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" 10" uly, 2023 1. Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand,

_ ' Addl. Advocate General for the respondents present.

2. Counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment in order to

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

e %,?31—@; | . -
pesh@¥WT  (Farecha (Kalim Arshad Khan)

Member (E) . Chairman

*fruzle Subhan P.S*




. 26.04:2023 ‘ | Appellant p‘re'serit through counsel.
Fazal Shah ]Vlbl‘nnzmd, learned Additional Advocate. Genéral

~ for respondents present.

. gﬁ*&@? - Learned Member Executive (Mr. Muhammad Akbar Khan) is
_?ogha < 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)

*Mutazem Shah* .

- | 23 May, 2023 1. Learned counsel for appellant present. Mr. Fazal Shah
Mohmand, Additional Advocate General for respondents present.

2. Learned counsel for appellant requested for adjournment

Q@ %@w | in order to prepare the brief. Adjourned. To come up for.
%ﬁgi’. b arguments on 10.07.2023 before D.B. P.P given to the parties.
SR Cy

_ .
(Fareeha (Kalim Arshad Khan)
- Member (E) Chairman

*Mutazem Shah*
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04.01.2023 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,
v 0 | -
8 S 0 FRP, Malakand Range, Swat and 02 others”, on 10.02.2023 before the
425
865 - DB
e L.
m«‘: m
il .
(Mian Muhammad) (Salah-Ud-Din)
Member (E) Member (J)
10.02.2023 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad
Adeel Butt, Addl. Advocate General alongwith Inamul Hag,
& K’Nﬂﬁpﬁ Inspector for the respondents present.
thaw l.earned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment

in order to further prepare the brief. Granted. To come up for

arguments on 26.04.2023 before the D.B.

\UL) - " (ROZINA REHMAN)
Member (J)

(FAREEHA 1
Member ()
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(L‘“’ _ Service Appeal No. 1297/2018 | ' f

'~ 04.07.2022 « . Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Riaz Ahmed
Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents

presenf.
Learned counselr=for' 'the appellant requested for
. .. adjournment on. the ground that she has not made preparation
forwargum"elnts.s.. Adjourhéd. To:"céme up for arft_ffum,énts on

'11.10.2022 ‘before the D.B.
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(Mian Muhamad) ' A (Saiah—hd-Din)
Member (E) Member (J)

11" Oct., 2022 Counsel for ﬂle appellant present. M. Muhammad Adeel Butt,

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

present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requests for adjournment..

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 09.11.2022 before the

D.B.

(Fareﬁmuﬂ (Kalim Arshad Khan)
Member (E) Chairman
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Ms. Uzma Syed, VAdvocate', for .the appellant p"re‘sent. Mr.

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

Assistant Advocate General for the respon‘dents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment
on the ground that she has nof gone through the record due to
some domestic engagement. Adjournéd. To come up for argument
before the D.B on 08.12.2021. |

e

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) (SALAH UD DIN)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) "~ MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

Zaman Khattak, District Attorney for the respondents

- present.

The Worthy Chairman is on leave, therefore, the

bench is incomplete. Adjourned. To come up
arguments on 29.03.2022 before the D.B.

_’—_'_________a-
(Salah-ud-Din)
Member (1)
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Noor

popee Db WA ambih B st

b

5

Keadev




31> 2020 ~ Due to summer vacation, case is adjourned to .

~/$¥~3‘.'2'0'21' for the same as before.

- .18.03.2021 Counsel for appellant and Additional Advocate General for

30 06. 2021

respondents present.
'Former referred to the |mpugned order dated 04.06.2013
and stated that it was given effect retrospectively i.e from s
N”/ 16.04.2013, §he, 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 DB

—_—
(SALAH-UD-DIN) - | )
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) | CHAIRMAN

Miss‘Uzma Syed, Advocate, for, the appellant present. Mr.
Samad Sher ASI (Legal) anngwuth Muhammad Adeel Butt,
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.
Ad]ourned To come up for arguments before ‘the D.B on

15.09. 2021.

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) (SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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Due to public holiday, the matter is adjourned to
31.12.2020 for the same before the D.B. :

A
“hp

A
T



' ‘.17‘.02.2020 ‘ Learned cou‘nse:‘llv_;for the appellant present. Mr. Kabi‘rullahb
| Khattak ‘learned Additional AG for the respondents present..

Learned counsel for ‘the appellant seeks adjournment AdJoumed

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

(Husﬁ n S{hah) - | (M. A m

Member Member

1 01.04.2020 Due to publlc hollday on account of COVID- 19 the case is

ad]ourned to 11 06 2020 for same as before.

11.06.2020 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah .Kha_tta‘k,
Additional AG alongwith Mr. Muhammad Bashar, Inspectof
for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the

appellant seeks ad;ournment AdJourned to 20. 08 2020 for

argumg efore l) B .
A
(Mian Muhamr 1ad) (M. Amin Khan Kundi)
Member . Member

20.08.2020 Due to Summer vacation, the case is adjourned to

30.10.2020 before D.B.

s
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o v".‘2"2.l07.2019’ * Learned couiisel for the appellant present. Mr. Zia Ullah
| ’ls:ayned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.
| Lfi‘amed counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment.

Adjoumed. To come up for arguments on 09.10.2019 before

- DB.
';(jj;ussém Shah) (M. é“ll]i_l’_l_ Khan Kundi)
77 "Member Member

G-lo-2018 Due to toyr of pewble Pember
oty oot Gun Fhe 7S alred

g 14 -12-2o06 20

: 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.

. QS

Member Member



09.01.2019 : _ Learned counsel for the appellant and Addl. -A_G
alongwith Umar Badshah SI for the respondents preseht.
Representative of the respondents requests for time as the
requisite reply is in the process of preparatlon Adjourned to
04.03.2019 before S.B.

iy ' T Chairman

04.03.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr Kablr Ullah
Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongthh
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 | A
Member

J :
L .09}0_5.2019 ‘ Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziéulflah, DDA

alongw'ith Samad Bashir, H.C for the respbndents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant has submitted

reJomder to the parawise comments by respondents The

| same is placed on file. To come up for arguments before the

4 © D.Bon22.07.2019.
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20.11.2018

éppeﬂant Deposited

AT IS

Counsel for the v'.appellant Tariq' Ali present. Preliminary Q
arguments heard. It was contended by the learned ceunsel for the
appellant that the appellant was serving in Police Departmenf,as
Constable, during service he was dismissed fran service vide
order dated 04.06.2013 on the allegation of absence from duty for
a period of about two months with retrospective effect 1.¢ 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 appellaﬁt
on 20 09.2018 hence, the present service: appeal on 02 410.2018.
Learned counsel for the appellant further contended that the
appellant remained absent for a short period St 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.

The contention raised by the learned counsel for the appellant
¢heed consideration. The appeal is admitted for regular hearing
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. o

Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi
Member




Form- A
6““;
'. 4 FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No. 1297/2018
S.No. | Date of order Ofder or other proceedings with signature ofjud'ge. o
proceedings ,
1 2 3
1- 12/10/201%,%§ : The appeal of Mr. Tarig Ali resubmitted ég%%'gv Mr.  Syed
: Noman Ali Bukhari Advocate may be entered in the Institution
SC;A NNE Register and put'up to the Learned Member for proper order pleése.
esh :
awa s @-@é—w .
’ REGISTRAR 12|10 | 14
[5~to-r& o - ,
' This case is entrusted to S. Bench for prehmlnary hearing to

be put up there on Ao~~~/ &




The appeal of Mr. Tarig Al _lEx;ConstabIé- No.766 Distt. Buner received today i.e. on
- 02.10.2018 is incomplete on théjfdfl"’b’i‘f\)ing 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.

No. tol gl’i /ST,

Dt._ |lo /2018. | \ -
\ | REGISTRAR > \ish 1Y

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.

wevs Gorued PV %" |
mu{ 70\101/%,4-*(] + 'LLV

Uzma Syed Adv. Pesh. _
@ No C}\wyc Aot / Shor eor :ﬂM
appeltet EW‘VJ vepr € &
appellant- v

| o Depeitedd
Jeept HFha Mé{: 06 lépu
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L\PPILAL ‘\10'1 :' ! :7/2018

Tarig AL - VIS - Police Dept:
INDEX N
'S No. l Décgments . , Annexufe | Pagse i\m 1 : kl ‘
1. | Memo of Appeal | oo \ l|
~ 2. | Copy impugned order -A- Oé [ -
3. |copyof rejection order -B- O“\ \
4. | Vakalat Nama - Uu . r
| ,V~APPELLANT o
THROUGH: =~ . . _ ) .
o o 4& SR,
: _ ' : o T
. (UZMASYED)

&

-

Cp/"
SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHAm _
(ADVOCAbePEShANAh, ‘




APPEALNO._ - 018

anq Ali, EX- Constmb!e No. 766
 Distt: Bunnel

PRAYER:

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE
TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER of
RESPONDENT NO. 2 DATED 04062013 WHEREBY, -
THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED FROM

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.

THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE
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 WITH
ALL BACK AND CQNSFQUILNTIAL BENEFITS., ANY

OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUMAL |
DEEMS FIT AND APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO m« B

AWARADED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

S .......... e (Appelhnf)
o VERSUS
1. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif Siat. R
. 2. The District.Police officer Bunrier. '
............ ' .v....;......'.'....'(Respon_den‘tié) : S



’ REQPF CTFULLY SHF WETH

FACTS

Facts g1vmgj rise to the pr esent qemce qppeal are as undel

That the appel!ant was '1ppomted as C,onstabie in Pollu, lmce mcl )
the appelland was perfomed his dutles with entire satlsfactlon of lw '

superiors.

~That in 2013 due to some | dome_s_tip problem the‘v'a.ppéllant'\k/'as
: ‘?‘a"bsen't‘ from duty with permission of his seniors.

© That, thereafter, the -appellant was ‘departmentally }’)lObCLde

~ without charge sheet, statement of allegation, regular mnquiry and

even without showcause notice, the impugned order dated
04.06.2013 was passed agamst the appellant whereby the appellant

was dismissed from service. The appellant been agrrived from the

~impugned dismissal order preffered depaltmemai dppcal, but the

copy of the departmental appeal was not avatliable 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). N a

That now the appeliant come ‘to this august Tribunal on the
following grounds amongst others.’ |

G ROUNDS

A

B)

C)

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 1ec01cl

therefore ot tenable and liable to be set aside.

That the impugned order was retrospective order which was void in

the eye of law and according to Superiors Court Judgment reported
as 2002 SCMR, 1129 and 2006 PLC 221.

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 personal hearing which'is necessary and

mandatory in faw and rules before imposing major penalty. So the

-~ whole pzocedmc conducted has nulhity in the eye 01 faw. So the

impugned or du 1s hable to be set astde.

A .
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‘-f‘That the appellant lm becn condemned- unheald and has ot hecn
e tteated accmdtng, to law and. rules ‘

) .That nlehtet chatge sheet statemcnt of allegatlon show cause-

notice was served upon the appellant nor inquiry was conducted

~ . against the appellant which was necessary and- mandatmy m law
- before | nnposlng major punishment Wthh is violation of law rules
“and norms of justice.

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

was a civil servant of the province, therefore, the lmpuoned mdm 18
- :lmble to. be set aside on this" scone alone

That the abscent ol the appellant was not mtentlally but (luc to.some
domestic problem So the penalty 1mposed upon the appe]lant was
50 harshed. -

That the appell'tnt’s guilt has not been proved. beyond the shadow
of doubt and the appellant has been punished on thc ‘basis of
conjecture and surmises. :

That no chance of persondl hearing was provided to the appellant..

and as such the appellant has been condemned unheard tln'()t.ls;ghot.tt

- That the appell’lnt seeks permission to advance othem orounds ancl

proofs at the time of hearing.

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the-

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

\}\S'Q)\\” :
APPELLANT
Tariq Al

(UZMA SYED)

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARY)
ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR

THROUGH: v‘é/ -
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 ORDER

_ Constable Tamq Ali No. 766 while posted police lines Baggar abscmm
| mmself wsthout leave or D!’lOf permission vide D.D. Report No. Sl dated 16.04. 2013

and remamed absent up till now. In this connection he was issued wnth show cause.
- notice No. 255/E, dated 15.05.2013 and Last Notice Mo, 25 S9/E, duzed 22.05.2013 on

his home address through SHO PS Totalai, but he was not found present in his native
- vmage, as per reply of his brother Constable Sher Aman No. 406 and statement of

local elders as well as D.D Report No. 39 dated 03.05.2013 PS Totalal he has been |
reported?bne abroad ‘ |

in view of above 1. Jeh’an-Zéb Khan D.P.O Buner, competent author%ty
see no:. reason to believe,. that the defaulter Constab!e Tarlg Ali No. 766 wHI be

re‘mmed for. re~3ommg his-official dut’y and award the defatlter constable ‘Ianq Ai:
. No. 766 major pumshment i-e d;smtssal from Service from the date of his absence i-e

 16:04.2013:

Order announced.

STPQICE OFFICER,
UNER.
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From ' The Reglonal Police Oft'icer, N
‘ Malakand, at Saidy Sharif, Swat. A e
To : The District Police Officer, Buﬁer.

No 3135 /e dated saidu Sharif, the _OS~0( ~ /3015,

Subject: Aﬂﬂmmmgmwﬂlmma

PR

| T Plence refer to your office miemo: No. 1276/Enquiry, gavel
03/03/2017. ' |

stelcy for
N examined Ly Worthy Regional Police Otin

Malakand, and filed belng time barred, - ,
B | VW,

(OFFICE sUpDT)

Application of Ex-Constable Tariq All No. 766G ofr Bunar oy
Re-Instaternent In Service has bee

- For Reglonal Police Gitir. r,
. i B Mai\(an at Saidu Shari! ..
Yy?
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+”  BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
. PAKHTUNI(HWA PESHAWAR |

Service Appeal No 1297/2018
Tariq Ali Ex-Constable No. 766 t/o District Buner.......... Appellant

V'ERSES

‘1. Regional Pol1ce Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharlf Swat.
2. District Police Officer, Buner.

e .. Respondents
INDEX-

S# [ DOCUMENTS ' ANNEX PAGE
1 | Para-wise Comments . - - 12

3 | Affidavit - .

4 | Authority Letter - -- 4

5 | Copy Of Show Cause Notice Responded by I A 5

Sher. Aman Brother of appellant L :
6 | Other relevant papers B 613

[CT POLICE, OFFICER,
BUNER
(RESPONDENT NO. 02) -

Q;sxt Police Officer.
& Buner
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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.

..... “eivieeeen... 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 ;)f 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 issuéd proper Show cause Notice vide DPO office
Endst: No. 255/E, dated 15.05.2013. it was. verified vide DD No. 3§ dated
03.05.2013 that appeliant had gone to abroad Dubai. The same stance his also been
admitted by his brother Sher 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. |

v" 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.



L

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

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

o mm o

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

his domestic problems’ bﬁt 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. [ is incorrect.

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

grounds / points at the time of arguments.

v 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.

Y
54

SNAL POLYEH OFFICER, |
MALAKAND REGION AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT
(Respondent No. 01)

DISTBACT POLICE OFFICER,
BUNER.
_ (Respondent No. 02)
Tstr, Police Ofhcer,
| Bunar
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
 PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

| Service Appeal No. 1297/2018 |
Tariq Ali Ex-Constable No. 766 1/o District Buner.......... Appellant

VERSES -

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

e Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We the above respondents do hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath that the hole
contcnts of the accompany Para-wise comments or correct and true to our knowledge and

behef and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal

MALAKAN D REGION AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT
 (RESPONDENT NO. 01) '

DISTRIZT POLICE OFFICER,



4
 BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR CAMP COURT SWAT
| Service Appeal No. 1297/2018 - |
 Tariq Ali ex-constable /o district Buner ........... Appellant
|  VERSUS |

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

AUTHORITY LETTER

We the above respondents , do hereb'y. authorize and allow Mr. Bahramand Shah

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

Saidu Sharif Swat
(Respondent No. 01)

Di t;‘ict Police Officer,
~ Buner
(Respondent No. 03)

Distt; Police Officey.
e Buner

© D12 B-ROUTINENSI LEGAL\Service Appeal 624.docTaltir Pape § } 1211208
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ORDE

Constable huq Ali No. 766 while posted mhct* mes faggar, absented
himself without leave or prior p(‘lml‘iSlOH vide D.D. Report No. )1 dated 16.04.2013
and mmam(‘d absent un till now. In this connection he was laSLI(’d vwlh show cause
HOU(‘C NO. )’)R/_, dated 15.05. )01 and Last Notice No. ?69/[ nlod 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 Sher Aman No. 406 n.'n(:! statement of
local elders as well as D.D Report No. 39, dated 03.05.201.3 P5 Totalai he has been

}t"lﬁ'-
reported gone abroad.

In view of above 1. Jehan 7eb Khan D.P.0O Buner, competent authority

see no reason to believe, that the defaulter Constable Tariq Ali No. 766 will be

returned for re-joining his official duty and award the defaulter constable Tarig Al

No. 766 major punishment i-e dismissal from Service from the date of his absencei-¢

16.04.2013.

I el

Al o g . \/
Order announced. : \ N ,r/\}>

DISTRICT, m“ﬁ (CE OFFICER,

BUNER,
/

0.5. No. _ KO

7
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Tarig Ali

Prelimina

(1-7)

FACTS:

RESPECT_FULLY SHEWETH:

Service Appeal No. 1297/2018 -

VS . Education Deptt:

.............

..................

All - objections  raised by the - respondents are
incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are.
estopped to' raise any ob]ectlon due to their own
conduct. :

No Cornnﬁents'endors'ed 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

mentloned in the main appeal of the a_ppellant_

Incorrect While para- 3 of the appeal is correct as'
mentloned in the main appeal of the appellant

Incorrect. Whlle para-4 of the appeal is correct as
_mentloned in the main -appeal of the’ appellant



o cclositakaihlibeos o P

o
!./’

GROUNDS:

A)

B)

__C)

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
was submitted within time from. the date of
communication. St

‘Incorrect. While para-B'of the appeal is correct
~-as mentioned in. the main appeal of ‘the
~ appellant. - o S

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

: appellant

. E)

5
G)

H)

1)

5

' Incorrect Incorrect. While para -D of the appeal o
" is correct:as mentioned in the main appeal of the .

appellant '

Incorrect Incorrect Whlle para-E of the appeal
is correct'as mentloned in the mam appeal of the
appellant -

Incorrect Incorrect. Wh|le para-F. of the appeal
is correct as ment;oned in the main appeal of the
appellant :

- Incorrect. Incorrect Whlle para G of the appeal
" is correct as mentloned in the main appeal of the

appellant.

.Incorrect Incorrect While para H of the appeal }

is correct as mentloned in the main appeal of the .
appellant -

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-I of the appeal is

correct as. mentloned in the main appeal of the " .
appeliant ‘

.Legal.



fdd

Itis, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal
of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for. '

. APPELLANT
- Through: - R uﬁg/é :
. (UZMA BYED)
 Advocate High Court

SYED NOMA?%{I:BUKHARI |
' Advocate High Court

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that-the contents of;,‘,r‘ejoind‘er are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge andpelief.

D%EM‘ B



* BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
. Service A‘p'peaI-NoA.: 1297/2018

Tariq Al . Vs Eclucation Deptt:

.............

..................

RESPECTFU LLY'SH EWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

(1-7) All objectiohs raised by the respondents are
‘ incorrect angl baseless. Rather the respondents are
estopped to raise any ob}ectlon due to their own

A conduct.
FACTS
B No .Comments erldorsed' by the re'spdndeht deptt:

which means that the respondent deptt: -admitted
apar-1 of the appeal is correct as service record is
already in-the custody Deptt

2 -Incorrect Whlle para- 2 of the appeal is correct as .

R Zmentloned in the main appeal of the appellant

3 Incorrect. While para-3 of the appeal is correct as
mentionéd in the 'main appeal of the'aippellant. ‘

4 i ‘_ Incorrect Whlle para 4 of the appeal is correct as

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant
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GROUNDS: '

A)

0

D)

~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
was submitted” wrthrn tlme from the date of
communication, . :

Incorrect While para B of the appeal is correct
as  mentioned in the main . appeal of the
app‘ellant. ~

Incorrect. Incorrect. While -para-C of the appeal
is correct as mentioned |n 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 . B

B

G)

H)

-1)

J)

Incorrect Incorrect. Whrle para -E: of the appeal |
is correct;as mentioned |n the main appeal of the
appellant. : -

Incorrect. Incorrect While para-F of the appeal
is correct'as mentloned in the main appeal of the .
appellant : Lo

Incorrect Incorrect. Whrle para- G of the appeal .

- is correct as mentroned in the main appeal of the

appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While 'para H""of the appeal
is correct as mentroned in the main appeal of the

appellant :

Incorrect Incorrect. While para-I of the appeal is-
correct as mentioned in the ma:n appeal of the»

. appellant

| Legalf
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It |s, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal .
of appellant may kmdly be accepted as prayed for. -

" APPELLANT

Thro'ugh:"-
. (UZMA SYED) -
- Advocate High Court
SYED NOMAN'ALT BUKHARI

Advocate ngh Court

- AFFIDAVIT-

'It is affirmed and decl red that the contents of re]ornder are
true and correct to the hest of my knowledge and belief.

Dl?pénENT



