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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE-TRIBUN AT..
PESHAWAR.

V,

Appeal No. 345/2013

Firdos Alam Versus District Police Officer, Tank and others.

JUDGMENT

PIR BAKHSH SFIAH. MEMBER - Counsel for the

appellant (Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat, Advocate) 

Government Pleader (Mr. Muhammad Jan) for the respondents

11.02.2016

and

present.
A

2. The appellant was enlisted as Constable in the Police 

Department on 07.09.1999.He was dismissed from service vide

impugned order dated 05.4.2011 on the ground of his absence 

from duly since 10.6.2010 onwards without any leave or

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 learned counsel for the appellant submitted that

due to illness, the appellant could not attend to his duty and that 

the appellant has been dismissed from s^erv.ige .without due process
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of law. He further argued that when result/rejection -of the

departmental appeal was communicated to the appellant, he filed

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

prayed that the impugned order may be set aside and appellant

may be reinstated into service with all back benefits.

Learned Government Pleader strongly resisted the5.

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 time, and no further decision on

merit would be needed. Reliance was placed on 201 l-SGMR-676.

It is evident that the appellant has been proceeded6.

under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special

Powers) Ordinance, 2000. Its Section 10 lays down that the

appellant can file service appeal within a period of 60 days of his

departmental appeal irrespective of its result. This Section 10 does

not provide that result of the departmental appeal should also be

communicated to the appellant. As such when the departmental

appeal was.rejected on 30.06.2011, the instant appeal being filed

on 06.02.2013 is badly time barred. On the record there is no

material to show that the appellant had submitted any application 

for leave and which was refused to him by the respondent 

department. This appeal being time barred and devoid of merits
%
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cannot be allowed but the Tribunal is, however, of the considered

view that since no mis-conduct on the basis of corruption or moral

turpitude 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

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED /
11.02.2016.

(PIR BAKHSH SHAH) 
MEMBER4/ • /■

(ABDUTLATIF)
MEMBER

'
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02.09.2015 ; Appellant in person .and. Mr. Muhammad ''Asif,’; H:G;;

alpngvvilh Mr. Ziaullah, GP for respondents present.’Appellant • •
;•
i.•
I

requested ibr adjourniTient.Tp_ come up for arguments
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr.Muhammad Khan, Reader 

to Inspector (legal) on behalf of respondents with Mr.Usman Ghani, 

Sr.GP present. Rejoinder received on behalf of the appellant, copy 

whereof is handed over to the learned Sr.G.P for arguments on 
29.12,2014. vl\

01.7.2014

Chairman

r3r7
J '2. -

) dy?-4.

t/

/r?a^

Susj.

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.

25.05.2015

Member
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11.9.2013 , Counsel for the appellant (Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal, Advocate) and 

Mr. Muhammad Hussain, Inspector on behalf of respondents with Mr. 

Usman Ghani, Sr. GP present. To come up for written reply/comments oi^ 

3.1.2014.

Counsel for the appellant and Mr.Imam Muhamifiad, S.I for 

respondents with AAG present. Written reply has not been received; 

and request for further time made on behalf of the respondents with 

further request for fixation of this appeal alongwith connected appeal 

titled ‘Attaullah Shah-vs-Police Department’ fixed for written reply on 

01.4.2014. Therefore, to come up for written reply/comments 

alongwith connected appeal on 1.4.2014.

03.01.2014 •-

01.4.2014 Appellant in person and Mr.Muhammad Khan, Reader 

on behalf of respondents with AAG present. Written reply/ 

para-wise comments received on behalf of the respondents, 

copy whereof is handed over to the appellant for rejoinder 

alongwith connected appeal on 1.7.2014. "
'V

Member



Counsel for the appellant present and heard3. 28.3.2013

Contended that the appellant was appointed as Constable

on 7.2.1999. He was dismissed from service vide the
f

. impugned order dated 5.4.2011, received by.him 7.1.2013.

The appellant preferred a departmental appeal which was

filed vide order dated 30.6.2011. Hence, the instant appeal.

7'he learned counsel for the appellant further argued that

the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law.

The appellant was not absent from duty willfully but such

absence was beyond his control as he was seriously ill as is

evident from medical certificates submitted by him to

Respondent No. 1; He has been dismissed from service

vide the . impugned order without fulfilling the legal

requirements. Points raised need consideration. The appeal

is admitted to regular hearing, but subject 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. Case adjourned to 4.6.2013

for submission of written reply.

4. 28.3.2013 This case be put before the Final Bench

frirther proceedings.

U.& ./3,
^ /e.—^

/J .
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Form- A

■ FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

3 t(Jl /2013Case No.

.Date of order 
^ proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateS.No.

1 2 3

06/02/2013 , •The-appeal of Mr.-Firdos Alam presented-today by 

Mr. Saad Ullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

preliminary hearing.

. 1 .

' I

This case is entrusted to Primary Bench for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on ^ ^ \

2

■

;

-»
■A. ■ --------------------------- ------
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A. No. /2013

Firdos Alam Versus D.P.O & others

INDEX

S.No Documents Annex P.No.

1. Memo of Appeal 1-3
2. "A"Medical Receipts, 4

3. "B" 5Dismissal order, 05.04.2011
4. Representation, "C" 6-7

5. Rejection order, 30.06.2011 "D" 8

y Appellant

L—JoU^Through
Dated. 6 .0X2013 Saad Ullah Khan Marwat 1.

&

Arbab Saif Ul Kamal

Advocates.

21-A Nasir Mension, 
Shoba Bazar, Peshawar.

Ph: 0300-5872676

V-
:
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A No. /2013

Firdos Alam S/o Aftab Alam,

R/o Daraki, Mian Khani, Tank, 

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

Versus
District Police Officer, Tank.

Deputy Inspector Genera! of Police, 

D.I. Khan Range, D.I. Khan.

Provincial Police Officer, KPK, 
Peshawar................................................

1.

2.

3.

Respondents

0< = >0< = >00±>0< = >0

APPEAL AGAINST OFFICE ORDER

NO, 575. DATED 05,04,2011 OF

R,N0.1 WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS

DISMISSED FROM SERVICE fOR
ORDER NO,2575/ES, DATE D ^
30,06,2011 OF R,N0.2 WHEREBY

REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT

WAS FILED FOR NO LEGAL REASON,

0< = ><::>< = >0< = >0< = >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 complaint from 

the high ups.

f"
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2. That on 10.08.2010, appellant became seriously ill 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 

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

3. That one sided enquiry was perhaps conducted by R.No.l, 

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 level from the office of 

R.No.l on 07.01.2013. (Copies as annex "C & D")

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

GROUNDS:

4.

a. That as is evident from the medical receipts, appellant did 

not absent from service willfully but such absence 

beyond his control as he was seriously ill.
was

b. That absence, if not willful, 

misconduct.
does not constitute

c. 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.

d. That absence of appellant was not published in two 

leading newspapers.

e. That from the aforesaid stated legal point when appellant 

was neither associated with inquiry nor the same 

conducted, nor any statement of any one was recorded nor

was

y-
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♦- 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, ofder dated 05.Q4.2011 of ' 
R.No.-l &wl order dated 30.06.2011 of R.No.2 be set aside//n 

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.

Through
Dated. 6 .02.2013 an Marwat

SLaiful Kamal
& Rubina^*^z?" 

Advocates.
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order in the Dopnrin.e.uI hisiiis Lin v'A I' i:
No. 23S orthis Oislriel I’oliev

I'irdnus Alain 

,,ets ol'omission commission:-

PoiiLV I’nsi Kni 
since

as C'onslablc ai ilie while posted‘rhat
hscnicd himscll- wilhoul any

■ leave or reasonable eanser% V*‘

A/.am ‘^0
10.06.20'10 till this order.

:illc5-ali‘’n 

Powers) nr<l: ’()()(). Vlr
sheet, aiid slalenieni 

Service (special
lie was issued charge 

under the NWhl’ Removal IVom
Khan, DSI’/llOrs. Tank was nonnn

looiecl loeomlnet piope.
Icied il eAbdul Hayee

departmental enquiry into the matter.

inquiry tuulsLi-

Thc enquiry o!Tieei' comp

bmitted inquiry report.

liiuiin:’''’- .iheihronphgone
and material plaeed

beenhaving■ (,)n

.....................
Am,). »».«.
award Major Punishment ol 1)1.

Alain No. -

“ti'-r......- t.!. iCs‘»'U 1

rceommcndati-

MCIIIAMMAI)

Authority) do hereby
^ If .Constable I'irdou.se 

aiisdiefs eouhled his leave

ne.rind nl

without pay.

-.1•!
(lVHiLh<^IAl^ 

Di^ricl 1 niicc t
IJA/AUID) 

I oliccori'iccr.
!;miK /



%' c 6
nON’ ABIJ; DKPUTY INSIMX.TOB ’.NKUAI. OI* I’Ol.ICi:, DKKA 

ISMAII. KHAN RAN(;K
BKKOKIMIIK

AIMM‘:AI./RKI’RKSKNTATI0N ok KX- CONSI AHI.K I irdoksk 
A LAM NO. 238 AGAINST TIIK IMPUNGKI) ORDKR OK IKS 
DISMISAL KROM SKRVICK ISSUKI) BY DPO/TANK VII)KT)RI)KR 
BOOK N0.575 DATKI) 05.04.2011.

Siibjccl:-

R/Sir.
With due regard. I appellanl submit my pclilion/ l■.eprcsenIati<>n againsi the 

Linlavvlul and harsh order bearing No. 575 dated 05.04.201 I whereby HW appellant uas auarded 

major punishment of dismissal from service.

PRAYKR IN APPKAi.:-
On acceptance of this petition, the Impugned Order ol'niN' dismissal irom scimcc 

kindly be set aside and the appellanl may be reinstated in .serx ice with lull back wages and 

bcnclils of service or any other reliefmay deemed proper also be allowctl.
ma>'

I -1 hat the appellant was enlisted a.s'C’onstable in I’oiice Departmcni. I ank 07.02.1000

and served the department to the bc.sl satisfaction of my seniors and no ehanee ul caJiuplamt was
^ " ‘■'"S '

provided.;,.

fhal during service on 10,06.2010. ! appellant became ill scriousls and proceeded
advised complete bed resl.x itle medical 

i)P() *()f(iee Tank
hospital for treatment Wi.o.cby alter examii-'ilion 1 

I'he medical documents

was
forwere submilled toilocumenls. 

e(msidciati(*n/.sanelit)n.

That in.sicad to encourage and 'take into consideialion llie genume,cause ol'm\ 

illness. I was shown absent from .service and departmental acii<in was initialet! against me

w'ilhout anv intimation which was illegal and Linjuslined.

.T

t-
rei|iiiix'd toprescribed medical rules, the eompelenl iutlluiiilx 

sanction my lcavc/.csl. . ln case of any other action, the Authority was rlnlyOmiml to inlorin me

about non-sanctioningof.my medical rest/leavc hut a.stonisliing
taken into consideration my genuine cause ol non prc.senee at my place o!

wasfhal as pet­

to nientioned laac that neilher 1

was informed nor 

iluly for Ihc rca.son best known (o.them.

absence and noI'hat the entire proceeding Was initialed and completed in m> 

opportunity of e.xplanlition or dcicnse, was provided by the imqutry ()llicei7t ompeleni
I

Aulhority.

5, .

fhal the Authority without examining/proyiding an .opporlunity ol personal licai ing. 

awarded Major Ihinishnicnl of'Dismissal Irom Service \\ 

enclosed.'

6.
liiclf is unlaw fill'. I'ftpx • i>r ordei is

f •
/
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7
I harihc-impugncd order is illegal. La^wlul and againsLlhc cNpress provision 

law thus liable lo be sel aside inter alias on the following grounds

V.

• X.'

(;ROUNDS IN AIMMUI/-

fhat the appellant was not absent but.was ill and the nicdiea! doeuinenls ha\e :

already been pioti.iieod in the ofi'ice of Dislriel !\)lice C)ilieer. I uiiIn.
a.

Thai the' competent authority never eNaniined an> uilness m ni\ presence

nor I was examined w'hieh was legal and basic right ol the appellant.
b.

proceedings condiieted againsi the appellant were \ iolalive ol la-a 

and against the mandatory provisions of Rules. TTe impugned tirder 

naught. .

I'hal all thee.
is thus liable to be set at

j

llegal and unlawlulfhal the proeceding conducted against appcllani wcie 

as it run counter to the express provision of Police Riile.s.

I
d.

allowed pcr.soiial hearing not allowed ilie itglii toI lull the; appellant was never 

produee my defense iivstipporl ol my innocence.
e.

■r

i; The ( ompelchl Aulhorily was duly bc.und lo sunelionjuy. medical leave lest^.m

full pay under the relevant rules olThc (’lovcrnmcnt.
; '

appellant as jobless since my illeual ainT'niauldbDismissal Jhan
•■mm me<,

Service.
i

■I bal. the appellant seeks tlie permission of I loli ^ able Appelb.m Aulborily lo 

additi(Mial grounds at the hearing of this appeal.
h. •

. relv on

(ift'his Petilion/Repre.sentaiion the

Service may kindly he set asitle and the appcllani may he

inv oilici: ivlief may deemed •

Ii is.' therefore prayed that on acceptance (

impugned order of my Dismissal .f rom 

reinstated in service vviili lull back wages and benellls ol .service

prtjper may. also be alio,wed.

Thanking an anticipation.

Obedientk Yours.

. •

(KIRDOUSK AI.AIVI NO. 2.^S)
!-;x-(:on.stahle Police DeparimeMl. lank. . 

Son of Aflab Alam R/o Mob: Sliahdm
Area of PS Miilla/.ai Darraki l ank.

Khel .an

r'.t'ly r ^
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The Dy: Inspector General of Police, 
Dera Ismail Khan Region

The District Police Officer, Tank

From .

To

^S7SNo. /ES Dated D.I.Khan the 3'»/06/2011

Subject . 

Memorandum
APPEAU REPRESENTATION

Please refer to your office memo: 2232 dated 18.05.2011.

The appeal/ representation preferred by Ex-Constable Firdouse 
Alam No.238 against the punishment of dismissal from service has been examined and 
filed. Inform the applicant accordingly., . -

The Service Record received with your above quoted reference is
also returned herewith for record.

In of Police,
Dera Ismail Khan Region

j
7^ \ ?>

\
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ORE IHE HON. ABLE SERVICE TRIBLNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.
.-.'...A -........................... ..... '' ----------------------- ----------------- -- ' ■ --------------------------------

Service Appeal No. 345/2013.
}

•■,;'3ub j;ect

® 4'irdos Alam Ex-Constable No. 238 (Appellant)
;•

Versus
rs*'.

-A 1. Distiict Police Officer, Tank........................................
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police Dera Ismail Khan Region. 

' 3, ^ Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
■ V'

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION

(Respondents)
;•

I

/'•A 1. That the appellant has got no cause of action
2. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder/non-joinder of necessary parties.

3. That the appeal is time barred

4. That the appellant has not come with clean hands.

: • 5. fhai the appeal is bad due to nonjoinder of necessary party.

f 6. That the appellant is stopped due to his own conduct.

7. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.

8. 'fhat the honorable Tribunal has no jusrisdiction to entertain the present Service Appeal.

Respeclfullv Sheweth:

Para wise Comments from respondents No. (1.2& 3).

r*>.

■ ,;'V'

•

V

•i

j ■

!:-• ••:

' A
: •1- 'fhat the appellant was enlisted as constable w.e from 07-02-1999 but his record is not

upto the 'mark.

-AAAfv';' Incorrect. He willfully absented himself From 10.06.2010 to 02.12.2010 From 
■ ' 03.12.2010 to 22.02.2011 from lawful-duties and inspitc of Service did not join the

Departmental Enquiry.

3. Incorrect. The Appellant w'as summoned/served to join the Enquiry but he willfully failed, 
hence expane report was submitted against him.■

' .. • I j.A.;, 4. CoiTect to the extent of appeal and its rejection on 30.06.2011. However the appellant
badly failed to lodge.

IAj 5. The Service Appeal within stipulated period. Hence the instant appeal is badly time
barred.-; FA

•vy,: ,
' .:F'AryAyf

Li-- *■

.V

A '
V

AA--A:

vy vv''"''!
y

. •' A ■

4*

« a



'»ii' / '
. IncoiTecl. The appellant willfully absented himself from his duties and when 

suminoned/served to join the enquiry, he failed to join the Enquir>'.

b. IncoiTect.
IB
' ^^ricorrect. 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 the Final Show Cause Notice as per statement/report of DFC.

;

^ d. Proper procedure of departmental enquiry was adopted as per Law/Rules.

e: Incorrect. The appellant was served with a copy of Charge sheet and summoned to join the 
Enqiiiry 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.

l In view of above, it is humbly prayed that the instant appeal may kindly be dismissed 
meritless and badly time barred, please'.

T

i

ifs5 pim
y

district Police Officer, 
Tank.

Respondent No. !.
i

'mm.

/

ecto/ GCTcral c:f-FMice 
Dera Ismail Khan Region.

Respondent No. 2.

(

1PS6A Provincial Po ice Officer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Respondet t No. 3.

••• ^v,

V:'

wmi
SHi'1;^"
fEfa"
- wg:: ■■■ a
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. BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL-K^YBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.
I V

. i *

Service Appeal No. 345/2011.

Firdouse Alam Ex-Constable No. 238.. ,
.‘t

.(Appellant).
;•

Versus

1) Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
2) Deputy Inspector General of Police DIKhan Region...
3) District Police Officer Tank ....

(Respondents).

I

'7

Subject: AUTHORITY LETTER.

4
I-

DSP, Legal Dera Ismail Khan is hereby 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: before the Court on our behalf -

(ip»p^^of^en4 ■tfTofPolice) 
3iyber Pakhtunkl wa Peshawar. 

(Resp{ indent-1)

n .5.
.V
.1

ispe<^or Gefier^of Police, 
DIKhan Range.
(Respondent-2).

I
•V

1
■

i

District Police Officer, 
Tank.

(Respondent-3)

1
\

,.2 ■''■i-ia'T

\ -!i
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

S.A No. 345/2013. i

Firdos Alarti. ; Versus D.P.O &. Others

' •
REJOINDER/

Respectfully Sheweth.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION.

All the 8 preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. No 

reason in support of the same is ever given as to why appellant 

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

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

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 

incumbent upon the respondents to inquire about the 

medical receipts regarding illness of appellant from the 

Hospital authorities.

3. Not correct. The para regarding summoning of appellant for 

inquiry is-Without proof. He was not absent willfully but was 

due to the illness.

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 

filing of appeal later on is not correct.

-4.
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GROUND Sf
!

r
Air thfe grounds of the appeal are correct while that of the 

reply of/respondents are illegal and incorrect. The same are 

reaffirm. ’Mpreso, the apex Court condoned delay in some cases 

for 21, 12, 5, etc years.

r
It;, is,! therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be 

acceptedi’as prayed for.

; •
/ Appellant

Through
I

Saadullah Khan Marwat

Dated: t .07.2014

Arbab Saif U1 Kamal

Miss^ljDina Naz 
Advocates,

AFFIDAVITi/

IJIJVFirdos Alam S/o Aftab Alam, Appellant do hereby

solemnly affirm and declare that contents of Appeal & Rejoinder are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief while that of 

the respondents are illegal and incorrect.

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

correct as per the available record.
V

I

DEPONENT

■
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

S.A No. 345/2013

Firdos Alam Versus D.P.O & others

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY.
IF ANY.

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the subject appeal pending disposal at this hon'able 

Tribunal,.

1.

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 

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

appeal before the Hon'ble Tribunal, the same requires 

condonation 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
Throug

Saadullah Khan Marwat

Dated; |.’]':07.2014
Arbah-5aif-ul-Kamal

ixi>&
Naz,(KobinaMiss 

Advocates,
..jli AFFIDAVIT

I, Firdos alam D/o Aftab Alam, Ex-Constable No. 238, P.S Kot 

Azam, Tahk Appellant, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that

5 ■

contents of ; the Application are true and correct to the best of myi-V; ......
knowledge:and belief.

. >

DEPONENT
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KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA SERVICE TRIBTJNAI

338 /ST

PESHAWAR
No. Dated 1 73 / 201^

To
The Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region Bannu.

Judgement.Subject; -

passed by

\Enel: As above
y

t'

ICHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR.
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