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" limitation of the present appeal. Hence arguments on limitation were hAea'rd.’ — -‘.";;A o

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
CAMP COURT SWAT -

Service Appeal No. 95/2016
Date of Institution. .. 18.01.2016
Diite of decision... 02.01:2018

Hashim Khan son of Abdul Karim R/O Balegram Saidu Sharif, Swat.
- (Appellant)

Versus

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer

Peshawar and 3 others. - ... (Respondents)
Barrister Adnan Khan, :
Advocate . _ . For appellant.

MR. Kabir Ullah Khattak

~ Addl. Advocate General For respondents.

MR. NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, e CHAIRMAN
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL, ... MEMBER
JUDGMENT

" NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, CHAIRMAN: - Arguments of the learned

counsel for the parties heard and record perused.
FACTS:

2. Tﬁe appellant was dismissed from service on 17.11.2014 . against which
he filed departmental appeal on 19..11.2014 which was rejected on 16.2.2()15.
Thereafter he filed second appeal to the Provincial Police bfﬁcer on 1232015 .
which was rejectéd on 22.12.2015 and thereaﬁef'the a;?péilant 'ﬁled' the present

service appeal on 18.1.2016.

3. At the very outset learned Addl. Advocate General objected to the
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ARGUMENTS

4, The learned counsel for the appellant argued that the appellant had filed

two departmental appeals. But if the first departmental was taken out of

consideration then the second departmental appeal was within time. He next

contended that in the present case during disciplinary proceedings no publication

in newspaper was issued and by not following the said procedure, the impugned

order has become void and therefore, no limitation would run in such situation.

5. On the other hand, the learned AAG argued that there is no provision of
second departmental appeal and period of limitation would not be enhanced due to
second departmental appeal. In ihis regard he relied upon a judgment réported as
2013-SCMR-§1 1. He also relied upon a judgment of this Tribunal in appeal No.
1228/2616 entitled "Nazir Ahmad Versus the Provincial Police Officer, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar éhd others" decided on 06.12.2017 in whicﬁ a -similar

issue was discussed and decided.

CONCLUSION

6. Admittedly the appellant had filed two departmental appeals. In
accordance with the judgment reported as 2013-SCMR—91 1, the limitation would

start from the first departmental appeal for the purpose of Section 4 of the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974. Second departmental appeal would not -

enlarge the period of limitation as per the said decisions relied upon by the learned

AAG. This Tribunal in the abovementioned case has elaborately discussed fhe

appeal/revision to the Provincial Police Officer under Rule lll-A of the Khyber-

Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 and had held that revision or second appeal

would not enlarge the period of limitation. The learned counsel for the appellant
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has not been able to show that how non pubiicatibﬁ of notice would make t}}forder

not illegal but void.

7. As a sequel to above discussion this appeal being time barred is dismissed.

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

mad Khan)
Chairman
Camp Court, Swat

\
Qo

(Muhammad Hamid-Mughal)
Member

ANNOUNCED
02.01.2018




03102017 ' Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Zubalr _
I DlStI‘lCt Attomey alongwith Khawas Khan S.I (Legal) fto-;bt-;e
‘ ' . o respondents present. Counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment to
ﬁle rejoinder. Granted. To come up for rejoinder and final hearlng '
on 02.01.2018 before the D.B at camp court, Swat.

‘

Member . an i
amp court, Swat -

02.01.2018 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
‘ ‘ Addl. AG alongwith Khawas Khan, S.I (Legal) for the =
respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused
- Vide our detailed Judgment of today, th1s appeal is
dlsmlssed Parties are- left to bear their own costs. File be

consigned to the record room.

Member

- a . -
Cmp{;t,s(at‘

ANNOUNCED
02.01.2018
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10.112016 , Agent of counsel for the appellant and Mr. Khawas -
Khan, SI  alongwith Mian Amir Qadar, GP for the
~ respondents present. Written reply submitted. The appeal is

assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for 06.02.2017

A o
Ch&gan

- Camp court, Swat

at camp court, Swat.

06.02.2017 : Appellant in person ﬁnd Mr. Khawas Khan, SI (Legal)
alongwith Mr. Muhammad. Zubair, Senior Govemndent Pleader
for respondents present. Rejoinder not sﬁbfnitted. Counsel for the
appellant is not in attendance. Seeks adjournment. Adjourned for

final hearing before the D.B to 05.06.2017 at camp court, Swat.’

' ?’ ‘ Cha&ﬁlan
Mefmnber Camp court, Swat

‘ 018.06.2()1_7 A ‘ Since the tour programme for the mdnth of June, 2017 to
camp court Swat-has been, cancelled by the Worthy Chairman,
1llercf61'e, to come up for the same on 02.10.2017 at camp

cburt, Swat. Notices be issued to the parties for the date fixed

h

Registrar ~¢

accordingly.




- 04 .05.‘20‘1‘6 ’ Counsel for the appellam present. I earned counscl for -
o the appellant argued that the appellant was scrvmg as
constable when dlsmlssed from service vide 1mpugncd order
dated 17.11.2014 on the allegations of willful abseﬁce
where-against he preferred departmental appcal wh‘ich was
also rejected on 22.12:2015 ahd hence~ the instant service

appeal on 18.01.2016.

That the prescribed procedure of publication of n_dtice :
in daily newspapers. was not followed and that no
opportunity of personal hearing afforded to the appellant

despite his presence and that the punishment is not

! commensurate with the quantum of offence.

%&; ‘ . o a o -
= Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to
jgi deposit of security and process fee within 10 days, notices be

-f; _ issued to the respondents for written reply/comments for

g N 03.08.2016 before S:B at camp court, Swat.

8. ] |
™ SR
\
Chairman
Camp Court, Swat
| 03.08.2016 ‘ Appellant with counsel and Mr. Khawas Khan ST

(Legal) alongwith M. Muhammad Zubair, Sr. GP for the
respondents present. Seeks adjournment. To come up for written

reply/comments on 10.11.2016 before S.B at camp court, Swat.

Chai%

Camp court, Swat .




09.03.2016 .

Appellant in person present. C;ounsel_ for the appellant is
not in attendance due to strike of the Bar: Adjourned. for

preliminary hearing before S.B to 6.4.3016 at Camp Court Swat.

[ fe, Ch’aibfaﬁ

- Camp Court Swat

(06.04,2016 ' Counsel for the appellant has sent an application /'i"qlr"

ai‘leU)'i_l_mLﬁ:n:t. Adjourned for preliminary hcarmg t_.('-S'-0f¥.0:5;.2'0136":“"

P

Ch %m an

Cémp: Court, Swat.

before 8.3 at Camp Court, Swat.
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Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No. - 95/2016
S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate
Proceedings - o
1 2 -3
. 25.01.2016 '
: The appeal of Mr. Hashim Khan resubmitted today by
Dr. Adnan Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution
Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for. proper order | -
please. | \
3 REGISTRAR -
This case is entrusted to Touring Bench Swat for
preliminary hearing to be put up thereon 3 -2 /€
CHA&F\AAN
3.2.2016 Counsel for the appellant present. Seeks

Adjournment. To come up for preliminary hearing before

Camp Court Swat

o

“*




The appeal of Mr. Hasham Khan son of Abdul Kareem r/o Balegram Saidu Sharif Ex-Constable
No.1829 received to-day i.e. on 18.01.2016 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the

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

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the counse!

2- Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.

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

4- One copy/set of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect may also be
submitted with the appeal.

REGISTRAR ™
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR. '

Dr.Adnan Khan Barrister distt. Swat.

- Objections at S.No.1, 2 & 4 removed. Copies of charge sheet, statement of
'allegatio'n.s, show cause notice and inquiry reports were never handed over
to the appellant. In fact these are the grounds for instant appeal. Paragraph
No.2 & 3 in the grounds for appeal on page No.3 are self explanatory in
this‘respect. A |

Re-submitted accordingly.

el .
Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law




BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRINBUNAL KPK AT PESHAWAR:

App_eal”_No.qS 0f 2016

Hasham Khan.............coer vernennen. eereerrrraa e ras «...Appellant
VERSUS
The Govt: of KPK and others ........ Cererteereerterrreeneraernanes ....Respondents
INDEX
S. ‘
| N Description - .. Annexure Pages No.
r 0. :
1. Af;peai with certificate ‘ 14
| 2. | Affidavit - | 5
3. | Address of the parties ' 6
4. | Copy of dismissal order dated 17-11-2014 with A ‘
Better Copy 7__3 |
5. | Copy of application B . '
Py pp a-lo
6. | Copy of order dated 16-02-2015 C "
7. | Copy of departmental appeal D 2
8. | Copy of order dated 22-12-2015 E '3
9. | Wakalatnama
14

Appellant
Through Counsel

)%

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law

Office: Adnan Law Associatés, '
Opposite Grassy Ground Mingora Swat
Cell No. 03469415233




| BEFORE THE HON'’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR

Appeal No.9 S of 2016 0.5 7 Froving,

Hashim Khan s/o Abdul Karim r/o Balegram Saidu Sharlf
District Swat Ex-Constable No.1829

o DAppellant
VERSUS o

1. The Government of KPK through Provincial Police Officer/IGP
at Peshawar. :

2. The Reglonal Police Offlcer Malakand Division at Saidu Sharif
, Swat.

3. The District Police Officer, Swat at Saidu Sharif .

4. Sub-Divisional Police Officer/DSP Barikot Circle, District Swat.
.............. '...........'.....Respondents
APPEAL UNDER SECITON 4 OF THE SERVICES

- TRIBUANL ACT, 1971'\ AGAINST THE ORDER OF
! DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE AND IMPOSITION OF.

' MAXIMUM PENALITY ON THE APPELLANT

e 1206
PRAYER

On acceptance of instant Appeal the impugned
order No. O.B 199 dated 17-11-2014 may be set
aside and the appellant be restored as
Constable.

ge-sudmiited 13-48p

M{iled. :
. .
aealsm :
r-rh !6 )
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Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the appellant was appointed as Constable in the Police Department
on 21-11-2009. At the time of dismissal from service, the appellant was

performing his duties at Police Post Barama, District Swat.

2. That during his service of 05 years, the appellant has performed his duties
in extremely harsh security situétion when the militants had occupied
several parts of District Swat. During those days the appellant had served
in significantly dangerous station of Matta, Behrain and‘ Mingora.
Needless to say that a handsome majority of police officials serving in
District Swat were hesitant to continue with their jobs and subsequently

fled their duties.

:3. That the appellant, even in the above mentioned circumstances did not
avail his annual leave and performed his duties to the entire satisfaction of
his high ups. However, due to some compelling circumstances connected
to family matters, the appellant could not perform his duties for a period
of almost 02 months. It is worth mentioning that the appellant had

informed his high ups about his absence telephonically.

4. That when the appellant appeared at his place of duty on 23-10-2014, he
was informed about his dismissal from service (Copy of dismissal order

dated 17-11-2014 is annexed as annexure “A”).

5. That the appellant being aggrieved with the order of dismissal, presented
an application for his re-instatement before respondent No.2 on 19-11-

2014 (Copy of application is annexed as annexure “B”).

6. That subsequently respondent No.2 dismissed the application preferred to

him as mentioned above (Copy of order dated 16-02-2015 is annexed as

annexure “C").




7. That subsequently the appellant preferred an appeal to respondent No.1
for quashing of the dismissal order and his re-instatement in the police

départment (Copy of departmental appeal is attached as annexure “D”).

8. That respondent No.l dismissed the said appeal vide the order No.
5/6199/15 dated 22-12-2015 (Copy of order dated 22-12-2015 is attached

as annexure “E”).

9. That feeling aggrieved with various orders passed by respondents and
having no other remedy in law, the appellant files this appeal inter-alia on

the following grounds;

GROUNDS:

1. That the impugned order has been passed unilaterally and in blatant

‘violation of law hence, not tenable in the eyes of law.

2. That the requirements of due process of law, of fairness and of justness
have not been complied in the present case. The appellant was neither
show caused nor a statement of allegation whatsoever was given to the

appellant.

3. That the alleged inquiry which is attributed to respondent No.4 has
never been conducted in the instant matter. Without providing any
opportunity of being heard and without any inquiry or probe into the

matter, the appellant was straight away dismissed from service.

4. That keeping the legal aspects of the matter aside, even otherwisé
circumstances of the case did not demand in position of major penalty

in shape of dismissal from service. Considering the allegations leveled

against the appellant as true and assuming that due process has been -

followed, absence of two months would never demand a penalty of

dismissal from service. At the most a salary for the said peri‘.od could

- have been deducted from the appellant. Needless to say that hundreds

.,.
AVES
AN



of officers and officials of Swat Police who fled their duties in the

period of insurgency were later on re-instated.

5. That further grounds with leave of this Hon’ble Tribunal will be raised

at the time of oral submissions.

In view of the above, it is humbly prayed that the impugned
order may be set aside and the appellant be re-instated in service
with back benefits of salary and allowances. Alternatively the
penalty imposed on the appellant may be converted into a minor
one. Any other remedy though may not specifically prayed for
but which circumstances of the case would demand in, the

interest of justice may also be granted.

Appellant

f

ke

Hashim Khan

CERTIFICATE:

Certified that no such like appeal has earlier been filed before this

Honourable Tribunal on the subject matter.

Appellant

Barrister

,_GZI;:. ;_W('/Jm %@

Advocate High Court
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' BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRINBUNAL KPK AT PESHAWAR

Departmental Appeal No. of 2016
Hasham Khan....ccocviiiiiiins vorniiiniinininiieienennenens [ Appellant
VERSUS
The Govt: Of KPK and Others v.uvveevrveereerereeeresvessesssssessnens Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Adnan Khan (Counsel for Appellant) as per instructions of my clients, do hereby -

solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of this appeal are true and correct to the best of my -

knowledge and belief.

Muhammad\Viushtaq Khan DEPONENT
OATH COMMISSIONER
District G;Jl;r:oﬁ;vat
L A g /@,/’
Barrister
D, SAitran Khan

Ad\;ocate High Court




BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK AT

/ PESHAWAR !

o Appeal No. .o 0f 2006 | ;
‘ Hasham Khan..............o Petitioner R
E

VERSUS 1

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/IGP

and others

............................. Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

PETITIONERS:

Hashim Khan s/o Abdul Karim r/o Balegram Saidu Sharif Swat, Ex-
Constable No.1829

RESPONDENTS:

1)  Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police
Ofﬁcer/IGP at Peshawar

2)  The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division at Saidu Shar1f Swat ;
3)  The District Police Officer, Swat at Saidu Sahrif. - /
4)  Sub-Divisional Police Officer/DSP Barikot Circle, District Swat. /
/
7
Appellant

;
/
./

Hasham Khan /
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Constab!e L«!asham No 1829 of Police Staiion i

. . ’ ' — -
D TG DESTISEISH G lesve

1S POIICG Lines. has absented himself from hi
| Vide:DD No.44 w.ef..19-08-2014 to z : :
Lines dated 23-10-2014. . . o o

.- X . s -~
oL . e Dy -
| I D - e AL S ke

=
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He was issued Charge Shzet an

SDFQ/Barikot Circle was deputed as Erquiry Officer. The Engquiry Officer ::‘rac."::eﬂ Sroner
departmental enquiry a'gainst the delinquent- officer and recorcied the stateme::: of all

concerned oificers. He has provided araple opportunity to the de!mquen" c.":":: to defense tha

absence rendered by him. After conducting oo deoartmer..a: erguiry, e ._..w'.‘f Cificer

09
’t‘i

submitted his findings wherain ha rzce

heard in Grderly Room, however, he couic rna: Dresent any pleasibiz deferss for Ws L nai

absence.

Huv.ng perused iy corvics rotoid oaas SRR et s
“delinquent officer Constable Hasham Nc.1375 i EORONIIIVED LOIETTaE: and i oo

interested to-continue his service. FOrezoing v vimw the wosars

that there are no .chances that Constahie .

Oﬂlcer. His further retention in ser< ce i

Therefore, in exercise of the powers vested in the wndersigned avs o - - ol Folice
. ﬁ‘jsur'ln“ry [(.4160-1975 l Sher Akr"luf', S{' P S.P :I;Szl'ict Paiica C

authoriiy, am constramed to award him th'-> punishment of Dism

Order annot.r'ed

P
\\;-:,:_. Cai L ’_'.«T =g
Loe -’-w;&;u»ul PSR |

OB.No.__ 199 - |
Dated 17 / 11 /2014. . e CERTIFIED TC -

R

’Barnster
@,}c. o m \%

Advocate High Court
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BETTER COPY
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ORDER:

This order will dispose of the departmental inquiry against Constable
Hasham Khan No.1829 of Police Station Mingora who while deputed for
Snapper Course at JIS Police Lines has absented himself from his lawful

duties without prior permission or leave vide DD No.44 w.e.f 19-08-2014 to

~ 21-10-2014 (Total 63 days as per report of RI, JIS Police Lines dated 23-10-

2014.

He was issued Charge Sheet and statement of allegations and

SDPO/Barikot Circle was deputed as Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer

- conducted proper departmental enquiry against the delinquent officer and

recorded the statements of all concerned officers. He has provided ample

‘opportunities to the delinquent officer to defense the absence rendered by

him. After conducting proper departmental enquiry, the Enquiry Officer
submitted his findings wherein he recommended the delinquent officer for
punishment. He was heard in Orderly Room, however he could not present

any plausible defense tor his unlawful absence.

‘Having perused his service record, it was patently evident that the
delinquent officer Constable Hasham No.1829 is address to a And is
not interested to continue his service. Foregoing in view the undersigned is of
consider opinion that there are no chances that Constable Hasham can
become an efficient Police Officer. His further retention in service is bound to
affect the discipline of the police force. Therefore, in exercise of powers vested
in the undersigned under Rule 1(IIT) of Police Disciplinary Rules-1975, I, Sher
Akbar, 5.5t, PSP, District Police. Officer, Swat as a competent authority, am

constrained to award him the punishment of Dismissal from Service.

| CERTIFIED TO
Order announced: BE TRUE COPY

. M District Police Officer

0O.B No. 199
Dated: 17-11-2014 .

parrister

. _
Advocate High Cgurt
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ORDER:
" This order will dispose off appeal of Ex-Constable’Hasham Khan No. 1829 of

Swat Drstrrct for reinstatement in service.

Brief facts of the case are that Constable Hasham Khan No. 1829 of Police
Station Mingora while deputed for snapper course at JIS Police Lines has absenited himself from his -
fawful dufxes without penmssron or leave vrde DD No dqwel u9/08/2014 to 21/ 10/2014 as per report

of Rl i S1 Polrcc Lines “dated :.3/10/401-' h° “was i .s>' radt ("harge Qhent and statement t of allegatron and
~ SDPO/Barikot Circle was deputed as Enquiry Ofﬁcer The Enquiry Officer, conducted proper
'departmental enqmry against the delmquent officer and recorded the statements of all concerned officers.
He has provided ample opportunity enquiry to the delinquent officer to defense rendered by him. Afies
conducting proper departmentai enquiry, - the ,.,nqurrv Officer submitted his ﬁndmgs wherein he - |
recommended the dehnquent officer for punishment. He was heard in Orderly Room by District Police
Officer Swat. However, he could not present any pladsrble defense for his lawful absence. Bemg found

goilty of the charges the District Police Officer, Swat dismissed him from service vrde 0B No. 19 dated
17/11/2014.

He was called in Orderly Room on 10/02/2015 and heard in person. Perused the |

service sheet as well as enqurry report. The appellant did not produce any substantive materials in his

defense Therefore I uphold the order of Dlstnct Pelice Officer, ‘Swat, \shereby the appeliém has been

awarded pumshment of drsrmssal-from semce Hrs appeul is rejected

Order announced

(N
(AZAD KHAN) TSt, PSP
Regional Police Officer, -

Malakand, at Saidu Sharif Swat
L *Naqi*

No. /l7 ‘S. 7’ [E,
" Dated /b "22~ 1015,

A ‘ Copy District Police Ofﬁcer S‘.« at for mformatron and necessary actron. with
reference to his office Memo: No. 18173/E, dated 03/ 12/2014

I S B “EERTHIED O
BE TRUE COPY

Barrister

D, Adnan Fhan

Advocate High Court
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Advocate High Court
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. OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Central Police Office, Peshawar

No.s/ 67 99 17§, Dated Peshawar the2/ /20 ) 5~

ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dispose off departmental appeal under Rule Il-z of
K hwhar Pdl\hwnkhwa Police Rule-1975 submitted by Ex-Constable Hashim Khan No. 1829.
The appeilant was awarded punishment of izsmlssal from service by DPO/Swat vide OB No.
199 dated 17.11.2014; on charge that while he was deputed for snapper course at JIS Pohcc Line
Swat. He absented himself from duty for a period of 62 days.

He preferred an appeal before the RPO/Malakand against the order cf DPO/Swat
which was Sled vide his order No. 1457/E, dated 16.02.2015.

\/In.etmg of Review Petition Board was held on 26.11.2015, wherein the appellant

was heard in petson. The enqmry papers were examined in detailed. There are 29 bad entries on

(NAJEEB-UR-RAHMAN BUGVI)
AlG/Establishment
For Inspector General of Police,

- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

his record. Hence his appeal is he;e‘oy rejected.

This order is approved by the Competent Authority.

No. b'“ }{fl' - ‘-"g /15,

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:
Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif, Swat
District Police Officer, Swat.
PSO to 1GP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
PRO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber I"akhtunkhwa, Peshawar. .
PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber P)akhtunkhwa, Peshawar. CERT‘F‘ED To
PA 10 AIG/Establishment CPO, Peshawar. BE TRUE COP
Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

9. Central Registrar, CPO. : /@/}/;/

Barrister

Oy, Sldan Fham

Advocate High Court
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Before the Honourable Serv1ce Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar (Camp Court at Swat)

Appeal No.___ 75" of 2016 |

Hashim Khan | e, .....Appellant
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/IGP and

others. Respondents

APPLICATION FOR ADJOURNMENT ON THE GROUND OF
COUNSEL’S ABSENCE:;

. Respectfully Sheweth,

1) That the above titled writ petition is pending before this Hon’ble Court,
which is fixed for hearing on 06-04-2016. |

2) That the Appellant’s counsel is engaged at Principal Seat of Honourable
Peshawar High Court in some other cases, and hence will be unable to

appear before the Hon’ble Court on theAdate fixed i.e 06-04-2016.
It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this application the

titled case may be adjourned to a short date.

Appellant
Through counsel

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law,
Advocate High Court
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S BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNA
. PESHAWAR S
Service Appeal No. 95/2016
Hséham Khan Ex Constable
‘ (Appellan;)
VERSUS |

1. Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/IGP at
| Peshawar | |
2. Regioﬁal Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swgt
-3, District Police Officer, Swat

4. Sub Divisional Police Officer, Barikot Circle District Swa't“ ‘

(Respondents)
INDEX

:;. 'Descrihtio'n of document Ar?nex ' Page

1. | Para Wise comments - |1 /-3

2. Afﬁdavit : | _ - 4

‘ 3 Authority Letter _ | - ] S—

4. |Chargesheet ‘ W &

5. | Statement of Allegations | - 7. .
6. | Inquiry Paper | “c’ . | % —~ /8
‘7. | Finding Report _ D 17

8. | Final Order ’ o ' | /8

9. . | Appellant Order : | “F” /G

10. | Revisional Order “G” ' _ Q o

wat
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- BEFORE THE KHYﬁER‘ PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No.@%_95/2_016 ‘

_ Hashim khan s/o Abdul Karim r/o Baligram Saidu Sharif Swat, Ex Constable No.1829.

............................. (Appellant)
! 1. . The Government of Khy.ber-Pakhtynkhwa through Provincial Police Officer of
Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Mala;kand Rééion at Saidu ASharif, Swat
3. The District Police OfficeAr, Swat
4. Subvaivisiqnal Police Officer, Barikot Circle, Swat

(Respondents)

Parawise Comtﬁent on behalf of Respondents

Réspectfully sheweth:-

Preliminary 6biections:-
1. That the service-appeal is time barred.
2. That the Service Appeal is not maintainable.
3. Thatthe App-elllant has got no cause of action.

4. That the appellant is stopped due his own conduct.

G

That the appellant is concealed material facts from this August Tribunal.
‘6. That the order of the competent authorities have got finality and cannot be

challenged.

On Facts.
1. Para No.1 pertains to the service Record of appellant, therefore needs no
comments.
2. Incorréct. The appellant performed his (_iuties at those stations, when peacé and
nbrmalcy was restored to the area. His performance has never been éfficiént.
3. Incorrect. The appellant has never pe;formed duty up to the satisfaction of his
superior Officers. He ig a habitual absentee and thgre are 29 bad entries

recorded in his service record. Moreover, the appellant could have applied for




. ' leave in accordance with fules Wl‘iich‘t’cﬁsuld‘b’e sanctioned but the apbellant
' S ﬁever b'othered‘"to épply for leavle or pei'mission. He remained absent for

continuous 61 day§ without any‘pefmission, therefore he was rightly dismissed
from service after depa rtmental.'lé'nquiry.

4. Correct to the extent of arrival fér duty. éfter unauthorized abseﬁce. The
-appeliant was associated with enquiry proceeding and he recorded his
statement as well.

5. Corre&. :

6. Correct. His application for Re-[pstateméﬁt was dismissed by'respondént No.2
gec_ause he didﬁ’t produce any substantive material in his defehse.

7 Correct.

8. Correcf.

9. The appellant has got no cause of action to file instant appeal

Grounds
1 Incorrect. The ir'ﬁpugned order is legal, according to rules and justified in

circumstances.

2. incorred. Whilé p_roceeding against thé appéllant, dqg course 6f law and
fairness has beén.ado?ted. The apbellanf was properly served with cf\arged'
sheet, Siatéme,n’t’ of allegations and pull fledged departmental enquiry Qas
conducted against him.

 Vide copies of charge sheet, stateﬁlent vof afle’gations, Emjufry papefs, findi.r_lg ‘
report, final order, appeliate order and revisional order as Annex - “A”B"C"D"F”

and G” Respectively.

" 3. Incorrect. The appellant was properly proceeded against departmentally and he
also recorded his statement. He was full\} associated with the enqixiry
proceedings. He was also heard i:ipersdn by respondents No.2 and 3 but he

could not produce any plausibie reason / Ground in his defense.

‘4. Incorrect. Record of the appellant itself speaks his inefficiency; disinterest, lame

excuseés, as well as habitual absence from duty. While serving in'a disciplined -




{ ey " » B T L J o » Y
) . \ .‘,_//—"‘-— 4 . ) S ._ ] @
- N 1“\" ) : . .
force even absence of one day without permission/Leave would be counted as

sufficient as nature of duty is important, sénsitive and critical, hence the penalty

awarded is appropriate in circumstances.

5. The Respondents also seek the Permission of this August Tribunal to adduce

more Grounds/Points at the time of arguments.

" Prayer.
In the view of above comments on facts and Ground it is prayed that appeal of the

appellant may be dismissed with costs.

z

PW
Khybet Pakhtunkhwa,Peshawar

{Respondent No. 01)

(Respondent No.02)

Regional Palice Officar.
Malakand, at Saido Sharif Swat,

Sub-Divisional Police Officer,
_ Barikot Circle, Swat
‘(Respondent No.04)

0.8.FBarikot Swad
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R R BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. 95/2016.

Hasham khan s/o Abdul karim r/o Baligram Saidu Sharif swat Ex Constable No. 1829.
........................ {Appellant)

VERSUS

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thrdugh Provincial Police Officer at Peshawar.

1.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Regidn at Saidu Sharif, SWat.
3. The District Police Officer, Swat.
4. Sub Divisional Police Officer, Barikot Circle District Swat
(Respondents)
AFFIDAVITA

We the above respondents do hereby solémnly and decla're on oath that
the contents of the accompanying Para wise comments of the respondents are cofrect
to the best of our knowledge/belief and nothing has been kept secret from this August

- Tribunal.

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No. 01)

. Malakand Reglon at Saidu Shiarj
"{Réspondent No. 02) ‘

Regional Police Officer,
Malakand, at Sasdu Sharif Swat,

e oﬁcer, Swat
olce 6ft° c&r,

Swat

Su Div:sional Police Officer,
Barikot Circle District Swat
- (Respondent No. 04)

‘@.s pBarikotSwat




- BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR 5

Sefvice Appeal No. 95/2016.

Hasham khan s/o Abdul karim /o Balegram Saidu Sharif Swat Ex Constable No. 1829.

vt enene {Appelfant})

VERSUS

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police Officer/IGP at Peshawar.
The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat.
The District Police Officer, Swat.

W N

Sub Divisional Police Officer, Barikot Circle District Swat

i

_ | eeeeeerseesenestonaon - {Respondents)
AUTHORITY LETTER

We the above respondents do hereby authorize Mr. Khawas Khan S.I Legal Swat

to appear in the Service Tribunal on our behalf on each date fixed in connection with titled

Service Appeél and do whatever is needed.

P

Govt: of Khyber nkhwa through
Provincial Police Officer,

,_ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
’ (Respondent No. 01)

- Malakand Region at Saidu ‘zﬁ_f-,-Sw_ag.

“(Respondent No. 02) -

Regional Police Officer,
Malakand, 3t $qidu Sharit Sy

Sub DiviSional Police Officer,

Barikot Circle District Swat
{Respondent No. 04)

B.S.FBarikol Swat

s v



' g + (HARGE SHEET

) f I Mr. Sher Akbay S.St P.S.P District Police Officer, Swat. as competent authority, hereby

l ' / wstable Hasham No.1829 while posted to Police Station Mingora as follows:-

7 it has been reported that you committed the following act/acts, which is/are gross

/ myour part as defined in Rules 2 {iii) of Police Disciplinary Rules 1975,

You Constable Hasham No0.1829 of Police Station Mingora while deputed for Sniper
sholice Lines have absented yourself without prior permission or leave vide DD No.44 w.e.f.

tptill now as per report of Lines Officer, JIS Police Lines dated 20-09-2014. _ .

2. By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct and rendered yourself
, wany of penalties specified in Rule-4 of the Dis;iplinary Rules 1975. ‘
3. You are, therefore, required to submit your written reply within seven (7) days of the
%s Charge Sheet to the Erquiry officer.
. 4. Your written reply, if any, should re.ach @he Enquiry Officer within the specified period,
- zhit shall be presdmed that you have no defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shalil ‘
st you.
" 5. Intimate as to whether you desire to be heard in person or not.

6. A statement of allegations is enclosed.

| <~”:7“ ~ “5

nism;éyeirc?mﬁcer, wat




\\ ANERY ACTION T

. Sher Akbar $.St, P.S.P Dlstrict Police Ofﬂcer, Swat as campetent authonty, is of the LAY
/s,g_s;a_s,ggblp Hasham No.1829 while posted to Police Station Mmgor has.rendered’ hsmself B
wiroceeded against departmentally as he has commijtted the following acts/omussrons as def ned L

(,,, sf Police Rules 1975 as per Provincial Assembly of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Notlf' catlon No. ' RS
sy Pakntunkhwa/ Bnils/ 2011/ 44905 dated 16/09/2011 and C.P.0, K.P.K Peshawar MemO' No. 3037-. - '

b P / /7011

STATEMENTY OF ALI.EGATIONS

it nas been reported that he while: posted to Police Station Mlngor commltted the

gac i/ acts which is / are gross mrsconduct on hls part as deflned in Rules 2 (iii) of Pollce Rules 1975 ‘

That he (:onstable Hasham No.1829. of Pollce Station Mmgora wh:le deputed for Smper

Ak Ji5 Police Lines has absented himself without prtor permlssion or leave vrde OD No 28 w.ef. -

. P12 up il nomg as per report of Lines Offucer, s Pollce Lines dated 20-09-2014.

LI

7. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the. said off icer with reference to the
hegations, SDPQ/Barikot Circle, Swat is appoirited as. Enqu:ry Offlcer ,
‘ - The enqusry officer shail conduct proceedmgs in-accordance with provrsnons of Polrce -

.':%75 and shall provide reasonable opuortunity of: defense and hearmg to the accused ofﬁcer record o
_ingse and make within twenty five (25) days of the receupt of this order recommendatron as to'

. " meht or other appropriate action against the accused officer.

4. The accused officer shall join the proceedings on the date, time and pi'ace ﬁxed b.y the ;

y officer.

" ‘:‘: L /EB, Dated Guikada the, 5@ “"_l"@‘ 2014. ©
Louy of above is forwarded to the:-

) S0P Barikat Circle, Swat for mmatmg proceedmg agamst the accused Offtcer/ Ofﬁcua! nameiy

Lntsiable Hasham No.1829 under Police Rules, 1975.

".u

.‘a‘_i'z’irab!ez Hasham No.1829 JiS Police Lines, =~ * . - - : EAIEEAN

. Wil the direction to appear before the Enquiry Offlcer on the date time and place f!xed by the
Ensuiry Officer for the purpose of enquiry proceeding.

2o s ook ek
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ORDER:

H
»

. Snapper Course at JIS Police Lines has absen

This order will dispose of the deparh‘nenvga‘tpl in

. Hasham Khan No.1829 of Pohce Station Mmg01

%

%.

5
Y,
o~

e .

B,

‘ﬁ "
quiry against Constable

a who while deputed for

If.w

ted ihunself from his lawful

o p.: -

duties without prior permission or leave v1_de DD %\Io 44 w.e.f 19:08- 2014 to

'!

21-10-2014 (Total 63 days as per 1eport of!RI

‘!

. a]IS Police Lines dated 23-10-
" 2014, A : 'hf, |
R *

&1 }i
‘ SDPO/Barikot Circle was deputed 'as Enqulry

conducted proper departmental enquiry ag
. L recorded the statements of all concerned offlc

Opportunities to the delinquent oOfficer to fer

N r

him. After conducting proper dep

submitted his findinos w

: punishment. He was heard in Orderly Room {

any plausible defense for his unlawtul absence”

: i-
Having perused his service record,

not interested to contmue his service. Ioregomg

t B

consider

become

, affect the discipline of the police force. The1efors= in exerc1se of po

in the unde151gned under Rule 1(

Akbar, SSt, PSP, District Pohce Otflcel Swat

s,
constrained to award him the pumshment of DIS

fmin s 3
. Order announced: BE TRUE gy;_.}p_y

O.B No.199
Dated; 17-11-2014

adgjn i;r{ 37{24/» M

Advocate High Court

) e
; He was issued Charge Sheet and statement of

opinion that there are ng chances“th

an efficient Police OfflCEl l-hs further retentlon In service

!
allegations and

c“"

tOfflcer The Enquiry Officer

"f {‘ .- 5

amst the delinquent officer and

elhé eI-Ie has prowf’led ample

SHagans fa
i sy
defense the absence rendered by

¥
.n‘)-,

mtmental enqulry the Enquiry Officer

herein he 1ecommended the delinquent officer, for

i\l-

e fﬂ""““'-‘ 3]

however he could not present-

4
T

. r“ ',’

5w

it was patently evident that the
‘* i

delinquent officer Constable Hasham No. 1829 1s address toa
i

— ___Andis
in view the undersigned is of
4 at%Constable Hasham can
is bound to

wers vested

I of Pollce Dlsc1p11nary Rules-1975, 1, She1

“*'(

~'

‘as.a.competent authority, arn
!

mlssal from Service.

03

a
e e v v e

"r,. ;

-
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o e R
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OFTICE OF THE RE 1, POLICE A
REGION, AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT |
ORDER: ' '

This order will dispose off appeal of Ex-Const‘abléhHasham Khan No. 1829 of
Swat District for reinstatement in service.

.

Brief facts of the case are that Constable Hashaﬁl Khan No. 1829 of Police

_ Station Mingora while deputed for snapper course at JIS Police L.ines‘ has absented himself from his

PR—— . —————

of R1 /JS1 Police Lines dated 531107201 4. He was i

lawful duties without permission or leave vide DD Ne. 44 w.e.t 19/08/2014 to 21/10/2014, as per report

ssund f‘barge Sh.;;et'z‘aﬁd statement of ailé-.gation and
3DPO/Barikot Circle was deputed as Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer conducted proper
departmental enquiry against the delinquent-officer and recorded the statements of all concerned ofhcérs.
He has provided ample opportunity enquiry to the delinquent officer to defense rendered.by him. Afier
conducii’ng proper departmental enquiry, +the Enq_uir_v Officer submitted his findings wherein -he
recommended the delinquent officer for punishment. He was heard in Orderly Room by District Police
Officer Swat. However, he could not present any plausible defense for his jawful absence. Being found

guilty of the charges the District Police Officer, Swat dismissed him from service vide OB No. 19 dated
1/111/2014. ) ‘

He was.called in Orderly Roemi on 10/02/2015 and heard in person. Perused the

. service sheet as well as enquiry report. The appellant did not produce any substantive materials in his

. c'!efe_nsc. Therefore 1 uphcld the order of District Police Officer, Swat, whe

et vy e el et

reby the appellant has been
swarded punishment of dismissal from cervice, His appeel is rejected. . L

Order announced

. ( W\
. o \ i/’
(AZAD KHAN;) TSt, PSP
- Regional Police Officer,
. . g’l\ilalakand, at Saidu Sharif Swat
S *Nagqi*
No. /4 “3 7' /E,

Dated /6 "8 2~ 12015

Copy District Police Officer, Swat for information and necessary action with
reference to his office Memo: No. 18 173/E, dated 03/12/2014.A ' '
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. OFFICE OF THE '
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
- KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
’ Central Poljce Office, Peshawar
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No. S/ C{ / f 2 /7§, Dated Peshawar thth,?;/ 250/20 /57
ORDER ’
This order is hereby passed to dispose off departmental appeal under Rule [l of

Rty l‘aigl\tunkh\\-’:t Police Rule-1975 submitted by

Ex-Constable Hashim Ilhan No. 1829,

The appetlant was awarded punishinent of dismissal from service by DPO/Swat vide 08 No.

9% dated 17.11.2014; on chérgevthat while_hé was deputed fo

T Snapper course at JIS Police Line
Swat. He absente |

d himself from duty for a period of 62 days. '
He preferied an appeél beque the RI’O/MﬁlaI-:ﬂnd apainst the order of DPO/Swai

which was filed vide his order No. 1457/E, dated 16.02.2015.

| | - Meeting of Review Petition 1‘30ard' was held 6;1?6.1 1.2015, wherein %lle appellant

was heard in person. The enquiry papers were examined in detailed. There are 29 bad evtries on

his record.” Hence his appeal is hereby rejected.

This order is approved oy the Competent Authority.
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(NATEEB-UR-RAHM A BUG V)
- AlG/Establishment '
For Inspector General of Police,
: ' D  Khyber Pakhtunkliwa, Peshawar.
Noostd Sl - a8 s
Copy of the above is fE)r\a'arded_,Lo the:
Regional Police Officer, Malakarnd Region, Said
District Police Officer, Swat. i’ ‘
PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
PRO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. . fian no T0
¢ PAto DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshaway. L FALL ﬁ.. v
PAlo AlG/Establishment CPO, Peshawar, BE THIE COPY .
8. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar, ' : ; '
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#. Central Registrar, CPO. /@/"”
. . .‘ - ¢ /JJ\/ :

u Sharif, Swat,
/
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BEFORE THE HON ’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

In Service Appeal No. 95 of 2016 a0

Hashim Khan s/o0 Abdul Karim r/o Balegram Saidu Sharif, District
Swat (Ex-Constable No 1829).

........ -..............-...............Appellant
- VERSUS

- Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police
- Officer/IG at Peshawar and others

.............................. Respondents
INDEX
S. No. ' Description Annexure Pages No.
L. | Memo of Rejoinder ‘ (-2
2. | Affidavit | 5
Appellant thpugh Counsel!
Dr. Adnafi Khan, Barrister-at-Law

Office: Adnan Law Associates,
Opp. Grassy ground Mingora Swat. .
' Cell: 03469415233




BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK
PESHAWAR ‘ :

In Service Appeal No. 95 of 2016

Hashim Khan s/o Abdul Karim r/o Balegram Saidu
Sharif, District Swat (Ex-Constable No. 1829).

e P Appellant
'VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial
Police Officer/IG at Peshawar and others ‘

et ereeereirereiter e re e, Respondents

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT IN
RESPONSE TO PARA WISE COMMETNS OF
RESPONDENTS No.1 to 4:

Respectfully Sheweth:

Preliminary objections being formal, stereotype and ill founded

are denied:

ON FACTS:

1. No need of reply.

2. Denied. Detailed assertion already made in memo of
appeal.

3. This reply of answering respondents is not correct. The
appellant has performed his duties in various hard stations
to the best of his capabilities. |

4. This feply of answering respondents is not correct. There
were . compelling and compassionate reason for the
appellant’s absence.

5. No need of further reply.

6. No need of further reply.

_7._No need of further reply.
' : 1|Page
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8. No need of further reply.  -°

9. Incorrect. The app-ellant has got both locus standii and
cause of action to instant appeal.

ON GROUNDS: -

1) Incorrect and denied. Detailed reply already given in memo
of appeal.

2)  Incorrect and denied. Detailed reply already given in memo
of appeal.

3)  Incorrect and denied. Detailed reply already given in memo
of appeal.

4)  Incorrect and denied. Detailed reply already given in memo
of appeal.

50  No need of reply.

In view of the above, these submissions may be
considered graciously and the titled appeal may
be allowed in the interest of justice.

Appellant
Through Counsel

o7

Dr. Adnan Khan, Barrister-at-Law
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~  BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR

~.

In Service Appeal No. 95 of 2016

Hashim Khan s/o Abdul Karim r/o Balegram Saidu Sharif, District
Swat (Ex—Constable No. 1829).

e Appellant
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police
Offlcer/ IG at Peshawar and others

.............................. Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Hashim Khan (Appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the
| contents of the annexed rejoinder are true and correct to .the best of my

knowledge and belief:
DEPONENT

Hashim Khan




BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR
In Service Appeal No 95 of 2016
Hashim Khan s/o Abdul Karlm r/0 -Balegram Saidu Sharif, District
Swat (Ex-Constable No. 1829).
o R i, Appellant
- VERSUS
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Pohce
Ofﬁcer /1G at Peshawar and others |
L e ...Respondents
INDEX
S.No. - : Description - " Annexure Pages No.
1. Mexjno of Rejoinder _- K ' -2
2| Affidavit | ES
‘Appellant ugh Coun§e|
'Dr. Adnafi Khan, Barrister-at-Law

Office: Adnan Law Associates,
Opp. Grassy ground Mingora Swat.
Cell: 03469415233




BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK
' PESHAWAR

In Service Appeal No. 95 of 2016

Hashim Khan s/o Abdul Karim r/o Balegram Saidu .
" * Sharif, District Swat (Ex-Constable No. 1829).

Appellant

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

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial
Police Officer/IG at Peshawar and others

.......................... ....Respondents

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT IN
RESPONSE TO PARA WISE COMMETNS OF
RESPONDENTS No.1to'4:

Res‘pec’tfully Sheweth: B

| Préliminary objections being formal, stereotype and ill founded

are denied:

ON FACTS:

1. No need of reply.

2. Denied. .Detailed assertion already made in memo of
appeal. o

3. This reply of answering respondents is not correct. The

appellant has performed his duties in various hard stations
to the best of his capabilities.

. 4. This reply of answering respondents is not correct. There
were compelling and compassionate reason for . the

appellant’s absence.
5. No need of further reply.
6. No need of further reply.

7. No need of further feply’.
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8. No need of further reply.

9. Incorrect. The éppellant has got both locus standii and
cause of action to instant appeal. '

.ON GROUNDS:

1)  Incorrect and denied. Detailed reply already given in memo

of appeal.

2)  Incorrect and denied. Detailed reply already given in memo

of appeal.

3)  Incorrect and denied. Detailed reply already given in memo

of appeal. .

4)  Incorrect and denied. Detailed reply already given in memo

of appeal.

I5) No need of reply.

In view of the above, these submissions may be
considered graciously and the titled appeal may
be allowed in the interest of justice. -

Appellant
Through Counsel

s

Dr. Adnan Khan, Bari‘ister-at—Lavs{
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'BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR

In Service Appef;l No. 95 of 2016

Hashim Khan s/o Abdul Karim r/o Balegram Saidu Sharif, District

Swat (Ex-Constable No. 1829).
‘ : ‘ |

...... e Appellant ‘ :

. \ |

VERSUS

Government of. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial Police
Officer/IG at Peshawar and others

............. wiveieneene o Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Hashim Khan (A'ppellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the
contents of the annexed rejoinder are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT

Hashim Khan




