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Svn'ice A/}/;eo/ No. 12.30/2022 litled "Anijid Khan versus Disirici 1‘olice Officer. Mari/an and 
Olliers', decided on 25.10.2024 by Division Dench comprising of Mr. Kaiim Arshad Khan. 
Chairman, and Mr. Muhammad Akbar Khan. Member bixccnlive. Kliyber Pakhlnnkiiwa Service 
Tribunal, Peshawar.

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 1>ES1TAWAR

... CHAIRMAN
... MEMBER (Executive)

BEFORl^: KALIM ARSHAD KHAN 
MUHAMMAD AKBAR KHAN

Service Appeal No,]230/2022

Date of presentation of Appeal
Date of Hearing........................
Date of Decision.......................

05.08.2022
,25.10.2024
.25.10.2024

Amjid Khan S/O Bukhari Gul R/O Gulbahar colony, Takhtbhai, 
Mardan, Bx-Constabic No.2142, District Police, Mardan
...........................................................................................{Appellant)

Versus

1. District Police Officer, Mardan.
2. Regional Police Offieer, Mardan.
3. Provineial Police Officer, Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

..........................................................................................{Respondents)

Present:
Mr. Arbab Saiful Kamal, Advocate.....
Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney

For the appellant 
.h’or respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
ACT, 1974 AGAINST OB N0.739 DATED 21.03.2022 
OF R. NO. 01 WHEREBY Al^PEIJ.ANT WAS 
DISMISSED FROM SERVICE RETROSPECTIVEI.Y 
OR OFFICE ORDER N0.4111/ES DATED 13.06.2022 
OF R. NO.02 WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL 
OF 1 HE APPELLANT WAS REJECl ED OR OFFICE 
ORDER NO.l 521/22 DATED 18.07.2022 OF R. N0.3 
WHEREBY REVISION 1H:TITI0N OF APPELLANI 

WAS REJECTED.

JUDGMENT

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN: Brief facts of the case,

per averments of the appeal, arc that appellant was appointed as 

Constable in the year 2010; that due to his sister’s illness (cancer

as
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Service Appeal Sa.!230 2022 lilleJ "AnjirJ Khan versus Disinci I’alice D/Jiccr. Mardan tiiui 
Olliers ", decided on 25.10.2024 by Division Bench conipnsiny of Mr. Kahni drshihl Khan. 
Chainunn. and Mr. .Klnhannikid Akhur Khan. Member Kxccudve. Khyher Pakhlunkirwa Service 
Trihiinal. Ihishawar.

patient), the appellant was unable to attend the duties for her look

after; that vide order dated 21.03.2022, he was dismissed from service

w.e.f 24.09.2021; that feeling aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal

on 20.04.2022 but the same was rejected on 13.06.2022, therefore, he

■filed revision petition before the Inspector General of I^olice, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, which was also rejected on 18.07.2022, hence, the

instant service appeal.

2. On receipt of the appeal and its admission to full hearing, the

respondents were summoned. Respondents put appearance and

contested the appeal by filing written reply raising therein numerous

legal and factual objections. The defense setup was a total denial of

the claim of the appellant.

We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and learnedj.

District Attorney for respondents.

4. 'fhe learned counsel for the appellant reiterated the facts and

grounds detailed in the memo and grounds of the appeal while the 

learned District Attorney controverted the same by supporting the

impugned ordcr(s).

5. J'hc appellant, while serving as Constable, faced an issue

regarding his sister, who was allegedly suffering from cancer. J'or the 

said reason, he was unable to attend the office, which caused his 

dismissal from kt^wice vidi: impugned order dated 21.03.2022. He 

assailed his dismissahfrom service order through departmental appeal 

as well as revision petition. Ilowcvcr, both the efforts met failure. So
rvj
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othery". decided on 25.10.2024 by Divi/ion Bench pn/npriyiny of Mr. Kcdnn At shad Khan. 
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the appellant knocked at the door of this 'fribunal by filing the appeal

in hand.

His absence without prior obtaining leave, was admitted as he6.

has based his justification as illness of his sister. However,

disappearanee from duty without permission or leave is not an

appreciable act on the part of appellant belonging to disciplined force.

If there was any urgency, the appellant ought to have approached the

respondents by submitting application for leave, and ought, to hayc

waited for written permission by the authorities. Instead of filing

departmental appeal and revision petition after his dismissal, prior

permission through application could save him from disciplinary

proceedings, but admittedly there is no application for leave, what to

talk of granting of sanction of the same, therefore, the appellant could

not make out a case.

In view of above, we sec no merits in this appeal, which is7.

dismissed with costs. Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our8.

hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this day of October, 2024.

KALIIM ARSHAD KHAN
Chat an

e

MUH AMM Alf^KBAR knAN

Member (I'^xccutivc)■ *M)ila:em Shah*
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE I RIBUNAL

Service Appeal No. 1230/2022

Amjid Khan Govcrninent of Khyber Pakhtunkhwaversus

S.No. of 
Order & 
Dale of 
proceeding

Order or other proceedings with signature of 
Chairman/]VIcmbcr(s)/Rcgistrar and that of parties or counsel where 
_____________ _____________ necessary

Order-12
Present:ih25

October,
2024. 1. Arbab Saiful Kamal, Advocate on behalf of appellant.

2. Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney on behalf of respondents

Kaiim Arshad Khan, Chairman: Vide our detailed judgment of

today, placed on file we see no merits in this appeal, which is

dismissed with costs. Consign.

Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our2.

hands and the seal of the Tribunal on this 25’^' day of October, 2024

(K^m Arshad Khan) 

ChairmanMember (1/)
’Shiiozeiii Shall’



MEMO or COSTS
KIIY1?1-R EAKln UNKIIKWA Sl-RVICi; J RIRUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.3230/2022
Dale of prcsenlation of Appeal 
Date of heal ing 
Date of Decision

05.08.2022
25.10.2024
25.10.2024

Amjid Khan S/O Bukliari Gul R/O Guibahar colony, I'akhtbhai, Mardan, I’.x-
(Appellaul)Constable No.2142, District Police, Marda

Versus

1. District Police Officer, Mardan.
2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan.
3. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar 

........................................................................................................[Respoiuleuls)

Sl-RVIC:i: APPPAL UNDI'R SPCmON 'I OP TUP KIIYI5I-R PAKHTUNKI-IWA SIPWICP TRIBUNAL ACP, 197'1 AC^AINS'i 015

N0.739 DATJ-D 21.03.2022 0]' R. NO. 1)1 Wl iliRI'15Y APPlil.LANT WAS DLSMISSPD ITOM SIiRVlC:)-: l^l-'CROSPIXrriVl'l.Y OR

Ol-'PIOI- ORDl-R NO./llVl/!‘S DA'I'I'll 13.06.2022 Ol' R. NO.02 WIIPRI'PY DI-PAR'rMI'NTl'Al. API'lr:AI. OI' Til!; APFP.I.I.AN’i' 

WAS RI?,]PC1'I;D OR 0PPK:1; ORDPR N0.1.S21/22 DATPD 18.07.2022 OP R. N0.3 W11I'R1;15Y RPVISION PiniTION OP

APPI-LI.ANT WAS RI'jncri'PD.

PRl-SHNT

1. Mr, Arbab Saiful Kainal, Advocate, for the Appellant

2. Mr. Muhammad Jan, District Attorney, for respondents

AmountRespondent

1, Stamp for memorandum of 
appccil

AmountAppellants

1. Stamp for memorandum of 
appeal Ks, NilRs. Nil

Rs. Nil2. Stamp for powerRs. Nil2. Stamp for power

Rs, Nil4. Pleader's feeRs. Nil3. Pleader's fee

Rs. Nil4, Security PeeR.s.ino/-4. Security Pec

Rs. Nil5. Process PeeRs. Nil5. Process Pee

Rs. Nil6. CostsR,s, NilCosts6.

Rs. NilTotalRs. 100/-Total

Counsel Pee is not allowed as the reciuired certificate has not been furnish(;d.Note:

Given under our hand.s^nd the seal of this Court, this 25‘i' day of October 2024.

alim Arshad Khan 
ChairmanMember (I'.xccutive)


