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| The Review Petition in appeal no.

3427/2021 submitted today by Syed Nomarn Aii Bukhari

" |'Advocate. 1tis fixed for hearing before Division Bench at

| Péshawar on 19.11.2024. Original file be requisitioned.

Parcha Peshi i'slgi\keri'to the counsel for the petitioner.

By the order of Chairman




. ‘The review petition of Mr. Sjjad Ahmad, SmeitECd today on 31.10.2024 by
Syed'Noman Ali Bukhari,’ Advocate, is incomplete for the following reasons and is
being returned to the ‘counsel for the petitioner for completion and resubmission
within L5 days: '

I. An attested copy of the judgment is not attached (o the pelition.

2. The review petition 1$ filed under Section 7-A of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Service Tribunal Act, 1974; however the Act does not contain for 7-A. 1f
such a provision ek_ists,_aitiach the authentic copy of the same with the

~petition. | - | |

3. The annexures to.the petition are unattested.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKI-ITUNKHWA ISERVICE TRIBU.WAL
PESHAWAR - '

REVIEW PETITION NO; / 35”7 /2024

N
APPEAL NO.3427/2021 S
Sajjad Ahmad ASI No: 1327 E
Police Lines District Nowshehra. .
i (Petitioner)
VERSUS o

1, The Addl: IGP/HQrs For Inspector general-of Police, KP, Peshawar: -
2. The District Police Ofﬁcer Mardan B Q '
3. The Reglonal Pohce ofﬁcer'Mardan |
| ' (Respondents) !

: : o Ay ded
REVIEW PETITION UNDER SECTION 7-A KHYBER ||
PAKI-ITUNKI—IWA[ SERVICES TRIBUNAL, ACT, 1974
WITH _ALL ENABLING LAWS FOR REVIEWING -
THE JUDGMENT DATED ‘02/10/2024 IN SERVICE
APPEAL NO: 3427/2021.;

PRAYER:

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS REVIEW PETITION,
“THAT THE JUDGMENT PASSED INiSERVICE APPEAIL NO

3427/2021_MAY_|BE RE REVIEWED BY RESTORING: | THE
SERVICE APPEAL AND THE SAME|[MAY BE DECIDED IN
ON_MERITS IN| INTEREST OF JUSTICE ANY OTHER

REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEM:‘i‘FIT- -

~ AND APPROPRIATE THAT. MAY ALSO BE AWARDE]D IN -
FAVOUR OF THE PETI’][‘IONER. '




N

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
FACTS:

1.

5.

. That on the basis of FIR the departmcntal 1proceedmg was mii

e (R Ny 3
T N 3

That the petitioner was serving as ASI m Police Deptt and the
petitioner working with full zeal and zest to the entire satlsfactmn of
- his superiors. _ l

2. That the petitioner was falsely mvolved in-a murder case in F.I, ﬁ; No.

$19/2015 w/s 302 PPc, 15AA PS Jabbar, with malafide intentio z
petitioner performing his duties accordmg fo law and rules. Co
FIR is attached as annexure-A. . i

against the petitioner, without charge sheet .departmental inqui N was

conducted wherein petltloner was not prowded proper defensé and -

without any proof the inquiry officer. gave;recommendanon an the
without final show cause notice, the petltloner was dismissed frorn the
service vide order dated 20.12.2016. (Copy of inquiry reporﬁ and
Dismissal order is attached as Annexure-B & C).

That the petitioner being feelmg aggneved ?ﬁled departmental; appeal
against the order dated 20.12:2016 before! the respondent no3. the
respondent-no.3 accepted the departmental appeal vide order| dated-
03.02.2017 and on acceptance of the departmental appéal the

- petitioner has been re-instated in to service by withholding of three

annual increment with accumulative effcct and the petltloner was
.transferred to district nowshera and the mtervemng period treated as
leave without pay. Copy of appellate order dated 03.02 20 7 is
attached as annexure-D.

The petitioner feeling being 'aggriévcd.; from the order, d
03.02.2017 filed ll-A Petition against the impugned order

departmental appeal and rejectlonl order is attache
Annexure-E & F). 1

6. That thereafter, the petitioner filed Service Appeal. The Service

Appeal of the petitioner was heard on 02 10.2024. The same
dismissed being service appeal was time bared the petitioner ‘feehﬁ’g
aggrieved filling this review petition on the following grqunds
amongst others. Copy -of judgment is attached ed as annexure-G.

!
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GkOUNDe: | i | QD .

A) That as the judgment under review, is the outcome of non'-rea'd'.ng,of

relevant provision of section is mentioned below:

actual evidence, therefore, the same can be reviewed legally for which
this petition is well in time. : '

B) That the Service Appeal of the petitioner was heard on'02.1(:). 024.

The same was dismissed being service abpeal is time bared,! which

was wrong Because, the rejection order dated 22/12/2020 was handed

over to petitioner on $7/02/2021 and the same was not specifically
denied by the respondent in their comments because as per 1a1w the
denial must be specific and should be depended on some e\ndei € as
when the copy of the same was handedt over to petltldnert The
petitioner properly attached the record that the order was' handed over
to him on 17/02/2021 by filling appllcatlon for the sard on
16/02/2021. Because the same was not served upon the: petl oner
because the petitioner was transferred, from district Mardan to

_Nowshera thorough 1mpugned order and|copy of order wdl not

addressed to petitioner. 1t is pertinent to I11:|e1:lt1011ed here thi the
Section-4 of the KP service tribunal Act 1974 is clear on-the point that
the limitation run from the| date of communication of order, the

3

“Any civil servant aggrieved by any fi mn‘ order, whether ongma! or

appellate made by a departinental aufhanty in respect of any |of the

terms and conditions of his service may, within ‘thirty -days \of ‘the
communication of such order to him '[br within six months of the

‘ .
establishment of the appropriate Tnbunaf, lwh:chever is later], prefer an ’

appeal to the T ribunal having _;unsdxcnon in the matter” *

That the same pomt 18 c]ear by the Supreme court of - Paki?sfzm in. .
judgment cited as 2016 :SCMR 189 and 2013 SCMR 1053. Sc, the * "~
service appeal of the petitioner was not time bared, so the same¢ may _'

be heard on menits.

3
i

'C) That in impugned judgment it'is mentioned that the no ,appei,z?I.Was
filed against the order dated 03/02/2017 which is incorrect 't}:xat the

order dated 03/02/2017 is appellate order -against which irieview
petition/mercy petition is provided under ll-A of police Rules{1975,

which was filed by the petitioner and properly entertained ibv the

respondent. | 3

D) That the petitioner was not treated accordin;g to law, rules and Lom;s

of justice and thus, deprived from his due right.

- e -

.. Ve a




E)

F)

G)

H)

D

L)

Ny

- finalization of the case.

- played justice, despite he lwas a civil’ servant of the pro{z

alone. | i

‘merits rather to be dismissed on techmcal grounds.

That the petitioner was also acquitted under 265-K CRPC
the charges of FIR vide judgment datedl 26.01.2021, which i
prove of that the petitioner telhng the truth and nothing
concealed from the Deptt:. Copy, of judgment is attache)
annexure-H. '

That before passing impugned order no codal formalltle<;
fulfilled and no proper procedure was adopted which !ig

from
5 the
has
d as

was
“the

violation of the Police.Rules 1975; hence the impugned or'der is

not sustalnable liable to be set aside.

That the Deptt at least needs to record statement of Compla
who charge petitioner in FIR, but the deptt failed to do so,: dl

inquiry.

According to the Judgments of the supenor court if the case
not yet finalized against the petitioner,| N the petitioner cannc

ring’

was
bt be

penalized for that case and consider him innocent tlllI the

That under CSR-194/194-A the petitioner was suspended till the

order of the Competent court but the petitioner was dism
from the service which 1s against the law-and rules. -

I

That the petitioner was condemned unheard and has not

treated according to law and rules. ‘ E
| : 1
That the petitioner has not been treated accordance with lavl.f

therefore, the impugned order is liable to be set aside on tl:us“

!

i :
That neither proper 1nqu1ry| was conducted examlnatlon has

before the penalty was 1mposed uponl the petmoner whu
against the law and rules. :

ssed’

-~

been.

- fair -
ince,
score

been

nor any chance of cross examination, 'no procedure was followed

h is '_

That the service appeal of, the appellant may be demded on- 1ts_

1
That the sufficient grounds|of innocence of the petmoner exl
per provision of supreme court Judgment cited as NLR 2005

st'as"
s TD

supreme Court Page 78" as no one punished for the: fauﬂt.of .

others. So the impugned order is lllegal

inant - .




O

P)

€)

'
i

That no proper procedure has been. fol10wed before the awcu'ding
the penalty, the whole proceedlngs were|conducted in v1olap'<m,o

law and rules. Thus, not tenablé in the eye of the law.

That the petitioner seeks. permission to advance others gr unds

and proofs at the time of hearing. i

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

petmoner may be accepted as prayed for

L dath
© . PETITIONER
tSanad Ahmad -

THROUGH . ?éf
. SYED NOMAN

(ADV(DCATE HIGH COURTj

;|

1

ART .
(ADVOCATE, HIGH COUR'I“D'




'BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

REVIEW PETITION NO:; i 12024

IN |
APPEAL NO.3427/2021 i
i
. ] !
Sajjad Ahmad V/S ‘ Police Deptt-{|

. AFFIDAVIT . |

1, Sajjad Ahmad , (Petitioner) do H‘erefay affirm that the 601ntents v
of this review petition .are true and correct and nothing. has béeh |
concealed from this honorable Tribunal. ; . |

e Cecme
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@In pursuf I

ance of yourikmd ‘order, the unders:gned completed in the ab0ve cited
_ mquu-y Its step wise derall is given below:-

STA TEMEN’I‘ OF ILLEGATIONS.

: W'hereas constable lIyas No:1703 while posted at PS Jabbar, now under ' suspension
* -police line, found neghgem for concealing. of the facts.of the occwrence vide FIR -
No.419/2015 u/s 302 PPC 15AA pphce station Jabbar, as per worthy Add;uonal 1G .
of police, Inv: KPK Peshpwar letter No.740/CRC/Inv:- dated 01-07-2016) addressed
" to the unders:gned whlch for MmorMajor punishment under police m]es.|19‘?5 '
Proceedmg

1 S P . ' ¢
. Dgga pentr tul” engutgg Fgainst constable’ Ilvas"No:'lJﬂa‘:'Posted at. no!'ice shﬁon@
Jabb:-,[ S . o :
|
|
I
I
I

For the purpose of scrut:mzmg the conduct of ASI Sajjad with reference to the above

allegations, he was symmoned heard in detail and his statement was got recorded )
(which is on file). The case file was also perused

. Fgcts of the case, '-"' l ; o a
| ’ . .
- The deceased Ishag had quarreled with his workers who in order to revdnge had
rushed to home and was advancing armed with klashnikov with aggressive intentions.
* ‘Meanwhile deceased [v{;dayat had called AS] Sajad about the expectedIunpleasant
incident, who had rushed to the spot along with constable Ilyas in a prwate motorcar.

- With the arrival of- pohce deceased Ishaq started firing due to which hldaya; got
bullet injuries and died. Police in response had fired which caused death of Islliaq
Police on spot has ar‘ted rightly but later on had failed to bring facts}in writing,
instead had shown' cross firing between both the deceased which fabricated. Police .
had reacted quickly on information, had reached on time to avoid bloodshed, but as .
deceased on sighting .pohce .started firing in--which Hidayt got killed: Who .was -
present near police parfy while from police,s firing Ishaq got killed.

Although police had asted rightly on the spot but later on had failed to bnng facts in
.. black and white, instead had got fnghtened from accepting the facts regardmg firing
on deceased Isheg.

. As deceased Ishaq wa{; armed and was firing in pollce 8. dlrectwn from whsch HuIayt
got killed, police at thiat moment Had no other option in self defense but 1o fire back
which resulted Ishaq,s death. The .aggressive and criminal act of deceased Ishaq -

resulted in death of Hidayat and would have caused more ham if had not been
stopped by police. -, ':.'

. Findings :

Keeping in.view the a'vailaf: e record, it is-evident that Ishaq has died dﬁe’ to polige
firing, while Ishaq was firing in presence of police due to which Hldayal got killed

Police has acted nghty but had later on failed to bring facts on fils and fabncated the
' story Hence are reccmmended for maJOr punishment.

Submltted please - - L :
P -2, 2

L o Dy: Superintendent of Police
S - " Katlang Circle

No ‘790 ISUKTG, datedz 147 fzme{

IL : { '
A e
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/ POLICE DEPARTMENT

‘the wonhy Addmonal lnspector General of Police. Invesngatnon Khyber P'\khtunk

Y

@ .

" ORDER - Lo
. -7 . . ‘
ThlS order will dlspose of departmental i mqulry which has been cond t

agamst ASI Sanad Khan No 1327 on the allegauon that while posted at Police Station. Ja

Mardan now under sxmpensnon at ‘Police Lmes 'Mardan is found negligent for com:eahng 0

facts of l'ne o\.cunence vide FIR No 41 9!20!5 u/s 302 PPC, ISAA ‘Pollce Stallon Jabbar 8¢

Peshawar Letter No ?440!CRC!lnv dated-01.07.2016. addressed to the undersigned.. w|.~

amounts to grave mlsconducl on his part and rendered- h|m Iuahie for minor # major pumsh

1T

cted -
pbar -
f the |

S per
nwa,
hich

nent

©oas deﬁned N ru!e 2(111) of Pohce Rules 1975. Therefore he was recommended for departru:ntat

* action.

In lh1s connection, ASI Sajjad Khan No.. 1127 was char;,e sheele:l

vide

thns office No ?07? 79/PA, dated 23. 09 2016 and also proceeded h:rn against departmemlally

Ehrmlgh Mr Inam Jan KChan, DSPﬂ(atIang, Mardan, who after fulfilling necessary prc

CEsS.

submmed h:s ﬁndtngs to the undersigned vide his office, cndorsement No. 941/SUKTG!
i

" 02.11.2016. The ailegatlons have been _eslabhshed against him and recom_mended.fo; Major

dated -

punishment.

The undersngned agreed with the ﬁndlngs of enquiry officer, ahd' the .

alleged ASl Sajy\d Khan No 1327, is hereby awarded Major pumshmem of dlSITlISS'Bd [ﬂn- b

servsee wnh 1mmedlate eﬁect-ln exerclse of thc power. vested: i |n me. under the above quoted - . | i

. tules. - . : L ' — . .f,
) Order mnounced - . T L e -\V o L ‘

— it 73 Y
- Da!ed_R.C.' /-_'.:'_! R /2016. ‘ . -')

R ia’

/ .

(Dr M:an Saeeﬂ" A hmer_ )PSP.
1D:smct Police Offi cler,_ B
' Mardan ||

R e I

No. /[314 \=f { / dated Mardan the ;gz gz 016, '*_
. _ Copy for mformanon and necessary acuon 10 - ) {
L | '
1. .:The -AlG/Tnvestigation, Knyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar wlth reference lo
" Office Letier No. 7440/CRC/Inv:, dated 01.07.2016: .
" The Deputy Inspector Generat of Police Mardan Reg:on t, Mardan.
" The S.P Operations, Mardan - o
-The SP/Investigation, Mardan. =~ -
The Pay Officer (DPO)- Mardan ) {
. The EXC’ (DPO)Mardan. i * - Co 1
The OS1 (DPO) Mardan. 1 o ‘

His

"""-"-l—

i t:STED

P V. N
NN Aot

O&W

AT

I -\

. . . . . -
Yy .~ . !
' . o

. -uunluu"-" ety = e

l'No 74’/ ISUKTG, dated .Z ;M r‘mé’ . .

:g. . ‘: .1_

v e e ma




_ Station ] qbbar Mardax- was: foand negl;gent for concealu]g of the facts of the occurrence WFG FIRrN .

¢ o t F e
;. } ‘
' . - a® H \:'-
1 . . ' N ’
. M I' . s * :
Rl : . .'his ordcr \mll dlsposc-o&’ the appc.aL preferred by Ex— ASI Safjad A{hmad hlo e ‘.
1327 : of Mard;an B:stnct Police against the order of District Pohce Ofﬁcer, Mmdan wher,em he )
awarded Major pumshmem of dismissal ﬁ-om semce vide OB No 3052, datfd 20 12 2016

Bnef facts of the case are that ASI Sajjad Khan No. 1327 whlle posted at Pbl liale

419/2015 u/s-302 PEC, ISAA Police étstmn Jabbar; as per the worthy Adqunal Inspector General f
Polics, Investlgatlon, K.hyber Pakhtunihiwa, Peshawar Letter No: '74401‘CRC!Inv dated {1 qum
addressed to the DlStl’lct Police Ofﬁcer, Mardan, whxch was gross mlsconduct on his part and rcnd}e d

" him liable for .minor ! major pumshmcnn He was charge shcetcrll and alsc| .procee: ted agml sty A
departmentally thrOugh Mr. Inam Jan K?nan the then DSPIKmlang, Mardan. T.hc Enquiry Qfficer a! ' -:: :
fulfilling . necessary , process,’ spbrmtted lns ﬁddmgs’ to .the Distriet Polide Oﬁcqr, Mar: SRR
recommendmg him for Major: punlshment “The Dlstnct Police’ Oﬁicer, Mardan agrer Wlth e L
findings of n..nquu'y o‘ﬁcer and the allegec[ .ASI was d}SDJISSCd ﬁ-cfm service. . '_" S 4 AR

* He was called in orderly -oom hald in. thls oﬁicc qn 01.02. 2017 an}! hcard i e .
in person. Smcc d.lsmusal from service is wery hansh th,ereﬂ:re, kc’epmg in view-his poor famnlyjl: SRR

_grdunds, h'lS penalty of dismlssabﬁ'om ,ser.yice lS cony; rted ihto mmor pumshmem of toppnge_ ) :
three mcn‘ements with aécumulative effect. On m—;pstatcment m erv;_pq hs_.,:ls nTnst'errcd -
Nov.shcrq l?xst:r;ct. ;I‘_he _mtsrveumg.peno_d }s treated-as leave: wnthout,psy. S e L ey

ORRERANMDLLCED, ! ) " T, -‘ '
: 1
G 69 "?D ' Dated Mardan the ﬁ%/ 02— inowr. ! ,
= . :
Cooy forwardcd for mfo::mauun and. necessary acnon to the:- . _ _ .
1 D.st;nct pon..e Officer, Mardan Wi 1o his office Mcmq No. SS/LB dated 2401 2017: r;h.g T
- Ser\{me Rscord is ]'cturnl;d hdrwnlh _;‘. . .' f‘:_; L ._:‘. :'... : |
2 'stfnct Pblme Ofﬁccr Nowshcra. RS | WA e K
. ’ . v . --'. :|‘ ' - L ‘-‘: s l.;.t . B b ‘q.. .::‘l:fi:i I'-. - ‘:
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* “' s Bk N 2 .
. I8 : .0 ) . St : ’ l I
RN SR { - AR
R L I SRR
EA 4 JR NP ' —pre T
A ‘ The Inspector Geberal of Pche, B ' o S
ﬁ*' ¥ Khybe' Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar o bt e
7 . . . ¢ . . “f . . .' : : - ‘ - l'-.'. I
.aroughi- . Propcr Channq! i -'_:'-‘ o R I ! o R
‘ .o® RS ' - ' ‘:- 1
- Subject: - - v Mlﬁrﬂ Patition . ;1 % - - l ;
. . - AR BYEL A id 2
. oo : 1 ) . L . .l."". A l‘ | L "
Sir, - . - l . L e e ! L., 7 ! T i
A : .
Wfrh dhe re,spect ! beg to: submlt rhat i was :'l':’.-.r‘r:. {34 from servite by the thvn

Mardan fur cqnc.oaffng o,f facts of case FIR No. 419'

N0.3052 - dated 20-12- 2016 which was, conuertre,ifq_l|

occumulanve effecr by the DIG Mardon Region-1,

15 U'/ 302 rpc ps Jabber v

[v} sroppage ‘of 3 incremen
n vide .h:s ofﬂcel ordgr No. 96

0pe’
e

s

FINR e
Wi, -
9.70es - -+ |

doted: 03-02-2C17, agamrr whach i om going to sybmis thel Rresénr Mercy Perman an the B
foﬂowlng groundsﬁus{rﬂcatfcn for favorab.'e consrda-ramn:l{, : i , l !
i -
1 While serv!ng in Pﬁ Jabber,Mardan District, {1 w procLeded aga!nst deparr il m‘ally CEodd N T -
l H 1 i - L. .- LA
and the Enquiry Officer submrfted his finding men foni g rhere in that the Pohcc Hos. done . ; : . i’a
. t : ! (. . ;b
: nghtly bu{ later on  concecled the facts. oy : L g' ) ‘I Ce
i L A . L
o2 rbve performed e , duties as pef- ru!‘es/!.aw nd ithing was -canceafed } P 1 :
.3 D“e to this "'"P'-‘Q"'—‘d arder, 1 hﬂ\'e put 1o g1 tﬂ m?:u! !oss und my senm:e ! chrbet hos: <. g i
' J st - 5 BRI b ar P
ol‘so beep dnmaged _ TR v .] AR L i AR 04 '
) : : ¢ . -, . RSl TR 2 :": : o \
4. ’ ons no* aware aboutJhe smdpun(shmenr '_d: wcrsjeamr;usr now, therefpre,'ge!qg - % RN I R i)
. . P ) '-’.'.:.._’ " i", JRRNEE :.‘- _._:-_.I
in .submbsion ofMercy Pexiti nmay kind} ' zondongd. ii- ; . -;'_" l. . | o 'i-”-1- S S | R
! HEI SER ] YR i
Therefore, l apprpach ydur gopd $eff to klndfv o pt my Mercy Pet:t:on ana’ ;Jre :ordsr_ kel i I T -
of punlshmer‘r of Stoppagﬂ of 3 Increm nts er ac mrﬁanve effect av.I{grded dy th DIG'_- 8 U Y P e
Marda 1/Req:bn Mardan vide h:s office o er NO. 369 E/Ef dated 03-02 201? mo.r kin lybe ""-) | _.i 1.
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Servnce Appeal No. 342?/2021 titled “Sa_uad Ahmad Vs. Police Deparment”

ORDER
2% Oct. 2024

Kalim Arshad Khan, Chairman‘: Learned counsel for the

g
appellant present.

2. Appellant’s case in brief, as per averments of appeal, is that

he was serving as AS] in the Police Department; that he was booked:

in FIR No.419 dated 16.12.2015 and on the basis of the said FIR,
deparfmental proceedings were initiated which resulied into his
dismissal from service vide order dated 20.12.2016; that agamst 1he
said order, he filed departmental appeal, vide which, the authority
converted the penalty of dismissal from service into minor penalty

of withholding of three annual increments with accumulative effect

by treating the intervening period as leave without pay, vide order "

dated 03.02.2017; that feeling aggrieved of the order dated
03.02.2017, he filed Mercy on 16.02.2021, but the same was
rejected vide order dated 22.12.2020, hence, the instant éervice

appeal.

4.  In the present case, the appellant, who served as an Assistant

'Sub-InSpector (ASI) in the Police Department, contends that he was

dismissed from service following his involvement in FiR No. 419
dated December 16, I2015. The dismissal, enacted on December 20,
2016, prompted the appellant to fllela departmeﬁtal appeal. This
appeal resulted in a modification of the dismissal to a lesser penalty
of withholding three annual increments, with the intervening period

classified as leave without pay, as per the order dated February 3,

3. . Arguments heard. Record perused. V
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2017. Dissatisfied with this decision, thé aﬁpe]lant submittéd a
Mercy petition on February 16, 2021, which was ultiinaiely rejected
o on December 22, 2020. Conseciuentl'y, he has initiated the }:u?rent
ser;rice appeal to_contest'the'actioﬁs _ta_ken agai'nst him.
5. The appellant has not filed any departmentél appeal 2gainst
the order dated 03.02.2017 and-only filed a mcrcy- petition, and fhat
too, even if we consider that as appellate order, is time_ barred as he
'_ ‘has filed the instant service appeal after 69 days after rejection order
dated 22, 12.2020, iln view of Section-4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhkwa
Service Tribunal Act, 1974. The same is reprodu'ced aé under:
‘4. Appeal to Tribunals.— Any civil servant
‘aggrieved by any final order, whether origina! I'or
appellate, made by é.deparrmlenra! authority in respect of
- any of the terms and cc-mdirz‘ons of his service may, within
thirty days of the céinmunicaﬁon of such order to him [ or
wirhfn six months of the establishment of the appropriate
| Trt‘bz;nal, whichever is later,] prefer 'an_aplpeal of the
Tribunal having jurisdiction in tlhe matter.”
6.  Inview of the above, instalnt service appeal, being barred by |
time, is disﬁ‘nissed witﬁ costs. Consign.
7 * Pronounced in open Court at Peshawar and given under our
hands and seal of the Tribunal on this 2* day of October, 2024.

. (F a P#l) (Kalim Arshad Xhan)
*Mutazem Shah* . Memnber (E) ' Chairman
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