2013,

Order announced.

DISTRICT,..mhdCE OFFICER /
[UJ-N1:R.

O.B-. No-. AQ 

Dated l_i___ /2013(Cl/ L
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAFL

Service Appeal No. 1297/2018

Education Deptt:VSTahq Ali

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETHj

Preliminary Obiectioris:

Ail objections raised by the respondents are 
incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are 
estopped to* raise any objection due to their own 

conduct.

(1-7)

FACTS;

No Comments endorsed by the respondent deptt: 
which means that the respondent deptt: admitted 
apar-1 of the appeal is correct as service record is 
already in the custody Deptt:.

Incorrect. While para-2 of the appeal is correct as 
mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

1

2

Incorrect. While para-3 of the appeal is correct as 
mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

3 ,

Incorrect. While para-4 of the appeal is correct as 
mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

4 .
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GROUNDS:

Incorrect. The orders of the respondents are 
against the law/rules and norms of justice 
therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside. 
Further it is added that the departmental appeal 

submitted within time from the date of 
communication.

A)

was

Incorrect. While para-B of the appeal is correct 
as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant. . '

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-C of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-D of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant. .

Incorrect., Incorrect. While para-E of the appeal 
is correct*as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-F.pf the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-G of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-H of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant

B)

C)

D)

E)

F)

G)

H)

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-I of the appeal is 
correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant ,

I)

. Legal.J)
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It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal 
of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT

Through:

(UZMA&YED) 
Advocate High Court

SYED NOMAN’ALI BUKHARI 
Advocate High Court

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are 
true and.correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1297/2018

Education Deptt:VSTariq Ali

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections;

All objections raised, by the respondents are 
incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are 
estopped to* raise any objection due to their own 

conduct. /

(1-7)

FACTS:

No Comments endorsed by the respondent deptt: 
which means that the respondent deptt: admitted 
apar-1 of the appeal is correct as service record is 
already in the custody Deptt:.

Incorrect. While para-2 of the appeal is correct as 
: ■ mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

1

2

Incorrect. While para-3 of the appeal is correct as 
mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

3 ,

Incorrect. While para-4 of the appeal is correct as 
mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

4



GROUNDS:

Incorrect. The. orders of the respondents are 
against the law, rules and norms of justice 
therefore not tenable and liable to be set. aside. 
Further it is added that the departmental appeal 

submitted within time from the date of 
communication. :

A)

was

Incorrect. While para-B of the appeal is correct 
as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-C of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-D of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-E of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

B)

C)

D)

E)

Incorrect. While para-F;pf the appealIncorrect.
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the

F)

appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-G, of the appeal 
is correct.as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-H of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant

G)

H)

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-I of the appeal is 
correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant

I)

Legal.J)
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It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal 
of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

appellant

V,

(UZMA&YED) 

Advocate High Court

Through:

SYED NOMAN'ALI BUKHARI 
Advocate High Court

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are 
true and correct to the test.of my knowledge and,bplief.

D^F^ENT


