
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 637/2018

Date of institution ... 11.05.2018 
Date of judgment ... 13.03.2019

Zahid Iqbal Ex-Constable No. 1377, District Police Bannu
(Appellant)

(VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region Bannu.
3. District Police Officer, Bannu. y.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYRFR
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST
THE ORDER DATED 16.03.2017 PASSED BY RESPONDENT
NO, 1 WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAI. OF THE
APPELLANT FILED AGAINST THE ORDER HATEO
28.01.2011 OF RESPONDENT NO. 2 AND ORDER OATEn
18.12.2010 OF RESPONDENT NO. 3 HAS BEEN REJECTED.
MODIFYING THE PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM
SERVICE INTO REMOVAL FROM SERVIGF.

V

It
Miss. Naila Jan,Advocate.

L Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General
For appellant. 
For respondents.

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI 
MR. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL

.. MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
.. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI. MEMBER: - Appjellant

alongwith counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate

General alongwith Mr. Muhammad Farooq, Inspector (Legal) for the 

respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Brief facts of case as per present service appeal are that the appellant was 

serving in Police Department as Constable. He was imposed major penalty of
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dismissal from service on the allegation of absence from duty by the competent

authority vide order dated 18.12.2010. The appellant filed departmental appeal

on 20.01.2011 which was rejected vide order dated 28.01.2011, the appellant

also filed revision petition before the Inspector General of Police (und^ated) 

which was disposed of vide order dated 16.03.2017 and the penalty of dismissal 

from service was modified into removal from service hence, the present service

appeal on 11.05.2018.

Respondents were summoned who contested the appeal by filing written 

reply/comments.

3.

Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant was 

serving in Police Department. It was further contended that the appellant was 

imposed major penalty of dismissal from service vide order dated 18.1212010 

on the allegation of absence from duty. It was further contended that the 

appellant was ill and due to illness it was beyond the control of the appellW to 

^ perform duty and the copy of medical prescription is also annexed with the 

^ appeal. It was further contended that the impugned order is void being 

'' retrospecitve i.e from the date of absence therefore, limitation does not 

against the void order. It was further contended that neither charge sheet, 

statement of allegation was served upon the appellant nor proper inquiry 

conducted nor the appellant was provided opportunity of personal hearing and 

defence, therefore the impugned order is illegal and liable to be set-aside.

On the other hand, learned Additional Advocate General for the 

respondents opposed the contention of learned counsel for the appellant and 

contended that appellant was serving in Police Department. It was further 

contended that the appellant remained absent from lawful duty without
I

permission of the higher authority. It was further contended that all the codal 

formalities were fulfilled before imposing the major penalty of dismissal from
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service. It was further contended that the appellant was imposed major penalty

of dismissal from service vide order dated 18.12.2010 by the competent

authority under the provision of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service

(Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 and the appellant was required to file 

departmental appeal within fifteen days but he has filed departmental appeal on

20.01.2011 which was rejected on 28.01.2011. It was further contended that the

appellant was required to file service appeal within thirty days from the- date of 

decision of departmental appeal but the appellant has filed the present service 

appeal on 11.05.2018 after more than seven years as the appellant was barred 

under the provision of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special 

Powers) Ordinance, 2000 to file revision petition before the Inspector Genearl 

of Police but the appellant filed revision petition before the Inspector General of 

^ Police therefore, it was contended that the appeal is badly time barred and 

prayed for dismissal of appeal.

Perusal of the record reveals that the appellant was serving in Police 

Department. He was imposed major penalty of dismissal from service vide 

order dated 18.12.2010 on the allegation of absence from lawful duty. The 

record further reveals that departmental inquiry was also conducted against the 

appellant. The inquiry report reveals that the appellant was time and again 

summoned but he did not appear before the inquiry officer therefore, ex-parte 

proceeding was initiated against him. The record further reveals that the
■ j

impugned order was passed on 18.12.2010, the appellant was required to file 

departmental appeal within fifteen days from the date of impugned order but the 

appellant has filed departmenta^'^on 20.01.2011 which was rejecteji 

28.01.2011. The appellant was required to file service appeal within one month 

from the date of decision of departmental appeal dated 28.01.2011 as he 

barred under the provision of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service

on
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(Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 to file revision petition before Inspector

General of Police but he had filed revision petition (undated) before the

Inspector General of Police which was disposed vide order dated 16.03.2017.
I

Same way he had also filed writ petition before the worthy High Court which

was dismissed vide order dated 27.04.2017 and the appellant has filed service 

appeal on 11.05.2018 after a delay of more than seven years after departmental 

appeal decision therefore, present service appeal is badly time barred. Though

the impugned order was passed retrospectively i.e from the date of absence but 

the same was not make impugned order void, reliance is placed on SCMR ,1998

page 1890. As such, without touching the merit of the appeal, the present
i

service appeal is dismissed being time barred. Parties are left to bear their own

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
13.03.2019 rryj-ftA

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

(muha; 3 HAMID MUGHAL) 
MEMBER
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13.03.2019 Appellant alongwith counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Muhammad Farooq, Inspector 

(Legal) for the respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today consisting of four pages placed 

on file, without touching the merit of the appeal, the present service appeal 

is dismissed being time barred. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File 

be consigned to the record room.
Am^QUNCED
13.03.2019

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

o*-

(MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL) 
MEMBER

;
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Miss •Niala .. Jan,, Advocate for appellant ■ and Mr.
* . " p • . , * .

Muhammad-Riaz Painda Khef Asstt. AG for .the respondents ;
■ 'v / ••• ^ ^

present.

Former has submitted power of attorney in the case and 

requests for adjournment as she has been engaged lately. 

Adjourned-to -2'8.01.2019 for arguments before the D.B.- ;

28.11.2018

A

•?I •;

AV 1
I

. Chairman
1

( •
Appellant with counsel present. Mr. Muhammad Jan,

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Farooq, Inspector (Legal) for
, ■ A ' /

respondents present. Counsel for the appellant seeks adjournrhent. 
Adjourned. Case to come up for'arguments on (J^03.2019 before 

D.B.

28.01.2019

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(M. Hamid Mughal) . 
Member

06.03.2019 Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,

Additional AG alongwith Mr. Muhammad Farooq, Inspector (Legal) for the

respondents present. Argumef^r*heard. To come up for order on 13.03.2019

before D.B. A#-'
(M. HAMID MUGHAL)r, 

MEMBER
(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 

MEMBER
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Learned counsel for the appellant present., 
Preliminary arguments heard.

Vide original impugned order dated 18.12.2010 the 
appellant (Ex-constable) was awarded major punishment of 
dismissal form service. Learned counsel for the appellant also 
argued that since the punishment was awarded to the 
appellant with retrospective effect as such the limitation 
would not run against the same.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is 
admitted for regular hearing subject to all legal objections 
including the issue of limitation.

T/he appellant is directed to deposit security and 
process^ fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to 

Proces^s Feo^ , .*the respondents for written reply/comihents. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 13.08.2018 before S.B

30.05.2018

■

:!•

r

Appettanf Deposited
Secui

V
M&^er

i '

13.08.2018 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. 
Kabirullah Khattak AAG alongwith Mr. Asghar Ali, 
Head Constable for respondents present. Written 

reply by respondent submitted. To come up for 

rejoinder and arguments on 15.10.2018 before 

D.B.
*

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

15.10.2018 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabiurllah 

Khattak (earned Additional Advocate General for the respondent 
present. Clerk to counsel for appellant submitted rejoinder which 

is placed on file. Due to general strike of the bar, the 

adjourned. To come up on 28.11.2018 before D.B
case IS

Merhber
f''



Form-A

FORMOFORDERSHEET
Court of

637/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.
\

2 31

\The appeal of Mr. Zahid Iqbal presented today by Mr. 

. Fazal Shah Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order please.

11/05/20181

2- ASi^S )g. This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing 
to be put up there on /os/)€• ■

CHAIRMAN

\
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% before the service tribunal KPK PESHAWAR
V'

Service Appeal Np_^^V_/2018

Zahid Iqbal Appellant

VERSUS

PRO and Others Respondents

INDEX>

S.No Description of Documents Annexure Pages
1. Service appeal with affidavit

—b
2, Copies of Medical chits with applications A

3. Copy of Dismissal Order B

4. Copy of Departmental appeal & Order dated 28- 
01-2011

C& D
3

-r5. Copy of appeal and Order dated 16-03-2017 E&F

6. Wakalat Nama
^3

Dated-:07-05-2018 Through
Faza Mohmand

Advocate, Peshawar

OFFICE:- Cantonment Plaza Flat 3/B Khyber Bazar Peshawar Cell# 030 7 8804841 

Email;- fazalshahmohmand@Qmail.com

mailto:fazalshahmohmand@Qmail.com
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^ pEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No ^37 /2018

Khybcr PaRbtiikhw^ 
Ser vittc Ti'ibiiitit}

I>iai-y No.

Zahid Iqbal Ex Constable No 1377, District Police Bannu,
Oatvd—o

Appellant

V E R S U S

1. Provincial Police Officer, KPK Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region Bannu.
3. District Police Officer, Bannu.

Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT 1974
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 16-03-2017 PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO 1 WHERE BY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT FILED AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 28-01-2011 OF
REPSONDENT NO 2 AND ORDER DATED 18-12-2010 OF
RESPONDENT NO 3 HAS BEEN REJECTED. MODIFYING THE
PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE INTO REMOVAL FROM
SERVICE.

PRAYER:-

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated 16-03- 

2017 of respondent No 1 may kindly be set aside and the 

appellant may kindly be ordered to be reinstated in service with 
all back benefits.

\

Respectfully Submitted:-

1. That the appellant was appointed as Constable in District Police 

Bannu on 15-07-2009 and since recruitment he performed his duties 

'*1 honesty and full devotion and to the entire satisfaction of his
^ ^ “ sxjperior Officers.

2. That the appellant while posted to Police Lines became ill and 

unable to have performed his duties, therefore visited the Medical 
Officer time and again, who advised him medicines with bed rest

was



'S regarding which he duly informed respondent No 3 vide application 

dated 25-08-2010 and even reported for duty after being declared fit. 
(Copies of Medical Certificates with applications 

enclosed as Annexure A).
are

3. That after recovery, the appellant reported for duty but was told that 
he has been dismissed from service by respondent No 3 vide order 

dated 18-12-2010. (Copy of order is enclosed as Annexure B).

4. That the appellant preferred departmental appeal before respondent 
No 2 on 20-01-2011 which was rejected vide Order dated 28-01- 

2011. (Copy of appeal and order is enclosed as Annexure C &
D).

5. That there after the appellant filed appeal Under Section 11-A of 
Police Rules 1975 before respondent No 1 and consequently the 

penalty of dismissal from service was modified into that of removal 
from service vide Order dated 16-03-2017, copy of which was 

obtained by the appellant on 12-04-2018. (Copy of Appeal and 

order dated 16-03-2017 is enclosed as Annexure E & F).

6. That the impugned Order dated 16-03-2017 of respondent No 1 is 

against the law, facts and principles of justice on grounds inter-alia as 
follows:-

GROUNDS:-

A. That the impugned order is illegal and void ab initio.

B. That the appellant has not been treated according to law and rules 

and respondents have badly violated the procedure set forth by the 
law and rules.

C. That no charge sheet and Show Cau$e notice were communicated to 

the appellant.
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D. That no inquiry was conducted in the matter to have found out the 

true facts and circumstances.

E. That no proceedings as set forth in law of the time were adopted and 

no publication was made to fulfill the requirements of law.

F. That exparte action has been taken against the appellant and he has 

been, condemned unheard in violation of the principles of natural 
justice.

G.That even the impugned order original order is void being passed 

with retrospective effect in which case no limitation runs:

H. That the appellant was not afforded opportunity of personal hearing 

nor ever it was tried to find out the true facts and circumstances, the 

impugned order is as such liable to be struck down.

I. That even otherwise the absence was not willful and deliberate rather 

the same was because of circumstances compelling in nature and 

were beyond the control of the appellant as well.

J. That no loss has been caused to any one and the penalty is harsh as 

in case of absence, treating the period as without pay would serve 

the ends of justice.

K. That the appellant did nothing that would amount to misconduct and 

he has been awarded major penalty in violation of law, rules and 

dictums of the superior Courts.

L. That the impugned order is defective and as such not maintainable in 

the eyes of law.



.T'..

M.That the appellant is jobless since his illegal dismissal/removal from 

service.

It is therefore prayed that appeal of the appellant may 

kindly be accepted as prayed for.

Any other relief not specifically asked for and deemed 

appropriate in the circumstances of the case may also be 

granted in favor of the appellant.

pellant
Dated-:07-05-2018 Throu

Fazal snalr ohmand

Advocate, Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT
I, Zahid Iqbal Ex Constable No 1377, District Police Bannu, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this Appeal are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has 

been concealed from this honorable Tribunal.

Identified by ^ D EITO N E N T

Fazal Sha mand i
Advocate Peshawar.



- ^ -
W---- ' <1 ■

^ BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No /2018

Zahid Iqbal Appellant

VERS U S

PPO and Others Respondents.

Application for the condonationof delay if any.

Respectfully submitted:-

1. That the accompanying appeal is being filed today in which no date of 
hearing has been fixed so far.

2. That the grounds of appeal may be considered as integral part of this 
application.

3. That the impugned order being void abinitio, Illegal and time factor 
becomes irrelevant in such cases, furthermore copy of impugned 
order was obtained by the appellant on 12-04-2018 and the appeal is 
as such within time.

4. That the law as well as the dictums of the superior Courts also favors 
decisions of cases on merit.

It ,is therefore prayed that on acceptance of this 

application, the delay if any in filing of appeal may kindly be 

condoned.

Dated:-07-05-2018

Through

Fazal Shah Mohmand, 
Advocate, Peshawar
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AFFIDAVIT
I, Zahid Iqbal Ex Constable No 1377, District Police Bannu, do hereby 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the contents of this Application 

-are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

has been concealed from this honorable Tribunal.

Identifi

Fazal dhmand

Advocate Peshawar
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Opposite Gate No.1 2nd Floor 
D.H.Q Hospital Bannu 

Phone: 0928-615386:ilNICAL LABORATORY

Patient's Name;----------- ^--------- C/ /
Age:

xM/*C// .Lab. No. DateReferred by Dr.

IMMUNOLOGY
RESULTTESTRESULTTEST

Blood Group (ABo) ZWR/Kahn Test
7Rheuses Positive / NegativeV.D.R.L

ZRh GenotypeRheumatiod Factor
7Rh PhenotypeCasoni Test

Widal TestMontoux Test
ToBlood for T.B
THT-l IgM

T-2 IgG
t/AHBlood for Typhodat

BHT-1 IgM
H. PyloryT-2 IgG
Brucella ABROTUSBlood for MycodatTest
MELITENSIST.P.H.A. Test
L.E. Factor / CellToxoplasma Test .

Pregnancy Test L.D. Bodies
Australia Antigen:(HB8Ag)

Anti aN.A.HBE Ag
H.C.V

Blood for Trophonine iC TestH.I.V
/J^MALARIAL PARASITE

A.S.O. Titre (N. upto.t.:..;200 iu/l)

Sign^ure

I
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OXJU HEMATOLOGY

CLINICAL LABORATORY a^p
Opposite Gate No.1 2nd Floor 

D.H.Q Hospital Barinu Phone : 0928-615386

SPECIMEN

LAB. NO :

2)

5; / 6^/ ///PATIE 

REF.BY:%R.
AGE & SEX - •• •cTAA DATE:

TEST RESULT NORMAL D.I.Co t.

M. 14—. 
F. 12---- %

□ HB •~17Gm/% □ POLYMORPHS-15
^O TLC 4000. C5 2^ %•10000 □ LYMPHOCYTES

M. 0mm. Aftel-
1st. Hour

10□ ESR
20 □ MONOCYUTES %F. 0

□ PLT /mm^ 150------ ^0X10^
%□ EOSINOPHILS

M. 4.S 
F. 4.5 -□ RBC ■6.0M/mm^ □ BASOPHILS %•5.5
M. 40 ■54□ PCV □ MYELOBLASTS% %F.37 -47

□ MCV fl. 77- ■93 □ PROMYELOCTYES %
□ HCH 27------------- 32Pg □ MYELOCYTES %
□ MCHC % □ METAMYELOCYTES31 •35 %

Adults 0.5------ 2
Infants 2-

□ RETICS '% □ BAND CELLS•5 %
□ B.T. J-. NORMOBLASTS

^NUCLEATEORBCSsMIN. 9 /10CWBC
□ C.T . MIN. 5. RBC MORPHOLOGY ) 

NORMOCYTIC NORMOCHROMIC

■11

□ Partial Thromboplastine Time 30-------- --------45 □SEC.

° PROTHROMBIN Time 11------------------1515 SEC. □ HYPOCHROMIA

□ PROTHROMNBIN (Control) SEC. □ MICROCYTOSIS

□ MALARIAL PARASITE O MACROCYTOSIS

BLOOD
GROUP

ABO RH a ANISICYTOSIS

□ POIKILOCYTOSIS

□ TARGET CELLS
Commenfs: % 

Sign^titfe
A
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CLINICAL LABORATORY
Opposite Gate No.1 2nd Floor D.H.Q Hospital Bannu 

Phone : 0928-615386

( ) U> / M/ / No.^Name

BIOCHEMISTRY
Referred by Dr:

TEST Units RESULT Normal RangeNormal RangeRESULTUnitsTEST
7 CARDIAC ENZYMES76-110mg/dl •Glucose F

7mg/dl u/l MO*37 FO-31SCOT (As T)Glucose R 110-180
u/l M15.130 F15-110HEPATIC PROFILE CPK
u/t0-1.0 0.25CK MBmg/dlBillirubin Total
u/l 105-3150.0.25 LDHmg/dlBillirubin Direct '
u/l 2-8MO-43 FO-36 AldolaseSGPT (ALT) u/l

ATHEROGENIC MARKERSMO-37 FO-31u/lSCOT (AST)
M. 80-30G
F. 65*306 
Child t-io to 64S

500-800.mg/dlTotal LipidsAlkaline Phosphatase u/l
70-150mg/dlTriglyceridesM11-50 F7.32u/lGamma GT
100-220Total Cholesterol mg/dlG/dl 6.6-8.7Total Proteins
M35-55 F45-65mg/dlHDLG/dl 3.8-4.4Albumin
Less than 150mg/dlLDLG/dlGlobulin 1.8-3.6

mg/dl Less than 550B. LipoproteinsA/G Ratio 1.1-2.2
RENAL PROFILE THYROID PR OFILE

0.8-1.6T3 Mcq/dl10.50mg/dlUrea
Mcq/dlmg/dl T4 5.0-11.55-24BUN
u/lCreatinine TSHmg/dl 0.5400.6-1.2

MISCELLANEOUSml/min 70.110Creatinine Clearance
8.1-10.4mg/dl •M3.4-7.0 F2.4-5.7 Calcium mg/dlUric Acid (Urates)

nig/diPhosphorus 3.04.'5 ■ELECTRO LYTES
Megnesium mg/dl136-149 1.5-2.0mEq/lSodium
Lithium mEq/dl3.8-5.2mEq/lPotassium
Iron98.107 mcg/dlmEq/l 60-160Chloride
TIBC25-29 mcg/dlmEq/l 240410Bicarbonate
Acid PhosphatasePANCREATIC. INJURY u/l 4.0-13.5

u/lAmylase INR0.220/

Remarks

i ^
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i-,

\ /



>

^XJX^ Opposite Gate No.1 2nd Floor 

Dit.Q Hospital Bannu 

Phone:0928-615386CLINICAL lABORATORY

Age: Sex:Patient’s Name 

Referred by Dr. v > Lab. No. Date O2

IMMUNOLOGY
RESULT TEST RESULTTEST

7 Blood Group (ABo)WR/KahnTest /
7Rheuses Positive / NegativeV.D.R.L.

ZRh GenotypeRheumatiod Factor
Rh PhenotypeCasoni Test
Widal TestMontoux Test

6/^ToBlood forT.B
THT-1 IgM

T-2 IgG
//^ -pBlood for Typhodat AH
//2^BHT-1 IgM

H. PyloryT-? IgG
Blood for Mycodat Test Brucella ABROTUS

MELITENSiST.P.H.A. Test
ToxoplasmaTest L.E. Factor/Cell

L.D. BodiesPregnancy Test
Australia Antigen (HBs^Ag)
HBE Ag Anti D.N.A.
H.C.V
H.I.V ______ Blood for TrophonIne IC Test

Af c7 7MALARIAL PARASITE
A.S.O. Titre (N. upto.... ;200 lu/l) CX
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CLINICAL LABORATORY 'I

Opposite Gate:No.1 2nd Floor D.H.Q Hospital Bannu 
' Phone : 0928-615386 i

: />
y I-'- I

) up/ y/ AgeNo.AName . ( .
'6 !

:X'4/9 // pDateReferred by Dr:.

BIOCHEMISTRY
Units RESULT Normal RangeTESTNormal RangeRESULTUnitsTEST

CARDIAC ENZYMES76-110mg/dlGlucose F
MO-37 FO-31u/lSPOT (As T)mg/dlGlucose R 110-180

cpK ; M15-130 F15-110u/lHEPATIC PROFILE
u/l 0.25CKMB0-1.0mg/dlBillirubin Total
u/I 105-315LDH '0.0.25Billirubin Direct mg/dl ■ dy
u/l 2-8AldolaseMO-43 FO-36u/lSGPT (ALT)

ATHEROGENIC MARKERSMO-37 FO-31u/lSCOT (AST)
500-800M. S0-306

F. 65-306 
ChllU

mg/dlTotal Lipidsu/lAlkaline Phosphatase UD to 645

70-150mg/dlTriglyceridesM11-50 F7-32u/lGamma GT
100-220Total Cholesterol mg/dl6.6-8.7G/dlTotal Proteins
M35-55 F45-65mg/dlHDL3.8-4.4G/dlAlbumin
Less than 150rLDL mg/dl1.8-3.6G/dlGlobulin • 1 *

Less than 550mg/dlB. Lipoproteins1.1-2.2A/G Ratio
THYROID PROFILE

Mcq/dl
LERENAL PROF

0.8-1.610.5,0^ T3 ■mg/dlUrea V
5.0-11.5Mcq/dlT45-24 .mg/dl

u/lTSH 0.5-40Creatinine 0,6-1.2mg/dl
MISCELLANEOUSml/min 70.110Creatinine Clearance

8.1-10.4mg/dlCalciummg/dlUric Acid (Urates) M3.4-7.0 F2.4-5.7
3.0-4.5mg/dlPhosphorusELECTRO LYTES
1.5-2.0Megnesium mg/dl136-149mEq/lSodium

Lithium mEq/dl3.8-5.2Potassium mEq/l
60-160Iron mcg/dl98.107mEq/lChloride

TIBC 240-4101mcg/dl25-29mEq/lBicarbonate
Acid Phosphatase u/l 4.0-13.5 9PANCREATIC INJURY
INR iu/lAmylase 0.220

■ ‘.-r

Remarks

! • j
t
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G^XJIU
CLINICAL LABORATORYI

Opposite Gate No.1 2nd Floor D.H.Q Hospital Bannu 
Phone:0928-615386

I
«

»
// No./Name___

dr -^7
Referred by Dr:

BIOCHEMISTRY
Units RESULT Normal RangeTESTNormal RangeRESULTUnitsTEST

CARDIAC ENZYMES
SGOT (As T)

/ 76-110mg/dlGlucose F MO-37 FQ-31u/l•/ 110-180mg/dlGlucose R / M15-13QF15-110u/l/ CPKhepatic PROFI1.E 0,25u/lCKMB0-1.0mg/dlBillirubin Total 
Billirubin Direct

105-315u/lLDH0.0.25mg/dl
2-8u/IAldolaseM043 FO-36u/ISGPT (ALT)

atherogenic markers iMO-37 FO-31u/lSGOT (AST) 
Alkaline Phosphatase 
Gamma GT

500-800mg/dlM 80-306
F. 65-306 
rri-iiici uo to 64-5

Total Lipids//ru/l 70-150mg/dlTriglycerides
Total Cholesterol

Mil-50 F7-32u/l \ 100-220mg/dl6.6-8.7G/dlTotal Proteins M35-55 F45-65mg/dl
mg/dl

HDL3.8-4.4G/dlAlbumin Less than 150LDL1.8-3.6G/d!Globulin Less than 550mg/dl
THYROID PROFILE

Mcq/dl

B. Lipoproteins1.1-2.2A/G Ratio
RENAL PROFILE 0.8-1.6T310.50mg/dlUrea 5.0-11.5Mcq/dlT45-24 Img/d)BUN 0.540u/lTSH0.6-1.2mg/dlCreatinine

MISCELLANEOUS70.110ml/minCreatinine Clearance 
Uric Acid (Urates)

8.1-10.4mg/dlCalciumM3.4-7.0 F2,4-5.7mg/dl
3.04.5mg/dlPhosphorus 1ELECTRO LYTES 1.5-2.0mg/dlMegnesium136-149mEq/lSodium

mEq/dlLithium3.8-5.2mEq/lPotassium
60-160mcg/dlIron98.107mEq/lChloride 240-410mcg/dlTIBC25-29mEq/lBicarbonate T 4.0-13.5u/lAcid PhosphatasePANCREATIC INJURY

INR0.220u/lAmylase /

Remarks

.4-

r

Signature
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I ORDER;

;My this order wili-: disnose r,rr ^ ■
initiated a^st constable 7' b4 r ' ‘^<=P^ental r,

bamst constable Zahid Iqbal-No. 1377 while'
Line, thatillje deliberate!

■27 dated 2

;■

■ proceed!

Resultantly he '

t ■ ■

■ ;.•

no.
dated 31-05 57

I >
was .'proceeded departmentaliy underT- 2000 and 'c er RSO;
_ comprising of DSP/HQ and 

{Enquiiy committee) conducted' the 
major punishment'. Finally, Ih^ 

him through the local'

•partmental committee c6; 
itcd whowas constit’

enquiry an^ . 
cause notice wak'- '

recommende 
serVed

i for-1:
upon 

• personal hes of •
avail tire san

—t. n ts:
r= "»"o:
' from the date ofiabsence wiZ"

' the power I v( 
Power) Orciirl
dismissal from of-

- immediate effect.. 
District jkj

PB No. d
Dated /

\ k /2010
•;

lice Officer, i.

BaunuNo. . / dated Bannu, the - tt
-.;i : /2010.Cc(hy to: : •. ; :>1 irt . j

h.J1. ;Phe .SHO PS

1 a copy on PS record; i:*; i -

•i
deli ■'Mr

■ke4 Also
I

2. ■-Th^ 1
!-■

3. : is
> •■ I ;! V/,- . r I ■ i ; • M■■ n ■ ;

' ■ i- I- ]f f '•I ■t( r !
.t' I'k
1);
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POIJCE DEPTT: HANNli l^ECiON.

ORDER.

My this-order will disposed off the departmental appeal in r-'o l-x- 
Recruit Constable Zahid Iqbal No.1377 of Operation Staff Bannu against the order 
of DPO/Bannu by virtue of which, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal 
from service from the date, of absence by DPO/Bannu-vide 0.3 No. 1360 dated 

. 18.12.201 0 for committing of the following omissions:- ' .

Recruit Constable ZaiiidJqbal 'No.l377- while posted to Police 
IBannu that he 'oevo-delibcrately ab.sentcd hirnsclflrom Govl: duty vide Daily Oaiiy Nu.37 
daied'29.05,2010 without any leave or proper permission pfthc competent auli-ioni\-.

Resultantly he was proceeded departmental under RSO. 2000 
departmental Committee comprisiitg of DSlVHQr: and R1 Police.Lines, Bamvj \v.:;s 
constituted who (Inquiiy Committee) conducted the inquii-y and recommended for 
major punishment. Finally show cause notice was served upon him through the 
local Police of PS, City, Opportunity of personal hearing vva,s affoi'ded to the 
defaulter constable but he did not avail the same.

l.incs.

The services of the said I'ccruit constable were’less then three \cars 
. and he proved himself as inefficient Police official in the very initial stages of iVi.s 
t service, which is crystal clear from the'above facts. ■ . ' . ' '

The petitioner has flld the present appeal against the order dated 
18.12.2010 of DPO/Bannu. Record perused. Therc-is no pixwision of appeal under' • 
Police Rules 12-21 and the view taken by DP/Bai^nu is in consonance wiili law- 

^ /rules. Flence. appeal is rejected.

Order announced.
.

(IFTIKI-IAR KHAN)
P.S.P.

Tj^'cgional Police Officer, 
^Bannu Region, Bannu.

^ ' /ZGTl;

/.

No;:,- - /EC, dated Banhu, the c-|• t

Copy _ to District Police Officer'; Bamfu . fpf .'jnformation and .'i
nec'essaiy action.

\(IFtllCHAR/KHAN)

licgio.nn hPpf c:c Ofi'iccr, 
B a n n u, e g ion; B a n n u.

A

B



To:- The Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

,y Subject:- PETITION UNDER RULE lUA^ OF POLICE RULE f975
(AMENDED 2014^

Respected Sir,

With due respect and humble submission appellant submits petition for 

revival and survival of the lost service on the following facts and grounds:-

FACTS:-

1. That appellant was enlisted in Police department as constable and was 

posted in Police Lines Bannu. Appellant suffered from chronic disease 

which did not allow appellant to join duties.

That petitioner remained under treatment of authorized medical officer 

of District Headquarters Hospital Bannu and the authorities wrongly 

marked petitioner as absent from duty. Copies of the relevant treatment 
documents are enclosed.

That the elders of the petitioner always stressed treatment than joining 

duties but the department took ex-parte action against petitioner. 

Petitioner was never associated in the departmental proceedings and the 

entire proceedings were carried out at the back of petitioner.

That neither charge sheet nor show cause notice was served on 

petitioner. The petitioner was completely condemned unheard.

That petitioner was dismissed from service vide order bearing OB No. 

1360 dated 18.12.2010 of District Police Officer, Bannu and similarly 

the Regional Police Officer Bannu rejected the departmental appeal of 

, appellant vide order dated 28.01.2011.

That presently petitioner is quite fit for job therefore, approach your 

good office for reinstatement in service on the following grounds.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

GROUNDS:-

A. That the impugned Orders have been passed against the law and rules 

governing the subject matter. Petitioner was proceeded against 

departmentally on the charges of absence from duty despite the fact the 

authorities were in picture that petitioner was suffering from chronic 

disease. The authorities instead of managing treatment of petitioner 

issued dismissal from service order of petitioner.

That the order passed by Regional Police Officer Bannu in departmental 

appeal of petitioner is against the facts and record as the District Police

m
f.

B.

bi ' 'j
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\ Officer Bannu had dismissed the petitioner from service on charges of 

absence from duty while Regional Police Officer Bannu has laid down in 

the impugned order the no appeal lies against the order passed under 

Police Rule 12.21 while the order of District Police Officer was not 

passed under the said rules as petitioner was dismissed from service 

while according to the said rules if there are no prospects of Police 

officers of becoming good Police officers during three years of joining 

service than such Police officers shall be discharged from service. The 

orders of the District Police Officer Bannu and Regional Police Officer 

Bannu are contradictory to each other on facts and grounds advanced for 

doing away with the service of petitioner.

That the impugned orders are outcome of ex-parte proceedings therefore, 
the orders are not sustainable and worth set-aside.

That petitioner belongs to poor family and spent the hard earned money 

of parents on his treatment therefore, reinstatement of petitioner for 

running the own and members of the family life boat.

That the lower authorities did not consider the illness of petitioner. The 

alleged absence of duty was not deliberate but inevitable.

It is therefore, requested that the impugned order may be aside 

and petitioners may be reinstated in service with back benefits.

-f

C.

D.

E.

Yours sincerely

Zahid Iqbal 
Ex-coristable No. 1377 

District Bannu

AT"
%

-■i
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^ OrFICK OFTIIK
INSFECTOK GENEl^L OF POLICF 

KIlYliER FAKIITUNKIIWA 
f KIN I KAI. rOl.ICK OFFH I.. 

I’F.SJIAWAK.

‘ V

/ ^ fO^IlKWl.No. S/ /7^/ /17, (latcU l'csli:i»ai' Hu-

ORDER
I'hiu order is hereby passed lo dispose ordcparimenlal appeal uiiUeTiKulc i I-A of Khyher

T' •
rakiminkhwa Police RuIc-1975 submitted by E^-CollSlablc Zahid Iqbal No. 1377. The 
appellant was awarded punishment of dismissal from Service by DPO. Dannu vide OB No. 
1360, dated 18.12.2010, on charges of absence for a period of 06 months and 28 days.

— I ^ - j,
Me preferred appeal before the RPO, Bannu which was filed vide order No. 143/l-C. 

dated 28.01.2011. Mis appeal was also rejected by CPO vide memo; No. 1724/L.cgal. dated 
I'1.(J5.20I5. No. 3l2SO/l-.-n, dated 23.02.2013 and order laidsi: 8/707-1/10, dated

23.11.2016.
■

Meeting of Appeal Board w'as held on 10.03.2017, wherein the appellant was heard in 
person. On c.saminalion of rcconi, it revealed that the impugned order of dismissal from 
was

serx'iec
passed vide order dated 18.12.2010 and his departmental appeal was rejected \ ide order 

dated 28.01.2011 as well as CPO vide Memo: No. I 724/r.cgal. dated 14.05,2012. Mis appeal 
filed by Appellate Board in CPO vide order l-ndst: No. .8/7674/16, dated 2.'. I 1,2016.

was

I here is no concept ot successive appeals in disciplinary rules..'fherefore. his petition is 
hereby rejected. “

However, the Board.decided that penalty of dismissal from service is modified into 
remo\al Iroin scr\'icc in the interest ol his suitability for future service in any other department. 

This order is issued with approval by the Competent Authority.

(iNA.ir,FB.l>RrUiin.MAN) 
AIG / Esiablisjiinent,

For Inspector GeheVal of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.

No. ,8/
Copy of above is’l'orw-arded for information and nccessar^acfioiTto lhe>

1. Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Ban u.
2. District Police Officer, Bannu.’*
3. PSO to IGP/KJiybcr Pakhtunkhwa. CPO Pesf
4. PRO lo IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Pes
5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. PA to DIG/I lQrs: Khvber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar.
7. PA lo AIG / Legal. CPO.
8. Office Supdt; E-IV, CPO,'Peshawar.
9. i/C Central Registry Ceil, (CRC). CPO.

nno

awar.
awar.

IIII UkA Dili 20l7.Aupc<lit)>il(n(iOvLi.i in-tiJj oKerj rejected JOI7 ijue»

/
t ■
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72015

CO I
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(

Writ Petition No..

Muhammad Iqbal I'Gsident of house No.232/CB^4i'’^:f.^':^^^-Zahid Iqbal S/o 
Mullah Rab Nawaz, Railway road, BaiO^u city.

PETITIONER

Versus

Provincial Police Officer/Inspector General of Police 
KPK, Peshawar.

1.

• D.I.G Bamru Range, Bannu.2.

3. . D;P.0 Bannu.
respondants

[

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 199 OF THE CONSTITUION 
OF TSI.AMIC"REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN, 1973 FOR SETTING 
aside THE DI5MI5SAT. ORDER DATED 18U2-2015 OF D.P.O 

RE. BEDECLARED AGAINST LAW VOID, 
WITHOUT 1URI5DICTION AND INEFFECTIVE

:'

BANNU AND
ARBITRARY,
UPON THE..RTGHT OF PETITIONER

PRAYER: -

of instant writ petition, the impugnedOn acceptance
■ dismissal order of petitioner from service may very kindly be set 

aside and the respondents may very kindly be directed to reinstate 
service of petitioner with all its back benefit to meet the ends of
justice.

BRIEF FACTS:-

■ That in the year, 2009, certain posts of police constables 

advertised and I accordingly applied, whereby I

were1. .
was

enlisted as Police constable and number 1377 pertaining to
and after that I had

AA 2 ■»

District Bannu was issued in my 

attended the recruitment training for six

name
months and/j

thereafter I became severe ill due to jaundice disease.

That during the training after six months, when petitioner 

became severely ill due to the said disease petitioner 

submitted various application as well as verbal requests to

j.* "2'': . •;
.-1

■I upj

SP­AT T FA•■■■; U '.U' I
■ rac"

SrIMifr-' -I t'

EX'uMr;’..

f.1 , - V,
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the high-ups of Hangu Training school, but the petitioner 

was told that during the training there is no such provision 

to allow' you to leave the training for private as well as 

official medical treatment from the hospital, due to which 

the petitioner was constrained to discontinue the training 

and treated himself at DHQ hospital Bannu (Photo copies of 

prescriptions chit including laboratory results and other 

documents in respect of'treatmenOof petitioner are annexed 

as annexure "A”, consisting of 36 pages).

A

I

!

f

!

f

the basis of some baldThat the respondent No.3 

allegations issued show-cause notice dated 26-08-2010, to the

on•3,
!

;
petitioner to which the petitioner submitted proper reply. 

(Photo copies of the show-cause notice- )*> annexure

)•as "B”

That, without receiving written reply of the petitioner and 

giving opportunity of personal hearing, by dint of order 

issued by respondent No, 3 vide his office letter No.l360 

dated 18-12-2010, as impugned hereby, straight away the 

dismissal order was issued (Photo copy of order dated 

18.12.2010 is aimexure

4.

That thereafter the petitioner filed an appeal before the5.
spondent No.2 against the order dated 18.12.2010 of D.P.O 

Bknnu but without hearing and giving any opportunity to
dismissed with the

:7 • re
r ..

the petitioner, the appeal was / •
I observation that no appeal lies against dismissal order » r O'

(Photo copy of the appeal and order dated 28-01-2011 

,"£")■

That,being dissatisfied with the orders of respondents No.2 

& 3 the petitioner also went in appeal before the Inspector 

“"■Geireral Khyber Pukhtunkhwa, but the same was also 

—dismissed being un-heard, by repeating the observations of

6.

:
i!)

1;
ii
■•i

1 hi '
'i

n .1?1
1



{
/1

/
■

.1

respondents No.2 & 3. (Photo copies of the appeal and order 

are annexed herewith as annexure & "Qj'respective!;^.

That while the petitioner was under treatment an inquiry 

was initiated in which the petitioner was exonerated and 

was once again recommended for recruitment training at 

. Noshehra Police Station Centre being supervised by the 

Army personnel and. the petitioner was accordingly 

proceeded for training but during the said period, a show 

cause- notice was issued by the respondent No.3 and was ■

subsequently dismissed by him and thus the recruitment
T'-training was left un-attended by tlVe petitioner.

7.

:
I
:

:

That the petitioner feeling aggrieved from impugned

and.
8.

discriminatory action contrary to Law and Rules 

omission on the part of respondents No,3 dated 18.12.2010

seeking redressing of his grievance before this Honorable 

Court inter-alia on the following grounds;

GROUNDS

That the act and omission on the part of respondents 

particularly respondent No, 3 while dismissing the petitioner 

/ from his service, is against the spirit of principles governing the 

public/civil service as well as police rules and thereby have 

' caused grave miscarriage of justice.

1.

/

That while dismissing the petitioner from his service, without 

giving an opportunity of personal hearing to the petitioner, is 

against the principle of nudi ulter partem and is also violative of 

•• Articles 4 and 25 of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan,

2.

1973:

That the petitioner has been discriminated and victimized 

apparently due to extraneous and political influence and \
A'V SJ M g

ft

\
'•*



■

r

without any lawful justification, withholding and ignoring law, 

rules and good governance by dismissing the ftetitioner to be 

effort not only on the basis of political motivation but to 

frustrate the rights of the petitioner accredited duly by the 

constitution, law.

f an

I

i

That the petitioner is duly qualified, nothing to the adversity 

of the petitioner is available with the respondents to restrain
4,■|3l

the petitioner from performance of active duty or for that

lawful

r*1 &

purpose to dismiss the petitioner without any 

jurisdiction but under political and extraneous influence.
li

i

That the counsel for the petitioner may graciously be allowed 

■ to raise additional, grounds and records, as the case may be, 

during the course of arguments, if needed.

5.

0ii!
That the petitioner has left with no other officious alternate 

and speedy remedy except to invoke the constitutional 

jurisdiction of this Honorable court.

6;
1;
I
i

I

i

It is therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

Writ petition, the impugned dismissal order of the petitioner 

may very kindly be set aside and the respondents may very 

kindly be directed to re-instate service of petitioner with all 

its back benefit to'meet the ends of justice.

1

i

1

Petitioner 
.Through counsel.

■ Dated: 07-12-2015.

.7
C.mr•s

a ■

Fakhar-Ud-Din . Shah, 
court of 

at Bannu)

Syed
Adcate Supreme 
Pakistan, (stationed. ^

S'
?i :

Vi
Noor Zada KKai
Advocate High

.Xr
a:

■ /
i
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/<JUDGMENT SHEET
IN THE PESHAWAR HIGH COIMY, / >'r 

BANNU BENCH I

j \-5'
\o

(Judicial DepcirlmenI)
ic\

W.P.No.685-B/2m^

JUDGMENT
; i

;■

■ Dale of hearing; 24.4.2Qn;.i

■ Appeliaiu-pelilioner

—/jLsi^(f—2.ada h^UyJUA. _ __

/Respondent / /
/

/ / / /- / -7 7

UAZ ANWAR, J.- Through this writ petition filed

under Article 199 of the Constitution of Islamic

Republic of Pakistan, 1973, petitioner Zahid Iqbal

seeks the following prayer;

‘7/ is, therefore, humbly prayed that 

acceptance of this writ petition, 

impugned dismissal order of the petitioner 

may very kindly be set aside and the 

respondents may very kindly be directed to 

re-instate ' service ^f petitioner will all its 

back benefit to meet the ends of justice.

onr

the - -

!

2.'' • In the year 2009, certain posts of policc-

Constables were advertisement. The petitioner applied

Jinraih'*
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and- accordingly he was enlisted as Police Constable.
.

1377 number of District Bannu was issued to him and •
;

. thereafter he attended the recruitment training for six.1 .

i
months but then he became ill due to jaundice disease.

i

■ He submitted applications as well as made verbal

requests to the high-ups to exempt the petitioner from

the training on medical ground but they refused,

. . therefore, he could not continue the training. The

respondent No.3, issued show-cause notice dated
/

26.8.2010 to the petitioner to which he submitted his

reply but without receiving written reply and giving

opportunity of personal hearing, the respondent No.3,

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service to

the petitioner vide order bearing OB No.1360 dated
. : .A

X
18.12.2010. The petitioner filed appeal to respondent

No.2 but the same was dismissed vide order dated

' 28.01.2011 and thereafter he filed another appeal to

Inspector General, IChyber Pakhtunkhwa and the same

also dismissed, therefo(^e, he approached this Courtwas

filing the instant writ petition.1

■ lllll lliv" ■

vV: rtv. n ('■>rxO,

1



U - 3 -\
- y

( of learned counsel lor. the'h--' Arguments3
N^!

and available recordpetitioner heard in motion
;]

i.

perused.

The petitioner was removed from service vide4.!
i it

’1
order dated l'8.12.2010 under IChyber Pakhtunkhwa,: ; !

;
Removal From Services (Special Power) Ordinance,

also dismissed. He then2000. His appeal was

5
approached the Department by filing mercy petition.I

!

also filed vide letter dated 14.5.2012. ThisSame was
;

■ ; ' writ petition has been filed after about three (03) years
\

i . of the rejection of his appeal.

Admittedly the petitioner was a civil seivant5.

I
of Section 2 of Khyber, : within the meaning

Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act, 1973. At the relevant * f~/-

rj.
time he had the remedy to seek his grievances fiom the

Services Tribunal under Section 10 of the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa, Removal From Services (Special

2000 but he failed to avail thePower) Ordinance,

The jurisdiction of this Court has beeri' expressly) ; same.

excluded under Article 212 of the Constitution of!

it
1^ ■ 0•T .Intran/*
‘i

-•■St
' ■
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Islamic Republic of PakistDn, 1973. Besides, Section

10 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Removal From

Services (Special Power) Ordinance, 2000 was given

overriding effect as any order under Section 9 of thei

‘
I
I

said Ordinance can be challenged before the Servicesi

Tribunal. This being the case, the writ petition is held

not maintainable, therefore, the same is dismissed
(
1

accordingly.

ffigtljusttce Jshtlaa Ibrahimi

Announced.!
Dl:24.4.20l7.

Sd/'Mi-lissfelazAava;.

/

CSRTfriGO TO ^ TRUE COPY

£>;3:i‘ilner
PeghavkCt Higi; Ccurt Br.nnu Bench 
Aatho'iriu-ci tinder Article 87 o4 

Oanun-o-Shehadat Order
I

I

I

Imran '*

/
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MFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PI

PESHAWARa

tf.W.F

ESSwrf^

casa^

Service Appeal No. /2012v • ••

Luqman Khan, Ex-Constable No. 1423, 
District Police Bannu,
S/o Muhammad Syed Shah
R/o Zamin Kala, Mardan, Bannu...........

r2dL
7

...Appellant

VersusP
1-

f 1. Inspector General of Police K.P.K., Peshawar

Deputy Inspector General of Police Regional Police, 
Office, Bannu Region Bannu.

District Police Officer, Bannu.

2.

3.-

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

Appeal u/s 4 of NWFP Service Tribunal 

Act 1974 against the order of respondent

3 dated 17.09.2012 whereby the 

appellant has

No.

been dismissed with 

immediate effect from his service.
•7

3//^K
* r -•r>

Prayer in Appeal;

On acceptance of this appeal the order of 

dismissal passed by respondent No. 3 

dated 17.09.2012 may please be set- 

aside and the appellant be reinstated back
: t *'1 ' **'
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1

. Order orsTR'^n^ate .of 
order
procecdinri

3s
S£RVirP TR1BUN/M^2 '''l/iVrvRI-liyAlCHlTiNKI-I^

------ ------ : PESHAWAR.
1 li

■ -'I

appeal no.1293/2012

i
i al of Police Khyber Pakhlunkhwa,Inspeclor Gener

Peshawar and olhers).
(Luqman Khan-vs-*?

1

'i-

■ Aunili.LATlPJ2lI-Mlil^-

Nall,

[vlr, Ziaullah, UP Ici

i itiiilaiiiHaul (Pli-llti' aiip'

Mr. Mir Faraz Rhan. Inspeclor (Legal) alongwilh

• respondenis prcsenl

appeal has been filed by ihe appcUanl under 

Tribunal 'Aftl-1974 

dated 17.09,2012 whereby Ihe

with immediate effect IVonV service. He 

order dl* dismissal passed 

please be set'aside and-the 

ih all his back benefits.

The instant

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service I

. , : .SectfonH of the

No. 3ihe ordei' of respondent 

has been dismissed

agairrsl

appellant 

prayed that on acceptance 

.by respondent No

of this appeal the

. 3 dated 17.09.2012 may

10 his se-rvice wiappellant be reinstated back

i that the appellantrise to the instant appeal aie

■ in District Police Uannu on

rcspond'entwleparimcntforOl

Brief facts givingI 3.
foot Constable in1 was V appointed as

That the appelhmt served the16,07.2009.'

and 03 months and ll'cn
held atselected for rccrviil coursewas

year
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PT^Hangu. ThaL on 06.10.2010 the appellanl went la P I C Mangii for 

the ’recruit course but the concerned mohcirrer advised the 

apiiclhim u. hiin)’ nncja'lmnd rnznamcha in respect of departure, from 

p<;liee • line - Bannii. That ' as a result appellant returned .back oh 

07.10.201 0 and went-to Police Line Bannu for his naq ilmad roznamcha

juining

report in respect nfdcparturc report, but the line olficer was not present

advised to visit the concerned officeron duty, hence the appellant was

the .next date i.e. 08.10.2010. Thai the appellant then went to PTCon

but the Incharge Mohan^r relxisedblangu for joining the recruit course

accept the appellant arrival and said that the Commandant hasto

Slopped further acceptance of the recruit course due to shortage of 

accommodation. That the appellant after refusal .oL tbe'lnchaige of 

Moharrer of PTC Hangu returned back to Police Line Bannu for duty 

but the line Officer at Bannu also refused to accept him on duty. That 

because of the above said ibclual position that appellanl was given a 

termination letter dated 14.10.2010 under rule J2.21-of Police Rules. 

That^Teeling.aggrieved the appellant filed a departmental appeal^before 

t'h:e--.respondent No. 2 which-was rejected on 16.11.2010, fhat.the said 

appear of . the appellant alongwith his other 04 colleagues was duly 

accepted-and he was reinstated back at his service Uitj impugned order 

• .dated 14.10,2010 was sei-aside and the case was remanded to the. 

department to conduct proper departmental enquiry against the; 

appellant. That the appellant then Joined-his duty, and he was allotted a 

new number 1129 and was taken back at his duties on 03.07.2012. That 

iir the. meanwhile the appellanl then received a fresh charger sheet 

afohgwiih the statement-of allegation dated 03.07.2012, whereby some 

vague and baseless allegations were leveled against the appellant; 

however the appciiani duly replied the said slaiemml ol allegation

* f
Ju - -
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,1^.

wuhin the prescribedTh^^^rTh^Hh^ 

letter of.dismissal dated' 17,09.2012
y the appellant was handed over a

whereby he was-awarded a

punislimeni of dismissal from Ihc service and (he absence
major

.period w.'e.f
05,10.2010 to 14.10,2010y was treated as leave without 

a dcparlincntal aj^peal before
pay. That the

appcliani ilied
the respondent No, 2

.against the above noted dis,nissal order which 

the said officer on 08.1 1,2012, hence the
duly djsniissed by 

present service appeal.

was

V

4. The learned counsel for the 

order of dismissal of the

auihorities/jurisdiclioh

re.spondenl.s, hence liable 

malafldc inieniions of the

hua ili.’ii iwo oiljcr

Mohibuilah vyho

^'1 f.’ti I I I M-JJI ■ \vl U-

appellant argued that impugned 

appellant was illegal, unlawful. without

on maiailde . inientions of the 
'

lurlhcr argued that

and based

to be set iiside.

rc.spondcnt-dcparlmeiK

v*.Neap,tics of liic appcliani n

were clear IVoin (he

iiinely Shtih l*'ais;i| and
were on the lootingssame were rcinsinicd by the

I ca;; ;‘P|>''dan( ii:u( !„■ I'clll.scd theCM same
bench t/treatmcnl without any cogent reasons.

regular/fuii-fledged

of the fact that - 

enquiry,and hence the

He further argued that 

prove the charge inspite 

”|ribLina7 lor such 

ol the department by not providing full 

appellant was 

to the appellant

no
enquiry was conducted to

_t case was remanded by the Service'

action

opportunity of defense to the 

conicnded that penalty, awarded

^ io-LhcTauit if at all he 

was also nut wilirui but (he 

1 oliLc Lines to get the naqalmad where

not lawiuj. He further

was not proportionate'
.■emcined absem for 9 days and il,c said absarce

i

appellant was compeiJcd'io rcumno the

he was not extended 

He further argued that appellantcooperation by the relevant official, 

was condemned unheard 

him on
as the penally of dismissal 

ihe basis of summary proceedings which
wa.s inllicled on

was not maintainable

n



/!1 /

V

acceptance of this appeal the penalty 

be set aside and the appellant may be mmslaled in

under ihc law and prayed that on

of dismissal may 

service with all back benclils.

The learnbd Government Pleader argued that the-appellant was 

dismissed from service under the Police Rules-1975 on account ot 

willjul absence from recruit course. Me further argued ,tha_l dc-novo 

conducted against the appellant on the directions of the 

Tribunal by observing all codal formalities and the respondents

5.
■!

wasencjniry

Service

had no malafide against the appellant. He further argi|ed flvT each and

had its own merits and cases of Shah Faisal and Mohibullah 

different from that of the appellant. He added that the 

provided full opportunity of defense^ against the charge

every case

constable were

appellant was

which.Was established through a full-fledged enquiry and orders passed

valid and iawfui. He prayed' that tfte^appealby the authorities were 

being devoid of merits niay be dismissed.

Arguments of learned counsels for the partieS|he^arcr and record6.

perused with their assistance'■''3

■ ' From perusal of the record, it transpired that'the appellant failed

lo.preseni himself in the recruit course 

scrvme under Police Rules, 12.21. He agitated his discharge before this

fribiinal who vide judgment'dated 09.04.2012 reinstated him in service

and

7

which led to his discharge from

and remanded case to the department for dc-novo Hiquiry 

providing full opportunity of defense to .the appellant against the 

charges of absence. The appellant was dismissed from service after the 

On perusal oi’ record of the case and pci-usal ofde-novo enquiry.



■'V

•siiiiilai' aaluic cascii ol coiusLablcs JShah i'aisal aiici Mohibuilah ii 
revealed thal on similar charges of absence from recrlt course the said 

officials were proceeded afresh on the directions of'lhis Tribunal and 

they were awarded minor punishment of withholding of tliree amrual

increments without cumulative eftect and the intervening period 

treated as extra-ordinary leave without pay. From perusal of the record.

of the considered view that appellant remaiiied absent

from the recruit

was

couise foi tune days and that loo due to the compelling 

circumstances as he could not get the requisite, naijalnrad. from the

Police Lines due to non-cooperation from the said quarters. In our view 

the. appellant de.serves to be treated alike and should not be treated so

harsh. We therefore modifies the'impugned order of his'dismissal and 

coyeit the same into stoppage of three annual increments for a period 

of o^ie year. The appellant is reinstated in service.‘and irrtecveninc 

■periodys treated as extra-ordinary leave wiihnui pay and the absence of 

9 days is .also treated as exlfa-ordinary leave without pay. Panies are 

left to bear their cost. File be consigned to the record ro’o'm.own

8, ■ Our this judgment, will also dispose of the other connected 

appeal No. 1294/2014 titled Irfanullah in the same manner'as'the 

question of facts and law arc involved, '

same

• /

A--
/// — 74'/i ,

ANNOUNOP.n
22.03.2016

1 -
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Appeal No.637/2018
Zahid Iqbal Ex-Constable, No. 1377, 

District Police Bannu, Appellant

Versus

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,
2. The Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu.
3. The District Police Officer, Bannu

Respondents

PARA WISE COAAMENTS/REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS N0.1.2 a 3,

Preliminary Objections

1. That the appeal of the appellant is badly time-barred.
2. That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.
3. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from this Honorable 

Tribunal.
4. That the appeal is bad in law due to mis-joineder and non-joinder of necessary 

parties.
5. That'the appellant has approached the Honourable Tribunal with unclean 

hands.
' 6. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus-standi to file the

instant appeal.
7. That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct.

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:

Respectfully Sheweth
Correct to the extent that the appellant was appointed/ enlisted as constable but 
rest of the para is incorrect. The appellant was a habitual absentee having a 

colorful service record did not follow the prescribed rule/ law.
Incorrect. The appellant is a habitual absentee did not inform his senior or 
superior officers about his illness and willingly absented without permission or 
information and no such like application was received to the Respondents 

Department.
Incorrect. All codal formalities were adopted during inquiry proceedings but he 

badly failed to associate with the inquiry proceedings and after establishment of 
charges, he was dismissed from service. (Copy of charge sheet & statement of 
allegations, inquiry and final show cause notice are annexed as annexure “A”, 

“B”, “C” and "D”).

Pertains to record. Hence, needs no comments.
Pertains to record. However, the appellant was proceeded under RSO 2000 which 

provide only one departmental appeal. Hence, the appeal is badly time barred. 
The impugned orders issued by high ups are quite legal according to law/ rules. 
The respondent department also submit their reply on the following grounds. I

1.

2.

3.

4.
5.

6.

i
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OBJECTIONS ON GROUNDS
.0^

A. The impugned orders issued by high ups are quite legal according to law/ rules.

B. Incorrect. He was treated according to law and rules and was called time and 

again to associate with the inquiry proceedings but he did not obey legal order of 

high ups which shows dis-efficiency on his part..

C. Incorrect. Proper charge sheet and Show-cause notice was served upon 

the appellant. Opportunity of personal hearing was afforded to the 

defaulter constable but he did not avail the same.

D. Incorrect. Departmental Committee comprising of DSP/HQ and R.l Line 

was constituted to probe into the allegations who conducted Proper 

departmental inquiry and on the basis of reality/ circumstances and 

final outcome of the inquiry committee, recommended the appellant 

for major punishment of dismissal from service.

E. Incorrect. All codal formalities of defense and personal hearing were provided 

and the impugned orders was communicated to him.

F. Incorrect. Reply has already been given in para “E”.

G. Pertains to record. Hence, needs no comments.

H. Incorrect. Reply has already been given in Para “C”.

I. Incorrect. The appellant is a habitual absentee did not inform his senior or 

superior officers about his illness and willingly absented without permission or 

information.

J. Incorrect. The appellant was treated according to law/rules and all codal 

formalities were adopted.

K. Incorrect. The appellant is a habitual absentee and on the basis of real facts 

and circumstances of the Inquiry conducted by DSP/HQrs and R.l.Line, 

recommended him for major punishment.

L. Incorrect. The impugned orders are quite legal and in accordance with law/rules.

M. Pertains to record. Hence, needs no comments.

The Respondents department may kindly be allowed to advance any other grounds 

& material as evidence in the time of arguments.

PRAYER:
In view of the above replies, it is most humbly prayed that the appeal of 

the appellant may kindly be dismissed with cost please.

District Police Officer, 
Bannu

(Respondent No.3)

d.Regional Pdlice<)fficer, 
Bannu Regi\^,^Bannu 

(Respondent No.2)

Provincial Police Officer, 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

(Respondent No.1)
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POLICE DEHTT.; DISTTjBAI^TNU> ,5

y/ . n -n.ENQUIRY REPORT: i'f
/■

/

Goniucted I4o®i20a0 to 18/8/2010«

On the o^er of District Police Officer„Bannu«
K6CC • ■ , / • ’

Agianst/Gonstahle Zahid Iqbal Ro:«1577 on.,the charges 

of misconduct under section ? of the NWPP Removal fr^m 

^eryi4e ( Special Power ) OrdsROOO.
Enquiry Officer

:
t
s

i

tMOHAMMAD SKAFIQ KHAN 
D.S.Po HQrs; BANN0,

1
'

■ 'V ■

;

AZMAT.ALI KHAN 

R.Io POLICE LINES, ,
. 2SQ—/:/7o /

Dated;:; / f-- 72010;^

NO

I

1

s.

\
!•,

I

r
P'
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GQNSTITUTIQN/IlESGRIPTIQN OF THE INGIBEM* r

iciR®ot: Constable Zahid Iqbal Ko.1577 was charge-sheeted.
-Jdeliberately absented himself from the duty vide

D.D. Hoi27 dated 29.5.0i0 as reported by MHO Lines,Bannu
order to avoid the training

He va
k

vide DD No »57 dated

programme

DEIiIBBRAa?IONS :-

The enquiry was marked to the enquiry committee to 

probe into the allegationsS The said Recruit Constable aahid-

summoned tiii» and again but he did not
Committee to record his statement.

summoned through his home Police station i*e»'

of the charge and

Iqbal No.:ei577 was

■ appear before the the enquiry
/

At last he was
P.S.Gity but he did not receive the copy

before t^e enquiry committee* Statement of Linesnor appear
Miharer Shafiullah was recorded. He stated the sail recruit

still absent with effect from 29^5«2010 to dateConstable is r

CONCLUSION.

After conducting the enquiry and perusal of the record
the conclusion that the Recruit

summoned time and again but

enquiry^committee to I’ecord hxs i

the enqui3?y committee reached to 

Constable Zlahxd Xqbal No 577 was

he did not appear before the
■'nor

statement and^ receive the copy 

of Lines Misharer and D.F.C. P.S. City are 

According to the statement 

is still absent* Therefore he is 

and for awarding majon pnni

©f the charge sheet.(statements 

enclosed for perusal 

of Lines Moharer,the Recruit ConstJ 

recommended for exparte actil

■1;ishment please^

AT ALI KH 
R.I.POLICE L

"a.CAZMKHAN)1. (MOHAHMA
D.S.P.HQrs; BAHHEfl



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No 637/2018 

Zahid Iqbal........................... Appellant

VERSUS

RespondentsPPO & Others

REPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT 

^ REPLY TO PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

All the preliminary objections raised by the respondents 

incorrect and as such denied. Instant appeal is well within time, the 

appellant is riot estopped by his conduct to file instant appeal and 

he has got valid cause of action/locus standi. The appellant has 

to this honorable Tribunal with clean hands, have concealed 

nothing from this honorable tribunal and in instant appeal 

necessary parties ha:ve been impleaded.

are

come

REPLY TO FACTS/GROUNDS,

Comments of the respondents are full of contradictions and are 

based on malafide. Respondents have failed to show that the,claim

of the appellant is incorrect. The comments amount to admissions
they have failed to deny the plea ofpart of the respondents, as 

the appellant through cogent and convincing 

Respondents have tried to mislead this honorable tribunal by

on
reasoning.

twisting the facts and misinterpreting the law on the subject. No 

Charge sheet and show cause notice was ever communicate dot the 

appellant, which fact is substantiated by the contradictoiy version 

of the respondents. Even otherwise the impugned order is void and

as such liable to be struck down.

In the circumstances the appellant is denied treatment 

according to law and rules which is his fundamental righj 

guaranteed in constitution of the land. The impugned orders arl



V'-'fS'.

V,

V •

'f
also not speaking orders which are not based on any reasoning. 

Respondents have failed to substantiate tlicir version and bring 

anything on record in support of their version; the impugned order 

such liable to be struck down.

It is therefore prayed that appeal of the appellant may kindly 

be accepted as prayed for in the heading cf the appeal.

IS as

AppellantDated:-15~10-2018
Through ^

Fa^al

Advocate Peshawar

M^makd

AFFIDAVIT
I, Zahid Iqbal Ex Constable No 1377, District Police Bannu, (The 

Appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and deciai'e on oath that the 

contents of this Replication are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has beep concealed from this 

honorable Tribunal.

Identified by

DEPONENT

andShah MF;

Advocate Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No 637/2018 

Zahid Iqbal............................. . Appellant

VERSUS
RespondentsPPO & Others

REPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT

REPLY TO PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

All the preliminaiy objections raised by the respondents 

incorrect and as such denied. Instant appeal is well within time, the 

appellant is not e'stopped by his conduct to file instant appeal and 

he has got valid cause of action/locus standi. The appellant has 

this honorable Tribunal with clean hands, have concealed 

nothing from this honorable tribunal and in instant appeal 

necessary parties have been impleaded.

are

come to

REPLY TO FACTS/GROUNDS.

Comments of the respondents are full of contradictions and are 

based on malahde. Respondents have failed to show that the claim 

of the appellant is incorrect. The comments amount to admissions 

on part of the respondents, as they have failed to deny the plea of 

■the appellant through cogent and convincing reasoning. 

Respondents have tried to mislead this honorable tribunal byi 
twisting the facts and misinterpreting the law on the subject. nJ 

Charge sheet and show cause notice was ever communicate dot tm 

appellant, which fact is substantiated by the contradictory 

of the respondents. Even, otherwise the impugned order is void 

as such liable to be struck down.

versi'

In the circumstances the appellant is denied treat:
his fundamental iaccording to law and rules which is 

miaranteed in constitution of the land. The impugned orde.



f
also not speaking orders which are not based on any reasoning. 

Respondents have failed to substantiate their version smd bring 

an3d;hing on record in support of their version; the impugned order 

is as such liable to be struck down.

It is therefore prayed that appeal of the appellant may kindly 

be accepted as prayed for in the heading of the appeal.

Dated:-15-10-2018 Appellant

Through

Fa^al M^rnahd

Ad^focate Peshawar

A F F I D A V I T
I, Zahid Iqbal Ex Constable No 1377, District Police Bannu, (The 

Appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and declai'e on oath that the 

contents of this Replication are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this 

honorable Tribunal.

Identified by

DEPONENT
V

^zaj^hah^F and

Advocate Peshawar.
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MFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Appeal No.637/2018
Zahid Iqbal Ex-Constable, No. 1377,
District Police Bannu, Appellant

Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,

2. Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu.

3. District Police Officer, Bannu

Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr, Muhammad Farooq Khan, Inspector Legal is hereby authorized 

to appear before The Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

behalf of the undersigned in- the above cited

. He is authorized to submit and sign all documents pertaining to the 

present appeal.

on
case.

1

istrict Police Officer, 
Bannu

(Respondent No.3)

/If)
\

Regional ro\it&Officer, 
Bannu Regior{, Bannu 

(Respondent No.2)

Provincial Police Officer, 
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

(Respondent No.l)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR ■ -------------

Appeal No.637/2018
Zahid Iqbal Ex-Constable, No. 1377,
District Police Bannu, Appellant

Versus

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,

2. Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu.

3. District Police Officer, Bannu

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Farooq Khan, Inspector Legal representative for 

Respondent Nos. 1,2 & 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the accompanying comments submitted by me are true and

to the best of my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been concealed 

from this Honourable Tribunal.

correct

11101-1483421-1
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

I, SAJJAD KHAN, District Police Officer, Bannu as
. .//•competent authority, of the opinion that Constable .Zahid Iqbal

. has rendered himself liable to beI No.1377 and Maghfrullah No

f proceeded against as he committed the following act/omissions within
*' I« * . . •*

the meaning of section 3 of the NWFP Removal from Service (Special 

Powers) Ordinance, 2000.-

■ti

■li) •1

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS.■ 1' t, C;

• That they deliberately absented themselves vide DD No. 27 dated 

29-05-2010 as reported by MHC Lines, Bannu vide DD No. 57 dated 

31-05-2D10_in order to avoid, the training program. ■

if-

• That they have ceased to become a good Police Officer.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said 

with reference to the above allegations 

I , Bannu is appointed as enquiry Officer under

t,

accused
* aMr. t

section 5 of the Ordinance.li@1 The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provision of 

the Ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the 

o-rcused, record its findings and make within thirty days of the receipt of 

this order, recommendations as to punishments or other appropriate 

action against'the accused.

n
it

I-;

1:

r* ''
The accused and a well conversant representative of the 

department shall,-join the proceedings^on the date, time and place fixed 

by the enquiry committee.

<5

i
m

5©.

District Polr4e Officer, 
^Bannu. 
10/6/2010

•1

dated IM/ 06/2010.■ No. Bannu, the

A Copy of the above is forwarded to the:-
The-Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings against the 
accused under the provision of the NWFP, Removal from 
Service (S.P) Ordinance, 2000.

The concerned Officer with the directions to appear before 
the Enquiry Officer, on the date, time and place fixed by the 
Enquiry Officer, for the purposes of the enquiry proceeding.

1.
,

2.

siV
•;

\

’i-



liflCHARGE SHEET.
- I

I, SAJ3AD KHAN. District Police Office, Bannu, as 

7 competent authority; hereby charge you Constable Zahid Iqbal 
! .No.1377 and Maghfrullah No. 1598‘for the allegations, stated in the

/' •

attached statements of allegation.
*

By reasoning of .the above, you appear to be guilty of 

misconduct under section-3 of the NWFP (Removal from
S'

f'

Service)
Special Powers Ordinance, 2000, and have rendered yourself liable to all

or any of the penalties specified in section-3 of Ordinance ibid.
/

You are, therefore, required to submit 

within seven days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet 

Officer, as the case may be.

your written defense 

to the Enquiry

III. Your written defense, if any should reach the Enquiry Officer 

within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you 
have no defense to put in and in that case exparte action shgil follow 

against you.

IV. Intimate whether you desire to be heard i 

A statement of allegations is enclosed.

in person
1 ■

V. ::

O'-
■ !

Dist:ri|^olit/e Officer, 
g^annu. 
10/6/2010. ■'

■

; •

i-j

\\

\



1

DISCIPLINARY ACTION
• i.

i, SA33AD KHAN, Dist'icL Police Officer, Bannu as 

competent authority, of the opinio^ that Constable Zabid Iqbai 

No.1377 and Maghfrullah No. has rendered himself liable to oe

proceeded against as he committed the following act/omissions within 

the meaning of section 3 of the NWFP Removal from Service (Special 

Powers) Ordinance, 2000.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS.

o That they deliberately absented themselves vide DD No. 27 dated 

29-05-2010 as reported by MHC Lines, Bannu vide DD No. 57 dated 

31-05-2010 in order to avoid the training program.

o That they have ceased to become a good Police Officer.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said

allegations

, Bannu is appointed as enquiry Officer under

referenceaccused with

0(1^ iJif^ 

section 5 of the Ordinance.

the aboveto
fi)\

LMr.
7

The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provision of 

the Ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the 

accused, record its findings and make within thirty days of the receipt of 

this order, recommendations as to punishments or other appropriate 

action against the accused.

IThe accused and a well conversant representative of the 

department shall join the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed 

by the enquiry committee.

District Polrce Officer, 
^ Bannu. 
1^0/6/2010*:

.M/ 06/2010.

A Copy of the above is forwarded to the:-
The Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings against the 
accused under the provision of the NWFP, Removal from 
Service (S.P) Ordinance, 2000.-

The concerned Officer with the directions to appear before 
the Enquiry Officer, on the date, time.and place fixed by the 
Enquiry Officer, fpr'the purposes of the enquiry proceeding.

dated Bannu, theNo.

1.
■ r

2:

t;■



1

d-. rHARGE SHEET. 

cjAIIAD KHAN,

/competent authority, ..hereby .charge you 
/ No.1377 and MaghfruSlah No. 1598 for the allegations, stated in the

attached statements of allegation.

■%

Bannu, asDistrict Police Office,
Constable Zahid Iqbal

! I

I,I
> .■

h

\

to be guilty of! 1 By reasoning of the-above, you appear
MWFP (Removal from Service)■ under section-3 of the■ misconduct

Special Powers Ordinance
any of the penalties specified

2000, and have rendered yourself liable to all

in section-3 of Ordinance ibid. I

or

You are,^ therefore, required to submit your written defense 

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry
n.

within' seven days of the 

Officer, as the case may be.
Your written defense, if any should reach the Enquiry Officer 

specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you 

defense to, put in and in that case exparte action shall follow

III.
within the 

have no 

against you,. /
i

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person 

A statement of allegations is enclosed.
IV.

V.

i ^
District Eolice Officer, 

*^iannu. 
10/6/2010 •4
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■

V^I I ■ 'Dbl 11 lU dS

authority^ under the North-West Frontier Province Removal 
'Wrom Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, .2000, do hereby serve you

Recruit Constable Zahid Iqbal No. 1377 as follows:
■ A/ '

. On going through the findings and recommendations of the
Inquiry .Officer/the material on'record and other, connected papers
including your defense before the said Officer. .

,
,1 am-., satisfied, that you have committed the following 

acts/omissions specified in section .3 of the said Ordinance.

t-' I L I ; I, I'L/l!' .C
%

1.

!
1

•]

• • That l.ie. deliberately absented himself vide DD No. 27 dated 29-05- 

'■ 2010 as reported by MHC Lines^ Bannu vide DD No. 57 dated 31-05- - 
2010 in,order'to avoid the training program. Thus he ceased to 

become a good Police Officer.

As a. result thereof, I, as competent authority have 

. tentatively decided to'impose upon you the penalty of punishment under 

. section 3.of the Ordinance,. ‘
3. You are, therefore, required to show cause as, to why the aforesaid
penalty should not be .imposed upon you. ■ ■ ■
4. If no reply to this notice is received within seven' days of its deliver, 

■ in the normal course of circumstance, it shall be presumed that you
have no defense to put in and in that case'an exparte action shall be 

. taken against you.
■. ,5. The copy of the-findings. of the Inquiry Officenis enciosed.

2.

1

i

i

f
1
;

i

>

DistridLPo ice Officer, 

Z6/8/2010
!

i
l! i

■V7.

!
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/

final show IMnTTPF.
w

1/ SA3JAD IChAm

competent authority, under the
District Police Officer, Bannu as n

,SP.C., P„„e., 0“ oTo:': .tr
Recru.t Constable 2aNd Iqbal No. 1377 as follows: serve fou

1. On going through the findings 

Inquiry Officer,^,,the i material on record and 

including your defense before the

and- recommendations of the 

other connected papers
said Officer.

acts/om,„^' “"''"itted the
acts/om,ss,Ohs specified in section 3 of the said Ordiaance.

• That he deliberately absented hlnfseif vide DD No. 27 dated 29-05-
2010 as reported by MHC Lines, Bannu vide DD No. 57 dated 31
2010 in order ,0 avoid the traininp „ropra„. Thus he ceaLd to 

become a good Police Officer.

-05e

2. As a . result thereof, 
tentatively decided to impose

I, as competent authority have 

upon you the penalty of punishment undersection 3 of the Ordinance. 
3. You are, therefore. required to show cause 
penalty should not be imposed upon you.
4. If no reply to this notice i

as to why the aforesaid

- IS received within seven days of its deliver, 
course of circumstance, it shall be 

have no defense to put in and in that case 

taken against you, ■,

in the normal
presumed that you 

an exparte action shall be

\

5. The 1.copy of the-findings of the Inquiry Officer iIS enclosed.

vJ

Distrirt Police Officer, 
^—Bannu. 
26/8/2010

if^ -

f
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T:I:/
POLICE DEPPT.; DISa?a? rBANNU-fe 1a

I’c/. d •,
/■ ENQUIRY REPORT^ ;'t

/
1

I

Goncl\icted l4oSv201:.0 to 18/8/2010

On the <M?der of District Police Officer^Bannu© 

Agianst/Gonstahle Zahid Iqbal Noo1577 on^.the charges 

0$ misconduct under section 5 of the NWFP Removal fi^m 

feeryiee ( Special Power ) Grd;20G0,

Enquiry Officeir i-

*

1

I(
1,

t!.•MOHAMMAD SKAPIQ KHAN 
D.S.Po HQrs; BANNH<. t

• ^ -

AZMAI , All KHAN 

R.Ic POLICE LINES.
/!

i
NO, 2S^—/7y?7 I

i'r;;

/
i

■ f/I

k
1

i
t.

Ii

\

j -

r

;
i?
ti

?
}
I

r.
i-

t

f.



4-.

;

•=>K/

noWSTITUTIOW/BBSCRimON OF THE . INGlBElOT.. fr

/
\d'R®ot: Gonsta-ble Zahid Iqliial Ho.1577 was charge-sheeted, 

deliberately absented himself frcan the duty vide 

D.D. Ho.27 dated 2^.^.0'\0 as reported by MHC Lines,Bannu 

vide DD Ho .57 dated 3-1.5.2010 in order to avoid the training

programme p 

DELIBERA5?IOI^S

1
. J}

He v?a
4

' The enquiry was-marked to the enquiry committee to 

probe into tlie allegationsS The said Recruit Constable Zahid-

Eumiaoned time and again but he did not
Committee to record his statement.

Iqbal Ho.21577 was
appear before the the enquiriy

/
At last he was
PoS.Oity hut he did not receive the copy

before t3^ inquiry committee* Statement of Lines

summoned through his home Police station i.e*-
of the charge and

nor appear 

-Miharer Shafiullah was
7 recruitrecorded. He stated the sadt 

still absent with effect from 29^5.2010 to date.Constable is Lr

OOHCLUSIOH.

After conducting the enquiry and perusal of the record
to the conclusion that the Recruit |

summoned time and again but 
enquiry^committee to record his

the enquiry committee reached 

Constable Zahid Xqbal Ho ii577
he did not appear before the

'■'rior
statement and^receive the copy 

«f Lines M^harer and D.F.C. P.S. City are 

According to the statement 

is still absent* Therefore he is 

awarding major puni

of the charge sheet.(statements 

enclosed for perusal) 

of Lines Moharer,the Recruit Const:
recommended for exparte action

ishment please 9and for

"S.CAZMAT ALI.KHAH)
R.I.POLIOS LINKS.3Am KHAH)1. (mcbamma:

D.S.P.HQrsi BANHm



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No 637/2018 

Zahid Iqbal............................. . Appellant

VERSUS

RespondentsPPO & Others

REPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT

REPLY TO PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

All the preliminary objections raised by the respondents 

incorrect and as such denied. Instant appeal is well within time, the 

appellant is not estopped by his conduct to file instant appeal and 

he has got valid cause of action/locus standi. The appellant has 

to this honorable Tribunal with clean hands, have concealed

are

come
nothing from this honorable tribunal and in instant appeal 

necessary parties ha:ve been impleaded.

REPLY TO FACTS/GROUNDS.

Comments of the respondents are full of contradictions and are
based on malafide. Respondents have failed to show that the claim 

of the appellant is incorrect. The comments amount to admissions 

part of the respondents, as they have failed to deny the plea of
convincing reasoning.

on
appellant through cogent and 

Respondents have tried to mislead this honorable tribunal by 

twisting the facts and misinterpreting the law on the subject. No 

Charge sheet and show cause notice was ever communicate dot the 

appellant, which fact is substantiated by the contradictory version 

of the respondents. Even otherwise the impugned order is void and 

as such liable to be struck down.

the

In the circumstances the appellant is denied treatment 

according to law and rules which is his fundamental right 

guaranteed in constitution of the land. The impugned orders are
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No 637/2018 

Zahid Iqbal............................. . Appellant

VERSUS

RespondentsPPO & Others

REPLICATION ON BEHALF OF THE APPELLANT

REPLY TO PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

All the preliminary objections raised by the respondents 

incorrect and as such denied. Instant appeal is well within time, the 

appellant is not estopped by his conduct to file instant appeal and 

he has got valid cause of action/locus standi. The appellant has 

this honorable Tribunal v^th clean hands, have concealed

are

come to
nothing from this honorable tribunal and in instant appeal 

necessary parties have been impleaded.

REPLY TO FACTS/GROUNDS.

Comments of the respondents are full of contradictions and are 

based on malafide. Respondents have failed to show that the claim 

of the appellant is incorrect. The comments amount to admissions 

on part of the respondents, as they have failed to deny the plea of 

the appellant through cogent and convincing reasoning. 

Respondents have tried to mislead this honorable tribunal by 

twisting the facts and misinterpreting the law on the subject. No 

Charge sheet and show cause notice was ever communicate dot the 

appellant, which fact is substantiated by the contradictory version 

of the respondents. Even other\vise the impugned order is void and 

as such liable to be struck down.

In the circumstances the appellant is denied treatment 

according to law and rules which is his fundamental right 

guaranteed in constitution of the land. The impugned orders are



also not speaking orders which are not based on any reasoning. 

Respondents have failed to substantiate their version and bring
anything on record in support of their version; the impugned order 

is as such liable to be struck down.

It is therefore prayed that appeal of the appellant may kindly 

be accepted as prayed for in the heading of the appeal.

Dated:-15-10-2018 Appellant

Through u 

Fazal Mohirumd

Ad’ifocate Peshawar

A F F I D A V I T
I, Zahid Iqbal Ex Constable No 1377, District Police Bannu, (The 

Appellant), do hereby solemnly affirm and declai'e bn oath that the 

contents of this Replication are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has beeii, concealed from this 
honorable Tribunal.

KnEStEHIdentified by

DEPONENT

Advocate Peshawar.

and


