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' ORDER 
24.01.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel 

Butt, Additional Advocate General for respondents present. Arguments 

heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today placed on file of Service

Appeal bearing No. 2960/2021 titled "Kamal Ahmad Versus Provincial

Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar anc two others", the

instant appeal is accepted. The impughed orders are set aside and the

appellant is re-instated in service with all back benefits. Parties are left to '

bear their own costs. File be consigned to record room. -

ANNOUNCED
24.01.2022

0 /(AHMAD SlStAN TArIiN) 
CHAIRMAN

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments26.07.2021

heard.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is admitted 

to full hearing subject to all just and legal objections. The 

appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within 

10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for 

submission of written reply/cornments in office within 10 days 

after receipt of notices, positively. If the written 

reply/comments are not submitted within the stipulated time, 

or extension of time is not sought through written application 

with sufficient\cai]jse,;the office shall submit the file with a 

report of non-compliance. File to come up for arguments on 

08.12.2021 before the D.B.
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the 

respondents present.

The Worthy Chairman is on leave, therefore, the 

bench is incomplete. Adjourned To come , up for 

arguments on 24.01.2022 before the D.B.

08.12.2021

(Salah-ud-Dirij 
Member (J)
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Form- As

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

72021Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.IMo.

321

The appeal of Mr. Hayat Zaman resubmitted today by Mr. Taimur AN 

Khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

22/02/20211-

REGISTRAR-^

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-
up there on

(A
CHAIRMAN

Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, the Tribunal is 

non-functional, therefore, case is adjourned to 

^7.08.2021 for the same as before.

03.05.2021

07 Reader
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The appeal of Mr. Hayat Zamn Ex-Constable No. 2931 District Police Mardan received today 

i.e. on 16/02/2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got singed by the appellant.
2- Copy of enquiry report mentioned in the memo of appeal is not attached with the 

appeal which may be placed on it.
3- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
4- Appeal has not been flagged/marked annexures marks.
5- Annexures of the appeal are illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one.
6- Five more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexilires i.e. complete in all respect 

may also be submitted with the appeal.

JS.I,No.

Dt,
* SiMli 
REGISTRAR ^

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Taimur All Khan Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

. •

APPEAL NO. /2021r

Hayat Zaman V/S Police Deptt:

INDEX
S.No Documents Annexure Page No'.

Memo of appeal1. 01-04
Copy of FIR2. A 05
Copies of Charge Sheet, statement of 
allegations and reply to charge sheet

B,C&D3. 06-08
Copies of order dated 29.12.2020, 
departmental appeal & rejection 
order

E,F&G
4. 09-11

Copy of bail order dated 22.09.20205. H 12
Vakalat Nama6. 13

AP

THROUGH:
(TAIMUR

ADVOCkxE HIGH COURT
AN),

&
(ASAD MAHMOOD) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT.
Room No. Fr-8^ 4^^ Floor, 
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar Cantt: 
Contact No. 03339390916



MFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVTrF. TRTRTTTVa i
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2021
Khyber PaMituUhwa 

Soi'\ ico I riitiinal

Diiiry

Hayat Zaman, Ex-Constable No.2931, 
Police station Saddar, Mardan.

Uated
/ /

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region Mardan.

3. The District Police Officer, Mardan.

1.
- 'f. .a," ■

(RESPONDENTS)
. '.•.I,'Vi

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KP SERVICE 
TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER 
DATED 29.12.2020 WHEREBY THE APPELLANT 
WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE AND AGAINST 
THE ORDER DATED 22.01.2021 WHEREBY THE 

\ DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT
I<|ledltr«-f!ay HAS REJECTED FOR NO GOOD GROUNDS.

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 
ORDER DATED 29.12.2020 AND 22.bL2021 MAY 

■^KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE RESPONDENTS 

MAY BE DIRECTED —
APPELLANT INTO HIS SERVICE WITH ALL BACK 
AND CONSEQUENTAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER 
remedy WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS 
FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO 
AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF THE APPELiIaNT.

-sub«iitfed to -

TO REINSTATE THE
-/<o
Rfidstrar

>9

BE



RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: 
FACTS:

’V" - •».

1. That the appellant was appointed as Constable in the year 2013 and 
has performed his duty with great devotior. and honesty, whatsoever,, 
assigned to him and no complaint has been filed against the appellant 
regarding his performance.

2. That the appellant has passed A-1 examination and applied for B-1 
examination, the B-1 exam was conducted bly ETEA in Mardan Sports ^ ^ 
Complex, the appellant appeared in the examination and was doing 
his paper and SHO who has assigned the security duty at Mardan 
Sports Complex entered the hall and told the appellant that he is 
cheating in paper and took him away from the hall and baseless 
allegation of cheating during B-1 exam, FIR No. 1048 dated ' ~"’- 
20.09.2020 u/s 419/420/468/451/188/34 PPC PS Hoti was lodged ' 
against the appellant. It is pertinent to mentioned that the real reason 
of the lodging FIR against the appellant is that the Wisal Khan “who 
was ASI in the police department and was incharge of Police .Post 
Labor and the appellant was remained his gunner in that Police Post 
and has close relation with Wisal Khan and the Inspector Ashaq Khan 
knew about that as he remained SHO PS Ci|;y Mardan and the Police 
Post Labor come under jurisdiction of that SHO/ Inspector Ashaq 
Khan” exchange some harsh words with the SHO who has assigned- ■ 
Security Incharge duty in Mardan Sports Complex and in retaliation 
the concerned SHO entered the hall and tolk the appellant that he is 

cheating during the paper and took him away from the examination 
hall and lodged baseless FIR against the appellant and Wisal Khan.
(Copy of FIR is attached as Annexure-A)

3. That on the basis of FIR, charge sheet along with statement of 
allegations were issued to the appellant which was duly replied by the 
appellant in which he denied the allegations and clearly mentioned., m, 
that reply that SHO entered the hall and told him that he was cheating 
and took him away from the examination hall and also clarified in that 
that he has not using unfair means during the examination and was 
innocent and baseless FIR was lodged against him. (Copies of Charge 
Sheet, statement of allegations and reply to charge sheet are 
attached as Annexure-B,C&D)

4. That the inquiry was conducted against the appellant in which no 
opportunity of defence was provided to the appellant as neither 
statements was recorded in the presence of appellant nor give him 
opportunity of cross examination, but despite that the appellant was 
hold responsible by the inquiry officer on presumption basis. Inquiry 
report was not provided to the appellant, which may be requisite from 
the department. ............... .
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5. That without observing the reply to charge 
appellant has awarded major punishment
29.12.2020, against which the appellant filed departmental appeal 
05.01.2020, which was also rejected on 22.01.2021 for no-good"- 
grounds. (Copies of order dated 29.12.202(', departmental appeal & 
rejection order are attached as Annexure-E,F&G)

That now the appellant has no other remedy except to file the instant 
appeal in this Honourable Tribunal for redressal of his grievances on 
the following grounds.

sheet of the appellant, the 
of dismissal from service

on

6.

GROUNDS;

A. That the impugned orders dated 29.12.2020 and 22.01.202T*are' 
against the law, facts, norms of justice |and material on record, 
therefore, not tenable and liable to be set-aside.

B. That inquiry was not conducted according to the prescribed procedure 
as no opportunity of defence was provided to the appellant as neither" 
statements were recorded in the presence of appellant nor give him 
opportunity of cross examination, which is Iviolation of law & rules, 
therefore, the impugned orders are liable to be set-aside on this ground 
alone.

C. That video recording has been made by ^the ETEA staff for the 
supervision of the candidates in the examination hall and the appellant 
also mentioned in his reply to the charge sh'eet that he was doing his
paper and SHO entered the into hall and told him that he cheating. _____
during the paper and took him away from tlje hall and his stance can 
also be proved from the video recording made during examination 
hall, but inquiry officer did not bother even to checked that video 
recording, which is against the norms of justice and fair play.

D. That the inquiry officer did not conduct proper and regular inquiry to 
dig out the reality about the issue and. punished the appellant on 
presumption basis, which is not permissible under the law and rules.

E. That the real reason of the lodging FIR against the appellant-is the - -------
retaliation of concerned SHO, who has assigned Security Incharge
duty at Mardan Sports Complex, exchange some harsh words with 
Wisal Khan “who was ASI in the police department and was incharge 
of Police Post Labor and the appellant was remained his gunner in that
Police Post and has close relation with Wisal Khan and the Irispect'd'r" ...... .
Ashaq Khan knew about that as he rertiaineli SHO PS City Mardan 

and the Police Post Labor come under jurisdiction of that SHO/ 
Inspector Ashaq Khan” and in the response of that harsh words he 
lodged baseless FIR against the appellant. _

F. That there was proper staff of Superintendent, Invigilators etc for 
conducting and controlling B-l Exam in the examination Hall, whose

.f-M

>MH« •
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duty lo keep strict vigilance on the candidates of examination and it 
was duty of that staff to take action against candidates who is using 
unfear means in the examination, but 'that staff has not taken . any, 
action against the appellant nor made any complaint against him that 
he was doing cheating in the exam, then under what authority the 
SHO “who has assigned the duty of 1 security in Mardan Sports 

Complex” has filed FIR against the appellant on the basis of using 
unfair means during B-1 examination?

G. That the appellant was doing his paper wipout any cheating or unfair 
means, which can be proved from the video recording done by the 
staff in the examination hall during th'e B-1 exam, but he was 

punished on baseless allegation of cheating, which shows that the 
appellant has been punished for no fault on his part.

H. That the appellant has granted bail on 22)09.2020 by the competent 
court of law in the FIR on which the app'ellant was dismissed from 

service. (Copy of bail order dated 22.09.2020 is attached^ as ' 
Annexure-H)

I. That the appellant should be suspended til! the conclusion of the 
Criminal Case pending against him as per c'ivil Servants Regulations- 

194-A, but the appellant was dismissed from service without waiting 
for the conclusion of Criminal case pending against him, which is 
clear violation of CSR-194-A.

J. That the appellant has been condemned unheard and has not been 
treated in accordance with law and rules.

K. That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 
proofs at the time of hearing.

■f t *•; 'r**

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 
appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT
HayatZaman

THROUGH:- If;>.»v ■

(TAIMUR " ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

&

(ASAD MEHMOOD)
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dFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN

i

"it • '> ,

i ; Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: dpomdn@gmail.comrrrrr..

A
I/

I

CHARGE^HEET
/(

* I, DA Zahk! fr^^fe’^Distribt-Pa ice Officer Mardan, .-es tompeten?. ! .

authority, hereby charge Constable Havat Zaman No.2931. whi e posted at PS Saddar (now under 
suspension Police Lines), as per attached Statement of Allegations.

:n,!
ill; m1 :f,;
! L-

I

1. By reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules,
I

1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties sjDecified in Police Rules, 1975.
V

M:
You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 07 days of the 

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case may be.

2.( i

i

3. Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry Officers within the 

specified period, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put-in and in that case, 
ex-parte action shall follow against you.

:

■ ^i].

I! {>'
)4. Intimate whether you desired to be heard in person.
LV b

1

< / /
(Dr^^^K^luill^h)xPSP 
District Police 6fficer

* i•I r
r.: f
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0FFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER
Mi^RDAN

I

I

;; Tei No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email: dpomdn@gmaii.corn

Dated ^i^/&/2020/PA
/

DISCIPLINARY ACTiOIT;
t; I, Dr. Zahid XJIlah fPSPL District Police Officer Mard^ as competent authority 

am of the opinion that Constable Hayat Zaman No.293i, himself liable tp^oe proceeded against, as he 

committed the following acts/omissions within the meaning of Police Ri^s 1975.i
.1

I I

I

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
i

\
Whereas, Constable Havat iZaman 2no.2931. while posted at PS Saddar (now 

under suspension Police Lines), has been charged in a :ase^de FIR Np. 1048 dated 20-09-2020 U/S 419, 
420,468,451, 188 & 34 PPC Police Station Hoti. / -

;
;\
1 '

; 1

i
i-

■

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused official with 

reference to the above allegations, Mr. Bashir Ahmad SDPO TBI is nominated as Enquiry Officer.

\ :
t

h
.!

*r

The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provision of Police Rules 1975, 

provides reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Police Officer, record/submit his findings and 

make within (30) days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as topunishment or other appropriate 

action against the accused Official.

i

I

•I

I

I

i 1
}

Constable Havat Zaman is directed to appear before the Enquiry Officer on the 

date + time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

(I

k

I ^2^(Dr. zmtmaii) PSP 
Distnct Policejdfficer 

Mard^

li _/(I.I 1!!
li

1
I
I ! . »•f
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
MARDAN

S'■IP''
oTel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111

Dated ^ / /■hlOlO 

ORDER ON ENQUIRY OF CONST: HAYAT ZAMAN N0.2931
I

This order will dispose-off a Departmental Enquiry under Police Rules
. I

1975, initiated against the subject official, under the allegations that while posted at PS Saddar 
(now under suspension Police Lines Mardan), was placed under suspension vide this office OB No. 1625 
dated 21.09.2020, issued vide order/endorsement No. 4837-40/EC dated 23.09.2020 on account of 
charging in a case vide FIR No. 1048 dated 20.09.2020 U/S 419,420, 46S, 451, 188, 34 PPC PS 
Hoti & proceeded against depaitmentally tltrough Mr. Muhammad Qais Kltan SDPO Takht-Bhai 
vide this office Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet No.'367/PA dated 05-10-2020, 
who (E.O) after, fulfilling necessary process, submitted his Finding Report to this office vide his 
office letter No.1560/ST dated 28-12-2020, holding responsible the alleged official of 
misconduct & recommended for major punishment. '

No. /PA
1
5

9

Final Order
Constable Hayat Zaman was heard in OR on 29-12-2020, who failed to 

satisfy the undersigned, therefore, awarded him major punishment of dismissal from service with 
immediate effect, in e.'cercise of the power vested in me under Police Riiles-1975.

OB No. X- 313 
Dated / /-^-2020. n

(DrT'^VKftliah) PSP 
Djstrict Polke Officer 

Mardan

Copy forwarded for information & n/action to:-

1) The Regional Police Officer Mardan, please.

2) The SP/Investigation 5^P/HQrs Mardan.

3) The P.O & E.C (^^pdicc Office) Mardan.

4) The OSI (Police Office) Mardan with ( ) .Sheets.
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\ ORDER.

% This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by Ex- 
^ Constable Hayat Zaman No. 2931 of Mardan District Police against the order of 

District Police Officer, Mardan, whereby he was awarded major punishment of 
dismissal from service vide OB: No. 2323 dated 29.12.2020. The appellant was 

proceeded against departmentally on the allegations that he while posted at Police 

Station Saddar, Mardan was found involved in a case FIR No. 1048 dated 

20.09.2020 u/s 419/420/468/451/188/34-PPC Police Station Hoti, District Mardan 

being involved in unfair means during B-l examination.
f

Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him. 
He was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations and Sub Divisional 
Police Officer, Takht Bhai, Mardan was nominated as Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry 

Officer after fulfilling codal formalities submitted his findings, wherein he 

recommended the delinquent Officer for major punishment.
He was also provided opportunity of self defense by summoning him in 

the Orderly Room by the District Police Officer, Mardan on 29.12.2020, but he failed 

to advance any cogent reasons in his defense, 
punishment of dismissal from service vide OB; No. 2323 dated 29.12.2020.

Feeling aggrieved from the order of District Police Officer, Mardan, the 

appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was summoned and heard in person in 

Orderly Room held in this office on 20.01.2021.
From the perusal of the enquiry file and service record of the appellant, 

it has been found that allegations of misconduct against the appellant have been 

proved beyond any shadow of doubt. Being a member of disciplined/uniformed force, 
the involvement of the delinquent Officer in such like activities has brought a bad 

to the entire Police Force in the eyes of the general public. On perusal of

Hence, he was awarded major

name
previous service record of the appellant, it was noticed that he is habitual absentee 

and prior to this, the appellant was also dismissed from service twicely for his 

disinterest in the official duties. Hence, the retention, of appellant in Police 

Department will stigmatize the prestige of entire Police Force as instead of fighting 

crime, he has himself iiidulged in criminal activities.
Keeping in view the abo.ve, I, Sher Akbar. PSP S.St Regional Police 

Officer, Mardan, being the appellate authority, find no substance in the appeal, 

therefore, the same is rejected and filed, being devoid of merit.

Order Announced.

RegT?5narPolice Officer, 
Mardan.

.38 ? aj) - oi /2021.Dated Mardan the.
Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Mardan for information and 

necessary w/r to his office Memo: No. 14/LB dated 14.01.2021. His service record is

/ES,No

returned herewith.
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Petition #
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22.09.2020
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Counsel for accused/petitioners and APi^ for the

Accused/petitioners (1) Wisal s/o Iftilchai- Ahmad r/o Garhi Kap

i'v'Lardan and (2) Hayat Zaman s/o Feroz r/o Olarhi Kapoora Mai'dan have

sabmitted this application for their release on jbail in case FIR No. 1048

dated 20.09.2020 u/s 419/420/468,/451/188/341 PPG of Police Station 

iioti, Mardan. i

state present.' .n •

ooi'a

Arguments heard and reco.rd perused. 

It is evident from the r.'perusal of record that the accused have been 

avested in a thickly populated area, but no prir^ate witness is assdciaicd.

V-ouening case of the accused/petitioners to fiifther inquiry. MoreoiBr. 
offences u/s sections -120 and 451

i
and 188 PPt are bailable iin natui-e,

v/hile the punishment entailed by offences u/'s se'ptions 468 and 419 does
not fall

of bail is a rule and its refusal i

witliin prohibitory clause of section 497 and iin such like case girint 

IS an exceptional and no exceptional 
grounds have been agitated in the present case. Rfeliance in this respect is 

piaced on case law titled “Muhammad Tanvlier
VS the State and

a-iTOfher” reported in PLD-2017-SC-733. 

In the circumstances the bail petition in|hand is accepted and 
cused/petitioners are admitted to bail, provided tlfpy furnishes bail bonds 

in the sum of Rs. 80,000/- each with two sureties e‘ach in the like amount

lO the satisfaction of this court.. '

;
ric

r-opy of this order be placed on judicial and police files. Record be

C0M_grie-d'. to record room a.rter

1 ;

returned and file of this court be i: •

is
icompletion.
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VAKALAT NAMA

NO. 72021 c-h--w V

IN THE COURT OF Po/..

■*• ' >'«v .J.i.VrfT ;i/.

(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

V
VERSUS

bfAf' _ (Respondent) 

(Defendant)
H'^e,

Do hereby appdfnt and constitute Taimur AH Khan
/° ^ c°nipromise, withdravT

me/us as my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above 
nis default and with the authority to 
my/our costs.

?uml 5“arX«e5°otn,Z™* »"

proceed,.

■ f

€

Advocate High Court
or refer to arbitration for 

noted matter, without any liability for " 
engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsel

it.T:'.'..

on

Dated liBmZ.72021 • •'« •, <, ,v.‘.

(CLIENT)

ACCEPJm -VJV , vn V

TAIMUi 
Advocate High Court 

BC-10-4240
CMC: 17^101-7395544-5 
Cell No. 0333-9390916

LI KHAN
t..,-

OFFICE:
Room # FR-8, 4'^ Floor, 
Bilour RIaza, Peshawar, 
Cantt: Peshawar
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
cV •

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 2961/2021

Hayat Zaman Ex-Constable No. 2931 Police Station Saddar Mardan
Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others.

Respondents

/ Diary fjo3* ^

Para-wise reolv bv respondents;-

Respectfully Sheweth,

/ :i;
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS

X

1. That the appellant has not approached this Hon'ble Tribunal with cle^^ifidg?S^

2. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from this Hon'ble Tribunal.

3. That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi to file the instant 

appeal.

4. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant Service 

Appeal.

5. That the appeal is unjustifiable, baseless, false, flawless and vexatious and the 

same is liable to be dismissed with special compensatory cost in favour of ■ 

respondents.

6. That the appeal is barred by law and limitation.

REPLY ON FACTS

1. Para to the extent of enlistment in Police Department of appellant pertains to 

record needs no comments, while rest of the Para is not plausible because every 

Police Officer / Official is under obligation to perform his duty regularly and with 

devotion. But appellant's performance was not satisfactory as previously he had 

been awarded major punishment of dismissal from service vide order book 

No.2688, dated 20.11.2017 due to involvement in corrupt practices, inefficiency, 
close association with criminals and sharing [ information regarding the 

movement of Police Officers with miscreants. Later on, he was reinstated by the 

Honorable Service Tribunal vide judgment datedl 13.03.2019. Moreover, the 

perusal of service record of the appellant revealed that due to his lethargic 

attitude his entire service record is tainted with bad entries (Copy of dismissal 

order. Service Tribunal Judgment and list of bad entries are attached as 

Annexure”A, B&C").

2. Correct to the extent that the appellant passed A-1 examination and applied for 

B-1 examination, which was conducted at Sport Complex Mardan. However, 
rest of para is incorrect hence, denied. Mordover, on 20.09.2020 B-I 

examination was in progress at Sport Complex Mairdan and security duty was
I I

assigned to SHOs Police Stations City and Hoti. During checking of security, the 

SHO Hoti noticed that 02 persons are sitting on the ground near the examination 

hall. On enquiry by the SHO Hoti, they disclosed their names as Wisal s/o

a
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Iftikhar Ahmad r/o Garhi Kapura and Constable Hayat No. 2931 posted at Police 

Station Saddar. Both of these above named persons were found having answer 

sheets and B-1 book in the name of Kamal by Wisal while three answer sheets 

were recovered from Constable Hayat. Hence a proper case vide FIR No. 1048 

dated 20.09.2020 u/s 419/420/468/451/188/3| PPC Police Station Hoti Mardan 

was registered, photo copy of FIR is annexed as Annexure "D". The SHO has 

performed his legal duties and he has no grudges against the appellant, 

therefore, stance of the appellant is devoid of legal footing.
3. Correct to the extent that the appellant was issued charge sheet with statement 

of allegations on the account of his involvement in the aforementioned FIR. The 

said enquiry was entrusted to the then SDPO Takht Bhai Mardan, who after 

fulfilling all legal and codal formalities held the appellant responsible.
4. Incorrect the appellant was issued Charge Sheet with statement of allegations 

and enquiry was entrusted to the then SDPO Tal<jht Bhai Mardan. Enquiry Officer 

summoned the appellant and copies of charge sheet with statement of 
allegations were handed over to him. Enquiry Officer during the course of 
enquiry provided personal hearing opportunity toj the appellant and he was also 

questioned and counter questioned at length, but he failed to produce any
cogent evidence in his defense. Therefore, the Enquiry Officer recommended the

1 • •
appellant for awarding major punishment (Copy charge sheet with 

statement of allegations and enquiry report are annexed as annexure

5. Incorrect. The DPO Mardan also called the appellant for Orderly Room on
29.12.2020 by providing right of self defense,! but he failed to justify his

1

innocence, therefore, he was awarded major p|unishment of dismissal from 

service which does commensurate with the gravitiy of misconduct of appellant. 
Besides, the appellant preferred departmental appeal and the appellate
authority after paying due consideration, summoned and heard the appellant in

1
Orderly Room held on 20.01.2021, but he bitterlyjfailed to produce any cogent 
reason in his defense. Therefore, the same was rejected and filed being devoid 

of merit (Copy of dismissal & rejection orders |are enclosed as Annexure 

"G&H"). i

6. That appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following grounds
amongst the others. !

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

A....Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible the orders passed by 

.....the competent authority as well as appellate authority are legal, lawful and
according to norms of natural justice. Hence, liable to be maintained.

B. Incorrect the appellant was issued Charge i Sheet with statement of 
allegations and enquiry was entrusted to the then SDPO Takht Bhai Mardan. 
Enquiry Officer summoned the appellant and copies of charge sheet with 

statement of allegations were handed over to hirn. The enquiry officer during 

the course of enquiry recorded statement of appellant and heard in person 

and he was also questioned and counter questioned at length, but he failed

a



to produce any cogent evidence in his defense, however, after fulfillment of 

all legal .and. codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended the 

appellant for awarding major punishment and he was also summoned by the 

competent authority in Orderly Room on 29.12.2020, but this time too, he 

failed to justify his innocence, therefore, he was awarded major punishment 

of dismissal from service, which does commensurate with the gravity of 

misconduct of the appellant. Moreover, the respondent did not violate any 

law & rules, hence, the order liable to be maintained.

C. Para pertains to ETEA needs no comments. While rest of para is not plausible
4

because SHO has just performed his legal duty and he has, no grudges 

against the appellant, hence, plea of the appellant is totally baseless.

D. Incorrect para already explained needs no comments.

E. Incorrect. As discussed earlier the SHO has no grudges / ill-will against the 

appellant therefore, stance taken by the appellant has no legal footings to 

stand on.

F. Incorrect. Para explained earlier needs no conriments.
G. Incorrect stance taken the appellant is totally devoid of merit because he h^s 

been arrested red handed being indulged in unfair means.

H. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is bereft of any substance because 

criminal and departmental proceedings are two different entities which can 

run parallel and the fate of criminal case will have no effects on the 

departmental proceedings. Besides, release on bail does not mean acquittal . 

from the charges rather the same is released from the custody.

I. Incorrect. Para explained earlier needs no comments;

J. That the respondents also seek permission of this Honorable Tribunal to raise 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

PRAYER!-

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of above 

submissions, appeal of the appellant may very kindly be dismissed with costs.

'ohce Offcer,
ProvincSal 
Khybei] Ra^htunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(RespOQd^nt No. 01)

Regional Police Officer, 
Mardan

(Respondent No. 02)

DistiycFTOlice Officer, 
Marda^lJtf;

(Respondent No. 03)
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 2961/2021

Hayat Zaman Ex-Constable No. 2931 Police Station Saddar Mardan
Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others.

Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT.

We, the respondents do hereby declare and solemnly affirm 

on oath that the contents of the Para-wise comments in the service appeal cited as 

subject are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has 

been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Provincial ^^olice Offcer, 
Khyber P^akhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
\(Respon t No. 01)

^■"Vh
Regional Police 5fficer, 

R § Mardan

/ ■

■

(Respondent No. 02)

/Polite
Mardan

r.

(Respondent No. 03) -

!
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

MAkDAN
0

0937-9230109 
0937-9230111

dpomardan650@^mail.com 
Facebook: District Police Mardan 
Twiner; @dpomardan

Tel:
■' !•Fax:I

Email; ■/ t!
i!'1.1

Dated 2-/ /i /2017.

I
I

CiRDER
Tjhis order will dispose-dff the departmental inquiry, which has been 

conducted against Constable Hayat Zaman No: 2931, on the allegation that he while posted at 
Police Station Takht Bhai, Mardan is proceeded against departmentally for the charges of corrupt 

practice, in-efficiency, close associations with drirninals and sharing information regarding the 

of Police Officers with miscreants. Therefore, he jis suspended and closed to Police 

Lines, Mardan. This attitude adversely reflected on his performance which is an indiscipline act 

and gross misOonduct on his part as defined in rqle 2(iii) of Police Rules 1975.
Ir) this connection. Constable Hayat Z,aitian No. 2931, was charge 

vide this office No. 69/R, dated 12.|10.20I7 and also proceeded him against 
departmentally through Me. Abdur Rauf Babari, SP/Operations/HQrs: Mardan, who after 

necessary process, submitted his findings to the undersigned vide his office

movement

•,3
' .T

sheeted

fulfilling
endorsement NO; 2p45/PA/OPS, dated 03.11.20l|7j The allegations have been established against

I

him and recommended for major punishment.
The undersigned agreed with ^he findings of the enquiry officer and also 

17.11.2017. thb a leged Constable Hayat Zaman No. 2931, iS ?:

heard him in Orderly Room on 
hereby awarded rnaiof punishment of “Disnjiss|al from Service . with immediate effect in
exercise of the power vested in me under tl^ atlove quoted ruleL

; '

I--.

^ m
Order announced

O.B No.
Paled // /2()!7.

Dr. Mian Saeed Ahmed (PSP) 
District Police Officer, 

Mardan.
dated Mardan the ^ I ! 72017.

Copy for information ind necessary action to the:-

1. Deputy Inspector General of Polic|e. Mardan Region-l, Mardan.
2. S.P Operations, Mardan. ‘
3^ DSP/ HQrs, Mardan.
4. Pay 6fficer (DPO) Mardan.
5. E.C (DPO) Mardan.
6. OSl (DPO) Mardan.
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mmu,' before the KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA' RERVICF, TBIRI IAT . 
Kv peshaWar

i
Appeal No. 123,4/2018

t

Date of Institution .... ‘ 19.02.2018 If (4 Vll

P, ■ ' '

Date of Decision .1. 13.03.2019 ’ >...V'

Sti Hayat Zamaii Ex-Constable No. 2931, Police Station Takht Bhai District
.., (Appellant)

J*'*spepto)* General of Police/Provincial Police 
‘^^'IPakhtunkJiwa, Peshawar and two others.

Present.

i'
VERSUS .

W-
Officer, Khyber 

.. .(Respondents)rl

;

m*'
||i Mr. Muhammad Usman Khaii Turlandi, 

;Advocate. ... For appellant
i!

§r Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, 
Assu.l Advocate General, ... i For respondents.

i
- i

1I
■rd

MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI .. CHAIRMAN 
... ' MEMBERIVMR. AHMAD HASSAN.

M)
.lUDGMENT

i

HAMID FAROO'O DURRANI. CHATRMAN:- \t
; ■ ^v,v;vc.nw;«..

r.crv„:n
Instant appeal is directed against the order of respondenf'M'' 3

C.. Iw
ji
^-passed on 20.ih20I7, whereby, major punishment of dismissal from 

^.service

m with immediate effect was passed against the appellant. His
it.'^V departmentai appeal was also rejected oh.1,9.01.2018 by respondent No 2

M - I ■ “ ■ . ■

il: i :

W
Iitfc-

■ ■

1
di *
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The facts as available on record, suggest that the appellant joined the

■^i:y:service in Police Department Kbyber Pakntiinichwa as constable in the year 

•J;' 2009. At the relevant time the appellant whs posted at Police Station Takht

Bhai Mardan, when he was proceeded against departmentally on the 

g: allegations of corrupt practices, in-efficiency, close association with

■ , criminals and sharing information regarding the movement of Police

Officers with miscreants. The appellant \(/as suspended and closed to the

Police Lines, Mardan.r-
We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and learned Asstt.1/

•g;; A.G on behalf of the respondents;
K ■ ] I

Learned counsel for the appellant vehemently argued that no* *

proper/formM enqiliiry was conducted against the appellant in order to 

prove the grave allegations contained in the charge sheet and statement of 

allegations, issued on 12.10.2017, to the appellant. He further contended 

that the allegatlops in the charge sheet were different'than those which 

prevailed with the enquiry officer who ijad subniitted a scanty report on
I ' ■ .'1

03.011.2017, Further stated tliat no show cause notice was ever issued to 

the appellant before imposition of major penalty upon him.

ft:

I
■f-

&¥

■if.
■ )-^s

I On the otheiMiand, learned Asstt, A.G argued that all the codal 

formalities were fulfilled in the process of proceedings against the 

appellant..'fhat, the' appellant was dismissed on 24.02.2017 due to 

misconduct and was ^Subsequently reinstated on 10.04.i017. In his view

;•
i:'

-A

aP •
•;V

s AIT^TED
;■

/•/

•TXAfHNER
'nnktnvn

* A r
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1-ded the
\ offender and was righ- y awhabituaS : the appeUanl was 

iilmajor penalty.
Theavailable record.

ppeal a purported

dated 03.11.2017, wherein, U was noted that

2031 was called in the 

rrquiry fi'e. He

through tile 

with their reply to the a
carefully gone"We have•4.

had submitted along'respondents

ental enquiry reportJr-' 'depavU-n
constable Hayat Zaman Ho

m: receipt of enquiry
W- ■""" part of the e

n-v following facts were
was. His statevnent
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of altogether
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ntalned statement
The dismissal fromjservice

The record also co 

12.10.2017,

. \t was

I-':.
of allegations

"W'

appellant

sheet dated

werewherein, the allegations1
. 2931m nstable Hayat Zaman Ho

noted therein that co
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It JS evident from one page enquiry report dated 03.11.2017 that in

^pu,-siianoe to merno./tiated l‘2.i0.20I7 (statement 6fallegations and charge
■ ' '■■.■■■ ' .■; ■ ■ ^

were conducted id a cursory:manner and, except the

to connect the

■

sheet) the proceedings
i'. i

^ statement of appellaht, nb other evidence was eve^ollLtU

: : appellant with serious 
■®'p- 't '

The enquiry offi cer came

allegations contained in |he statement/charge sheet.

up with the findings jvhich were not only based 

grounds extraneous to those contained in the statement/charge sheet butI ”
‘i

were rebutted from other record including Fi;^ bJo. 

08.10.2017, at P.S Takln Bhai District Mardan

:
1611, recorded 

as|| well as Daily Diary of 

I tlie same Police Station dated 14.10.2017. The FiR:pertained to nomination
^! > j 11 I '

of Hazrat K£|rim son of Amra Ali alongwith sonje other 

recorded uncjer Sections 457/380-PPC, while Mad'No.

oniP
1

§Ik i

persons in offence

7 dated 14.10.2017
'V

. was regarding tJie airest of said Hazrat Karim (
aloiigwith others on even

date. The said record when examined in juxtaposition, to the contents ofI-I.
I

enquiry report and the statement of allegations suggested that
on the date

the letter was issued Hazrat f<Cari :.i ;arim was not even arrested. Oh the contrary

in: the report the only;allegation against the appel(a;nt was in tdrms that he 

willfully let the accused Hazrat Karim go on receiving the graft. We have
I , '

on qny show cause notice 

. The said factum

also remained unsucbessful in laying hands
"■•V

throughout the record including the reply of respondents

alone would suggest that the departmental proceedings 

appellant were not conducted in the mode and manner required by the
against the
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too* in a case whbre major penalty of disi^issal vfrom service was

mw
|ikj:ded to a civil servant; . (.;im. .!I

t

i0. In view of the above discussion,’ tlie appeaj
■ ’■ '■ ■ j- r ' ''llfgrayed for. Consequently,, the appellant is reinstated in service with all

.V:' ■

pi^ack and co nsequentiaK benefits.

in hand is allowed as

■ 1 /
Cl

I

;. '
Parties are left to bear their respective costs. |File be consigned to

-fi;Igke record room.

1

(HAMID DUl^OlANI)
• CHAIRMAN

;

i

HMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER
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OFFICE OF THE 

tllSTRICT POLICE OFFICERS

?

-•

Si!

tf;
3

MARDAN
ITei No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 

Email! dpomdn@gmall.com

.4 JL

L^A2 Dated /hn020./PA
f' ;7■/

DISCIPLINARY ACTION/' r

f ■ ‘\
' 4 f

/ I
I, Dr. Zahid Ullah (PSPL District Police Officer Mardan, as competent authority

' I . I
am of the opinion that Constable Hayat Zaman No,2931, himself liable to be proceeded agMnst, as he

j 1
committed the following acts/omissions within the meaning pf Police Rules 1975.

I• ii

■ i
i

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS
■1

Whereas, Constable Havat Za^nan No.2931. while posted at PS^addar (how 
under suspension Police Lines); has been charged in a case vide FIR No.l048 dated^O^-2020 U/S 419, 

420, 468, 451, 188 & 34 PPC Police Station Hoti.

■I

i;
f

i.
r.

'i
!■

! 4

I !
5

!ii
IFor the purpose of scrutinizing: the c^duct of the said accused official with 

reference to the above allegations, Mr. Bashir Ahmad SDPOTBl is nominated as EnOuirV Officer.
s

i| I

The Enqui^ Officer shall, in aciordahce with the provision of Police Rules 1975, 
provides reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused Police Officer, record/submit his findings and 
make within (30) days of tiie receip t of this order, recom neiidations as to punishment pr,other appropriate 

action against the accused Official.
i

li

I

Constable Havat Zaman is directed to appear before the Enquiry Officer oh the 

date + time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.
I 1

(Dr,
District Policcbfficer 

/V-^ardan

I

.1
II

. 1

i!

v
i!

.1

'

b

mailto:dpomdn@gmall.com
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& OFFICE QF^^^ri 

I DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

: MARDAN
Te) NO. 0937-9230109 & Fax NO. 0937-9230111 

i Einall: dpomcjnOgmall.com

. /. (
f.

■•an,•:

i
:S^

I

f ■

CHARGE SHEET
TT

1. Dr» Zahid Ullah (PSP^. DisUict Police Officer Mardan, as competent
^ i : ' li

^authority, hereby charge Constable Havat Zaman N(^;2931. while ported at PS Saddar (now under 
, / suspension Police Lines), ^ per attached Statement of A|legaitions.
/ ■ ' ' ■ ' P ■ ' .

By reasoiJs of above, you appcEjr to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules, 

1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of thfe penalties specified in Police Rules, 1975.

■V,

I

•/Li. / 1.
•• 7

1

§ 2. You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 07 days of the 

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as th^ case may be.
m

mir
ii

i
' i

V j
Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry Officers within the 

specified period, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put-in and in that Case, 
ex-parte action shall follow against you.

3.

4r Intimate whether you desired to be heard in person.

^Strict Police Officer 
Mj^cian

Q ■ J/\ /
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SU^-DlViSIONAL POLICE OFHCEft,
' Takht fiHAi Circle

Tel & Fax; 0937552211,E-Moili dSD.thmnr»„iI

No. I /S60

" \i__ - '•

V
/ST, Dated:2^ / 12/2020.M^mabMpQita

;

The District Police Officer,
Mardan.

. i

OiSClPLlNARY ACTION ACAINST rONSTAKt p 

NO. 29*^1

■

j

?;
/ Subject:

HAYAT ZAIUAN
/
/ Memo:/

i

Kindly refer tp your office Diary Np. 367/PA, dated:C)540.2620.1

i
I BK!EFFACT<i^

■ f

Constable ^ayat Zaman No. 293,1, 
under suspensidn Police* Lines], lias been charged i

20.09.2020 Ll/s 419, 420, 468, 451,188 & SA'ppt Police St
.1 .1 'I'' ■

The competent authority designated.undersigned

.
While posted at PS Saddar (now 

case vide FIR No.. 1048 dated 

afioiiHoti. '

in a

•.;

as enquiry officer.
PROCEEWNn^^

■ ;
Enquiry proce'edings I •

were, initiated and the alleged Constable Hayat
summoned and copy of cjiarge sheet was handed Over to him 

accordingly. He produced hi.s written statementiand he
-A-) H. .„a„a ,i,8, bn J0.i09.2020 He was prtsen. In the ex.mlHaslpn hall of B1

paper which was conducting through.ETEA; in the

Zaman No. 29,31 was

was heard in person (Annex,

meanwhile SHO/SI Ashiq Hussain 
examination hall and took the paRersheet from him thafh 

and using unfair means. The alleged constablb *

entered the
e was cheating 

stated that he was not using unfair
means to solve the paper.* "cnr- •• . ’ ; ;.M •

Constable Hayat Zaman was questioned and scounter
I length. While proceeding further in the 

summoned and the case (IJe 

was also got recorded (Aifnex, "B").

questioned at
enquiry,! investigatidn offlcier pf the case 

perused. A repo,ft/statementiSf Investigation Officer
was

was

ra;.. .

Page 1 of 2

• !■
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/ ' I*'.
l'

2:^• r
J ;I

V ••SECTIONS:
, i-

*».
J :. ; i-:’

The undersigned went throuigh the contents of FIR, statement of 

-delinquent police official, report of investigation ^officer ^nd otEet record 
mcluding caseTili, the following observations were mad^f

^ ■*' ! •' •• ‘I -O'‘h. --i;-- .'T-V'’- ••
1. Consta-bieiHayat Zaman lwas found gulltV'dii^iEg the Course of 

investigation. . '
2.. pellnquent cpiistafale being part of discipline force failed to 

maintain discipline in the haU of examinatidh.r '/: •
. 3. He was solving B1 paper through unfair .means, and cheating 

which is against the rules of B1 examination ■

ne »

. ; Si" ?

!r

k.

fj
I-

r- ;
RECOMMENDATiDN: . t,

ff'
I

Keeping in view the above facts, it is recommended that Constable'•r

Hayat Zaman No. 2,931 may please be awarded Major Punishih^eht,¥-agpeed.;
»

i•: • 'WI ;
. ’* I* Muhammd^a,is,Khan.(PSP)

Sub-Diviiion 'tiifPolice Officeri 

fakhtBhai

\

II

. I

I

OP-.tt■M ■ .cr-.

CCA urro
1
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:>•: aII I . -•

f CiV.:|* f
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I

'■ :
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ISOFFICE OF THE 

: pfSTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN
Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 

Email: dbomdn@Qmail.com

I-1
. ■ 71

f4«

m̂
'<3

I i.
I-.0

Dated /./>/2020

ORDER ON ENOUIRy OF CONST: HAYAT ZAMAN N0.2931
. . I ■ ' ■ !

This order will disposeioff a Departmental Enquiry under Police Rules 

1975, initiated against the subject official, under the allegations that while posted at PS Saddar 
(now under suspension Police Lines Mardan), Was placed under suspension vide this office OB No. 1625 

dated 21.09.2020, issued vide order/endorsement No. 4837-40/EC dated 23.09.2020 on account of 

charging in a case vide FIR No. 1048 dated 20.09!2020 U/S 419, 420, 468, 451, 188, 34 PPC PS 

Hoti & proceeded againstj departmentally through Mr. Muhammad Qais Khan SDPO Takht-Bhai 
vide this office Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet No.367/PA dated 05-16-2020, 
v ho (E.O) after fulfilling necessary process, submitted his Finding Report to this office vide his 

office letter No.1560/ST dated 28-12-2020, holding responsible the alleged official of 

niisconduct & recommended for major punishment.,

r|JVA'r-

I
R

-rj

i-I

Ji<•11ii

4
■f

€ :•>!

5

i
i 1

Final Order
Constable Hayat Zaman was heard in OR On 29-12-2020, who failed to 

satisfy the undersignejf, therefore, awarded him major punishment of dismissal from service with 

immediate effect, in ekercise of the power vested in me under Police Rules-1975.

I

OBNo. I•—^  I
Dated L-f / /4-2020. '

/
X / 7'

71
(Drf ^^mjllali) PSP 
District Police Officer 

Mardan
/

Copy forwarded for information & n/action to:-
' ' I

1) The Regional Police Officer Mardan; please.
: • I ' i '

2) The SF/Investigation <^SP/HQrs Mardan.

3) The P.O & E.C (^jjlice Office) Mardan.
4) The OSI (Police v':ffice) Mardan with ( ) Sheets.

»

)

./
/ •

'■'i

mailto:dbomdn@Qmail.com
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ORDER.
r

This order will d'lspose-off the departmental appealV^eferred by dx-
I • i '''

Constable Hayat Zaman No^ 2931 of Mardan District f^otice ^'ainst the order of 
District Police Officer, Mardan. whereby he was awarded major punisiitnetu of 
dismissal from service vid^ OB: No. 2323 dated 29,12.2020. The appellant was 

proceeded against departmentally oh the allegations that he while posted at Police 

Station Saddar, lyiardah was found involved ir a. case FIR No, 1048 dated 
20.00.2020 u/s 419M2(i)/468/4:51/18S/34-PPC Police' Station Hol^istrict Mardan 

i being involved in unfair iVieans during B-l examinaton.
Proper departmental enquiry proceedings were initiate|d against ftim. 

He was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of Allegations and Sub Divisional 
Police Officer, Takht Bhai, Mardan was nominatecj as Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry 

Officer after fulfilling codal | formalities, submitted his findings 

recommended the'delinquent Officer for major punishment'.

! I I:
5ti

<u C

K

y'
I
tc-

,1wherein ' he J

He was also provided opportunity of self defense (^summoning him in 7

S'the Orderly Room by the District Police Officer, Mardan on 29,12.2020, but he failed 

to advance any cogent reasons in his defense. 11 '■Hence, he was awarded major 
punishment of disrriisSa! from seVvice vide OB: No. 2323 dated 29.12.2020. II i

I
II IFeeling aggrieved'from the order of Cjisthct Police Officer, Mardan, the 

appellant .preferred the instant ^peal. He was summoned and feferd in person in 

Orderly RjDom held in this offiqe on 20.01.2021.
From the perusal qf the enquiry file arid service record of the appellant 

it has been found that allegatiqns of misconduct against the appellant have been 
proved beyond any shadow bf doubt. Being a member of disciptined/uniforrned force, ' 
the involvement ofl the, deliqque'nt Officer in such like activities has brought 
name to the entire Police ftorce in the eyes of the general pu^, On perusal of' 

previous service record of the appellant, it was notjced that h&Jfe habitual absentee 

and prior to this, the apppl!ant| was also dismissed from servicb twiceiy for iiis ' 
disinterest in the official duties. Hence, the retention of appellant in Police

(

ic

I

i

a bad’.-

Department will stigmatize the prestige of entire Police Force as instead of fighting 

crime, he has himself indulged in'criminal activities. ’
Sher AkbarjipSP S.lfl

Regional Police /)s/7'-‘
Officer, Mardan, being'the appellate authority, fihd nd subV^nce in Itie appeal,

Keeping in view the above, I,

is: c:.
■ a4'

■;

therefore, the same is rejected and filed, being devoid of merit, 
Order Announced.

47:.'.•77'') < (I

Ii
■ « > ^RegTbrrsfTPoIice Officer,

t' i;35 7 2l1 ■ 7Sv
.0No. /ES, Dated Mardan the • !<■ ir-'

'i / I / 7 j
/2021.

^^Copy forwarded to District Police Offlder, Mardan for information aixl 
necessary w/r to his office Memo: !no. 14/LB dated 14.01.2021. His service record is

»

returned herewith.
.j

u
KI'O/ McXu;

.



r
• / I

BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
PESHAWAR.A I

* V

i

Service Appeal No. 2961/2021
V

Hayat Zaman Ex-Constable No. 2931 Police Station Saddar Mardan
Appeiiant

I VERSUS

The Provincial Police Offic’er, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others.
i

\ Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Khyal Roz Inspector Legal, (Police) Mardan is hereby 

authorized to appear before the Honourable Service Tribunal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
t

Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behalf of the respondents. He is 

also authorized to submit all required documents and replies etc. as representative of 
the respondents through the AddI: Advocate General/Govt. Pleader, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

I
I

I

i
I

<y<P/T/
Provincial Ifolice Offcer, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshd
(Respondent No. 01)

t

•i-

war.I

I

Regional PoliceiOfficer, 
Mardan

(Respondent No. 02)

■j

i'

I

I

Distn ce icer.
/ Mardar^

(RespondenyWo. 03)
I

\

!

I



<pafc/>BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

M Appeal No.

.. ", ; uiryNo.___
M,dJ/i 1 i<is:

/lu★
/2021

Hayat Zaman ^ | V/S Police Deptt:

TTX.. application for fixing of an early date of 
hearing in the above titled appeal instead of 29.08.2021

RESPECTFULLY SHF WFTH- j

^PP®^' *e order dated
zy. 12.2020, where the appellant has dismissed froj

2. That the instant appeal was fixed for preliminary hearing on 03.05.2021 

owever due to sad demise of Honourable Chairman of KP Service
tribunal, the Service was non-functional and 
18.07.2021 on date fixed i.e 03.05.2021.

3. That as the appellant was dismissed from service, due to which his 

tmancial position is \ ery hard;and not bearable.

4. That it will be in the interest of justice to fix the

1.

m service.

case was adjourned to

case at an early date.

seiSES"=-A
APPELLA

THROUGH;\V<x' (TAIM LI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,

. AFFIDAVIT:

.^!&y DEPONENT
'A "5

Oath

a
f >•Av)



r
(

/
i'i-

I ii;!BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

:

Appeal No. /2021 iv

Hayat Zaman , V/S Police Deptt: Li!•

TTT. application for fixing of an 
hearing in the above titled early date of 

appeal instead of 29.08.2021 t-t:

!
respectfully SHF WT-th.

lo.07.2021 on date fixed i.e 03.05.2021. case was adjourned to

3. That as the appellant '
^ , - - was dismissed from
hnancial position is very hard and not bearable.service, due to which his

4. That it will be in the interest of justice to fix th
e case at an early date.

!■

It is, therefore
applica.™, „
Service Appeal instead of 18.07.2021. i

i:'!

APPELLA
THROUGH:

(Taim LI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,

, AFFIDAVIT:
It IS affirmed and declared that the contents of the 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief above Application are true and
1
■

c,\4 DEPONENT 1

■ V, V !Oath
1
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BEFORE THE ICP SERVICE TRIBUNAL, !!'PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. /2021
ij

Hayat Zaman V/S ;■

Police Deptt;
. K

appeal instead of 29.08.2021

RESPECTFITT.LY SHFWffTW.

■ iS; r ■-•ii.--j s; ~-s sts
.sS.trSLTe’oro'S”" ““ “

3. That as the appellant was dismissed from 

tmancial position is v,ery hard and not bearable.

4. That it will be in the interest of justice to fix the

1. fl.

;V

li-
I,

i.:.
f:

t:.
b

service, due to which his

case at an early date. i

It is, thereforeapplication an early ^daTof'T^'^^ acceptance of this
s" iceApieriSitf isL “>■

5 :

!'
appella ;r'

I.

THROUGH: 1;
(TAIM LI KHAN) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,
1

;

If • Cf A AFFIDAVIT:
correct to the best ofmTknowl'Sgerd beli^^^^^^^ and

/

!■:

i:deponent

tV

L 1 i
i
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BEFORE the KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
i-i

Appeal No. /2021

Hayat Zaman /
V/S Police Deptt:

AN EARLY DATE OF 
APPEAL INSTEAD OF 29.08 2021 i;-

1-'

respectfully SHffWrTw.

against the order dated29.12,2020, where the appellant has dismissed from service.

2. That the instant appeal was fixed for preliminary hearing on 03 05 2021
S™! Z Chai™a:^t S .“ .e

1.

,

3. That as the appellantr. . , — , was dismissed from
tmancial position is vbry hard and not bearable.service, due to which his

1.
4. That It will be in the interest of justice to fix the

case at an early date.

ii:

i ii;

APPELLAft

THROUGH:
(TAIM LI KHAN) . 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT,

Tf O' A 1 AFFIDAVIT:
col f ^ ^ °f *e above Appli
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief ^

;

1 cation are true arid i;
1;
f
i'
;•

deponent
I

Oath
iQpl^r I

L-J1
/.I-'
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\
Libefore the kp service tribunal l:' =

PESHAWAR.5

N-

Appeal No. /2021 i]'

Hayat Zaman V/S Police Deptt: i-::

i'

RESPECTFIIU.V SHTWgm..
2T2'202oTh'“.j“ "" “PP“' •S»”« Ihe »d=r d.ted
29.12.2020, where the appellant has dismissed from service

1O.U/.2021 on date fixed i.e 03.05.2021.

3. That as the appellant was dismissed from ■ 
financial position is very hard and not bearable.

I
4. That it will be in the interest of justice to fix the

f-1.

■

r
was adjourned tocase

service, due to which his i;
I

:

case at an early date. ■i

i:

It is, therefore]. , ^ost humbly prayed that
application, an early ‘^ate of hearing 
Service Appeal instead of 18.07.2021.

on acceptance of this . 
may kindly be fixed in the above

appella !i\
1 THROUGH:

(TAIM LI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

n , I AFFIDAVIT:

cLit'r. ™ ^ -
DEPONENT


