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11.02.2016

‘BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHT UNKHWA- SERVICE: TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. 345/2013

Firdos Alam Versus District Police Officer, Tank and others.
JUDGMENT

PIR BAKHSH SHAH. MEMBER.- Counsel for the

appellant (Mr.  Saadullah Khan Marwat, Advocate) and

Government Pleader (Mr. Muhammad Jan) for the respondents

| present.

2. The appellant was enlisted as Constable in the Police
Department en 07.09.1999.He was dismissed from service vide
impuéned order dated 05.4.2011 on the ground of his absence
from duty since 10.6.2010 onwards without any leave er '

reasonable cause ‘and his departmental appeal was also dismissed

“vide order dated 30.6.201, hence this appeal under Section 4 of the

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974,
3. Arguments heard and record perused.
4. The leamed, cdtlnsel'for the appellant submitted that

due to 1llness the appellant could not attend to his duty and that

the appellanl has been dlsmlssed lrom service. thhout due process




of law. He further argued that when result/rejection -of the
departmental appeal was communicated to the appellant, he filed |

his service appeai there-after, hence the appeal is within time. He

. prayedAthat the impugned order may. be set -aside and appellant

may be reinstated into service with all back benefits.

5. Learned Government Pleader strongly resisted the
appeal by submitting that the appellant has admitted his absence
from duty and when he filed his departmental .appeal which was

forwarded on 18.5.2011 to the appellate authority, he without

'| waiting for its result should have approached this Tribunal within

a period of 60 days on which touch stone his appeal before this
Tribunal on 06.02.2013 is badly tune, and no further decision on

merit would be needed. Reliance was placed on 2011-SCMR-676.

6. [t is evident thét the appellant has béen proceedéd'
under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal ﬁém Service (Special
Powers) Ordinance, 2000. Its Section 10 lays down that the
appellant can file service appeal within a period of 60 vdays of his |
departmental appeal irres‘peclive of its result. This Section-l(’) does
not provide that result of the departmental appeal should also be
comn‘mr;icated to the appellant. As such when the departme_ntal
appeal was rejected on 30.06.2011, the instant appeal beiﬁg filed
on 06.02.2013 is badly time barred. On the record 'th_ere is no
material to show that the appellént had submitted any application

5.0
o

for leave and which was refused to him by the respondent

- .

department. This appeal being time barred and devoid of merits }0’ ,,




cannot be allowed but the Tribunal is, however, of the considered
view that since no mis-conduct on the basis of corruption or moral
turpifude is involved, therefore, the punishment of dismissal
inflicted on the appellant is too harsh because it permanently
debars the appellant from government service. The impugned
order of penalty is therefore, modified and the word ‘removal’ is
substituted for the word ‘dismissal’. Order accordingly. Appeal

disposed off in the above terms. Parties are left to bear their own

ANNOUNCED
11.02.2016.

(ABDUL LATIF)
MEMBER

| costs. File be consigned to the record room.

(PIR BAKHSH SHAH)
MEMBER

S
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T 02.09.2015

alongwith’ Mr. Ziaullah, .GP for sespondents present” Appellant

+ Appellant in person and” Mr. Mubammad:* Asif); H.C.

requested o adjournment. . To_ come up for arguments |
on /-2 -0/ |
Member ber
- N
~N




' e 01.7.2014 - Counsel for the appellant and Mr.Muhammad Khan, Reader

: ' | to Inspector ('legal_) on behalf of respondents with M. Usman Ghani,
Sr.GP present. Rejoinder received on behalf of the appellant, copy
whereof is handed ovér. to the learned Sr.G.P for arguments pn |

29.12.2014.

S b Jarteerent
g M“}/:W/% v/

25.05.2015 Appellant in person and Mr. Naimatullah Shah, ASI
alongwith Muhammad Jan, GP for the respondents present.
Appellant requested for adjournment due to general strike of the

Bar. Adjourned to 02.09.2015 for arguments before D.B.

Member




11.9.2013 . . Counsel for the appellant (Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal, Advocate) and
Mr. Muhammad Hussain, Inspector on behalf of respondents with Mr.

Usman Ghéni, Sr. GP present. To come up for written reply/comments o
3.1.2014.

03.01"201_ 4 Counsel for the appellant and Mr.Imam Muhamrriad,:‘ S.I for
- respondents with AAG present. Written reply has not be_:_en received,
and request for further time made on behalf of the respondents with
further request for fixation of this appeal alongWith connébt;ed appeal
titled ¢ Attaullah Shah-vs-Police Department’ fixed for written'reply on .-
01.4.2014. -".I‘hére'fore, to come up for written reply/qommeifs '

""" alongwith connected appeal on 1.4.2014.

01.4.2014 Appellant in person and Mr.Muhammad Khﬁn, Réader
on behalf of respondents with AAG present. Written reply/.
para-wise comments received oh behalf of the res_pohdéiifs,
copy whereof is handed over to the appellant for rejoinder

alongwith connected appeal on 1.7.2014.




Apreslplo. 25 3.
e - o6 ol |

1

3. 28.3.20'13 ' Counsel for the appellant present _and heard?
| -Conlcizndcd that the appellant was appointec_.lj: as Constable
on 7.2.1999. He was dismissed from_ s:efvice vide the
T j RO . imp;ugned order dated 5.4.2011, receivéd byihim 7.1.2013.
| The appellant preferred a departmental appéal which Was
ﬁlec:l vide order dated 30.6.2011. Hence, the :instant a;ppeél. '
The leamed counsel for the appellant fuﬂhér argued that
the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law.
‘The appella.mt- was not absent from dut)-/ willfully but such
&({ ~abhsence was beyond his control as he was se‘riously ill as is
\K . evident from medical certificates submitted by him to
Respondent No. 1. He has been dismissed from servicé

vide " the  impugned 6rder without fulfilling the legal
requirements. Points raised need consideration. The appeal
i1s admitted to regular hearing, but subjéct to all legal
objections. The appellant is directed to -deposit the security »

| ~amount and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter;_‘notice'
be issued to the respondents. Ca;se adjourned to 4.6.2013

for submission of written reply.

ember.
Y

4. 28.3.2013 This case be put before the Final Bench \ for

further proceedings.
i

Uy.c .43,
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Form- A

.FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Case No.

3 ij"_3/2013

- Date of order

—— ey

S.No. : Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
- proceedings S '
1 2 3 o
1 06/02/2013 The 1ppca| of Mr. -Firdos Alam prosented today by

13-h-tetz

‘lnstututlon chlster and put up to the Worlhy Ch'urman for

'héai’ing to be put up there on M;@L&,

Mr. Saad Ullah Khan Marwat Advocate may bL entemd in the

P

prellmmary hearlng

|
{
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This case is entrusted to Primér.y Bench for preliminary
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

s.A. No. 2% /2013

Firdos Alam Versus D.P.O & others
INDEX
- A
| S.No Documents Annex | P.No.
’ 1. | Memo of Appeal | 1-3
| 2. | Medical Receipts, | "A" 4
3| Dismissal order, 05.04.2011 BT 5
4. | Representation, ek 6-7
5. | Rejection order, 30.06.2011 “D” 8
Appellant
- Through : lele.,

Dated. 6 .02.2013 A Saad Ullah Khan Marwat i
& m ,
, Arbab Saif Ul Kamal
Advocates.

21-A Nasir Mension,
Shoba Bazar, Peshawar.

Ph:  0300-5872676

“
W o




BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

| <l —
S.ANo. = U /2013

Firdos Alam S/o Aftab Alam, Dy E __Q.L?

R/o Daraki, Mian Khani, Tank, - it

Ex-C.No. 238, P.S Kot Azam, Tank . . .. ........... Appellant
Versus

1. District Police Officer, Tank.

2. Deputy Inspector Genera! of Police,
D.I. Khan Range, D.I. Khan.

3. Provincial Police Officer, KPK, '
Peshawar ......... ... . .. . .. ... .... Respondents

&%

EPL=>EL=>EAES>EOC=>

APPEAL AGAINST _OFFICE _ORDER

NO. 575, DATED 05.04.2011 OF
R.NO.1 WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS

DISMISSED FROM__ SERVICE ,
ORDER NO.2575/ES, DAT

-29/3

30.06.2011 OF R.NO.2 WHEREBY \/

REPRESENTATION OF_APPELLANT
WAS FILED FOR NO LEGAL REASON. -

EPL=20C<<=0R<=200<=>0

Respectfully Sheweth:

| ' 1. That appellant was enlisted as Constable in Police

Department at Tank on 07.02.1999 and served the -
Department to the best of his ability and to the

satisfaction of the superiors without any corhpiaint from

the high ups.

,:t'%: >
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That on 10.08.2010, appellant became seriously il and

was proceeded to Civil Hospital, Tank for treatment and -

after examination, he was advised complete bed rest vide

- medical receipts provided/submitted for consideration to

GRO

R;No.l. (Copy as annex A"

That one sided enquiry was perhaps conducted by R.No.1,
without associating appellant with enquiry proceedings but

was dismissed from service on 05.04.2011. (Copy as
annex “B") |

That appellant submitted representation for reinstatement
in his service but the same was filed on 30.06.2011 by
R.No.2. This order was never communicated to appellant,
yet the same was got on personal leve! from the office of
R.No.1 on 07.01.2013. (Copies as annex “C & D")

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:-

UNDS:

That as is evident from the medical receipts, appellant did
not absent from service willfully but such absence was
beyond his control as he was seriously ill.

That absence, if not willful, does not constitute
misconduct. |

.~ That legal procedure was not adhered to by the

respondents as no regular inquiry was ever conducted nor
appellant was served with Final Show Cause Notice what_

to speak of affording him opportunity of personal hearing,.
being mandatory. |

That -absence of appellant was not published in two
leading newspapers. |

That from the aforesaid stated legal point when appellant
was neither associated with inquiry nor the same was

conducted nor any statement of any one was recorded nor

NI



he was served with Final Show Cause Notice nor the

absence was published nor he was given opportunity of
self‘defence, so the impugned orders are then based on
malafide and are ab-initio void.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on
acceptance of the appeal, orgder—dated—650420tt—of
ReNort-and order dated 30.06.2011 of R.No.2 be set aside/nselified
and appellant be reinstated in his service with all back
benefits, with such other relief as may be deemed proper
and just in circumstances of the case.

O Appellant
Through é/-fL_-./L \abee

‘Dated. 6 .02.2013 - Saad WMarwat,
| Arb if[ull Kamal
&
Rubina a’?,‘)'

Advocates.
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Discharge S_Iip.

V P: atient Name:

\\m 5- ,@_ Sex: 4

/\dchcss :

Date ofAdmlsswn

C—/o - 2070

Ward - ) /MMN

Dated of Discharge / Reference:

-~

Occupation: .52 2P

/ .
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()RDRR
l)cput'tmutltl anquny it NITEIETS

_ Ihls ;s an order in the
: lu(luux /\Lnn No 238 of lhh I)Mmlz Police: connmittad the 1ol

.uc!s ol omxssmn a,ommlssmn -

lhal he whllc. postcd as (onstabk al l’oiic_c
L
asoni e

‘Azam dl'mcmc.d himsell wnhoul any lcm&. m e

'10 06 "01() ttli thm ordc

CHILSe SHILY

e was mm.d Llwxg,c sheet and statement of Jlfeeation.
Service (special Powirs) Ord: 1000, \ir.

wiP Removal [rom
DSP/1 1Qrs, 1

y into lhc matter.

under the N
' ank was nomit ned o condudt proput

Abdul Hayee Khan,
The enquiry officer com

dx.p.ulmun.\l cnqun

inquiry’ and subnmlad mquny report.

" ()n lmvms., been gonc-'-tlwuugzh e lindines.

(VINIAL TIAZ ABID)
rict olice (O Teer.
Lok

[?0st Kot

p!clcd (e

ofar e
. 1u.ommcndallon ol lhc, fnquiry ()lhcu and material placed on aevmd L
MUH/\MM/\I) IAZ. /\[3“) I)lslllu P()llu. ()Illu.l I;mi\'t( um;;uu-r-n :
Authority) do- hcwhy c\Wdld Major Pumshmcnt o[ l)l%\rii‘s% AL Rf)\l‘
o m&uwlxsldbic IFirdousc /\le No ...38 and his neriod ot
o '.xi;séncc 1«. coutited his Ic'wc without pay.




BIFORE THIE ll()N‘ ABLE DEPUTY INSPECTOR GNE R/\I ()l' POLICE, DERA
A e T A ISMAIL KHAN RANGE s -
Subject:- AI’I’I*‘/\L/RI«‘l’RESliN'l‘Nl‘lON OF i«;x-'(:()NS'rAm;iej«':Ri)()USb:

" ALAM - NO. 238 AGAINST THE IMPUNGED. "ORDER OF 1S
DISMISAL I‘R()M SERVICEISSUED BY |)P()/'I '\'\‘I\ VDI ()Rl)l R
B()()l\ N() 575 I)A I'ED. 0< 04. Z(HI .

R/Sir.
- With (Iuc' 'rq,ard I appclldm submit my pclunm, rv.pnuun‘nmn |:_'Ilns1 the

unldwlul and harsh. mdu bcarm;_, No. 575 dalcd 05. ()4 201 l whudw e .|ppdlanl nas .1\\‘udcd

major pumshmcnl nl dl.smxwal from service.

P RAYP R IN Al'l’l‘/\l,

On .uuplanu. of this pn,ulmn the Impugned ()udc: ol my (||'~.ml\\.lf from service

may kindly be sct aside and lhc mpcll.ml maty be rc.ms.mu,d in serviee \\uh [l back wages and

henetits of service or any other relicl may du:mt.d pmpu‘ ul.so be allowed.

I 2 Ihdl 1hc 1ppLIlanl was LnllSlLd ds'( omtablc in I’ol:u. l)(.pmtmmt Tank ():7.()2.199‘)

~ ey

and sci vui the dcpm{muu 10 the b(.sl eauslaamn of-my scniors a 1d no LIIdIlLL ol compliaint w

]')l()Vld(,d i e R IR

. . . . .
. . - .

llml (lunng service on IO ()6.20I0 l dppL”an hcunm |II sumuxlx dand plnuulul

1

hospital for tacutmun w..&,.cby a'lcr examit. tion'| was advised L()I'I'IPILIL. hui rest. \rdg muhml

documents. The midical  documents  were ™ submilled  to DPO - ()Ihu I.ml\ lnl

consideration/sanction,

R ”’hll :nslcad to munndg,c and lak(, mln umsulu.nlmn Ilu' uunnm citse ol my

-

illness. I was shown .lhscnt 1mm scrvu, and dcpmtmcni(ll aumn \\.I\ m:ll.ncd .w nnsl me

. wnlhout any intimation whl(.h was l“(.}:.dl and unjuslil;ul

1. Ih :l a8 pcr |7l(.'s(.|‘thd m(.dicul 1ulu~ {Iu. (.omm.u.nl autherity. \\.:smumul o

sanction my Jez wd:csl n casc ol any other action, the /\ulhnrslv was (Iul\ hnuml to inform, me

about non- s'zmclmnm;, 0! my medical- rut/lclvc bul dslomshnw 1) mcnlmnul here that nulhu f

was informed nor taken: into wnsldcmtl(m my genuine causc of non p:w.nu al my plau. ol

duty for thereason best known to them.

5.0 . llml the uﬂm, prou.t,dm;: was - mm.xlul dml wmpluul in my .:Im,nw .md no
opportunity ol L\Dldlhlll(m or dLansc wils pmvndul by - the Inqum ()Iqu/( mnpcluu

Authority.

6. Ilml lhc /\uthonty wnhoul cxannnm;,/pmvndlm_ an nppmluml\' of ne rsnn.ll hes ums_.

) l)ILILl i

N

awarded \/huol I’umshmuu ol” l)lsm:ssa! from 'Su\lu \\lmh is unf.n\lul (up\

\

e

_Lm,lmud : S ' _ .

Us

— s



-C. -

i Ihc ( mnpl.lcnl /\ulhorlly was duly bound o \anclmn m\ mulu |i I i

: L T I fappcllanl is jobless since

: |d\ on addmmml Lmunds al lhc hcarmg, ol thm appcal

. A° .. . .
3 . - A- f'.‘ . N e - ‘ ’ ‘
- 8. N hdl the; lmpug,n(.d otder is rllcg,al unlawful ‘md against.the express provision ol -
law 1hus habIL to bc set’ dsndc mtc.r dllas on the lollowmg, ;,rounds S e
GROUNDS IN '/\l’i’EA'-l;:- e o S

oo

. B ' Ilml thc appc!lanl wa$ not absent but. sz il ':md‘ the medical documents have

already hun pmduud n thc olllw 0! I)I\llltl i’olmc ()Ilu.u Fank., =

v

- !

b. That the L()lﬂleLl]l aulhomy never cwmlnul any Wilngss in MY pPresened

nor 1 was cmmmul whu.h wils ILEdI and b‘l\l(, m,hl of the: amn]l nt.’

Ihdl d” lhc. pmuu.lmg. (.onducu,d dLalll\! llm .mpull.mt were v ml.mu ol faw

and d"'nnsl thc man(ldlory pmvwom 01 Rulcs. The lmpugm,d ordu IS thus ImhIL to hm. set at

4

naught. .

d.

as-itran u)unl(.r 0 !hc. prrc.ss provmon 0[ !’olxu, Rulc

W~ -
Al Ca -

C. That the’ appellant was never allowed personal hearing nol allosed the right to

i

produce my defense in-support of my innocence: .

¢ reston .

full pay under the lclwanl rules ()l lhc (u)vcrnmcnt

. B . . . ) ; Lo AT
R R - Lo
!

K my illcgal and-unlaw ful Dismyissal from

[N - - .
. . Lo -
. . 3

lh.u lh(. dppdlanl swks lhc pt,rmlsslon nl I!uu .

!’R/\Yl R s lhc:clmc prayed that on acee

impugned order ol my l)lsmissal I'rom Scrvmc may kmdly be set .Ndc and-the :mpu.!l.ml may he

m.lus ul xu\u,u dn\ nlhu ulul lll.l\ deemed

reinstated in service Wll]] Iull,backwabcs and be
proper may, also be allowed. L : : o

" Phankingan ah.li(;ipqlinn_. o L o e e

BRI ()bu!u.ntl\ Y.()_ll!‘g. C /

b(u/

(FIRDOUSE ALAM NO: 218)
© Lix-Constable Police I)Lpdllmklﬂ lank.
Son of Aftab Alam R/0 Maoh: \lmlulm in Khel
Arca ol PS Mullazai D i Fank,

.'.k}""'v‘

lh.u lhc' pruu.ulmg umducu.d ai,.unxl .lppn,ll.:m \uu |Iiw.nl .md uni.mlul -

plamc n! {Ins I’utllmn/chluun‘nmn lhu
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From .~ =~ The Dy: Inspector General of Police,
E : Dera Ismail Khan Region
To' ‘ " The District Police Officer, Tank

Nq_._ ;257-{ /ES Dated D.l.Khan ~fhe

Subject . - APPEAL/ REPRESENTATION
- Mamorandum - ’

3 o/06/2011

Please refer to ngr office memo: 2232 dated 18.05.201 1.

: The appeal/ representatlon preferred by Ex-Constable FlrdOUSe
Alam No.238 against the punishment of dismissal from service has been examlned and

filed. Inform the appllcani accordmg!y

- The Service Record received wuth your above quoted reference is

also returned herewith for record

M‘O /ﬂ?’/ﬂknlJ

éD ty In
éﬁ/ Dera Ismail Khan Region -
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: . Service Appeal No. 345/2013.

‘irdos Alam Ex-Constable No. 238....... SRS | (Appellant)

|. District Police Officer, Tank.......... SSURTUNUTUT ‘- (Respondents)
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Dera tsmail Khan Region. '
3. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkivwa, Peshawar.

That the zip-pellant has got no cause of action ‘

. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder/noﬁ-joinder of ‘necessary parties.
. That the appeal-is time barred

That the appellant has not come with clean hands.

That the app\al is bad due to non joinder of necessary partv ‘
That 1he appellant is stopped due to his own wnduct

. That the appellant has concealed the materia! facts from Honorable Tribunél.'

That the honorable Tribunal has no jusrisdiction to entertain the presém Service Appeal.

;':‘"RbS,'JECZfU//\’ 6hmvefi1

Para wise Comments from respondents No. (1, 2& 3.

That the appellant was enlisted as constable w.e from 07 02-1999 but his record is’ not
. upto the mark. '

. Incosrect. He williully absented hnn&,ul From 10.06.2010 to 02.12.2010 "& From
03.12.2010 to 22.02.2011 from lawful duties and inspite of Survme did not jein the
I )me tmenfal anulry

hencr exparte report was submitted against him..

Fy

. Correct to the extent of appeal and its rejection on 30.06.2011. However the appellant
badly failed to lodge.

. The Service Appeal within stlpulated period. Hence the instant appeal 1S badl y time
barred. .

[ncorrect. The Appellant was summoned/served to ]om the Enquiry but he willfully faited,-

et



being meritless and badly time barred, please.

Incorrect. The appellant willfully absented himself from his duties and when
summoned/served to join the enquiry, he failed to join the Enquiry.

Incorrect.

Incorrect. The appellant has received the copy of Charge sheet and received a -

notice/summon to join the enquiry but he failed to do so. Similarly the appellant has
refused to received tie Final Show Cause Notice as per statement/report of DFC.

Proper procedure of departmental enquiry was adopted as per Law/Rujes. .

Incorrect. The appellant was served with a copy of Charge sheet and summoned to join the
Enquiry but he intentionally failed to do so. He refused to receive the Final show Cause
Notice. Hence exparte action was taken as per Rules. Moreover, the instant appeal is badly

_ time barred.

.

In view of above, it is humbly prayed that the instant appeal may kindfy be dismissed

‘ - District Police Ofﬁcer%

i o S ' ] Tank.
' : Respondent No. |.

De ecteY Geficral-of
Dera Ismail Khan Region.
. Respondent No. 2.

Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Respondent No. 3. ‘

e —— D,
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'BEFORE _THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL'KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 345/2011.

Firdouse Alam Ex-Constable No. 238...

......... S S . (Appellant).

Versus

1) Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.......... (Respondents).
2) Deputy Inspector General of Police DIKhan Region...

3) District Police Officer Tank ....

Subject: AUTHORITY LETTER.

' . DSP, Legal Dera Ismail Khan is heféby authorized to appear before the
Honorable the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar on our behalf. He is also

authorized to deposit any reply/documents/record etc: bef

[of Police)
wa Peshawar.
(Respondent-1)

nSpe ,orrGe eraf of Police,
DIKhan Range.

~ (Respondent-2).

S A

District - Police . Officer,
' Tank.
(Respondent-3)

e O T

e the Court on our behalf

o . P PP
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KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

S.A No. 345/2013

Firdos Alam Versus D.P.O & Others

REJOINDER

Resgectfully' Sheweth, -

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION.

All t'he 8 préliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. No.

reason in support of the same is ever gi’\./en'as to why appell'ant .

has no cause of action, bed for mis and non joinder of necessary

parties, time barred, unclean hands, estoped by his own cdnduct,

concealment of material facts and jurisdiction.

ON FACTS

1, The para of the comments in respect of the record of

appellant requires proof,

2. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct. It was

‘i.hcum'bent upon the respondents to i'nquire about the
medical receipts regarding illness of. appellant from.the
Hospital authorities.

3. Not €orrect. The para regarding summoning of appellant for o

mqwry is without proof. He was not absent willfully but was
due to the illness.

"4, Admitted correct by the respondents. It is for the
respondents to show that appellant was served with order

of dismissal on such and such date but such plea regarding

f:lmg of appeal Iater on is not correct




All" the' grounds of the appeal are correct wh|le that of the
reply of respondents are |Ilega1 and incorrect. The same are
reaff:rm Moreso the apex Court condoned delay m some cases

for 21, 12 5 etc years.
s.

It |s therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal be
accepted as prayed for.

Appellant

Through éo_,\

} Saadullah Khan Marwat

Dated: | .07.2014 o 5//’757\7%w\

Arbab Saif Ul Kamal
I
. > L
Miss Rubina Naz
Advocates,

AFFIDAVIT

_ Flrdos Alam S/o Aftab Alam, Appellant do hereby
solemnly afﬂrm and declare that contents of Appeal & Rejomder are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and bellef while that of
the respondents are ilegal and incorrect.

correct as per the available record.

ATTOUTED @

DEPONENT

' I' reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and
|
|
|

7%




. ’ BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

S.A No. 345/2013

Firdog Além Versus D.P.O & others

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY,
| o IF ANY.

Respectfully Sheweth:'

1;. That.the subject appeal pending disposal at this hon’‘able’
Tribunal. '

2. That main plea of the respondents in the written statement is
delay but had not showed the date of service of the dismissal
| order upon the appellant, yet as and when the order was got

from the office of respondents, representation was filed which

appeal before the Hon'ble Trlbunal the same requires -

was well within time, and if there exists any delay in filing of the

condonat|on in the best interest of justice.

3..  That the apex supreme court held in plethora of judgments that
vested rights shall not be killed at the altar of limitation but
cases.be decided on merit, |

It is, therefore, most humbly requested that delay, if any, be
condoned in the best interest of justice. '

Appellant

1‘ K | Throug CZ&

Cip . Saadullah Khan Marwat

Arbab saif-ul-Kamal

& - (;(b A an
Miss(Robina Naz,
Advocates,

S AFFIDAVIT

I, Flrdos alam D/o Aftab Alam, Ex-Constable No. 238, P.S Kot
Azam, Tahk Appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that
contents of the Application are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and» behef ' _ S,

o

DEPONENT




KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

No. 338 /ST Dated _1 /3/ 2016

To
The Regional Police Officer,
Bannu Region Bannu.
Subject: - Judgem;nt.

I'am directed to forward herewith certified copy of Judgement dated 22.2.2016 passed by
this Tribunal on subject for strict comphance

Encl: As above \

R@’%mm—c‘“‘

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.
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