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EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

AT CAMP COURT SWAT -

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 28/2018

Date of institution ... 08.01.2018
Date of judgment ... 02.04.2019

Habib-ur-Rehman (Police Constable No. 436)
R/O Village Chakesar Tehsil Alpuri, Shangla _
‘ : . . (Appellant)

VERSUS

1. District Police Officer, Shangla.

2. Provincial Police officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Reglon Saidu Sharif, Swat.
‘ (Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
OFFICE ORDERS DATED 17.08.2009 & 21.12.2017.

Mr. Shams-ul-Hadi Advocate. ... For appellant.
Mr. Mian Ameer Qadlr District Attorney ‘ .. For respondents. -
Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI ... MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
Mr. MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL .. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI; MEMBER: - Learned pounsel
for the appellant présent. Mr. Mian .Afneer Qadir, District Attorney for the
respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

2. Brief facts of the case as per present service appeal are that the appellant
was serving in Police Department. He was imposed major penalty of dismissal
from service vide order dated 17.08.2009 on the allegation of absence from
duty. The appellant filed departmental appeal on 28.12.2016 which was rejected
on 02.02.2017. The appellant filed revision petition before the Inspector

General of Police (copy of the same is not available on record) however, the
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same was rejected vide order dated 21.12.2017 hence, the present servicg appeal
6n 08.01.2018.

3. Respondents were summoned who contested the appeal by ﬁling written
reply/comments. |

4, Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the | appellant was
serving in Police Department. It was further contended that the impugned order
was passed retrospectively from the date of absence therefore, the impugned
order is void and no limitation run against the void order. It was. further
cqnténded that the appellant was seriously ill therefore, the absence of the
appellant was not intentional but it was beyond the control of the appellant to
attend the duty. It was further contended that the other colleagues of the
appellant were also removed from service on the allegation of absence from
duty but they were reinstated in service by the department and the appellant was
not reinstated. It was further contended that neither proper inquiry was
conducted nor any absence notice was issued to the appellant at his home
address therefore, the 1mpugned order is illegal and liable to be set-aside.

On the other hand, learned District Attorney for the respondents opposed
the contention of. learned counsel for ‘the appellant. and contended that the
appellant was serving in Police Department. It was further contended that the
;elppellant remained absent from duty without permission of the higher authority.

It was further contended that proper charge sheet, statement of allegation was

-framed and the appellant was summoned for departmental inquiry but the

appellant did not appear rather the father of the appellant stated , that he had
gone to Dubai for treatmént therefore, ex-parte proceeding was initiated against
the appellant. It was further contended that the appellant has admitted in the
departmental appeal that he had gone abroad. It was further contended that the
impugned order was passed in the year 200_9 but the appellant hés filed

departmental appeal in the year 2016 after a delay of 7 years and no
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condonation of d_elay Aaypplication has been ﬁled.by the appellant theréfcre, it
was Vehemently contended that the departmental appeal is badly time barred
| therefore,. prayecf that the present alapeal may be dismissed being time barred.
6. “ Pefusa;l of the record reveals that the appellant was serving in Police
D‘epartment iHe was -imposed major penalty of dismissal from scrvice vide
order dated 17 08.2009 on the allegation of absence from duty with effect from
08.03.2009. The record further reveals that the appellant filed departmental
appeal on 28.12.2016 after a delay of seven years. Though the impugned order
was paased reirOSpectively but the same does not make the impugned cfder void
and illegal. Reference is placed on SCMR 1998 page 1890. The appellant has
also admlttedl in the departmental appeal that he had gone abroad The record
further reveala that the charge sheet, statement of allegation was framed and he
was summonc%:d for inquiry proceediné but his father stated that the appellant
had gone to bubai for treatment therefore, ex-parte departmental proceeding
was iaitiateq against the -a'ppellant and the departmental - committee
fecormﬁe‘ndedE hifn for major penalty. As the departmental appéal wasv-ﬁled. by
|

the appellant after a delay of more than seven years and no apphcatlon for
|

~ condonation of delay has been filed therefore, the departmental appeal is badly

b

time barred. As such, without touching the merit of case, the present service
: l :

appeal is not maintainable being time barred hence, dismissed. Parties are left to
l

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

ANNOUNCED

02.04.2019 ! Z/L(/ﬂmzm %ﬂ'ﬂ
. . | (MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
& MEMBER

N CAMP COURT SWAT
(MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL)
"~ MEMBER

CAMP COURT SWAT
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07.01.2019 : Appellant in person presént. Mr. Anees-ur-Rehman,
; Inspector (Legal) allongwith Mr. . Mian Amir Qadir, District

Attorney for the respbhdents present. Appellant requested for

adjournment on the groﬁnd that his counsel is not available today.

Adjourned to 01.04.2019 for arguménts before D.B at Camp

Court Swat.
(Ahmﬂssan) M Aﬁﬁ an Kundi)
Member . Member
Camp Court Swat
01.04.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Mian Ameer Qadir,

- District Attorney for the respondents present. Arguments heard.

To come up for order on tomorrow i.e 02.04.2019 before D.B at

Camp Court Swat.
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) (MHamid Mughal)
Member Member
Camp Court Swat Camp Court Swat
- 02.04.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Mian Ameer Qadir,
- District Attorney for the respondents present. Arguments heard and record
perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today consisting of three pages
placed on file, without touching the merit of case, the present service
appeal is not maintainable being time barred hence, dismissed. Parties are
left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED _ _
02.04.2019 %W L) tan .
(MUHAMMAD AMIN K KUNDI)
MEMBER
/A CAMP COURT SWAT

(MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL)
MEMBER
CAMP COURT SWAT




Clerk to counsel for appellant and Mohammad
espondent present. Due to summer vacations,
the case is adjourned: come ur for the same on
05.09.2018 at camp court Swat.

. Reader
+07.08.2018 Clerk to counsel for appellant and Raees khan -
Inspector for respondent present. Due to summer vacations,
the case is adjourned. To come ur for the same on
05.09.2018 at camp court Swat. '
L |
05.09.2018 Appellant Habib ur Rehman in person present. Mr._' Ra'e'ge's,‘
' . Inspector alongwith Mr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney for -j‘esp"Ohdérité" .
present. Written reply on behalf of respondents s'ubmittedfcopy of whiéH o
was also handed over to the appellant. Case to come up for rejomder lt .
any, and arguments on 06.11.2018 before D. B at camp court Swat e ' o
&nan‘, o
Camp Court Swat - o
06.11.2018 Due to retirement of the Hob’ble Chairman Service SR ;

Tribunal is incomplete. Tour to Camp Court Swat ha% becn R "

cancelled. To come up for the same on 07.01. 2019 at camp court

Swat.




-

+04.04.2018

09.05.2018

06.06.2018

03.07.2018

"~ _+Service Appeal No. 28/2018 -

Appeilétnt in p'er'so'n\ and Mr. 'Uéman Ghani, D_is]t'ric't :
'Attorney 'for tﬁe réspondents present. - Written feply ﬁot
submitted Learned District Attorney. seecks further
adjoumment Granted To come up for written reply/comments .

on 09.05. 2018 before S B at Camp Court, Swat.

Chaifman .
Camp court, Swat
The Tribunal is non-functional due to retirement of the

Worthy Chairman. To come up for the same on 06.06.2018

before the S.B at camp court, Swat.

Ader

Neither the appellan* nor his counsel present. Mr;, '
Usman Ghani, Dlstrlct Attorney for the respondents present.
Written reply not submltted Learned District Attorney requested |
for further adjournment Granted. To come . up -for written

reply/co;nments on 03.07.2018 before S.B at Camp Court Swat.

Chairman
-Camp Court, Swat

, - Mr. Khurshid clerk of the counsel for the appellant
present. Mr. Usman Ghani learned District Attorney for the
respondents present. Written reply not submitted. Adjourned by
, way of last chance. To come up for written reply/comments on
07 08.2018 before'S. B at’ camp court Swat.

&

Chairm_an :
Camp Court, Swat
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©02.02.2018

08.03.2018

- Learned counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary 4
arguments heard and case file perused.

™

A3

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that initially the
appellant was absent from duty for a few days due to which he was removed
from service with offect from the date of absence ie-08. 03.2009 by
respondent No. 3, vide 1mpugncd order dated 17.08.2009 without .
conducting formal enquiry or piving any opportunily of self-defence to the
appellant. That the appellant preferred departmental appeal on 28.12.2016
which was rejected vide order dated 02.02.2017 on the ground of being time
barred. That the impugned ,order dated - 17.08.2009 is void order as
1ctlospcclive’i)rd01 is not acceptable in the eyes of law. That in similar cases —
bclon;:mg 10 Malakand Region the dppdldll‘lS were reinstated in service.
That no limitation runs against void orders and the cases of similarly placed
persons. Learned counsel also relied on the judgment wpoucd as 2002 PLD
(C.8) 268. ‘ R

Points raised need considcration. Admitied for regular

" hearing subject o all legal objections including limitation. The appellant is

, also directed to deposit security and proccss fee within (10) days,

whereafter notice be issued to the respondents department for written

o e,

reply/comments on 08.03.20]-8 before S.B at Camp Court, Swat.

(Guf’/ﬁ%ﬁ)

Member
Camp Court Swat,

RN -

t

Clerk to counsel for the a ‘
ppellant and Addl: AG fo
| rZSpondents present. Written reply not submitted. Requested fo;
adjournment.  Adjourned. To come up for written

reply/comments on 04.04.2018 before S.B at camp court, Swat.




Form-A

FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of
Case No, 28/2018
S.No. | Date of order Order or 6ther proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 2 3
1 8/1/2018 The appeal of Mr. Habib-ur-Rehman presented today by
: Mr. Shamsul Hadi Advocate, may be entered in the Institution
Register and put up ‘to Worthy Chairman for proper order
please.
i o
i REGISTRAR 2 |\ | \3
2- /‘ / // ~20(4 This case is entrusted to Touring S. Bench at Swat for

preliminary hearing to be put up there on_O2--62-27/%

MAN
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVIC ,
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR. '

?Servme Appeal No. 9\"? N0 /2018.
A

Habib ur Rehman..........oo Appellant
VERSUS :
District Police Officer, Shangla and others................. Respondents |
INDEX
S.N | Description of Documents Annex
1. I Memo of Appeal.

2. Affidavit.

3. | Addresses of the Parties.

4. Copy of impugned order dated:17.08.2009. A

5. 1 Copy of Departmental appeal and order
dated:21.12.2017. . B

6. | Copy of Judgment - C

7. | Wakalat Nama

Appellant
Through

| Shams ul Hadi
Dated: 03/01/2018. Advocate, Peshawar.
Office: Near Al-Falah Mosque, Hayaf.
Abad, Mingora.

Cell No. 0347-4773440.




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICES
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Khybey P«kh*nzkhwa

\ Service Te wng
Service Appeal No. &‘/2018. . i

Habib ~ur-Rehman (Police Constable No.436) Datea
R/O Village Chakesar Tehsil Alpuri, Shangla...................
VERSUS
1. District Police Officer, Shangla.
2. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region,
Saidu Sharif, Swat...........oo Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER
PUKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT
1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED OFFICE
ORDERSDATED:17.08.2009 & 21/12/2017.

PRAYER IN APPEAL:"

On acceptance of this appeal the impugned Orders dated:
17.08.2009 and 02/02/2017 regarding major penalty i-e Removal
from service of appellant may kindly be set aside and the appellant

may kindly be re-instated to his service with all back beneﬁts;.b"

service.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That initially the appellant joined
Medto-day respondent/department since long and as such

performed his duties with zeal and zest and till date no

N4 .
e%‘ns g;jﬁ\' o compliant what so ever has been recorded from any

quarter.

2. That in the year 2009, the appellant due illness cou_l"
| not continued his services and as such the appel

remained absent from service for a short period.




his absence i-e 08.03.2009.(Copies of impugned ofﬁCe
order dated:17.08.2009 is annexure-A) :

4, That when the respondents re-instated some of his
colleagues in similar circumstances so against the:'salmﬁw
removal order, the appellant filed departmental app, al

before the Resp No.3 where the same was rejected vide

order dated:21.12.2017.(Copy of Departmental apperav
and order dated:21.12.2017 are annexure-B)

That being aggrieved from the impugned orders, the
appellant approached this Hon’ble Tribunal on the-

following grounds amongst other inter alia:
GROUNDS:

| A. That the impugned office orders are  against
facts, law and procedure, hence, untenable being Liﬁjus; i

and unfair.

B. That the appellant was removed from service
retrospectively which is a void order and now it is settle
preposition of law that no limitation runs against void

order nor the same has any legal sanctity.(Copy of recent |

Judgment passed by this august court is annexure-C) ‘ ’

That the appellant was not treated in accordance wit

e

. . . co
law and rules, thus acted in violation of the relevant laws

laid down for the purpose.

That the whole departmental proceedings against the .
appellant was based on personal ill well and with ifl'..\.,”?

intention a harsh and illegal penalty was imposed on the

appellant.




That no opportunity in ‘shape of personal hearing wa$

afforded to the appellant and nor statement of

allegation and show cause notices were communicatecﬁ
to the appellant, So legal formalities were ignored by th

3

respondents and a harsh penalty was imposed apo

appellant.

That any other ground may be adduced during th'e
course of argument, with the kind permission of thié

Hon’ble Court.

[t 1s, therefore, most humbly prayed that Om
acceptance of this appeal, impugned  Orders cllatgzdﬁ"...ﬂ-,
17.08.2009 and 21/12/2017 regarding major penalilt:'y ’
Removal from service of appellant may kindly be sét ;-a"isz;

and the appellant may kindly be re-instated to his service

with all back benefits of service.

Appellant

Shams ul Hadi
Dated: 03/01/2018 Advocate, Peshawar.




TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2018.

Habib ur Rehman..................................... Appellant =~ = |

VERSUS

District Police Officer, Shahgla and others............. Respondents :

AFFIDAVIT

I, Shams ul Hadi, Advocate, Peshawar do hereby as pe

information convoyed to me by my client solemnly affirm an
declare that the contents of the Service Appeal are true and

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

been concealed from this Hon’ble Court.

S
:"\c‘ Courts Swaf

gRue 2 )
\ SN
TH commisS




BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appéal No.

Habib ur Rehman

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

/2018.

VERSUS
District Police Officer, Shangia and others

APPELLANT:

Habib —ur-Rehman (Police Constable No.436)
R/O Village Chakesar Tehsil Alpuri, Shangla

Cell No.
RESPONDENTS:

1. District Police Officer, Shangla.

2. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region,
Saidu Sharif, Swat.

Dated: 03/01/2018

Through

Appellant

Shams ul Hadi

Advocate, Peshawar.




BDE

R
C Habib-ur-Rehman No. 436 posted at P.S Besh

am had departed on 15 days Casual
Leave with effect from 08.3

-2009. On expiry of leave he failed to report foy duty and
instead sent cIoctm prescr iption with advice for 10 days medical leave.
sent another medical certificate for further medical leave for 10
problem did not appear genuine

Few days later he

and, therefore, on subsequent initial i Inquiry it transpired
that he has gone abload His this act clearly constituted gross misconduct on his part.

F.C Habib-ur-Rehman was, therefore, proceeded
hence served with Char ge Sheet and Statement of Alleo
du[y constituted comprising SDPO Alpuri-DSP Ri

| Shalbu Khan to conduct proper department

against departmentally and
gations. Inquiry Committee was
az Hussain and R.T Distt Shangla Insp
al proceedings against F.C Fabi b-ur-Rehman
~N0 436. The Inquiry. Commltlee has summoned F.C Habib-ur-Rehman for hearing, but
he did not appear before it clesplte duly served .summon. Instead his father . Mr

Nowsherwan has recorded statement al the time of 5ummon ser VILL that his son Habib-

ur-Rehman suffers from mental illness and has been sent to Dubal for treatment. The

statement of his father has been duly attested by IHC Nisar Ahmad and SHO Chakisar S.1
Pervaiz Khan. In lhp light of statement of his father and the available circumstances the
- Inquiry Committee has found the act of Habib-ur- -Rehman

law and, therefore, recommended him dischargs from service.

-

and statement of his father the un dersigned
is satisfied that F.C Habib-ur-Rehman No. 436 has w

official duty since long and gone

On perusal of the Inquiry proceedings

illtully absented himself from
abroad for some job. His this act constitutes gross
misconduct under service rules and relevant law. Therefore, L. Gul Wali Khan, District
authority exercising the powers vested in me
(Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000. and Police
abib-ur-Rehman major punishment of discha
service with effect frony the date of his absence from duty. 08.3.2009.

Police Officer, Shangla, as a compeient
under the NWFp Removal from Service

Rules 12.21 award absented F.C H ree from

Order announced.

( Gul Wali Kiian)
District Police Officer .
S : Shangla :
OB No. 7/ A

days. His medical

as gross misconduct under the -
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From: The Disurict Police Oftieer, I
Shangla- ‘ '
|
B RS . - Ny |
Fo oo . The Regional Police Officer. i

Malakand at Saidu Shartf, Swat |
No :&é}f /B13. ated Alpurni the, o’ 2017

SUBITT  MERCY PETITION

Miomo:

o ! o
Kindly reier to Region Oflice Swat Fndst: No: 10867/1. dated
: . . !
IRN0/2010. : : : |
: . . . R . | oo
[ts submitted that Ix Constable Fabibur Ral'nnlan No. 4306 was

ceded Tor 15 days casual leave with effect [rom 08/03/2009. On compiction of

praoce
leave he Tailed o report back Tor duty and sent Doctor's I’|'cscri;'i|)iimiIbr 10 days
medical leave. Later on he sent another medical leave Tor _!l() dn)'lfs. Both miedical
certilicates didn’t appear gcquinc were theretore inquired into. A'ln nitial enguiry
has transpired that he has gone o Dubai for 1ob/working '\\‘li]icl:’f is viclation of
rules, B

- - N k .
He was served Charge Sheet and Swatement of Alicgation. D8P
Kinz Hussain and” Inspector Shaibar Khan have been appointed as nquiry

gy R . - D'Ed . . - . - l . .
Oftlicers. The Enquiry Officers in their finding report recommended the defaulier

A
Constable for discharge from service trom the date of his absence t.c. 08/03/2009.
Alter that was served him Final Show Cause Notice on 24/06/2009.

seply reecived through STHO Police Station Chakisar insicad ol 'Ihix father M.

CE0)
Nawsher Rawan hus recorded statement at the tme ol sunmon scrvi’lur ihat his son

{Lubibur Rahman  sulfer  from mental illness and has been scnfl w Pubai tor
treatment. The stalement of his father has been duly attesied by ”|I W oand SUO
Police Station Chakisar. ||
The compeient authority DPO- Shangla awarded him Goandgor
. |
punishiment e discharge from service trom the date of ahsence i Q8032009
vide this office OB NO. 91 daied 17/08/2009 due 1o less than li:!l’i:(: years his
|
l

Fhe merey/ petition, enquiry conlaining 28 pages and service roll ot

N .. . N ) - N . .| :
the above named petitioner are subiitted herewith for vour K perasal and
furthor necessary action please. Il
Faich: (Any II / -

) . = ;';,.'m'l '
(//— C /; 1
A

Pl © o bistriet Police O

- SHung b
- }'»' |

~ |
o

- [
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The Regional Police Officer, d)
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

The District Police Officer, Shangla.

/E, dated Saidu Sharif, the . 02 - 02 - /3017,

MERCY PETITION.

. Memorglum:

‘Please refer to your office memo: No. 261/EB, dated 11/01/2017.

R Application of Ex-Constable Habib Ur Rahman No. 436 of Shangla
District for re-instatement in Service has been examined by Worthy Regional Police

S secis Qe
. Ny ewesy g ek \\\J\ ,

«'fo;qé'r, Malakand, and filed being time barred.

| (OFFICE SUPDT)
For Regional Police Officer,
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif Swat

v
L .
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The  Replonnt Police Officr,
M adabsnndd Repino, Swad,

N-KC Ilélllli ~UR- Ra\HMAN NO. 4360)

e APDPIAL (1N~
436 ol Distvict Police Shanpla had submitted

Jix- ("m\ulnblu 1 1abib-ur-Rubrnnn Noa.
Palkhtimkinwey, Poshmwipr tor

I o e \leh) Inspeetor Gener ol Police. Khyher

Plis nopeal’ was processet wl Patics Qo

/ oxmuninod At Clunis

.unhmlly being hadty thine herved Tor ahout OF yarrs.

gmdmbl)f

prenent into serviee,
awvar and 1iled by the competent
|
| The applicant may please he infarmed ac

(SY 1) ZAn f\i.i Stintl.
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PRAYER IN APPEAL. | .

32 - g
1118052011 gng 0o, 02.20
% ‘f}t.-.':w T )

: ;;\stefvige of Appellant may Kindly be set aside and the
Ekadly be re-i ' .

e With qj] back benefits of service.'
\ fRéSgectfullx Sheweth; '~ '

. ‘such performed hig duties wj

‘A

k 2" office order datﬁ

Ayie 4

(Copies ..-of “office order
" dated:13.10,200 Yand servi '
Vany a0t

s ol
Tty -

N ..;f:;;‘épréllant;’.’.?"' s
VERSUS L :

District Educatibp Ofﬁcer(Ma.IeJ Swat.

L Elementary
khwa Peéhawér :

e

...................................

¥y
b

. o v i i . .';.-.t i
gzcceptance of thisf:f;qppeal the impugned Orders dated; f :lmﬂ'
16 régarding major penalty i-e 'rembua'l of o

That  initiany ~ the

appellant - - Jjoined ‘the ?
.respondent/depariment on 11.03.1993 as c.p and as
th zea] and zest ,

Bl oy

i

ed:13.10.2004
; .




Service Appeal No. 165/2016
25. 02 2016 - ;

o7,.12.2o,r;1_;

Date of Insututlon

P

Date of declsront

Rashi I hid Ahmad (Ex-CT) GHS Dehairéi, Swat R/O Village Kuz Bandy District -
: (Appellant)

R

Versus

‘District Education Officer (Male) Swat and another..

MR. SHAMSUL HADI,

MR KABIRULLAH KHATTAK
Addl Advocate General i

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN CHAIRMAN Arguments of"

: ::'l for the partles heard and record perused

are

et
A

The appeliant was removed from service on lﬁ 05 2011 agamst whnch he

1 on 14 12.2015 which was rejected on, 02 02 2016 and

=‘ﬁled departmental appea

thereafter the present servme appeal on 25.2. 2016

’.

GUMENTS*.

been 'ruade effectwe from a back date. whrch is a v01d

ufb"liruitati_on shall run agamst v01d order. He rehed upon a Judgment

order. He further argued that".

reported m_--' :

i
i
;

Bt
|

f
/
|
!
¥




t vord order cannot’ be suStained in the eyes of -

SR c S
- re e 1

Eu On the other hand the learned Addl Advocate General argued that the SR
: gl OB B T e e L appeal V .‘ ,, . : . ..':‘_:.-. A -
e 2 yit ?,gg!a} \s W\essly tme barred as the departmental appeal was ﬁled aﬁer T ‘:
L. #’[d W, €} . '.:‘ ‘ : . i
b 0st S*years of the orrgmal order That the department has fulﬁlled all the eoda\ T el Ee :
] o fy
: S ’ .. oot
! : “ i
| !
3 CONCLUSION . . ”
o - il
fix" S ; e.drmttedly the removal. %rder has '
g Ly , .
PG :'vaxew of so many judgments dehvered by this Tnb t-;{'» Foiy
i:v‘ ~ \h"" {;: . ': _‘ . .F?_v- : .‘E
' reported in 1985-SCMR 1178 the retrospectrve order is” "A ord“order and no i M
' "'-‘{;';" IF'('~:,; . i
L *Lumtatton shall run against vord order Presuming that all ottter elements of due o ‘ {l
it Eae S i
g ST oid order cqnnot BE sustaine .. s E 1
! 2 "process have been cornphed Wlth the void order cgnnot be sustamed on thts score AN f |
Y : . A YA :g_, . I . foe |
3 e - A : A N S S |
6. . As a sequel to the above drscussron the present appeal is aecepted and the ‘ o
appellant is remstated in servme The department rs however at hberty to hold o
'denovo proceedings in accordance with law within a period of nmety days. The ’
tervemng period shall be subjeet to the final outcome of the denovo proceedmgs T
within 2 penod of ninety days fnles are leﬁ fo ?ear therr own costs. File be } .
ed 1 o.the record f°°5_9- SERTC 3 1
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TEIBUNAL PESHAWAR
(CAMP COURT AT SWAT)

' SERVICE APPEAL NO. 28/2018

Ex Constable Habib ur Rahman (Police Constable) No. 436)

r/o Chakisar Tehsil Besham District Shangla (IAppellant)
i
VERSUS ‘|
1. The District Police Officer, Shangla !
2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa i
3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand at Swat (Respondents)
|
|
INDEX |
- :
S. No. Description Annexure Page No.
1 Opening Sheet - O]
2 Para Wise Comments | A 4. |© 0l1lo3
N i S 0 _
|14 Authority letter - s 5
Total Pages oé 7 j;
|
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(2)

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TEIBUNAL PESHAWAR
' (CAMP COURT AT SWAT)

L

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 28/2018

Ex Constable Habib ur Rahman (Police Constable) No. 436)
r/o Chakisar Tehsil Besham District Shangla . (Appellant)

VERSUS '

1. The District Police Officer, Shangla
2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ,
3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand at Swat (Respondents)

Para-wise reply by Respondents:

Respectfully Sheweth,

Preliminary Objections:

That the present service appeal is not maintainable in its form

That the appellant has not come to this August Tribunal with clean hands

That the present appeal is badly time barred.

That the Honorable Service Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the present
service appeal.

That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi.

That the appellant has suppressed he material facts from this honorable tribunal.

b\ S

O\ W

ON FACTS:

i. * Pertain to record.

I ii. It is incorrect. The appellant absented himself from duty with effect from
08/03/2009 to 17/08/2009 without any intimation/permission. Proper
departmental proceedings were initiated against the appellant and' after
complete proceedings, he was dismissed from service vide order dated
14/08/2009. He remained absent for a long period and filed no
application/appeal within the prescribed period as per requirement of law.

iii. Para No. 3 is incorrect, proper departmental enquiry was initiated against the
appellant and finally, he was dismissed from service by the competent
authority on 17/08/2009. Enquiry documents containing 07 pages is attached
with reply. '

iv. . That Para-No.04 is incorrect, the appellant has not appeared against the
dismissal of order within the prescribed period of limitation a required by
law. : ,




GROUNDS: .

A) Incorrect, that the office order is based on facts, law and procedure hence _
tenable, being just and fair.

B) Incorrect, the respondent No. 1 provide tide for legal sanctity for appellant. But
the appellant not provide any documents in his defense on opportune.

C) Incorrect, the appellant was treated in accordance with law rules on the subject.

D) Incorrect, the departmental proceedings against the appellant was based on facts
evidence and a lot of other materials available against the appellant no, ill will
has ever noticed or proved anywhere.

E) Incorrect, ample opportunity of personal hearing was afforded to the appellant
but he failed to produce any plausible defense.

F) That the respondents also seek permission of this Honorable Tribunal to advance
further grounds and all the available materials against the appellant during the
course of arguments i.e. service roll, original enquiry file, finding report and
daily diary reports etc.

. In view of the above facts and circumstances the appeal of appellant may
kindly be dismissed with cost.

Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar-
(Respondents No. 2)

Regiofial Police Off) eé :
Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat

RefiSR B e

Malakand at Saidu Sharif_, Swat,

spondents No, 1) .
Aagries Police Offaces, - ;
SHANGLA, - o




F.C Habib-ur-Rehman No. 436 posted at P.S Besham had departed ‘on 15 days Casual
Leave w1lh effect from 08.3.2009. On expity of leave he failed to report for duty and )
instead sent doctor prescription with advice for 10 days medical leave. Few chys later he
sent apother medical certificate for further medical leave for 10 days. His medical
problem did not appear genuine and, therefore, on subsequent initial inquiry it Uanspnecl
that he has gone abroad. His this act clearly constituted gross misconduct on his part.

T C Habib-ur-Rehman was, therefore, proceeded against departmentally and
hence served with Chawc Sheet and Statement of Allegations. Inquiry Committee was
duly constituted comprising SDPO Al puri DSP Riaz Hussain and R.T Distt Shangla Insp
Shaiber Khan to conduct proper departmental proceedings against F.C Habib-ur-Rehman
No 436. The Inquiry Committee has summoned F.C Habib-ur-Rehman for hearing, but,
he did not appear before it despite duly served summnion. Instead his father Mr
Nowsherwan has recorded statement at the 'time of summon service that his son Habib-
ur-Rehman suffers from mental illness and has been sent to Dubai for treatment. The
statement of his father has been duly attested by JHC Nisar Ahmad and SHO Chalisar S.
Pervaiz Khan. In the lii")ht of statement of his father and the available circumstances the
Inquiry Committee has found the act of Habib- ur-Rehman as gross mlsconduci under the
law and, therefore, recommended him dischar ge from service.

On perusal of the Inquiry proceedings and statement of his father the undersigned
is satisfied that F.C Habib-ur-Rehman No. 436 has willfully absented himself from
official duty since long and gone abroad for some Jjob. His this act constitutes gross
misconduct under sewlce rules and relevant law. Therefore, I, Gul Wali Khan, District
Police Officer, Shangla, as a competent authority exercising the powers vested in me
under the NWFP Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000, and Police
Rules 12.21 award absented F.C Habib-ur-Rehman major punishment of discharge from
service with effect fron the date of his absence from duty, 08.3.2009.

Order announced.

-

( Gul Wali iKhan )
District Police Officer~_ -
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Rahman No.436 posted to Police Station Besham. The allegation is that he had gone
s ;‘j’lSdays casual leave with effect from 08/03/2009. On completion of leave he failed to

&
5oy B
o
{7

ﬂ 2 §f21report for his duty and instead sent doctor’s prescription for 10 days medical leave. Few
<‘R’. . . N

Adays later you sent another medical certificate for.medical leave for 10 days. Both
<

. enquiry has transpired that he has gone to Dubai for job/ working which is against the law
" and the service rules. ‘ ‘

- To scrutinize the conduct of the accused constable with reference to the above mentioned

 allegation a committee comprising the undersigned was constituted by the District Chief,

under the, NWFP, removal from service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000, vide letter
No.25/E dated 16/04/2009. ' | ’

o w Es
n 'v—.ﬁ'.:“vt:-—“' Lo A‘ .’.-‘- K [

“h
2

i During the course of enquiry the accused constable was summoned through local police,
+vide enclosed daily diary report No. 07, dated 25/04/2009, Police Station, Chakisar.
$ According to the above cited daily diary, the statement of Nowsherawan, father of the

- above cited accused constable was recorded where-in he stated that he has gone to Dubai
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. Dubai/absented himself with out permission and also did not appear before the committee

till. now, therefore the committee recommends him to be discharged from service from
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ey ThJS enquiry report pertains to the allegation leveled against Constable Habib-Ur-

%" medical certificates did not appear genuine and were therefore enquired into. An initial.
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: o o FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.

. ,‘II, Mr. Gul Wali Khan, District Police Officer, Shangla as competent authority under
¢ the NWFP Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 do hereby serve
' you Constable Habibur Rahman No.436 follows.

1)y 1. That consequent upon the completion of Enquiry conducted
against you by the Enquiry Committee for which you given
opportunity of hearing vide this office communication 23, dated

15.042009. |

1. Ongoing through the findings, recommen-ations of the Enquiry
Committee, the material on record and o.1er connected papers
including your defense the committee.

I am satisfied that you have committed the following acts/o.nission specified in
Section-3 of the said Ordinance.

You Constable Habibur Rahman_No.436 had gone on 15 day: casual leave with
effect from 08.03.09. On completion of leave you failed to repor! for your duty and
instead- sent doctor’s prescription for 10 days medical leave. Few lays later you sent
another medical certificate for medical leave for 10 days. Eoth your medical
certificates did not appear genuine and were therefore enquired intc An initial enquiry

has transpired that you have gone to Dubai for job/working whict is against the law
and the service rules.

2) As-a result thereof, 1 as competent authority ave tentatively decided to
impose upon you tlie penaity of major punishme, t.

3) You are, therefore, required to Show Cause as to why the aforesaid penalty

should not be imposed upon you also intimate whether you desire to be
heard in person.

4) If no reply to this notice is received within fifteen days of its delivery in the
normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you has no
defence to put in that case as ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

5) . Thecopy of the findings of the Enquiry Committee is also enclosed. -

Ve

-

District Police Officer,

i/hangla.
Y
No. R o

/E,

Dated_24 fad/f_109.




CHARGE SHEET

5. ’ Fes "
Surmwrae: 2+ thgp; o,

R DlStl’lCt Police Ofﬁce1 Shangla as competent authority heleby
20 stao;c dabnbur Rahman No 436. as follow -

[
[

POSALIY Bupion et gt-Ricy
. v

436 ‘had zone on_15 days casual leave thh cffect from

oX0Om completlo mof leave you falled to report for your duty and- mstead sent

Gd or,)Swprescrmtlon fox 10 days medical leave. Few days later you sent anothe1 medical .
- ".4-.:‘3» -x' S -
cemf cate«-for medlcal Ieave for 10 days«»both your medical cemﬁcates did not appear
B {4 o L . -

¥, easons of the above,
WFP Removal from

end .'d youxself llable t

you appear to be guilty of mlsconduct undel section-3 of
Service. (Special Powers) ) Ordinance, 2000, and have
o all or any of the penalties specified in Sectlon of the

re, the1ef01e required to'submit your written defense w

ithin seven days of
] the recelpt of- thls Char ge Sheet to the Enqunry Officer.

A'ntten defcnse 1f any, should reach: the }:,nquuy Officer within the
spe fi ed'penod fallmg which it, shall be presumed that you have no defense to
'put I that expartee action shall follow against you.

st
District Police Officer
Shangla.




DISCIPLINARY ACTION

- I Mr. Gul W‘lll Khan Dlstuct Police Ofﬁcer Shangla as competent authority, is- of the
opinion that you Constable ‘Habibur Rahman No.436 has rendered himself liable to be’
proceeded against as he committed the following acts/omissions within the meaning of
Section-3 of the N.W. F P. Removal f10m Serv1ce (Spe01al Powers) Oldmance 2000

St'ztement ot' qllegatlon -

Your Habxbur R‘lhm'm'-No ‘436 had §011e oil'IS'days casual leave with effect from

108.3.09. On comoletlon of leave you failed to 1eport for_your duty and instead sent

doctor’s’ presc1 1pt10n for 10 davs medlcal ]eave Few days later you sent another medical

i L .cemﬁcate for medical leavc f01 10 davs Both your medlml cert1ﬁcates did ‘not appear -

_ genuine and were therefme enquued mto “An 1n1t1al enquny has t1ansmred that you

-have gone to Dubai for job/working Wthh lS against the law and the service rules.

" For the purpose of scmtlmzmg the conduct of said accused with the reference to the to
the above allegatmn ‘Mr. Riaz Hussain,: DSP_Alpuri and Mr.. Shaibar Khan, R.I
Shangla, is appomted as Enquny Officers:’ The Enquiiry shall, in accordance with' the
provisions of the Ordinance, prowde reasonable Jopportunity -of hearing to'the accused
record its - ﬁndmgs and make “within- 25 days of " the 1ece1pt[t of - this order,

. recommendatlons as to pumshment or othel apploprlate actlon agamst the accused

The accused and a Well conversant 1epresentat1ve of the4 depamnent shall join the
proceedings on the date, tlme and place ﬂxed by the Enquiry Ofﬁce1

- . o : < ¢ . . C
: S e a o " e %o
. ) : . T ws%ﬂb g?
. . H - ) it

District Police Officer
Shangla. .

NN e i

No 25“ JE, Dated: /,5/54 12009

Copy of above is sent to: b

e o /Mr Riaz Hussain, DSP Alpuri;:
T 2. Mr. Sh‘"barKh'lﬂ,RIShmwla

A F01 mltlatmg plocec-:dmfD agalnst the ofﬁcexlofﬁcml unde1 the pxowsxon contained in
-NWFP/Removal from Selv1ce (Specml Powers) Ordinance, 2000.

e pa’ o AN /7 4 / A

with.direction to appear before the Enquiry Officer on the date time and place ﬁxed .
52 by the Enquny Ofﬁcel for the pu1p086 of the enquuy ploceedmgs
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

(CAMP COURT AT SWAT)

Service Appéal No. 28/2018: EX Constable Habib Ur Rahman Police Constable

No. 436 r/o Chakisar Tehsil Besham District Shangla........covecreveeorveeereeeeresessereereonss (appellant)

VERSUS

1) The District Police Officer Shangla
2) The Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
3) The Deputy Inspector General of Police Malakand at
SWBL..orreir e srssins et sttt st ssssss s ssn s sessn st ene e |RESPONAENLS).

AFFIDAVIT

| Raees Khan Inspector legal office of the District Police officer Shangla do hereby
solemnly affirm & state on oath that the whole contents of this best of my knowlage and belief
that nothing has been concealed from this Henorable Tribunal Court.

Inspector Raees Khan .
Inspector legal '
shangla ,
Ph #: 03429469870
Office #: 0996850015



(b) ™

B (& v . ) ) . .
| ’ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
| CAMP COURT SWAT |

Service Appeal No. 28/2018

Mr. Habib ur rahman police Ex constable no 436 r/o Chakisar teh Besham distt shangla
.................................................... (Appellant).

VERSUS

1. The District police officer shangla

2. The provincial police officer kpk. ‘

3. The ‘Deputy Insbector General of Pdlice, Malakand at Saidu Sharif,
SWat. L U (Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER:

Mr. Raees Khan Inspector District Shangla is hereby authorized to
appear on behalf of the respondents below, before the Honorable tribunal court.
He is authorized to submit all the required documents and replies etc to the

Honorable tribunal court.

Provincial Police Officer : Q)ﬁ.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar -

(Respondents No 02 )

Regional Police Officer
Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat
(Respondents No 03 )

. . 4
Regional Police Officer, »
" Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

District Police Officer
Shangia

(Respondents No 01)

-»;,‘




~This-orderis hereby passed 1o dispose nf departmental appeal under Riale ™

|"1Lhtunkhwa I‘ohcc Rules 1975, suhmitied by Lx- (‘omluhlc lmran
VIS R Maiakand Range, againil the ordcl ol thnT SP i-I{P/I\ohal'RanEu -in-
_~cant was removed from service. K Co . ;
I'x Constable lmran KhanNo: 4"79 of.l"RP Malakand Range- was \.nlmlcd on-
while posted ta pl‘\luon No 72 il Radda districl \v'd( 'll"\l.nltd -uru\o‘.i .5.» W
.. 06.Y0.2008: ltll to lhe date his wmov-ll from wrvm_ e 21- t)" 2000 withoul

Cor pummmon of lhe compeseul aulhomv for the peuod ol 04 manths ahd 14 -
\ . R

‘He was lssucd chau;c shecl along with summary of a‘legﬂmm v uk s I"RPA

> Swat Order Endsl No 775/5(“ dated 16 12- 2008 but ne'lther he l't.]JOl'lGn' far™

ted reply to the charge sheet in the snpulated penod He was alsa |ssucd [Ieru
me his dul) but he failed to submit reply in the responsé of the samg wnhm

. 1hercforc the defaulier Const:the was, recommended fb: removal from scrvice

K 1

ommitiee. CoL . v |
~Aller complegion of the enqmr\ ‘the enquiry < ommitlcc'submil'lcd_ the
lu,ommendlm, him nd‘ ma;uz,pumthenl ln t};e h;:,hl of recomn‘uchdﬁti:’m ol
e he was ramoval Fron) -service v.de'oﬁ"ce nrdcr Endsl No 312/8C. d'.sted 21-
. \ .. ‘

I. J

The-enguiry (ile.of the applu.ml was pcru;«.cl and found llml Mhe: d]\])lu,.ml ha\
“ropér dupallmcnldl grocecdmgs as he *was nol pmtxcipn(ed ‘with he c,nqu: Y
e he wa hé was disn dismissed’ tronl service, wuh shpshed manncr
15 also h(.‘.dfd in person dunrv1 \he course thcnrmg he ndvanced Lot,cm reasons

piea was- found plausible and sahstactory o )
ng in view the .abpve and as \\'ell as his pobr fam:ly baclk ground i take a

. (Ex-Congtable. lmran Khanl\'r- 4279 01 I'RP Malakand Ranke) is hueb\ e

e from the Jate of remioval from scr\'lce Hmk'c\'er the peuod of abaencc and

+ *
1

nod frqm: ser /ice a:c treated as e\tla ordmarv lr'ave wnhout pav g UT)7 671,‘/ CC/')‘:; .

.ounced:~ o . I . o
. . ! ' .W.' — '
. _ -
v Commandagnt 3 /Ff;:’;ii;’?

. Frodtier Rese Pulide
b I\hvber Pakhtunkhwa, Pcs}‘n\lnsu

-ated’Peshawar the O-S /. 03 /2016 o ’ o

and hecessary action m the SPIRP.
1T (“ dal\.d 2.2, "0] 5 '\h\ Service

of above 1s forwarded tor informatlon
Swat-with RIO his office mema Ne. 24

lsent herewilh. . e o




L

ORDL‘R o !

T hls mde.l ns heleby p'\ssed to: dlS{JOSG of dcpnrtmental appe.al undel

i 1

{ !
R . { Lo . | . . R
lRu.ie 11 of Khybc\

1.khtunkhwa Pollcc Ruie.s 1975 submltted by Lx—Constabie 1(lmhl~u1-RelumnNo 4289 ot l'Rl’ B

I.:I.\k.nul Ran):,c cuv;nnst Lhu md(.r ql lhc, b[’ I'R"IMA\akand Ram,e, §wal u\| .wlnuh lhu n;nlm.ml w.v. -

" i vud from semce ; . ‘ ‘
-i. ‘Brnaf facts of the" case. -\re that Ex—Constable Khahl-ur-RehmanNo 4289 of ¥ R“ Malﬂl\and .
mg,e was enhsled on: 11 05-2006 He whlle. posled to 1)latooh No 78 dlstuct uwat abscnted hmbelf
m law.u\ duty W, e f. 02 l2 2008 tillito lhe. datu of his nemoval t'rom se1v1ce. ie. 21- 02 "009 wﬂnout any
ive or prior permission, of the computcnt ‘authority forthe pcrlod of 02 months dml 20 day., -
He was tssued c.harge she?t Alo.w wnth summaly of allegatlons ) u:le SP FRP Malakaud -
ange” bwal ofﬁce mdcr Lndst No. 77S/L( i datud 16 —2008 but nelther he ruponted for duty. no‘
'.mntt«.cl wply to thc. chdrr!e sheet m the st1puhted pel iod, He was also issued Urdu palwana to ue\umu
i dutv but he ﬂuicd to submlt reply.m the lcsponsc uf the. saluc w:thm st:pulatt,d penoc therefors l_j“

‘l',mllm Conslable was 1ecommendccl for xcmoval fn om semce by the. enquu‘y Commutt*.e

B

In lhe light of reoommendwuon ol' enqumj Cmmmttee he was 1emoved hom S(.. viee vm\, e

Hu.c ‘order OB ‘No. 23; dated 21 02-2009 U EPREE T
-~ The «.nqmry ﬁle of the apphcaut was pemsed and found tha\ the apphcant has ¥

I

A t "rie.r.';l.r S
'nh plopcn dn,pmlmcnt'tl ploceudmgs as he W’\“ not pmhcxpated wnlh tha enquu-f -wmreedums i 1luli—1‘e.f :
vas mmwed from service unheard. | v , : ' .

.' " “He was also henrd in perﬂon duuug \hc comse o(’hnmmh he ndvum,nd qngd.n’ E-;:::i:,;n’r. - ’
us deiensL lu: plca was tound plausmble and sau..favtmy i ' Y o R

l\eepm" in view he Above and as wc\l as h|s pocu iamdy back ,mumi {, wke @ iwnvm}.

new, iu: (Lx Constable I(hahl—ur RchmanNo 4289 ot FRP Malakand Rs\nge) i5 hcuhv n.—muhtt d i T

m<.c fmm the date of |emovwl from ﬁerwcu Howevex the peuod oi nbseuce and the inter vmm- 1 ey

Ilom service are llented as extra oxdmary leave w1th-‘.>ut pay o o /) o
L r ’

Order announced. Lo o A ;w;:wol'w(' R

C mm'uui'm(

) (% % h . o Frontlel Rese ¢ Folice: .
: o Khyber?qkh-xml 1WA, th’l‘;':'-s' o
/EC daLed Peshawal the l 8 /‘j /2016 P Lt

‘ Copy of above is forwarded fm' lnformatlon and neces:,aly drtlon Ld L‘ s S et
Malakand ‘Range: Swat vnth R/O hlS oihcf"memo No 190/130 daled 04 02.2016 X g :“:-f BNy
Rolland D/File sent herewith. "1 _ . . e

l
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. ‘% /pw mo/\ c!. pr ';"' {\3

s g lanater,

. (j"r"": ’ & I 1
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AEDTECEPE ' - Feid 0. 'ﬂhu_uf_ C 23 Jan. zond 2:03FN Pl
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"This, m‘d«.I mmli mspcm: off thc dcnartmcntal ’1ppca| of L <-Constable -
amu:n Khar No. 43 42 of FR "‘/mla]ulml Rangc o

N '\ - By icf, fabtb of tm_ case are ‘that Bx= Conshbh, Zameen Khan o. 484 of
', FRP,"]&?E,&!@.L:@J‘:& Range, _".,bsa ted hwm‘idf fto:n tawful duues W, & trom 07.08.2008 tli} the-
“date ol dismissal i.c:‘- 14.11.2 08 'J:‘or- a total period cof (98) days withoul . any®

]

leave/prrmission of the competent ax.thou[v '

1n this conaection hc was muw (,hawu sheet ami ‘statement of allebut ons,
but neither he neither repot ted lils arrival nor aubmmed his reply of charge sheet. After that
he was issued final show cause notice bm he again failed to submit his reply. The J'nquu\"

* committee recommended him for rnajor pumshmrut Resultantly he was removed. from’

ser‘vice vide SP/ERP Malalgand Range Swat office OB No.154, dated 14. 11.2008. o

After ‘Q'o'mg through the .available rccorcl and als0 haring the apphumt m

pe a s in drderly room held in this office on. 04.01. 2016 it has pointed out that the

. applicant was 10t mcu,en.ded accorde to law as he was neither participated with
prucéeclings nor he wis bt‘ﬁ\'lded the uppnrtumty of pelson'ﬂ hearing. ’

l\oepmo in view the &bO\’B facts as well as. hl'; poor famﬂy bachxound

i e e e

,._-_—-

“’hiCh he ex]wlmnrd during the course of pusoml hearing, 1 mlw a lenient view, the Bx-
Constable Muhaiminad. Zameen Khan No. 4842 of FRP/I\/lalalxand Range is hereby - Re-

instated ip secvice [romn the dats of di\-ml'ﬁ’il from <erv:c‘. However his absence period and
. 1ate Ol

e

{he mm vening p&.nr.d from service are hereby treated as extr tumdmcuv leave wﬂhout pay-

Order announced. o ' (

\I A, W.
Clomm -\’]dm/
. Frontier Resgrve Police
Khyber Pakhtunlhwa, Peshawar.

No: C? i /EC, dated P'ua.la\*“u the PR 91 o /20

an of the ahave is forwarded for information and necessary action to
s office No. 2210/EC, dated 08, 1?.2015 i

SPiF ]\"f’. Malakand Hange Swal ‘with 1\4’“ hi
Service rccO‘rd alc-nL,w1th enquiry file senl her cwuh

1
L
%
N
!




: "L|1:-mnl| s wnded i YO pu:‘ UG .
HUATUOR QLT 1L PAICR )5/C ][ TN OWDWE D10 S O/ Yitm IEISES 'wuml pUL\[
NS @ 01 uonan Adndsanau pue LI(JIIL’LLIJujLII 10} papiemioy si anoqe ;o Adon

L Qrogka” J%TG*"aulieMeqsadpasep'33/7??1

LA L AU ] QYN
CIDT0 GO AINY daay)
JURDUTIL Oy '

S

T Aa

il

PAUNOULT LI

NE Ll ]Il(\l|l MOAAND| St o l‘l]\" S0 I),lll‘ g 1!1‘ DDALES lLlUl] IWOH"LI nllh-d.\l'\}lll ')L[] plll’ .‘"ll

Ju P(\!I\d RItH l'\\"\\(.\]| BRIN \."l\ l.‘n.lOlj {l”\')lnl?)l '0 311‘]" "]l|] LI.IOI] ')OI:\I'\Q lll p"il\)'[\ul-"\l 1\(],.[

mng 'muw\| puBNe[Ry NE! ]0 Ly /J/gaw opl Ry msg n|m’"‘uo:) K45 9 MDA U

140
———— e e,

T . , _ .
A ) punea yoeg S tood sy se (i se pu m.oqn I MdtA Ut mudm}[ . .

\lmwh‘l]l‘q puv apqisned PUNOJ Sty eopd S1y T 0P sig L s

lu\ Ton |n'\lll‘\pl‘ ly| Ju I-I‘ 4! SENAN :\\;: ‘"fl[l,]np um,,md Rl P'""-'ll Q[;IB SUAY S

atneet po1l[ﬁ::' fm nmv\i:\s HIOL PIAOLIDT Snay DYy .ouu:\.-. .\‘ﬁ!!lf‘?.‘ml
NN g o diannd 10U st ..q se L.-u'[m'mu l\.m'nunv(hp r\ciuni QU )
o ] lumtid(h’ el n'r[l p"no; put p'a<:nnci SE/\\ wc'w[(ldn "xm jo any Kuihus ’\l][
l W00 IT“"‘-"I’ 3E€1ON l“l)”~l “"'Il\’ ATuy WI‘\Q/(]\I [/dq APIA DIATDS v
[ARARMIAY IRSERIY aanuIios ‘\I[I’ll)l'n uu 'o uum‘p'mmiumw [o WS o) uy

DU

SN DUA DL RQ ADIATSE L] (RAOWERL 1) PAPUOWILOIDL SEAY QQRISUOT, pits )

e .:\d pnli:;l\r,h\s: DU UL PIAIDI] OU qha ,\'Idn.‘. 14 1|1q"'§goog-m'g'[ 0 poep Y/ +OS

b CHA

ey aaqljo st |1 APLA adnou w\nm N0 Y u| DANSSEOS[E SEM DY pomd pwmndm

1Ak DR 01 Pl Iﬂ A0°8 \mp ml |mn e oSuy ,m:odw oy Jayou ma Q()(]L LO Q0 p'\l- '
)|[l]§ ON .";E:Pl!:-] .ID]\.I()AJM_}.[() AN ﬁTillll}] ]}UI‘..‘[H]!?];\T,'(]\f.[/(]S; "\|')' Yo \.-][“i’\”!‘ (Il’l‘.l"
luu'; DA AFILGD PANSSL SN D] 000 0] "\I\Iﬁ" mm; |1.N)Lu'n cu; |n npp
“!]' :q()(-):-g)t)'Lt' ‘L“"-'.l'-'n. :,\\ Amp lﬁ}.{\tq L.[H{H. ;1':\5!!!!‘ pnutnhqn ]I!.-\\gl‘]\].] ARG um.nt:[(y
;msm! SUAV U DA "LOOT LY’ YT U0 Juauin Lh(] O ur ])le‘l[li'\ suAy wum‘\[ [)Ht’\[l‘|l:“‘
,[‘.H 1 \' f_c_;l LitCNE TON ey .I|i|.\4 oL 1!!1.\.'.1(,!..) v-.\."_..j ]ll[] \ll' ‘1\1") '11“ ](\‘,\],,nl '.”;':

.

DAL u|m| e \-\uuml RUA ;m‘aqd({" 301 Lplqm lII s Aty pum N
"M ’-;d\ Nq] ]0 [npio au ]quu“h’ wmnm 'vu“p'l,r:p\] (m,[ Jo LgtL//JﬁS{: CON Y I

N
S
3

' - o A AUN (6ot 1 S1p
SUODs :;;J ,\q lnmulqnq c,gm wm [ O2HOL LAUNUMIUN R RAAYD e -1 ] 3|0

iy
N -\_/-\

1oy lm(_[r_lp l]ﬂ[]ﬂLLl]lLC‘ﬁp e osoc'" ",A:;JZ\ER““‘:* £QaIat) S1apI0 Sy [

N ER T




|

-
-

t

PR

v

—

PN

. F

- s

e
.




