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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 934/2018

Date of institution ... 24.07.2018 
Date of judgment ... 26.03.2019

Muhammad Usman S/o Malik Khan
R/o Saikot, Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector General of Police, 
Peshawar.

2. District Police Officer, Karak.
3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Kohat Region.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 AGAINST THE ALL IMPUGNED
ORDERS/ACTION DATED 16.03.2009 PASSED BY THE
RESPONDENTS DEPARTMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS AWARDED THE MAJOR
PENALTY I.E DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE AND APPELLANT
ALSO PREFERRED/SUBMITTED DEPARTMENTAL 
appeal/representation but the SAME WAS I NOT
CONSIDERED/RESPONDED WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD
OF LAW.

Mr. Habib Ullah Mohmand, Advocate. 
Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney

For appellant. 
For respondents.

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KlUNDI 
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH

.. MEMBER! (JUDICIAL)
.. member! (EXECUTIVE) .

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI. MEMBER: - Appellant

alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith 

Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman, Sub-Inspector (Legal) for the respondents present. 

Arguments heard and record perused.
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2. Brief facts of the case as per present service appeal are that the appellant

was serving in Police Department as Constable. He was imposed major penalty 

of dismissal from service vide order dated 09.03.2009 by the competent 

authority on the allegation of absence from service. The appellant filed 

departmental appeal on 18.03.2009 but the same was not responded. The 

appellant also filed revision petition before the Inspector General of Police on 

28.03.2018 but the same was also not responded hence, the present service

appeal on 24.07.2018.

•3. ■ Respondents were summoned who contested the appeal by filing of

written reply/comments.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant was 

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

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

to attend the duty. It was further contended that the appellant was dismissed 

^ from service by the competent authority on the allegation of absence from duty 

but neither charge sheet, statement of allegation was framed or served upon the 

appellant nor proper inquiry was conducted nor any final show-cause notice 

j issued to the appellant therefore, the appellant was condemned unheard. It was 

further contended that the impugned order of dismissal from service of the 

appellant was also passed retrospectively i.e from the date of absence therefore, 

the impugned order is void and no limitation run against the void order and 

prayed for acceptance of appeal. ■

On the other hand, Learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents 

opposed the contention of learned counsel for the appellant and contended that 

the appellant was serving in Police Department but he remained absent from 

duty without permission of the lawful authority. It was further contended that all
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the codal formalities were conducted before passing the impugned order by the

respondent-department. It was further contended that the appellant filed

departmental appeal on 18.03.2009 but the same was not responded therefore ,

the appellant was required to file service appeal within one month after waiting 

for stipulated period of 90 days as under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal 

from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 the appellant was debarred

from filing of revision petition before the Inspector General of Police but the

appellant filed revision petition before the Inspector General of Police on

28.03.2018 despite the fact that the departmental appeal was not decided by the 

Deputy Inspector General of Police and thereafter, filed this Service Appeal on

24.07.2018 therefore, it was contended that the service appeal is badly time

barred and prayed for dismissal of appeal.

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

Department. He was dismissed from service on the allegation of absence from 

duty by the competent authority vide order dated 09.03.2009 retrospectively 

from the date of absence. The record further reveals that the appellant has filed 

departmental appeal before the Deputy Inspector .General of Police on

18.03.2009 but the same was not responded therefore, the appellant was 

required to file service appeal within one month after expiry of stipulated period 

of 90 days as the appellant was debarred under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 to file revision

petition under rule 11-A of Police Rules, 1975 but the appellant filed revision 

petition before the Inspector General of Police on 28.03.2018 which was not 

responded and filed service appeal on 24.07.2018 therefore, the service appeal 

is badly time barred. Though the impugned order was passed by the competent 

authority retrospectively i.e from the date of absence but the same does not
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make the impugned order illegal and void. Reliance is placed on 1998 SCMR

1890 therefore, without touching the merit of the case, the present service

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

costs. File be consigned to the record room.
t

AKNOUNCED
(yyi

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

26.03.2019

(HUSSAIN SHAH) 
MEMBER

;
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Service Appeal No. 934/2018 

14.02.2019 Clerk of cousnel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah.Khattak,

Additional AG alongwith Mr. Muhammad Idrees, PSI for the respondents

present. Due to strike of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council, learned

counsel for the appellant is not available today,Adjourned to 26.03.2019
f

for rejoinder and arguments before D.B.>j-

(H^SAMN SHAH) 
MEMBER

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

26.03.2019 Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy 

District Attorney alongwith Mr.: Atta-ur-Rehman, Sub-Inspector (Legal) 

for the respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today consisting of four pages placed 

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

is hereby dismissed being time barred. Parties are left to bear their own ■ 

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED
f

26.03.2019

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER4^

(HUSSAIN SHAH) 
MEMBER

j
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SERVICE APPEAL NO. 934/2018

Date of institution ... 24.07.2018 
Date of judgment ... 26.03.2019

f-

Muhammad Usman S/o Malik Khan
R/o Saikot, Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak.

ii
i--

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector General of Police, 
Peshawar.

2. District Police Officer, Karak.
3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Kohat Region.

M.

i

(Respondents) yr

APPEAL UNDER SECTIQN-4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 AGAINST THE ALL IMPUGNED
ORDERS/ACTION DATED 16.03.2009 PASSED: BY THE
RESPONDENTS DEPARTMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS AWARDED THE MAJOR
PENALTY I.E DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE AND 'APPELLANT

m-
?

V

ALSO PREFERRED/SUBMITTED DEPARTMENTAI
APPEAL/REPRESENTATION BUT THE SAME : WAS NOT
.CONSIDERED/RESPONDED WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD
OF LAW.

Mr. Habib Ullah Mohmand, Advocate. 
Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney

For appellant. 
For respondents.

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI 
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH

.. MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
.. MElllBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDL MEMBER! - Appellant

alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith 

Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman, Sub-Inspector (Legal) for the respondents present.

Arguments heard and record perused.
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Brief facts of the case as per present service appeal are that the appellant 

was serving in Police Department as Constable. He was imposed major penalty 

of dismissal from service vide order dated 09.03.2009 by the competent 

authority on the allegation of absence from service. The appellant filed 

departmental appeal on 18.03.2009 but the same was not responded. The 

appellant also filed revision petition before the Inspector General of Police on 

28.03.2018 but the same was also not responded hence, the present service 

appeal.tfVI ''7' *7^ !

2.

3. Respondents were summoned who contested the appeal by filing of 

written reply/comments.

Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant 

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

became seriously ill and due to illness ^^^e, it was beyond the control of 

the appellant to attend the duty. It was further contended that the appellant 

dismissed from service by the competent authority on the allegation of absence 

from duty but neither charge sheet, statement of allegation was framed or served 

upon the appellant nor proper inquiry was conducted nor any final show-cause 

notice issued to the appellant therefore, the appellant was condemned unheard. 

It was further contended that the impugned order of dismissal from service of 

the appellant was also passed retrospectively i.e from the date of absence 

therefore, the impugned order is void and no limitation run against! the void 

order and prayed for acceptance of appeal.

On the other hand. Learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents 

opposed the contention of learned counsel for the appellant and contended that 

the appellant was serving in Police Department but he remained absent from 

duty without permission of the lawful authority. It was further contended that all
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the cod^ formalities were conducted before passing the impugned order by the 

respondent-department. It was further contended that the appellant filed 

departme ital appeal on 18.03.2009 but the same was not responded therefore , 

the appellant was required to file service appeal within one month after waiting 

for stipul ited period of 90 days as under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal 

from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 the appellant was debar^r

filing of revision petition before the Inspector General of Police but the 

appellant filed revision petition before the Inspector General of Police 

28.03.2018 despite the fact that the departmental appeal was not decided by the

on

Deputy Inspector General of Police and thereafter, filed this Service Appeal on 

24.07.2018 therefore, it was contended that the service appeal is badly time 

barred and prayed for dismissal of appeal.
I

6. Perusal of the record reveals that the appellant was serving in Poliqe 

Department. He was dismissed from service on the allegation of absence from 

duty by the competent authority vide order dated 09.03.2009 retrospectively 

from the date of absence. The record further reveals that the appellant has filed
I

departmental appeal before the Deputy Inspector General of Police on 

18.03.2009 but the same was not responded therefore, the appellant

•J

• '1

was

required to file service appeal within one month after expiry of stipulated period 

of 90 days as the appellant was debar* undeier the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal 

from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 to file revision petition under 

rule 11-A of Police Rules, 1975 but the appellant filed revision petition before 

the Inspectcr General of Police on 28.03.2018 which was not responded and 

filed service appeal on 24.07.2018 therefore, the service appeal is badly time

barred. Though the impugne^ order was passed by the competent authority 

retrospectively but the same does not make the impugned order illegal and void.

J A/-;n- > iL,-.. /iI ■ ..“V,
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Reliance is placed on 1998 SCMR 1890 therefore, without touching the merit of 

the case, the present service appeal is hereby dismissed being time barred. 

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

ANNOUNCED
26.03.2019

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

(HUSSAIN SHAH) 
MEMBER
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BEFORE T HE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 934/2018

Date of institution ... 24.07.2018 
Date of judgment ... 26.03.2019

Muhammad Usman S/o Malik Khan
R/o Saikot Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1. Govemrnent of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector General of Police, 
Peshawar.

2. District Police Officer, Karak.
3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Kohat Region.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE AIT TMPUr.XTFn
ORDERS/ACTTON DATED 16.03.2009 PASSED BY THE
RESPONDENTS DEPARTMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
WiEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS AWARDED THE MATOR
PENALTY I.E DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE AND APPFTT ANT
ALSO PREFERRED/ST JRMITTFn DEPARTMENTAL

_______________ SAME WAS NOT
CONSIDERED/RESPONDED WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERTOn
OF LAW.

appeal/representation but TUE

Mr. Habib Uliah Mohmand, Advocate. 
Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney

For appellant. 
For respondents.

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI 
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH

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

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI. MEMBER: - Appellant

alongwith his counsel present. Mr, Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith

Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman, Sub-Inspector (Legal) for the 

Arguments

respondents present.

leard and record perused.
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

HEALTH DEPARTMENT

Peshawar dated the 21^ November, 2017

NOTIFICATION:
ChiefThe competent authority■NG. sbH(E-V)394/2007; . . .u

Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa'is pleased to order posting/transfer of the
following doctors with immediate effect in the public interest.

ToFromName of Doctor
Dr. Muhammad Shafiq
(BPS-20)

S# Report to the 

Director General 
Health Services, 
Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar._____ _
MS DHQ Hospital
Swat against the 

vacant the post 
of BS-20 in his 

own pay 

scale.

MS'DHQ Hospital1.
Swat

forWaiting
posting

Dr. Aqeel Bangash 

(BPS-19)
2.

and

SECRETARY HEALTH

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Endst. No, & Date even
T\

Copy to all concerned.

i
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2. Brief facts of the case as per present service appeal are that the appellant

was serving in Police Department as Constable. He was imposed major penalty

service vide order dated 09.03.2009 by the competent 

authority on the allegation of absence from

of dismissal from
1

service. The appellant filed

departmental appeal on 18.03.2009 but the same was not responded there^e^r

the-appel anLJIl-ed-^\4sioiLpetition on 28.06.2018 which, 

hence, the present service appeal. ^

•wa^

A) 3.'I Respondents were summoned who contested the appeal by filing of’ Vo

\ written reply/comments.

4.■s Leaj'ned counsel for the appellant contended that the 

serving in Police Department. It

appellant wasN

further contended that the appellant

became seriously ill and due to illnessyit was beyond the control of the appellant

to attend the duty. It 

from service by the competent authority

further contended that the appellant was dismissedwas

the allegation of absence from dutyon

but neither charge sheet, statement of allegation was framed or served upon the 

^ appellant proper inquiry was conducted nor any final show-cause noticenor

issued to the appellant therefore, the appellant was condemned unheard. It was 

further contended that the impugned order of dismissal from service of the

appellant was also passed retrospectively i.e from the date of absence therefore, 

the impugned order is void and no limitation run against the void order and

prayed for apceptance of appeal.

5. On tf e other hand, Learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents

opfosed the contention of learned counsel for the appellant and contended that 

the appellant serving in Police Department but he remained absent fromwas

duty without permission of the lawful authority. It was further contended that all 

the |Coda formalities conducted before passing the impugned order by thewerei
\

y
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^ompete^-aafctrity. It was further contended that the appellant filed 

departmental appeal on 18.03.2009 but the same was not responded therefore ,
I

the appell mt was required to file service appeal within one month after waiting 

for stipulated period of 90 days as under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal 

from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 the appellant was debar for 

filing of revision petition before the Inspector General of Police but the 

, appellant filed revision petition before the Inspector General of Police 

28.03.2018 despite the fact that the departmental appeal was not decided by the 

Deputy Inspector General of Police and thereafter, filed this Service Appeal 

24.07.2018 therefore, it was contended that the service appeal is badly time 

barred and prayed for dismissal of appeal.

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

Department. He was dismissed from service on the allegation of a^ence from._ ,

duty by the competent authority vide order dated 09.03.2009^rom the date of

on

on

6.

absence. The record further reveals that the appellant has filed departmental

appeal before the Deputy Inspector General of Police on 18.03.2009 but the

same was not responded therefore, the appellant was required to file service

appeal within one month after expiry of stipulated period of 90 days as the 

appellant v|^as debar isien=^^^^^0n under the Khyber

Pakhtunkh\ya Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 to file

revision petition^ rule 11-A of Police Rules, 1975 but the appellant filed

revision petition before the Inspector General of Police

which was not responded and filed service appeal on 24.07.2018 

therefore, the service appeal is badly time barred. Though the impugned order 

passed by the competent authority retrospectively but the same does not 

make the impugned order illegal and void. Reliance is placed on 1998 SCMR

on 28.03.2018

was

V.‘



(CERTlFlCAlMiri! 4 NSFER OJLCHM^
received

s Medical
Peshawar

of this day respectively 

Hospital, Swabi as
Health Department

the fore/afternoon
of -the DHQ Teaching

Certified that we have on 
of this office

vide Govt
. SOH (EV) 1-394/2007 Date

/handover charge
Superintendent

Notification No

Pakhtunkhwa
d21/11/2017. ■

of Kbyber

-fC'' >'■• ^

;
of Relived: Ajv - ‘Signature 

Governm
Designation; Medical Supe
DHQTeaching Hospital, swabi.

r. Muham^Tiad SfSafiq 
rintendent BPS-20

ent Servant: Dr

Station Swabi

4^
of Receiving: -Signature

Government Servant: Dr. Apeei”^
Medical Superinten

DHQ Teaching Hospital

'ii ■
dent BPSi49 

, Swabi.Designation:

d 28/ll/M17(Forenoon).

OFFICLOFTHEWIEDICAXiyPi

swabi

Copy forwarded to: -

i'•i pcjpjT&l SWA^Date
TEACHlNGJiRiNTENDNlLSii

dated 7
No.

^ • Pakhtunkhwa.
ral Khyber

1th Services Khyber
pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.1. Accountant Gene

General Hea2. Director
nt Officer, Swabi.3 District Accou

Minister Heaith Khyber

cerned. 
d necessary

pakhtunkhwa
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.4, PS to rtment

i\
Officer/Official 

/ For information an
con action please.

f^ptMedical Superint. ^ 
DHQTeaching Hospital

Swabi

§

! >
attested

/l\
12/
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1890 therefore, without touching the merit of the case, the present 

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

service

own

posts. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOWCED
26:03.2019

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

(HUSSAIN SHAH) 
MEMBER



Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

HEALTH Department
•* ' I ■

Dated Peshawar the 14‘^ February, 2018

. C-.

notification
Competent Authority (Chief Minister Khyber 

of the following doctors with
The

Pakhtunkhwa) is pleased to order postings/transfers 

immediate effect in the public interest:-

MO F;QHrE-V)2-238/20^

] RemarksTOFROMName of DoctorS#
Against the
post of BS- 
20 vice 
S.No.02

Medical 
Superintendent 
DHQ Hospital 
Swabi

Waiting for postingShafiq
Cadre

Dr.Muhammad 
Management . 
BS-20

1.

For further
posting.

theReport to
Director General 
Health Services 
Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa

Medical Superintendent 
DHQ Hospital Swabi

Bangash
Cadre

Dr.Aqeel
Management
(BS-19)

2.

SECRETARY HEALTH 
nf Rhyber Pakhtunkhvya

Fnrist No. ^ Date Even

Copy to the:-

t, hS Si 0*—.
Secretan, Health

. 1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

PS to 
PS to
Computer Programmer 
DHIS Cell DGHS Office, Peshawar.
Doctor concerned.

6.
7.
8.

/9.
/10.

(Munamm^ irfanudoTn) 
ION OFFICER (E-V)SEC

\

rtES't
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f13.09.2018 Appellant Muhammad Usman in person present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents present. 

Written reply not submitted. The learned AAG requested 

for adjournment. Granted. Case to come up for written 

reply/comments on 01.10.2018 before S.B.

I

I

5
Chairman

01.10.2018 Counsel for. the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents present. 

Written reply not submitted. Learned Additional AG 

requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

written reply/comments on 02.11.2018 before S.B.

I

« )

I

\

(Muhammdd Amin Khan Kundi) 
Memberi

^•^02.11.2018 Due to retirement of Hon'ble Chairman, the Tribunal 

is defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned. To come up­

on 18.12.2018. Written reply not received.

I-ADI-R

Appellant with counsel and Mr. Kabirullah 
Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongwith 
Israr SI present. Representative of the respondents 
submitted written reply. Adjourn. To come up for rejoinder ■ 
if any and arguments on 14.02.2019 before D.Br'll

18.12.2018

♦ • Member

(



Form- AIf
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

934/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Usman resubmitted today by 

Mr. Habibullah Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairm^ for proper order please.

26/07/2018 ^ '1-

reSstrar^
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to 

be put up there on ■
2-

CHAIRMAN

Appellant Muhammad Usman in person alongwith 

his counsel Mr. Habibullah Mohmand, Advocate present 

and heard in limine.

02.08.2018 ,

Main contention is that the dismissal order has been 

given effect with retrospective in utter violation of 

judgment of august Supreme Court of Pakistan.

Points raised need consideration. The appeal is 

admitted to full hearing, subject to all legal objections 

including time limitation. The appellant is directed to 

deposit security and process fee within 10 days. 

Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To 

come up for written reply/comments on 13.09.2018 

before S.B.

j

^eposltsd
SciGunl^ s^e0 *

_ — » 
Chairman

>*iJ.
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Usman son of Malik Khan r/o Saikot Tehsil Takh-e-Nasrati 

District Karak received today i.e. on 24.07.2018 Is incomplete on the following score which is 

returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

The authority whose order is challenged has not been arrayed/made necessary party.

7S.T,No.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.

(
72018.Dt.I

I

V

Mr.HabIbullah Mohmand Adv. Pesh.

1

*___ r;..,■M • sCii*Pr &



“ BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

a
Service Appeal No. /2018

Muhamriiad Usman (Appellant)
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector 

General of Police and others (Respondents)

INDEX

S.No. Description of Documents
Sendee Appeal

Annex Pages
1-5

Affidavit2. 6
3. Application with affidavit 7-9
4. Addresses of the Parties 10
5. Copy of impugned order dated 

16/03/2009
A 11

Copy of the 1®^ departmental 
appeal/ representation

6. B 12-13

7. Copy of the 2^^^ departmental 
appeal/ representation

C 14-15

8. Copy of medical documents 16-22
Wak^alat Nama9. 23

Appellant

Through

Dated: 24/07/2018 Habib Ullah Mohmand
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.
Cell: 0321-9087842
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Service Appeal No. /2018

/OafeccI
Muhamrriad Usman S/o Malilc Khan. R/o, Saikot, 

Takht-e-Nasrati, District Kara.k
Pehsil

(Aiope:lant)

VERS US

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

General of Police, Peshawar.

2. District Phlice Officer, Karak.

3. Deputy Inspector General of

Kohat Region............................

through Insjiector

Police, Kliyber Pakhtunchwa 

............................-(Respondents)

Aj^EAL UNDER r^RnTTniyr 4 OF KHYRF.P

tribunal actPlLKHffUNKHWA SERVICE 

1974
P's tedto-^ay

^#rrF
AGAINST' THE ALL IMPUGNF.n

ORDERS/ ACTION 

PASSED BY
DATED 16/03/2009

THE Respondrwt.«^ 
department of KPK WBRRF, BV thp 

appellant was AWARDED THK MAJOR
PEN^,TY I.E. dismissal from ■C!F'.1?\nr'p 

APPELLANTAND ALSO PREFERRF.n/
REMITTED departmental appeal/
^PRl^'ilNTATION.. BUT SAME WAS NO? 

CONSIDER RESPONSE
statutory peri on OK

WITH THE
LAW.

“-V.-v '



J^Respectfullv Sheweth:

1. That the appellant is law abiding citizen of Pakistan.
•.

2. That the appellant was appointed/recruited in the 

respondents department on 16/02/200(gp on the 

post of constable in the parent department.

3. That the appellant rendered his service to the

parent department without any complaint without 

any objection and rendered his job with great zeal

and devotion.

4 That appellant was transferred from Peshawar to

Kohat Region on emergency duty and become 

seriously sick and suffering from Lumbago disease, 

due to that reason the appellant was unable to 

perform duty.

5 That appellant rendered more then 6 to 7 years

unblemished service to the respondents department 

without any complaint or objection from any high- 

up’s of the respondents department.



6. That appellant was unaware from the impugned

and illegal order dated 09/03/2009 passed by the

respondents department, in which the respondents 

awarded major penalty, which is against law and 

against the norms of justice. (Copy of impugned

order dated 09/03/2009 is attached “A”).

7. That the respondents department nor issue Show 

cause notice to the appellant neither conduct any 

proper inquiry against the appellant, but suddenly 

the impugned order was issued i.e. dismissal from 

service, which is against the law and also against 

the inquiry procedure.

8. That no proper opportunity had be given the 

appellant to defence his case before the authority

nor personal opportunity had been given by the 

authority, which is against the law and also against 

the natural justice, and also against the maxim

“AUDI ALTERAM PARTEM”.

9. That there is no allegation against the appellant, no

charge sheet, no proper inquiry had been conducted 

but respondents department awarded the major



penalty, which is against the and also against ther.

norms'of justice.

. 10. That under the law the department is legally bound

to follow the legal procedure to inquire/ investigate 

the case thoroughly from the different angles, but 

respondents department awarded the major penalty 

which is against law and also against the norms of

justice.

11. That the appellant submitted twice departmental 

appeal/ representation on dated 18/03/2009, but 

there is no response from the respondents 

department and the dep^tment keep silent on the 

departmental appeal/representation of the

appellant which is against law and also against the 

norms of justice. (Copy of the l^t departmental

appeal/ representation is attached as annexure

“B”).

12. That appellant submitted another departmental 

appeal/ representation before the competent 

authority for reinstatement with all back benefits

etc on 28/03/2018, but still no response from the



•k' respondents side, which is against the law and

against the norms of justice. (Copy of the 2"^"^

departmental appeal/ representation is attached as

annexure “C”).

13. That under the law whenever the illegal and void 

order passed by the authority then the limitation

shall not be lie on that very case the appellant also

reliance the judgment of august Supreme Court of

Pakistan i.e. PLD 2003 SC 224, SCMR 2008 609.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that by 

accepting of this Service Appeal, the impugned

action, orders, dated 09/03/2009 passed by the

respondents department may very kindly be set 

aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstate at 

respondent department*^ service with all back

benefits and wages etc.

Appellant

Through

Dated: 24/07/2018 Habib Ullah Mohmand
Advocate High Court, 
Peshawar.

.• *•



BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVIC.R
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2018

Muhammad Usman ;. (Appellant)

VERSUS

Government of Kdiyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector

(Respondents)Gener^ of Police and others

AFFIDAVIT

■1

I, iMuhammad Usman S/o Malik Khan R/o, Saikot,
I

Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the 

accompanying Service Appeal are true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge aijd belief and nothing has been concealed 

from this Honhle Tribunal.

DEPONENT
CNIC: 14203-5334849-3



BEFORE THE HON^BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

C.M. No. /2018
In

Service Appeal No. /2018

Muhammad Usman (Appellant)
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector 

General of Police and others (Respondents)

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION
OF DELAY.

Respectfully submitted:

1. That the cited Service Appeal has been hied by the 

appellant, in which no date of hearing has yet been

hxed.

That the appellant is suffering from LumbAgo and 

was under treatment in those days when the 

impugned order was passed and the doctors advised

2.

him to complete bed rest during the medical

treatment. (Copy of medical documents are attached

as annexure “D”).



r

3. That delay was not intentional but due to the abovef.

mentioned reason i.e. disease of Lumbago.

That very valuable rights of the appellant is involved:4.

with the matter.

5. That this HonT)le Tribunal has got ample powers to

condoned the delay “if any” in the filling of the

instant appeal.

It is, therefore, ' humbly prayed that on

accepting this application, delay if any may kindly 

be condoned in the larger interest of justice.

VAppellant

Through

Habib Ullah
Advocate High Court 
Peshawar.

Dated: 24/07/2018



^ before the hon^ble khyber pakhtunkhwa service
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

C.M. No. /2018
In

Service Appeal No! /2018

Muhammad Usman (Appellant)

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector

(Respondents)General of Police and others

1

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Usman S/o Malik Khan R/o 

Tehsil Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the
i

accompanying Application are true and correct to the best of 

my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from 

this Honhle Tribunal.

Saikot,

DEPONENT
CNIC: 14203-5334849-3

. V* t
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BSFORE THE HON^BLE KHYBER PAfcHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2018

Muhammad Usman (Appell ant)
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector

(Responc ents)General of Police and others

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

APPELLANT;

Muhammad Usman S/o Malik Khan R/o, Saikot, Tehsil 

Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak.

RESPONDENTS;

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through rns])ector 

General of Police, Peshawar,

2. District Police Officer, Karak.

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Kohat Region

.. Appellant P

Through

Doted: 24/07/2018 Habib Ulla
Advocate High Court: 
Peshawar.

^mand
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ORDER ;\ ! /

\Th is order is passed on the departments! proceedings initiated 

:ons^b!e Muhammad Us?mn No.710, who absented himself 

ergency duty, w.o.from Z-;.11.2008 till date, ‘/ide D.D

I

aoair^
i*^

from err report
Polra station Thail disTnrt Hangu. His pay was stopped to : 

ot. His deliberate & willfit! absence frorn emergency duty is 

prejudicial to‘service discipline. According to the enquiry, -conducted

1

No.4 of
j t

I this effe t

I (

(
by DSP/ Hqrs; Karak against thu above named constable, who

' . ' I
the official guilty or the charge. He was served with shovi^

k

reor

notice vide this office No.331/EC. dated 14.01.2009. The :

above ramed official was servcw with final show cause Notice
! ,

through SHO/ Police station L3ta] .oef on 23.02.2009. According to 

tU report of SHO Police station i.atamber the official has gone : 

i abroad dn 02.03.2009. :

C3Uv

t

I.

1

f
1

k

In view of the above, the said constable Muhammad Usman 

s hereby “ DISMISSED” from seryice from the date of his ; 
j absence police Uniform / Kit etc recovered and take on stock.

No.710
»

i1

\

cj f
I

District Police Officer, Karak ,I

. OB No. 216 . 

Dated OP.03.2009

I% i
i
I

r
i

I
1
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To: The D^Kity inspector i3enerai or Pohce, 
Most Hoyiui Koiial

Suc^ecr ^PRH^lNIAIiON

Witf) jrerfdt vwwfct^snd hurnKs subn^cdoa apptiant 
submits the present ropresentadon against tlie order of learned 

District PoScc OfBcer, Karr^: bearing OB No. 216 dated 

09.03.2009, woo which penehy of cfinmtssai aarvice was 

BTtposod on cppcSent ■

/
/

FACTS
!. That cppcBant t^spdntod os corc:tat!c in FRP in die yea* 

2002. Appedard quaRhed rwm ctAirse and servod Police 

department for about 7 year.
Thflf m November 2000, appeftmu ar>d others were detaied lor 

duty to dstrict Har^u Pc&ct sfefion Thai.
Thai appedant suffered from chronic diseases, ttierefore 

^peSant oath penission of Incha^ left home to man^e 

(reamiem.
That on hesne, the p^nt tod-; appdant to Services

■ and Poifoe hospitgl Peshawar end the merhcai oUicers ater 

thorough invostigabon detected the disease as tumbago. The 

merteai dneer amnsed compile rest and issued (kecaons mt 
re ch^idng. Appellant contacted the medical of&cer nuriwous 

ernes and medical rest was adwsed on each occasion or 

ch<»^jng. Tlie appeSmt rcm;sned under treatment of medied 

odicer of Services hospital mr lonn perioii Presemiy appeftam 

was dedared bt The rnedoal rest ctirbhcates ars enclosed for 
penjsal
Ttiol on raging liealth appdiant desfred joif^ duty but to 

the utter dismay or appettent, the l ines staff disclosed (twrt 
t!id c&smissal adu' of tl>o uppoHant Thorefote appdlant can)o 

to PoHca oltice and managed grant of attested copy of

'}

T.

5,

>'THD

to



//
>* ■*

'i .
tmougnad order tience me present representation on the. 
fo!!ov*^S ground.

GROUNDS
Tl'zt Urs irncugned ordsf was passed viihout proi^ding chance 

or defense to flppeHant No ewtence was coHerted m siippon 

cf thd tha'^ge shoot during aSeged ex-parte enquiry procsedng. 
No one was exemmed as witness in the presence of apt>eftant 
Tltat die impugned order increased mental agony of die 

anpetlant
That die impugned order lias been passed m violadoi't 
and nHas Under the taw the auth*jhty wm dirty ho«r*d to 

publish notice tor ^tendance of af:^>ellaiU in two Urdu d^es 

but no such prorfamahon was pirtrtished
the cfeappoarance of ^ipeOant was not wilful and 

deftwate but 5^>pellant was un^e to jom the duties m time 

due to cfironic disease.
That appeftant betongs to poor farety rmd there is no source ot 
incoirie fu fbe<£ny Die minoi ctirtdien a’fd aged paret'U.
That mapor penalty of thsmissa! from service was imposed on 

appellant wOtout giving diance of defence to appe&anl 
That the impugned Asmissal order was passed in absentia and 

on chages of absence and tlieie was noticing crti fJe ti»at 
appellant has committed any misconduci Therefore the order 

of dsmtssal frun sarvice debaniny uppeSarii from oUter servico 

was quite aganst the teiw smd rutes. The authority was roquirod 

to pass discharge order.
n is therafoie requested that the impugned order may please 

be set aside widi back benefits

a

b.

c.

d.

e.

t.

3-

Yours triiy,

■ p
G] Ck«-c .s;( oi^ '

r* ^ o!_ \Q p.

- 'I f ok ^

(MUMA.WMD USfj^AN) 
tx-Uonsiabie No. riO vWage and 
Post Oflice SdikotTeiisi) Tfcidit-e- 
Nasrati, District

C^-
•>» —Ii-
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Service appeal No. 934/2018 

Muhammad Usman ....Appellant
i

VERSUS

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 

Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Others

.... Respondents

?•

INDEX

PAGE NO.ANNEXUREDESCRIPTIONS.NO

1-2Parawise comments1.

Petition for condonation of delay 32.

Affidavit 43.

Daily Diary No. 04, dated 23.11.2008 54. A
i

Show Cause Notice with 6! .5. B

acknowledgement Receipt by appellant

Final Show Cause Notice6. C 7-9

;

fplwadents Through

Department Representative

I.

/

1.

1
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f-- BEFOm, THE HONOHABIE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

\

^ Service appeal No. 934/2018 
^ Muhammad Usmanir '

.. Appellant.
. .2

&VERSUS

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through 
Inspector General of Police, and others Respondents.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Respectively Sheweth:-

Parawise comments are submitted as under:-

Preliminarv Obiections:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

That the appellant has got no locus standi.

The appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own conduct. 

That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

That the appellant has not come to this Hon: Tribunal with clean hands. 
That the appeal is badly time barred.

II.

IV.

V.

VI.

FACTS:-

1. Irrelevant, hence no comments.

Pertains to record, hence no comments.

Incorrect, the appellant was habitual absentee and besides his long willful 

absence from duty, the’appellant remained willful absent from other occasions. 

The appellant was deputed for special duty at Hangu, from where he 

deliberately absented himself from lawful duty. To this effect report was entered 

by concerned vide daily diary No. 4 dated 23.11.2008. Copy is annexure A. 

irrelevant. The appellant committed professional misconduct while willful absent 

from duty till the disposal of departmental proceedings conducted against him. 

Furthermore, the casual attitude of the appellant proved his disinterest in 

discharge of lawful duty.

Incorrect, the appellant was properly served with charge sheet on the above 

score of charge which was served upon him through concerned Police station 

and properly received by the appellant and duly singed on it. Furthermore, final 

show cause notice was also issued at his home address and reported by SHO 

Police station Latamber that the appellant had gone abroad. Copies 

annexure B & C. in these circumstance there was no other option accept 
awarding him a major punishment of dismissal from service.

,^7^^/^^ncorrect, as submitted in para No. 6, proper final show cause notice was issued 

against the appellant with the departmental proceedings under the law & rules. 

Incorrect, as evident from the report mentioned on annexure C (final show 

cause notice), the appellant had gone abroad.

2.

. 3.

4.

-5.

B.

are

8.

\ A
"4



1 •'

V.

•'i-

•

9, Incorrect, the appellant has absented himseif-.frorri lawful duty and to this effect 

proper report was entered in daily diary in Police. Station Thai!.

.10. Incorrect, all the codal formalities were fulfilled during the proceedings in 

accordance with law and rules.

11. Incorrect, the departmental appeal of the appellant was filed by the respondent No. 

1 being badly time barred for about 07 years vide order dated 24.04.2018.

12. Incorrect, as submitted in para No. 11.

13. Incorrect, the appellant was proceeded in accordance With law and so far as the case 

referred by the appellant in this Para is concerned. It is submitted that each and
‘ . * I

every case has its own facts and merits. ,

\
\

/

Keeping in view of the above that the appeal is without merit and hot substantiated 

/ badly time barred. It is, therefore, prayed that the appeal may kindly be dismissed 

with cost please.

1

District Police Officer 

Karak
(Respondent No, 3)

Officer,
^ohat

Regional Pbi|
Kohat R^io' 

(RespotjdenVrSio. 2)

District Police Officer

i

InspectoijGeneral^f Pblice 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

(Respondent No. 1)
.H

.,11
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBR PAKHTUNKHWA. PEHSAWAR .. «\ .'r- r>V '

i ''t?:Service appeal No. 934/2018 
Muhammad Usman

yAppellant V.-

i.

r- P-
VERSUS

Govt: of Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Through 
Inspector General of police, and others i Respondents

; .
PETITION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING DEPARtMENTAL APPEAL

;■
'i

Respectively sheweth:
Parawise comments are submitted as under:-

-
Preliminary Objections:

That the applicant has got no cause of action'.
That the applicant is estopped due to his ovvH conduct to file the instant appeal. 
That the application is not maintainable in the present form.
That the appeal has not come to this Hon: Tribunal with clean hands.
That the appeal / application is badly time barred-.

I.

III.

IV.

V.

i

FACTS: ^
1. That the applicant is estopped due to his .o;wn act to file the instant appeal. 

Therefore, the application alongwith app^aL^is. not maintainable on merit and 
limitation as well.

I-5.

:
2. Incorrect, the appellant had willfully absented himself from lawfully duty. 

Furthermore, as evident from statement of'relative of the appellant on final show 
cause notice and report of SHO concerned the appellant had proceeded abroad.

3. Incorrect, the applicant took false plea of hfCillness; actually the applicant after 
absence had proceeded abroad.

4. Incorrect, the applicant was proceeded in accordance with law & rules and now right 
of the appellant was violated.

5. The appeal and application are against'the,, law / limitation. Therefore, the 
application is not considerable.
Keeping in view of the above, it is submitted that the application is devoid of merits

1.

(

!

/ law, without and substantiate. It is, therefore.^prayed that the instant application 
of the applicant alongwith appeal are may kindl^y-be dismissed in limine.

t

’ I

& \

, ; rRegional Po|ic|Aofficer, 
“ T^^ Kohat Rexona Fk)hat

District Police Officer 
Karak

{Respondent No. 3)
. •» •

i .Si (Respor(dent'{N^2)^

District Police Officer 
(Karak)

. s-•• . <
-T

i

\\ v * 
Inspector General of^Police;.
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa T:;

(Respondent No. 1) . i

;

' 4

y ■



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

Writ petition No. 934/2018 titled

Muhammad Usman s/o Malik Khan r/o Saikot, Takht-e-Nasrati District Karak (Petitioners)

VERSUS

1. Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector General of Police, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. The Dy: Inspector Genera! of Police, Kohat Region, Kohat
3. The District Police Officer, Karak (Respondents)

Subject: AFFIDAVIT

1, Nausher Khan, the District Police Officer, Karak do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that the contents of para-wise comments to writ petition on 

behalf of Respondents Govt: & others are correct to the best of our knowledge and 

belief. Nothing has been concealed from this honourable Court.

District Police Officer, Kdrak 
RespondenfNo. (3 )

I

District Police Officer 
(Karak)

Identified by:

AddI: Advocate General, 
Peshav\/ar High Court, 
Peshawar

J■■-r.,
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No. 
D.iU'tl /200^J.////

1
SHOWC.VUSKMOTICH■j

I
1’ i, Raja Nascci- Ahmad, OisiricL Police Officer, iCarak as compeU'in amluorii 

up.dcr ihe N.W.lhP llcinoval lrt>m

hereby serve yon Constable Muhanmad Usman No.7'^0 

fallow:

t:
service (Special Powers) C)idiiiaiice 20C0. d I)‘h""

.IS

i
/

• i
Tou constable Muhammad Usman No.710 absented 

your—self from your lawful duty w.e.from 25-11*0© 

till-date vide D.D.Report No.04 of PS Thall District 

Hangu -.Tour pay has been stopped to this effect on 

©5.12.2008-Shis all speak highly adverse on your 

part*

%
1.

r

♦y
'■r*I

t
H

As a rcsuli ihercol, I, as compcicnL authoriiy, have leniivcty decided 

upon you ihe penally of major punishment tinder section 3 of th

tt> impo.se 

e s.iid (. h'viiii.eI■■

»U I.

ft You arc therefore, required to show cause as• 3i to why the aforesaid penalu '.liouli! 

not be imposed upon you and al.so iniimaic wlicihcr you de.sirc to, be licaid in’i
iji person.

I
I

})
V

If nu reply to this notice is receive within■ 1 seven days of its deliver) in t!i 

course of circunistanccs, it shall bo presumed that you have no deleiice ui pni m. 

and in that case an e.'ipartc acL;on shall be taken

c normalj
t.

‘J against you.

4I
(KAJVYNASl-!™ A1IMADJ 
i)isir('i Police OWicci-, Karak.

4-
I-
I

jjJ P/^\

%

IO'.o
';

!»
‘i

K

t

i

ta



-ft ;■

’ «
V •/ 1

r.'1

'll/
U' H;: ■

-V.*•
. iJ•. •

■ -V; . ^
7

K
i

t>' /y
/_yy^' ^yu

\-
f

f'
L

H 4-
V

■ :)

» ,
!

•
t

.// y, ,,,i - . .z::? ^

^J> ^

^ 7 A

«r’y'-.7 //

/yx^
</i i

/T.y--X y ;>
■“i /

• V/

'. '.9

7"^Xp^'
-Jl<p

'%?/'-/

.i\'f:

n// -•o //
jp/>-^

x-yA
X / ' /

- ^ •y--Ks

/’/y7
A C.

\< fr
i

i

■.

! ■

\
I

f
■^' ■ .■

) • \



/
1

. .V ♦

t
No._,^^/f 
Daled /200'J

/lie

!:J.!iAL__S11OW CAUSE NOT!CE.?■-

■yO/,''

I,'Raja M.ikc..,,- Ahrnaa, Dislnct Police Officer, Karak as conipeloiU
authority under the MV'I P lomovol from service (Special Powers) Oidinance 2000
do hereby servo you. ^ x. k tt rConstoblc ffiihaTO'^d Usmoo ^-0,710

ffm r
;is follow

f
¥ ■ 1. I hat consoquenl upon the conif)lot[on of oit(.|uiiy

r :K.'rak
coiniucU.'tl a'jrnn:-.!t; > you by Enquiry

tTTficerqtt

2. On goiiui l_:;.augli the linding and recommeridalioii ol the tru|uiry
• I O-fSjTer--u-r--' on the record and other connecled papers
,ncld^#9Sifi; defence before the said Enquiry ..Lcxieer..,.. , i an, saiislied
that the chargerayainsl.yoij is proved and you have coiTiniilled the lollowinci • 
omission'specif,iod i,> Sectiqn-3 of Irie said Oixlinance: -

\

ncis /
'

\\ • I) \

^ '(cv. 1/' liuhMnirjrjd absented

ycmrpyif ftom ^merf^S^ncy
W ^

till“d-Y-tG, f vld e bJj.-veui. t: ro.C't- of rolice Station

I • \ I'
duty, i-.e.froiD »']']»'008.

i
\ S.■ 0

I'hall’ifiA'tpict ^knriRU. Yoi^r - nv hnn been stopped to

this ej’sh^cV- cn . Your cielibor te und
/ \ "

wilful/obv^nce from i woriioncy duty is pref^udice. to 

service dirt^ipline, TiuM- fore
I \

misconduct land no^^li^;;. nco in duty.
! ' ? '■

In lmnn=o ^ '' '''“''"P'^'lenl authority, have lent.nively rU ( „k,,! '
ordinancl ’ ''''"fy Punishment under section-3 of the saici

J
II

■I

amounts to f^rosr.1

f

. 3.

I

\\
4.penalty ^hou'd'^rn! V;:!;: '"I' Cause as to why the afotosa.ci
heLSn person »P°'' y°u, also intimate whether yes dos.ro to be

5.■ * ir ro.ieply to this Notice is received within Seven days el ils d.-i-. i-
in the normal ct -ui^sfj iif r n cum stances it will be 
have no defencfG to put in and in that case 
against you. '

! 'v

considered/prosumed that 
an ex-parte action sh.all be taken

yen

\
^ Copy of III id ntj of tlSe Enquiry6.

Officer... . 1^ enclosed\ »
\ I r

N

I'

(Xaja i\'as1';I':k .m.vmau;
i-hsinui {\iIiccOM

I

'Ufl, I\,um1s.

'ipjijh'-r-
Ihcr-i

i
t

I ,

. si

• u
.'.b



*>

■rMn ovdf^T is on tijo • i 1 pr-.-'Cecd 11133
ini tie) ted i-'ir': vor. r.;o'' e -Ur- • 
him o.£ from .mer^^ency duty, v/.ci.rroir, ^ ,1;?. X-.vide 

D.h.ri port Fo.^ of iolice dt* ti'-'' i-’.; ’! Ji trict, U^nfu* His pay
v/vs etOr'ived cc tiiis effect. ■'i.> tf> ilTul rh once from
.mep;e^.cy duty is prejudicial fee -..'lvh.c diocit:Iitu* Acoo.i-ding to 

tfe en'^uir:/-> ?o iducted by A r •■
Cor.tabic, ..i.o roperted cfrici 

erv a .'ich dhow Ounst . ctict^'- nt' •
*14,01. KXj'l. *'He ebove . ^ :..cd ollici -.
Kauae tice throuf^h .jd(/I J.Lnon . T "'0. AccOitlinG to

che r‘'dbrc of ^HO 1 d,.lotnnther the c^.iciaj b-o fonc obroou on 

.0^. 0'

0 ‘ .7'‘C, v.'ho GbncTited-m 0

’ ii ;i: the ebive u^med 

,pd3ty or 01rrp;e, ilc v*aG 

11 .'0.35!/“^ o'*'-'i-d
- it' veO with idnal dhovi

In viev. of the above thi ^ iO 0^ cle'ui'nac Usman * o.710)
A*

in nci*'b5» ' al. *13'' from Je'” dcf fiuui tiic ccte of his absence, 
lo'ic rm/Ait etc (?..• *> i t 1^? c'cck.

4

/te.bo. 16 /
b t -O . 0 >.0-. CO' > a

I-i ti ird.icji^ trficer, 
1 Kara I',♦ f7

%
1 • ) • > *

/ ‘ L CHd

Jepy >'>? ■ ’ ovc: to lino 0^ • t; ■’

infori!.* t 0 ;n r^u n ce'- - ary act on.

1
cv/vi'sk.

f

/r>'fl

/
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^ '' Ref :attached : -

Sir,'

Final Show Ctiuse Notice issued ^.g^inst coa^itabj 
^Uhe.niiaad UsDiaJa N.o^TTO who absented himself w.e.from "5g^'l.>008 

till-dfate.The s-^id Final Show Cause Notice served upon his 

cousin Shafiullgh S/C Hsmidullah resident- Of Saikot through ^IIC/ 
PS lateraber hac submitted his report placed at F/"A".

L-jte of enlistment.
/

U.0%-211X1$ ■
Submitted please.lA

Ql^SI/*' .DiC.

<3{ ^
Pbivu.
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Ref:attached:~

Sif, ‘

Final Shov; Csuse Notice issued -.gainst fou^tabl 

-Kubainniad Us-ffiaH. who abi'ented himself w.e.from
till-date.The s^id Final Show Csuse Notice served upon his 

cousin Shsfiullah S/C Hemidullah resident- of Saikot through «HC/ 
Eo latamber has submitted his report placed at F/''A" .

Date of Enlistment.
/

^ Submitted please.(A

U3 -e-. .

Pbivu.

WfV ^*-d:
iJSr'V^

o<'<f .
■/

/A
«
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