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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 4948/2021

Date of Institution ... 16.04.2021
Date of Decision ... 25.01.2022

Syed Rashid Ali Shah, Ex-Constable No. 1928, Capital City Police, Peshawar
(Appellant)Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others.
(Respondents)

Ansar Ullah Khan, 
Advocate For Appellant

Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Additional Advocate General For respondents

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR
CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

ATIO-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER fE^:- Brief facts of the

case are that the appellant while serving as Constable was proceeded against on 

the charges of absence from duty and was ultimately dismissed from service vide 

order dated 20-02-2020, against which the appellant filed departmental appeal 

dated 20-05-2020, which was rejected vide order dated 03-08-2020. The 

appellant filed revision petition, which was also rejected vide order dated 17-03- 

2021, hence the instant service appeal with prayers that the impugned orders 

dated 20-02-2020 and 17-03-2021 may be set aside and the appellant may be re

instated in service with all back benefits.

02. , Learned for the appellant has contended that absence of the appellant 

was not intentional but was due to serious illness of the appellant, which does not

Iconstitute gross misconduct, hence the penalty so awarded is harsh and needs
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revision; that the appellant was seriously injured in road accident and he

produced all medical prescriptions before the appellate board, but were not taken

into consideration; that the appellant has been condemned unheard as no proper 

inquiry was conducted nor the appellant was associated with proceedings of the 

inquiry; that the appellant has not been afforded opportunity of personal hearing, 

hence was condemned unheard; that the impugned orders are arbitrary, 

discriminatory, against the principle of equity, justice, law and propriety and

subject to cancellation by this honorable Tribunal.

03. , Learned Additional Advocate General for the respondent has contended 

that the appellant is a habitual absentee, having tainted service record containing 

43 bad entries, 07 minor punishments on the charges of absence on different

occasions in his service; that the appellant was properly proceeded against by 

issuing him charge sheet/statement of allegations and proper inquiry was 

conducted; that final show cause notice was also service upon the appellant, but 

the appellant did not respond either to show cause notice or to proceedings of the

inquiry, hence he was awarded with major punishment of dismissal from service.

04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the

re*

05. It is un-disputed that the appellant remained absent from duty for some

time, but the respondents proceeded the appellant in absentia and did not take

into consideration his serious illness nor of his wife, the appellant submitted his

medical prescriptions as well as of his wife before the inquiry officer as well as 

before the appellate authority and the inquiry officer has admitted his stance, 

hence did not recommend him Tor award of any penalty, but the competent 

authority arbitrarily dismissed him without taking into consideration his medical 

grounds, which however was not warranted. It otherwise is mandatory that 

regular inquiry is must before imposition of major penalty, which however was 

not conducted in cases of the appellant. The appellant was not treated as per
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law, as in case of willful absence, the appellant was required to be proceeded

against under Rule-9 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants

(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, , but the respondents acted in arbitrary 

manner and dismissed the appellant without adhering to the legal course

prescribed by law.

The appellant was not guilty of charges of gross misconduct or corruption, 

therefore extreme penalty of dismissal from service for the charge of absence is

06.

on higher side, hence, quantum of the punishment needs to be reduced. Reliance

is placed on 2006 SCMR 1120. Charge against the appellant was not so grave as

to propose penalty of dismissal from service, such penalty appears to be harsh.

which does not commensurate with nature of the charge. The appellant has

admitted his absence but such absence was not willful, which does not constitute

gross misconduct entailing major penalty of removal from service. Competent

authority had jurisdiction to award any of the punishments mentioned in law to 

the government employee but for the purpose of safe administration of justice 

such punishment should be awarded which commensurate with the magnitude of 

the guilt. Otherwise the law dealing with the subject would lose its efficacy.

Reliance is placed on 2006 SCMR 1120

07. In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is partially 

accepted. The penalty of dismissal from service is converted into minor penalty of 

stoppage of increments for two years and the intervening period is treated as 

leave without pay. Respondents however, are at liberty to conduct inquiry, if they 

so desire. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record

room.

ANNOUNCED
25.01.2022

\AA'
(AHMACrSULTAN TAREEN) 

CHAIRMAN
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (E)
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ORDER
25.01.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel

Butt, Additional Advocate Genera! for respondents present. Arguments 

heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on file, the

instant appeal is partially accepted. The penalty of dismissal from service

is converted into minor penalty of stoppage of increments for two years 

and the intervening period is treated as leave without pay. Respondents 

however, are at liberty to conduct inquiry, if they so desire. Parties are left

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

ANNOUNCED
25.01.2022

a
(AHMAD-StJETAN TARHBii) 

CHAIRMAN
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (E)

/
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Learned Addi, A.G be renninded about the omission 

and for submission of reply/cornments within extended 

time of 10 days.

29.07.2021
■
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Tj Appellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, 

Additional Advocate General for respondents present.

O 25.10.2021
u..
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Written reply/comments has not submitted despite extension 

of 10 days time. Learned AAG seeks further time to submit the 

same on the next date. Granted but as a last chance. To come up 
for reply/arguments before the D.B on 30.11.2021./"^^^

■ ra

Q.
: T. ■

ty)

i

7^

(MIAN MUHAMMAD 
MEMBER (E)
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Appellant alongwith his counsel present30.11.2021
1

Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional Advocate 

General alongwith Mr. Raziq H.C for respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents submitted 

which is placed on file and copy of the same is handed over to 

learned counsel for the appellant. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 19.01.2021 before D.B.

r-.

(Roziha Rehman) 
Member (J)'

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)
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PreliminaryCounsel for the appellant present, 
arguments heard.’

14.06.2021 />
<

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is

admitted to regular 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
- i-. H

reply/comments in office within 10 days after receipt of

notices, positively. If the written repiy/comments are not

submitted within the stipulated time, the office shall submit

the file with a report of non-compliance. File to come upi

for arguments on 25.10.2021 before the D.B./

Securiiy 0, Process

Chairman

ki
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

f

/2021Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Syed Rashid Ali Shah resubmitted today by Mr. M. 

Zafar Thirkheli, Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Register and put 

up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order pleas^

21/04/20211-

REGISTRAR ■=—
T]

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put
2

up there on

CHA

.1.

1

■

'.'1.
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The appeal of Syed Rashid Ali Shah Ex-Constable no. 1928 C.C.P Peshawar received today 

i.e. on 16/04/2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

-1- Annexures-A, E and F of the appeal are^l^ible which may be replaced by legible/better 
one.

2- Appeal has not been flagged/marked annexures'marks.
3- Six more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect may 

also be submitted with the appeal.

ziri..AT,No.

/ 72021Dt.

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

f

<
PESHAWAR.

.*M.Zafar Tahirkheli Adv. Pesh.

e''

;

I

:
V/

t

!
;

I



i ^

BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PUKHTOONKHWA
PESHAWAR

\\ •

Service Appeal No. /2021

Versus Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa etc.Rashid Ali Shah

INDEX

PagesDatesAnnexjjreS.No Particulars
1-3Memo of Petition

2 Impugned Order

3 Order

3 Medical Reports

4 Charge Sheet
5 Statement of Allegation

6 Inquiry Report

7 ShowCause

8 Departmental Appeal

9 Rejection Order

10 Appeal to Appellate Board

11 Vakalatnama

1
20-02-2020
17-03-2021

4“A”
5“B”

“C” to “C7” 6-13
23-08-2019
23-08-2019
14-09-2019

14“D”

15-“D1”
16-20*‘E”

2117-01-2020“E1”
2220-05-2020icpji

03-08-2020

06-08-2020

23“F1”
24-25“F2”

26

r.
(MuhammaqZafar Tahirkheli)
Advocate, J /
High Court F'eshawarDate:- 16 April 2021

^^anjJllah^han)
Advocate
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s>•ft BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER PUKHTOONKHWA
PESHAWAR

/2021Service Appeal No.

Syed Rashid All Shah,
Ex-Constable No. 1928,
Capital City Police, Peshawar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Appellant

Versus

Inspector Genera! of Police,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

1.

2. Superintendent of Police, Cantt Peshawar.

3. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.

4. Deputy Superintendent of Police, Cantt Sub Division Peshawar

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL U/S 4 OF NWFP SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, 
AGAINST THE APPELLANTS DISMISSAL FROM HIS SERVICE VIDE 

ORDER DATED 20-02-2020 (ANNEX-A) AND ORDER DATED 17-03-2021, 
WHEREBY DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT WAS

REFUSED (ANNEX-B).

“Prayer”

(a) By accepting this appeai and setting aside the impugned dismissai order 
dated 20-02-2020 and impugned order dated 17-03-2021, whereby the 
Appellate Board of the respondent department finally refused the 
appellant's appeal-4b t e d to “d ay 

V v<^ ^
(b) Directing the respondent department to re-instate the appellant in service 

with all the consequential benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth,

s 0& .1*1. The appellant was.initially appointed as Constable in the year 2004 and had served 
the department honestly and diligently to the utmost satisfaction of his superiors.

&3
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That while serving as Constable at Police Lines Peshawar in the year 2019, the 
appellant received call from his wife that she is seriously ill and needed immediate 
medical attention.

22.
5
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That on the very same day the appellant met a serious motor bike accident 
and was critically injured while going to purchase medicine for his wife. That being 
the only male at home, the appellant was unable to report his accident and absence 
from duties to the official concern within time. (Copies annexed “C” & “C7”)

That the departmental proceedings were initiated against the appellant, whereby 
charge sheet and statement of allegation dated 23-08-2019 was issued, which were 
neither served upon the appellant nor any advertisement issued two widely circulated 
newspaper as required under the law. (Copies annexed “D” & "Dl”)

That DSP Cantt Sub Division Peshawar was appointed as Inquiry Officer, who 
submitted his inquiry report dated 14-09-2019. The appellant was then issued final 
show cause notice dated 17-01-2020, which was never served upon the appellant. 
(Copies annexed “E” & “El”)

That after recovery from injuries, the appellant went to police lines to join his duty, but 
he was shocked to receive the impugned dismissal order dated 20-02-2020, whereby 
the appellant was dismissed from his service.

The appellant preferred a departmental appeal dated 20-05-2020, which was refused 
vide order dated 03-08-2020. The appellant approach the appellate Board, 
respondent No. 1 through filing appeal against the order dated 03-08-2020, which 
was finally rejected vide impugned order dated 17-03-2021. (Copy of departmental 
appeal annexed “F” to “F2”)

3.

4.

5.

6.

Feeling aggrieved and finding no other remedy, the appellant has been 
constrained to approach the Hon’ble Services Tribunal for the redress of his 
grievance;-ihter-ailia on the following:

Grounds

The respondent department has acted in a most arbitrary manner while dismissing 
the appellant from service, in-spite of his clean service record, by the respondent 
department, which needs to be set right by this Hon’ble tribunal.

(a)

The respondent department issued charge sheet along with statement of allegations, 
but were never served upon the appellant

(b)

't :*

That the Inquiry Officer did not conduct the inquiry according to the laid down 
procedure. He was neither called for inquiry proceedings nor was given the 
opportunity to be heard in person. Impugned dismissal order dated 20-2-2020 is 
testament to the fact that the appellant was not aware of the inquiry proceedings nor 
was he served with charge sheet, statement of allegations and final show cause 
notice. The inquiry report is thus illegal and void an-initio.

(d) That the Inquiry Officer did not recommend any major penalty in the Inquiry report 
dated 14-09-2019. This fact has been completely ignored by the respondent No. 2 
while issuing impugned dismissal order.

(e) That the appellant was seriously injured in a road accident and he produced all his 
medical prescription/receipts as well as his wife’s medical reports before the 
appellate Board, which were not taken into consideration.

(f) It is necessary to mention that the appellant’s correct name Is, “Syed Rashid All 
Shah” whereas the proceedings have been carried out in the name “Rashid 
Hussain”. Ostensibly due to the gross mistake regarding the name the appellant was 
never properly served and remained ignorant about the whole proceedings.

(g) That the impugned order of dismissal from service dated 20-2-2020 and then the 
refusal of his departmental appeal dated 17-03-2021 has been passed in haste, on



the basis of assumptions and presumptions. Hence the impugned orders dated 
20-02-2020 and-17-03-2021 are illegal unlawful and liable to be rescinded as such.

That it has been consistant opinion of the superior courts that, “ availing medical 
leave without permission could not be considered an act of cross misconduct entitling 
major penalty of dismissal form service” (2008 SCMR 214).

That whole inquiry proceedings have been carried out against the laid down 
procedure, whereby the appellant was condemned for no fault or proof of any 
misconduct or incurring loss to the department.

The impugned order is thus arbitrary, discriminatory, against the principles of equity, 
justice, law and proprietary, subject to cancellation by this Hpn’ble Tribunal.

(h)

(i)

0)

Appellant seeks permission to take several other grounds at the time of
arguments.

In view of the above, it is most humbly requested that by accepting this appeal

a. The impugned dismissal order dated 20-02-2020 and impugned order 
dated 17-03-2021, whereby the Appellate Board of the respondent 
department finally refused the appellant’s appeal, may kindly be set aside,

b. And the respondent department, may kindly be directed to re-instate the 
appellant in service with all the consequential benefits.

Any other relief deemed appropriate may also be granted

5:;Appellant, ^

/ ^Through,

Zafar Tahirkheli)
Advocate

(MuhammadPeshawar, dated 
16-04-2021

(^sd^llah khan) 
' Advocate
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ORDER

This office order vViU dispose oT the, departrucmtHf proceedings against 
Constable Rashid Hussain No. 1928 wfio while posted at Police Station Tatara 

absented himself from his lawful duty with ei^^ect ‘.rc/m 17.a7.2019 to till date.
Under Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) pror;er charge shpR?' alongwith 

summary of allegation were issued against ;;rnsrable Rashid Hussain No. 1928 and 

SDPO Cantt was appointed as enquiry ofiici:.r. to scrutinize■ the conduct of Constable 

Rashid Flussain No. 1928.

The enquiry officer submiicec: -indi/.g. and stated vLut ':he -?J^/:.gations. 
leveled against him is proved. Hence, he wee jcsued final show cauce notice, and two 

parwanas was sent to police station Bha:‘arutvri to inform the constable for receiving of 
final show cause notice. But he did not rereived finai show, cause no.dce nor appear 

before the undersigned. This shows his lafk of interest in officrai duty arid shows
negligence. Furthermore, oh 0]. 11,2020 be v;os relieved from police station Tat.Ta to PS
Sarband but he did not. airived to PS Sar dvnd. Or: 2d.01.1:i20 relieve d him from PS 

Sarband to Police Lines ‘<''esha-.../ar but ho din :.a. arrived to rohee Lines Perhawar and 

he is still absent from police Lines Peshavrar ' .’or ei'ect from :-0 01.2020 to vill date. He 

is neither joined enquiry/proceedings nor api..;f;red nefore the urdersianed.

Keeping in view of the above aa.d rer'ommend'ion of Enquiry Officer, I, 
TassaTvar Iqbal (PSP), SP Cantt, Peshawar be!righ competent, cu.hority, agreed with the 

recommendation of the enquiry officer. T>:/:'unde.-.r jf'oliee Disciplinary Rules 
197S, Constable Rashid Hussain No. 1928 . v hf r*eby a .;far . .d r-ajor pu:;Jsb jaent of 

dismissal from service, vnth immediate offer

1
■I
■i.
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Oath. ^.}Orpra 4

V________

/
,c:(TASBAIVAR 1\

SUPEP.IN^EjiriEK' 
— • CANTh PE-ij: ‘■1\

5/Xh—/SP/Cantt: dated PechavVar, th i^/h Xv 2C20.

Copy for information and necessaiy action to the: -

1. The Sr: Superintendent of Police, Ov-.rraaon, Pesha var.
2. The Superintendent cT Police Head:] , v'.er; Peshawar.
3. SDPO Gantt enqidry offmer.
4. Pay Officer.
5. CRC,
6. OASI branch.
7. Fauji Missal t-\,-ar;ah '.■.idi enquiry i.; ■' :br i"ccc' d. ' /'■> •
8. Official concer ae:

No.,
I

-id

.-1

^iCOPY
'.a

t • 4
5

■1
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.■i

1

i
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ORDER

This order will dispose of the departmental proceedings against Constable 

Rashid Husain No.l928 who while posted at Police Station Tatara absented himself 
from his lawful duty with effect from 17.07.2019 to till date.

Under Section rules 1975 (amended 2014) proper charge sheet alongwith 

summary of allegation were issued against Constable Rashid Hussain No.l928 and 
SDPO Cantt was appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize the conduct of Constable 
Rashid Hussain No.l928

The equity officer submitted finding and stated that the allegations leveled 

against him is proved. Hence, he was issued Final show Notice, and two parwanas 

wan sent to police station Bhanamari to inform the constable for receiving of final 
show cause notice. But he did not received final show cause notice nor appear before 

the undersigned. This shows his lack of interest in official duty and shows negligence. 
Furthermore on 01.11.2020 he was relieved from police station Tatara to Police 

Station Sarband but he did not arrived to Police Station Sarband on 28.01.2020 

relieved him from Police Station Sarband to Police Lines Peshawar but he did not 
arrived to police Lines Peshawar and he is still absent from police Lines Peshawar 
with effect from 10.01.2020 to till date. He is neither joined enquiry/proceedings 
appeared before the undersigned.

Keeping in view of the above and recommendation of Enquiry Officer, I, 
Tassawar Iqbal (PSP), SP Cantt, Peshawar being a competent authority, agreed with 

the recommendation of the enquiry officer. Therefore, Under Police Disciplinary, 
Rules 1975, Constable Rashid Hussain No.l928 is hereby awarded Major 

punishment of dismissal from service, with immediate effect.

nor

Sd/-
TASSAWAR IQBAL PSP 

SUPERINTENDENT OFFICER
CANTT PESHAWAR

No.514/SP/Cantt. dated Peshawar, the 21/12/2020

Copy of information and necessary action to the

1. The Sr. Superintendent of Police, Operation, Peshawar 
_ The Superintendent of Police Headquarter, Peshawar 

SDPO Cantt, enquiry officer 
Pay Officer 
CRC,
OASI, Branch
Fauji Missal branch with enquiry for record.
Official concerned.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.



r

uyiuXm
OFFICE OF THE \ ,

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE \ 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
//p> I PESHAWAR. 9
L^i1 L/2L dated Peshawar the n

■ r

No. S/ 72021.

ORDER

I This drder is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Petition 

Patotunldiwa Police Rule-197;
under Rule II-A of Khybe

(amended 2014) submitted by Ex-FC Syed Rashid Ali Shah N 

The petitioner was dismissed from by SP/Cantt: Peshawar vide OB No,
allegatio|is of absence ^om duty w.e.f 17,07.2019 till ^ of dismissal from service i 

07:months & 03-days. His appeal

0. 1928
581, dated 20.02.2020 on th(

i.e. 20.02.2020 fo 
rejected by Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar vide order Endstwas

No. 919-24/PA, dated 03.08.2020.
j ' [

I ' Meeting ,of Appellate Board was held
Petitioner contended that he was injured in road accident.

During hearing petitioner failed to advance 

charges. Moreover, he produced medical documents during personal hearing before CCPO, 

were sent for verification in which only two OPD chits, one for himself and the bther in the name of hi 
wife were verified and the rest has not been verified and reportedly bogus. In view of the willful absence

petitioner for long period, the Board decided that his petition is hereby rejected. '

02.03.2021 wherein petitioner was heard ion m person

any plausible explanation in rebuttal of th(

Peshawar whici

o

Sd/.
1

KASHIF ALAM, PSP 
Additional Inspector Genera] of Police^ 
HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

• ,1

No. S/! /21,

Copy oi the above is forwarded to the:
L; Capital City^ Police Officer, Peshawar. One Fauji Missal 

named Ex-FC received vide your office Memo: No. 21112/CRC, 
herewith for your office record.

2. Supdt: of Police, Cantt: Peshawar.

3. PSO to IGP/KJiyber Pakhtunkhwa, GPO Peshawar.

AIG/Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesha
5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesh
6. PA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

,r
and one Enquiry file of the abovt 

dated 11.12.2020 is returnee
%{
i''

4. war.

awar.

t.w (I LLAHJpiAN) PSP 
AKtestabh^iment,

For Inspecfep^neral of Police, 
Khyber Ramunkhwa, Peshawar.
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I LADY READING HOSPSTAL
■< MEDICAL TEACHING INSTITUTION 

PESHAWAR, KPMEDICAL teaching’ 
• INSTITUTION *

Amount Paid :20 
[nvoice#: K02192246750 
Invice Date 30-JUL“2019 14:30:32

. Name :RASH1D ALI SHAH 
Age : 36 Years District: Peshawar

MRNo. K02ACE19638160 
Gender: Male 
i-aihc Name/ GUL ZAR KHAN
V'ijit type! '/WLilL

bilal

TTUTgUTTUy

Center: Emergency

/ ^ r!
Findings:

I at I
/ ^ / ^ /

A'

n
Icx/

Investigations:

1?^

c4aL
nfx

Diagnosis:

/ir

Consultant Name:52l:Next Visit:
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READING HOSPITAL 
SwArKp”'"® ■■ 20

5

Invoice# :
Invoice- Date : 3Q-JUL-19

K02192246750
14:30:32

iv-RNo : K02ACE19638160 Name : RASHID ALI SHAH 

Age: 35 Year(s
rather / Husband Marne : GUL 2AR KHAN
Gencaer.:

District :Peshaw^.r

i'.fip yi iirnU

O

Findings:

Investigations: j

U'E, ^ 

giA-

a
^ >

J
c(-^ \

/A .?•- 5

Next Visit: lame:- Signature:
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•*E0ICA1. TEACMINO’ 
• INSTTTUTION *

Amount Paid : 20 
Invoice //:
Invoice Date : 22-JUL-20

K0220ri 26312
12:44:41

■.:=::'ACF20404053 Name : SYED RASHID 
Age ; 39 Year{s'vialo District: . -.v'v.r

ttTTu^Tj<mtT oTTTw

ComplainiSr^<^ Emergent Dep 

NAVEED HAWIEEC
nt: EMERGENCY

Counte r: EMERGENCYA

K

I

Investigations:
I

I

!

•i-

Diagnosis:

Next Visit: Consultant Name; Signature:

mi0 0

i£i&

§
J.W*m \i

Us 5525.3
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XlaiiJ WjeLmooJJdim QureiLi
Orthopaedic Surgeon

^ ftflBBS, MCPS, FCPS
=ovt. Lady Reading Hospital Peshawar. 

CLINIC

V

i C-16, Khushai Medical Center
Dabgart Garden Peshawar center
S^ob: 0346-9213195, 0345-7643021 JS

Ua)Qi 'Z-Name i I A)4sex-^Age
ClinicaS Record"^ ^^0 
__—'---^\c

Date/Lii!(7

'.I \ :
,■)

i ■r
i%

1 ll/rt-

i

f-f i0^-> —r
/

■01/4'•.' n (gn
j-r

/7[lyA- V
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■If0^ l^'i l/:.,
Prr5 Sf’lWOu

[i:x
/t.: • .• i:'v.5i’

• 'Millie. :.;r.
■".Ijrfiscm

f.'P'i; .;.;.■n^^al T.'-i-hings ir.iiiwtey
) ■XV Not Valid For Medical Legal P

urposes
A • ♦ir
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I Performed Date
j Patient Ref. By

Patient Age. 
Sexl
Report Date

: Years
: Kashid M

•:: 13th June 2,0 I
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REASON FOR EXAM:

. COMPARISON; • None

EXAMINATION TECHMIOyE:

I Multiplanar multiseQuential imaging is done throui.fb l:he right- knee,

'vINDIMGS:
,1

..brade HI tear involves posterior horn of medial i-rieniscus.The bones comprising of the noht
, jknee joint show normal configuration and'positioif. The bone marrow signal Tj,

IS norrnai, witrn
.a r,onrisl mabecuiar paLterri. The anterior and dotTerior cruciare iigaments.are intact and are 

Tmal in their v\'idth and signal characteristics.’h'iediai
;

rnerirtcus demonstrate normal signal 
js _se^i, The media) and ipferal collateral l.gaments^are within 

. hmits. The articula.^’ cartilage is Viormald^t nf i^^teilar'and quadViceps'tendons' 

)ffa's.fat pad appears normal. Ther^ i5_ng evidence of significant effusion, The soft 

..surrounding the right knee joint and the imaged

are ;

vascular structures are
emarkable.ri

!■

>>1PRESSIQN:
•;
rade III horizontal! tear posterior horn of iidi'diaS meniscus.
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. CHARGE SHEET

I, Superintendent of Police, Cantt:, Capital City Police-Peshawar, as a 

competent authority, hereby, charge that FC Rashid Hussain No. 1928 of 

Capital City Police Peshawar with the following allegations.

"You FC Rashid' Hussain No. 192S while posted to PS Tatara remained
i

abscnr. from lawful duty w.e.f 17.Q7.2Q19 to till date without permission 

from 3mur senior. This; amounts to gross misconduct on your part and against, 

the discipline of.the force.”

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defence within seven 

da3'S of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry- Officer committee, as the 

case ma}' be. | ■

Your written ! defence, if an^p should reach the Enquiiy 

Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be 

presumed tifat have ho defence to put in and in that case e.';--pari.e acbon shall 

follow against 3mu.

i

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

MUHAMMAD
SUPERINTENDE.^9-h POLICE, 

C.ANTT^PE^AWAR

nil- 1PY



DISCIPLINARY ACTION
- r

: I, Superintendent of Police, Gantt:, Capital City Police Peshawar

competent authority, am pf the opinion that FC Rashid Hussain No. 1928 has 

rendered hmvself liable t|o be .proceeded against under the provision of Police 

Disciplinary Rules-1975. I

as a

STATEMENT OF ALLROATTOTVT 

^hat FC Rashid Hussain No.ar

19^ while posted to Police Station Tatara 

remained absent from his lawful duty w.e.f 17.07.2019 to till date. This
amounts to gross misconduct on his part and against the discipline of the force.

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

to the above allegations ari enquiry is ordered and'S^'s'^ C 
Enquiry Officer. ! is appointed as.■Cx-Vv

2. Ihe Enquiiy Officer shall, in accordance with the 

Ordinance, provide reasonable
provisions of the 

opportunity of hearing to the accused' officer, 

receipt of this order, make 

appropriate action against the

record- his finding within 30 days ' of the

lecommendations as to punishment ' or other 

accused.

Ihe accused shall join the proceeding on the date time and place fixed by 

the Enquiry Officer.

MOHAMIW
SUPERINT^

^p..ASHFAQ
:nt of police,

^TT. PESH.WAR

No. { /E/PA, dated Peshawar the 2C? ./2019.

directed to finalize, the aforementioned departmental 
pioceecpig vnthm stipulated period under the provision of Police Rules/975 
2. Official concerned



■# "V....eOFFICrOFTHE 
DEPUTY SUPERtN'I'ENDENT OF Pi^JCE 

CANTT; SUB-DIViSION, PESHAWAR. 
No./^y /PA. dated Pesh: the /^/ /.oj /2

i he Siipcrinicnclcni of Police. 
C'aini. Peshawar.

,):

IlFPAREMEN'r ENQUiRY .GAINST FC RA.SHID liU^[N N0_\J)J8 AT 
PSTATARA., PESHAWAR.

Kindly refer lo your ofnee .Pndsr: i\u. 225/l::/PA. doled 23.08.20U) on ihe subiecl
neici.! aboN'e.

S i A i EMEN T OF ALLEGATIONS

Sliorl facts'orihc enquiry are lluti f'C ITishid flussain No. 1028. while posted at i'S 

anaa Peshawar reiiuiined absent from hi.sNawfiil duties w.e.f 17.07.2019 to liil date, vide DO No. 

dated 17.07.2019. This amounts to gross misconduct on his part and against t!w rules id’ 

di.scipiiiie Idirce,

I lie accused L'onstabic was Cfiarge sheeted, summary of allegations was issued, to 

inin and ih.e undersigned \vas appointed ;is enquiry officer.

i'R.OC'E!A)IN(;s. :

!)u!-ing theKoursc of enquiiw the defauker Constable vvas called to the olrleo he 

c'ame to ihe olhcc on I 1.0.1 .-2020 and handed over charge shed and summer of aliegmion and a 

heard m nersvUi, wiio furni.C:ed liieif replv as
l.)0

unoer.

M A FEMEM OK FC RASHID HUSSAIN NO. 1928 P.S TA i'ARA.

Me stated nn his suiiemeni that he vvas performlm. his duty efl'iciently luii 
umoiinnaiel} he injured in the tVloioreycIc incident, which wets converted lo sevei' illness, due to

lel'i he absentee! lor the alorcincniioned period. Me did not given a single dumge of eornpiain: to

■;u. liigU'Up.s ami will he etii'liil In luuire. fl.e added ih.ai he wall pivieiuce medical doeumdils latei ■ wn.
icL'iiesiLwl that the iilorcmentioned period m.ay kindb,' be ireaied as medici.d leaw.- and i'CL|uesied! le

eiKjuiry agamsi him may kindly be filed without any llirihci' proceeding■:nai s.

I i N DIN<;-S/12 IsCOM IsNI)A’FIONS.

In light of the abo\'e lads, statement of the defuiiier constable it is apprised ihai the 

deiaiiher ennstable was absented (or 17.07.2019 till dale and did not made ins arrival ref-ori. dm 

I'd he neither foil

that he will provide his medical doci.imunis 
.■■diMiiiied lierewidi ffn'suiilible orders, if.icreed.

.biibn-iucd please.

I O'

Uuiess. proper procedure nor produced aiyy imediea! d^.euments. winow :v.;

iis soon as pussiike. lienee. cn;.iuirv re^ma'i is

TiUrcOFY
7-, r~\

'\
./ !

FAI^UTY .SUPidUENTENDlAJ'r dP' I'Oi.iCP 
f-pm-l': iuB-DiVlSiOM, PES'HAWAfC

Vv^V A
Ifl

v.'

b
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OFFIC^^il-yE,^. 

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER 
PESHAWAR 

Phone No, 091-9210989 '
Fax No. ■ 091-9212597

y- ^7

ORDER.

Tliis orderAvill dispose of the de-partmentai appeal prei^rred by Ex-Constable Syod 

, Raslud Ah Siiali No.I928 who was awarded the major punishment of ^‘Dismissal from 

SP/Cantl: Peshawar vide OB No.5Sl, dated 20-02-2020.
service ” by■ \

2- The allegations leveled against him were that he while posted at Police Station T 

absented himself from his lawful duty w.e.from 17-07-2019 till the date of dismissal 
for a total period of 07 months and 03 days without leave or permission from the competent authority

atara
i.e 20-02-2020

3- He was served Charge Sheet and Summary of allegations by SP/Cantt: Peshawar and
SDPO Canti: Peshawar \vas appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize the conduct of delinquent

enquiry submitted his findings and stated that theoficial. The enquiry officer after conducting prop 

allegations stands proved.; The competent authority i
er

SP/Cantt; Peshawar alter perusal of enquiry
repoi-i issiied iiim Final Show Cause Notice llirough local Police at his home address but tailed

I.e

to
submit his reply to the Pina! Show Cause Notice. He neither Joined enquiry/ proceeding 
appeared bclorc the competent authority hence awarded the above major punishment.

s nor

4- Hc was heard in person m O.R. The relevant record along with liis c.xplan 
perused. Jduring personal hearing he produced some medical documents to cover his absence which 

■ w'as sciii to

tilions

SP/HQrs Peshawar for verification from concerned quarters. The SP./HQrs reporlcd that 
only two OPD chits, one for himself and the other in the name of his wife were verified, but llic rest

has not been verified and reportedly bogus. Therefore,'keeping in view his record which eontairis 

43 bad enrric.s and 07 minor pimishmcrihq his appeal to set aside the 

awarded !o him by SP/Cantt: Peshawar rids OB No.SSl, dated 20-02-2020
punishment order 

is hereby rejected
/dismissed.

5
(MUHAMMAD ALI KHAN)P.SP 

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER 
PESHAWAR. V

No. /PA dated Peshawar the 4-^t
Copies for information and n/a to the:-

h SP/Canii: Peshawar.'
2. Pay Olficcr/CRC, OASI 

1^3. h'MC along with F.M 
4. Oll'icial concerned.

COPY



Better Copy Page-23. <

OFFICE OF THE
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER 

PESHAWAR

ORDER

This order will dispose of the departmental Appeal preferred by Ex-constable 
Syed Rashid Ali Shah No.l928 who was awarded the major punishment of “Dismissal 
from service” by SP/Cantt; Peshawar vide OB No.581, dated 20.02.2020.

2- The allegation leveled against him were that he while posted at Police Station 
Tatara absented himself from his lawful duty w.e.from 17.07.2019 till the date of 
dismissal i.e. 20.02.2020 for a total period of 07 months and 03 days without leave 
or permission from the competent authority.

3. He was served charge sheet and Summary of allegations by SP/Cantt. 
Peshawar and SDPO Cantt. Peshawar was appointed as enquiry officer to scrutinize 

the conduct of delinquent official. The enquiry officer after conducing proper enquiry 

submitted his findings and stated that the allegations stands proved. The competent 
authority i.e. SP/Cantt. Peshawar after perusal of enquiry report issued him Final 
Show Cause Notice through Local Police at his home address but failed to submit his 

reply to the Final Show Cause Notice. He nether Joined enquiry/proceedings 

appeared before the competent authority hence awarded the above major 
punishment.

nor

4- He was heard in person in O.R. The relevant record along with his explanations 

perused. During personal hearing he produced some medical documents to cover his 
absence which was sent to SP/HQrs Peshawar for verification from concerned 

quarters. The SP/HQrs reported that only two OPD chits, one for himself and the other 
in the name of his wife were verified but the rest has not been verified and reportedly 

bogus. Therefore, keeping in view his record which contains 43 bad entries and 07 
minor punishment, his appeal to set aside the punishment order awarded to him by 
SP/Cantt. Peshawar vide OB No.581, dated. 20.02.2020 is hereby rejected 
/dismissed.

Sd/-
(MUHAMMAD ALI KHAN) PSP 

CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER
PESHAWAR

N0.919-24//PA dated Peshawar the 03-08-2020

Copies for information and n/a to the;- 
SP/Cantt. Peshawar 
Pay Officer/CRC, OASI 
FMC alongwith FM 
Official concerned.

1.
2.
3.
4.



0miM
i7i>J

-J
r'

^ *.

?’«>|S. /■‘v''"
"''yr ‘ %iAHP^’iO'-''"'f"^"

•>/Jc 7-» ->

y

A0
»•

o ’

t^/. ...

c^sn ^

T' A /J .,« , ..

q't
.., / //>/^;

. / ,

(i» f 1 Z' -^^^-f-



4^ BETTER COPY ® 1.

J JUk^D>

L/1 <£l <L

fij!^ u i/^ j jiy ^ w i—-^-f> u^

J ^ I ^ j L^ (Jv (ji J U 3 .A.

MoiJ^ (Jvlf J W L^U /^j«(3 *

Ly:f ti')<£. ^ J tf c^ b^ b j 1) ti* l/>V ^ t*

4:1. (4^/21/2/2020

i-_i



4\

4

'/i?/\s'.-^';j !.■'. £!zVj
y \

7T'J ;

• ^

y ^'ij I //j (ijj^'j•*

t

<./•.
/ -y/

'’jff/fyyy % y:jr • 7-7

£>3''(' 7f7fci/3
o3jif '797ro5'l

■'m
' j
dX-< ’'T

B



BETTER COPY

54-LB

20-5-2020

U-vVy^l^ i/<L 1) J(jj (XajJ JV U"s^jX>

‘ T ••♦»♦•• 4

(/t/u\fi>/'ji^^j:ei^X^2'\ -2-20jyy‘j)l^^^

-/

t/v ig \jj i{4 S)'^iS'6? '^A SJjyi u i-j j/j: if,j Jls. Uj/^ii
i/X}^ (j^Uli (J^ J L Jv< (jf^ J/X, «(/i^

~uXX£^J^CL^
19-05-2020//

(/yi
928y;^Jj^^y

r

0314-7975051 -0314-7975013



T

VAKALATNAMA

Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal. PeshawarIn the Court of

Service Appeal No. 749/2016

Petitioner
Plaintiff
Applicant
Appellant
Complainant

Sved Rashid Ali Shah Decree-Holder

VersusIn iiin (>•

Respondent
Defendant
Opponent
Accused

Sn'v'"

Govt of KP etc Judgment-Debtor

Petitioner / Appellant do herebySved Rashid Ali Shah the above notedI/We

appointed and constitute, Muhammad Zafar Tahirkheli & Ansar Ullah Khan, Advocates High 

Court,; to appear, plead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me / us as my / our 

counseis / advocates in the above noted matter, without any liability for his defauit and with the

authority to engage any other Advocate / Counsei at my / our cost.

The Client / Litigant wili ensure his presence before the Court on each and every date of hearing and 

the counsei would not be responsible if the case is proceeded ex-parte or is dismissed in default of 

appearance. All cost awarded in favour shall be the right of Counsel or his nominee, and if awarded 

i§airist shall be payable by ‘me/us.

. L/jyVe authorize the said Adyocates to withdraw and receive on my / our behalf all sums and amounts 

payable or deposited on my / our account in the above noted matter.

a

p
/Dated. 16-04-2021

I Attested & Accepted (Advocates)

Office ATIQ LAW ASSOCIATES,
87, Al-Falah Street, Besides State Life Building: 
Peshawar Cantt, Phone:091-5279529 
E-mail: zafartk.advocate@Qmail.com

1
ii Ullah Khan

mailto:zafartk.advocate@Qmail.com


i
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No,4948 72021,

Ex- Constable Syed Rashid Ali Shah No. 1928 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

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

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1. 2.3&4.

• Respectfully Shewethi-

PMLIMINARY.OBJECTIONSl-

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
VFRVJ ; . ,

2. That the appeal is ba'd'for 'mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary and proper 

parties. '

3. That the appellant has.not come to Hon’able Tribunal with clean hands.

4. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.
\

5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

6. That the appellant has; concealed the material facts from Honorable Tribunal.

7. That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of any merit.
REPLY ON FACTS

(1) Correct only to the extent that the appellant was appointed as constable in the year 

2004 in the respondent department, while rest of para is denied on the ground that the 

appellant is a habitual absentee. He has not a clean service record and contains 43 

bad entries, 07 minor punishments and 01 major punishment on the charges of 

absence on different occasions in his service. Record shows that he was an unwilling 

and unprofessional officer, thereby not interested in discharging of his official duties, 
.(copy of bad entries list.annexure as “A”)

(2) Incorrect. The appellant , while posted at Police Station Tatara Peshawar absented 

himself from official and lawful duty w. e. from 17.07.2019 till the date of dismissal 

from service i.e 20.02.2020 (total 07 months and 03 Days) without prior permission 

or leave from the competent authority. In this regard he was issued charge sheet with 

statement of allegations which was served upon him. SDPO Cantt: Peshawar 

appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry officers finalized the enquiry and 

submitted findings report, wherein the allegations of wilfiil absence were proved 

against him. After receipt of the findings report, Final Show Cause Notice was issued 

to him and sent him on home address, but he avoided to appear and defend himself 

After observing all codal formalities, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal 

from service, (copy of charge sheet, statement of allegations, enquiry report. Final 
Show Cause Notice are annexure as B,C,D,E)

was



r

(3) Incorrect. Charge sheet with statement of allegations was served upon him, to which 

he replied but his reply was found unsatisfactory. The appellant was treated as per 

law/rules.

(4) Incorrect. Regular inquiry was conducted and thereafter he was issued a final show 

cause notice and sent him at home address through local police but he avoided to 

appear/ submit his written reply. Hence after fulfilling all the codal formalities he 

was awarded the major punishment of dismissal from service.

(5) Incorrect. The competent authority before imposing the major. punishment had 

completed all codal formalities and an ample opportunity of self defense 

provided, but appellant being not interested in his official duty rem'ained 

continuously absented from lawful duty for long period without any leave.

(6) Incorrect.-The appellant filed departmental appeal, which was thoroughly processed 

and an ample opportunity of hearing was provided to appellant by appellate authority 

but appellant failed to defend himself with plausible/justifiable grounds, but his 

appeals were found unsatisfactory and meritless, hence rejected and filed.
That appeal of the appellant lleing devoid of merits may be dismissed on the 

following grounds.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

was

/

(a) Incorrect. Para is totally incorrect. In fact the appellant deliberately absented from his 

lawful duty for long absence period. After fulfilling all the codal formalities, he was
awarded the major punishment of dismissal from service. As per record the appellant is a 

habitual absentee and contains 43 bad entries, 07 minor punishments and 01 major 

punishment on the charges of absence on different occasions in his service.

(b) Incorrect. Proper charge sheet with statement of allegation was issued to him to which he
/

receive personally and also replied, but his reply was found unsatisfactory. The appellant 

was associated with the enquiry proceedings. Proper opportunity of defense was provided 

to the appellant, but he failed to defend himself

(d) Incorrect. As per Apex Court judgment and law, the Competent Authority is not bound to 

follow the recommendation of the enquiry officer rather the Competent Authority should 

apply his own independent mind and to decide the issue in accordance with the material 
available on record.

(e) Incorrect. During personal hearing the appellant produced some medical documents 

which were sent for verification from concerned. After verification 02 chits one for 

himself (appellant) and the other in the name of his wife were verified and the remaining 

two chits were found bogus.( copy is annexure as G)

(f) Incorrect and denied on the solid grounds that all the members of the disciplined force 

have been allotted constabulary numbers who are known and dealt with by the number



0
\allotted to the individual on which complete data and record of the member is 

' maintained. ^

(g) Incorrect. Infact the appellant willfully absented himself from lawful duty without any 

prior permission or leave. The appellant is a habitual absentee and not interested in 

official duty and enjoying his long absence period without any leave permission. After 

fulfilling all the codal formalities, he was awarded the major punishment of dismissal 

from serviee. The punishment orders' are just legal and have been passed in accordance 

witb law/rules, and liable to be upheld.

(h) Incorrect. Being a member of a disciplined force, the appellant was well aware about the

. proceedings. However he, deliberately absented from his lawful duty without leave

/permission.,,therefore,, ,the punishment, order was passed by . coinpetent authority in 

pursuance of his long absence period which is not tolerable in the disciplined force.

(i) Incorrect. The whole enquiry proceedings were initiated purely on merit' and in 

accordance with law/rules. The appellant availed the opportunities of defense, but he 

failed to defend himself. The appellant being a member of disciplined force, committed 

gross misconduct.

(j) Incorrect. The competent authority before imposing the major punishment had completed 

all codal formalities and an ample opportunity of self defense was provided, but appellant 

being not interested in his official duty remained continuously absented from lawful duty 

for long period without any leave.,

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 in light of above facts and, submissions, the 

appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and legal footing, may kindly be dismissed 

with costs please.

Provlndai|poI^ Officer, 
Khyber Pakh'iunkhwa, Peshawar.

\

Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

Supenmenae5t.oPPoIice, 
Cantt^ ^shawah

Deputy Supepintendent of Police, 
Cantt: Sub Division Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.4948 /2021.

Ex- Constable Syed Rashid Ali Shah No.l928 of CCP Peshawar Appellant.

VERSUS

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

AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents 1,: 2,, 3 and 4 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the 

contents of the written reply 'are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief 

and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

/

Prov^^^OPo^e Officer, 

Khyber Pakl^nkhwa, Peshawar.

/

CapitaLCity Police Officer, 
Peshawar.

t

SuperinteirawitjoTFsnce,
Cantttfi^awar.

/
\

Deputy Su^e^tendent of Police, 
Cantt: Sub'Division Peshawar.1

b >’^*1
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Name of Official <^rED RASHID ALi SHAH N0.1928 GULZAR KHAN

R/0 Moh: Postal Colony Kohat Road PS Bannamari District 
Peshawar.

Date of Birth 28.07.1980

Date of enlistment 26.10.2004

BA
Recruit

Total qualifying service 14 years. 05 Months & 05 days. 
Good Entries 

Punishment (previous)
Bad Entries fL.W.O Pay, E/Drill & Warninal

Education
Courses Passed

Nil

1. 01 day leave without pay vide OB No.837 dt: 05.06.2009
2. 15 days leave without pay vide OB No.674 dt; 24.04.2009
3. 07 days leave without pay vide OB No.782 dt: 19.305.2009
4. 01 day leave without pay vide OB No.566 dt: 30.03.2009
5. 07 days leave without pay vide OB No.328 dt: 19.02.2009
6. 02 days leave without pay vide OB No.759 dt: 15.05.2009
7. 04 days ieave without pay vide OB No.24 dt: 31.01.2009
8. 03 days ieave without pay vide OB No. 1307 dt: 03/12/2008
9. 02 days leave without pay vide OB No. 1194 dt: 13.11.2008 
10.01 day leave without pay vide OB No.86 dt: 01.02.2008 
11.01 day ieave without pay vide OB No.141 dt: 26.02.2008 
12.01 day ieave without pay vide OB No.97 dt; 07.02.2008 
13.06 days leave without pay vide OB No. 13 dt: 07.01.2008 
14.01 day leave without pay vide OB No.101 dt: 06.02.2006 
15.01 day leave without pay vide OB No.1127 dt: 26.12.2006 
16.01 day leave without pay vide OB No.722 dt: 25.07.2006 
17.01 day leave without pay vide OB No.482 dt: 31.05.2006 
18.01 day leave without pay vide OB No.952 dt: 17.10.2006 
19.02 days leave without pay vide OB No.948 dt: 14.10.2006 
20. 03 days leave without pay vide OB No.519 dt: 19.03.2009 
21.01 day leave without pay vide OB No.841 dt: 02.09.2008 
22.01 day E/drill vide OB No.4611 dt: 31.12.2012
23.01 day E/drill vide OB No.3790 dt: 16.10.2012 
24.03 days leave without pay vide OB No. 1923 dt: 3.05.2013 
25.04 days leave without pay vide OB No.806 dt: 28.02.2013 
26.06 days leave without pay vide OB No.4574 dt; 28.12.2012 
27.03 days leave without pay vide OB No.216 dt: 15.01.2013 
28.51 days leave without pay vide OB No.1348 dt: 23.04.2014 
29.67 days leave without pay vide OB No.3934 dt: 15.12.2014 
30.08 days leave without pay vide OB No.3576 dt; 21.01.2012
31.13 days leave without pay vide OB No.3223 dt; 16.09.2013 
32.03 days leave without pay vide OB No.3573 dt: 02.10.2012 
33.01 day E/dill vide OB No.135 dt: 12.01.2015
34.03 days E/drill vide OB No.3957 dt: 17.12.2014
35.04 days E/drill vide OB No.639 dt: 16.02.2015
36.01 day E/drill vide OB No.4300 dt: 21.12.2016
37.01 day E/drlll vide OB No.4347 dt: 26.12.2016
38.06 days leave without pay vide OB No.4417 dt; 06.12.2017
39.01 day E/drill vide OB No.396,dt: 29:01.2018
40.34 days leave without pay vide OB No.3385 dt: 05.11.2018
41.21 days leave without pay vide OB No.4050 dt: 28.12.2018
42.20 days leave without pay vide OB No.290 dt; 22.01.2019
43.13 days leave without pay vide OB No.791 dt: 01.03.2019

■'i
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Minor Punishment

■r: 1. Censured vide OB No.177 dt: 17.02.2007
2. Censured vide OB No.461 dt: 20.04.2007
3. 12 days leave without pay & Censured vide OB No;788 dt: 15.08.2008

5

4. Stoppage ^ one year annual increment without cumulative effect vide OB 
No.1494^: 04.04.2017

5. Censured vide OB No.657 dt: 15.02.2018
6. Stoppage of one year annual increment without cumulative effect & Cesured vide 

OB No.1149dt: 26.03.2018
7. Two years approved service forteiture vide OB No. 1900 dt: 18.06.2019
Major Punishment

1. Removed from service on the charge of absence 46 days vide OB No.701 dt: 
12.07.2007 by Deputy Commandant FRP Peshawar & Reinstaed in service and 
his absence period is treated as medical leave vide order No.55535-38/OASI, dt: 
31.10.2007 by Commandant FRP Peshawar.

Punishment (Current)

' • Awarded the major punishment dismissed from service on the charged of 
absence w.e.from 17.07.2019 to till date vide OB No.581 dated 20.02.2020 by 
SP/Cantt: Peshawar.

wm-
■

r

09.

10. Leave Account

Total leave at his credit Availed leaves Balance
692 days 30 662 Days

h

W/CCPO

4B
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- CHARGE SHEET
\■■■

I, Superintendent of Police, Cantt:, Capital City Police Peshawar, as a
competent authority, hereby, charge that FC Rashid Hussain No. 1928 ofm-
Capital City Police Peshawar with the following allegations. ,

FC Rashid Hussain No. 1928 while posted to PS Tatara remained 

absent from lawful duty w.e.f 17.07,2019 to till date without 
from your senior; This amounts to gross misconduct on your part and against, 
the discipline of the force.”

mB:
permission

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defence within 

days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer committee, as the 

case may be.

Your written defence, if

seven

. Y;

any, should reach the Enquiry 

Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be
presumed that have no defence to put in and in that case ex-parte action shall 
follow against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

MUHAMM
SUPERINTENDEm:.0rPOUCE, 

CANTT JPEShAWAR

I'?i
/
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

i':’

I, Superintendent^of-Police, Cantt:; Capital City Police Peshawar 

competent authority, am of the opinion that FC Rashid Hussain No. 1928 has 

rendered him-self liable to be proceeded against under the provision of Police 

Disciplinary Rules-1975.

as a

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION
“'That FC Rashid Hussain No. 1928 while posted to Police Station Tatars 

remained absent from his lawful duty w.e.f 17.07.2019 to till date. This 

amounts to gross misconduct on his part and against the discipline of the force.

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

to the above allegations an enquiry is ordered and 

Enquiry Officer.
is appointed as

2. The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisions of the 

Ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused officer, 
record his finding within 30 days of the receipt of this order, make 

recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate action against the 

accused.
3. The accused shall join the proceeding on the date time and place fixed by 

the Enquiry Officer.

MOHAM
SUPERINTS

a^p.<ASHFAQ
OF POLICE, 

PESHAWAR

No. I_/E/PA, dated Peshawar the /2019.

— is directed to finalize the aforementioned departmental 
proceeding within stipulated period under the provision of Police Rules-1975.
2. Official concerned



OFFICrOFTHE
DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 

CANTT: SUB DIVISION, PESHAWAR. J 
./P-A, dated Pesh: the2020.

# If'-'I is*mmNo
fe.
i r* *

The Superintendenl oi'Police, 
Caim. Pcshavvar.

o:§;

Suhieci: MPARTMENT ENQUIRY AGAINST FC ICASHID HUSAIN NO 
PS TATARA. PESHAWAR. .... ...

0. 1928, ATL
Kindly refer to your office Bndst: No. 225/E/PA, dated 23.08.201-9 on the subiect

noied above.

S 1ATEMENT OF ALLECATION.S

Shorl facts of the enquiry are dial fX; Rashid Hu.ssain No. .1928, while posted at PS 

1 aiara Peshawar remained absent from his lawful duties w.e.f 17.07.2019 to till date, vide DD No..

26 dated I7.07.2UI.9. This amounts to gross misconduct on his part and against the rules of 

discipline force.

I

1 lie accused Constable was Charge ,'^heeted. summary of allegations was.issued 

him and the undersigned was appointed as enquiry of'ficei'.

PROCEEDINGS.

to

i
!
t;. !i

During the course of enquiry the ciefauiler Constable was called to the office he 

came to the office on ,! 1.01.2020 and handed over charge sheet and summer of allegation and ai:,o 

iieaid ill person, who furnis..ed liieir reply

V
I

i:: '■

as unuer
■ 5

^.jAIEjVIENTX/IE FC RASHID HUSSAIN NO, 1928 PS TA FARA.

. !-le stated in his statement that he 

nriloriunatel)' he injured in the Motorcycle incidenl. which
was performing his duty. elTicientiy but 

was converted to sever illness.,due K.r 
Inch he absented for the aforementioned period. Me did not given a single change of complaint to 

die high-ups and will be earful in future. Me added that he will produce medical documents later

\A

on.
He reque.sted that the aforementioned period may kindly be treated 

that enquiry against him may kindly be filed wilhoufany further proceedings.
medical leave and requestedas

A'v-'

FINDINGS/RECOMMENDATIONS

111 light of the above taels, slalenienl of the defaullei- constable it is apprised that the 

absented tor 17.07.2019 till date and diddclaulter constable 

ilh'iess. but he neither l.bilow

VN'tlS not made his arrival report, due to
proper procedure nor produced any medical documeiiis, wfiil'e he

Slated that he will provide his medical documents as soon as possible. Hence, enquiry repcirt is
submitted herewitli for suitable orders, if agreed 

Submitted please.

/T; ■. .

A
deputys NT OF POLICE, 

CNTT; aUB-DIVlSION, PESHAWAR.

Vv^'N—



m FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
m

iir,
- I Superintendent of Police. Cantt. Capital City Police, . Peshawar as, 

authority, under the provision of Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 do
^j Jicrel^ serve you FC Rashid Hussain 

: Peshawar as follows.
No. 1928 of Capital City Police,

•i
1 (i)^ That consequent upon the completion of enquiry conducted against you 
by the enquuy. officer for which you3i given opportunity of hearing.% were

goi*^g through^ the findings and recommendation of the enquiry 
Officer, the material on record and other connected papers produced before the 
E.O.

fr

-T*

I am satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omissions 
specified in Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 of the said Ordinance.

“That you FC Rashid Hussain No._________ 19^ while posted at PS Tatara,
were absented from 17.07.2019 to tm date without taking 

permission or leave. This act amounts to gross misconduct on your part and 
against the discipline of the force”

Peshawar

.'■V?

2. As a result thereof, I, as competent, authority, have tentatively d-scided to 
the penalty of major punishment under Police Disciplinary 

Rules 1975 for absence willfully performing duty away from place of posting.

You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the aforesaid 
penalty should not be imposed upon you and also intimate whether you desire 
to be heard in person.

If no reply to this notice is received within 7 days bf its delivery in 
normal course of circumstances, it shall, be presumed that you have’ 
defence to put in and in that case as ex-parte action be taken against you.

f.

3.

4.

no

5. The copy of the finding of the enquiry officer is enclosed.

(TASSAWAR/IQ^) PS »
SUPER]'ITENDl :NT jiikoUCri

,/PA, SP/Cantt: dated Peshawar the / 7^^^//20^0;^— 

Copy to official concerned

No.

!
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