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o BEF ORE 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. S
B - .. .(Appellant)
VERSUS i '
|
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 Reglon

(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 LE DISMISSAL, FROM SERVICE AND APPELLANT
. § Q ALSO PREFERRED/SUBMITTED DEPARTMENTAL
“\ APPEAL/REPRESENTATION BUT__THE SAME - WASI NOT
N CONSIDERED/RESPONDED WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD
Ny OF LAW.
A\ | I
Mr. Habib Ullah Mohmand, Advocate. ... For appellant.
- Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney ... For respondents.
i |
Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KIUUNDI . MEMBER#(JUDICIAL)
“MR. HUSSAIN SHAH .. MEMBER!(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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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 appéal 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 allegatlon was framed or served upon the

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

wh M-

) 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.
5. On the other hand, Learned Deputy District Attorney for the reSpohdents

. oppoéed 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

o .



the codal formalities were conducted before passing the impugned order by the

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

A

* 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 Rerﬁoval ‘
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

128.03.2018 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 badiy 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

ffom the date of absence. The record further reveals that the appellant has filed
départmental 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 sti;):ulated period
of 90 days as the appellant was debarred under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ollrdinance, 2000 to file revision

pétiti('m 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

'authori_ty retrospectively i.e from the date of absence but the same does not




| Zmake 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
éosts. File be consigned to the record room. ' - |

I . ]
ANNOUNCED h/ fn
26032019 mw ot /W

‘ (MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI).

' - MEMBER B

(HUSSAIN SHAH)
MEMBER
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TN service Appeal No. 934/2018
‘J _ 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 strjke of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council, learned

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

4

for rejoinder and arguments before D.B.

(HUSSAIN SHAH) (MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)

MEMBER MEMBER

Ty

r

26.03.2019 Appellant alongwith his eounsel present. Mr. Ziaullah Deputy
o District Attorney alongw1th 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 - PO (
26.03.2019 WMW%]’,’%{M |
- | (MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
4%@' MEMBER
(HUSSAIN SHAH) - | |

MEMBER
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR d
SERVICE APPEAL NO. 934/2018! R

‘Date of institution ... 24.07.2018 .

Date of judgment ... 26.03.2019 RAE

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

' ‘ (Appellant) 3

VERSUS ' i

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector General of Police, .
B Peshawar. p
- 2. District Police Officer, Karak. _
3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Kohat Region. N
(Respondents) N

 APPEAL,_UNDER SECTION-4 .OF KHYBER PAK!HTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ALI!, IMPUGNED
ORDERS/ACTION DATED 16.03.2009 PASSED. BY THE
RESPONDENTS DEPARTMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS AWARDED THE MAJOR
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PENALTY LE DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE AND 'IAPPELLANT S
ALSO PREFERRED/SUBMITTED DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL/REPRESENTATION BUT THE SAME : WAS NOT
CONSIDERED/RESPONDED WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD
OF LAW. ’
Mr. Habib Ullah Mohmand, Advdcate. ... For appéllant.
Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney ’ ... For respondents.
|
Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI . MEl\LIBER (JUDICIAL)
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH | . MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
| 1
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.




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 dis‘missal from service vide order. dated 09.03.2009 by the competent
aﬁthority- on the allegation of absence from service. The appellant filed
.departmental appeal on 18.03.2009 but the same was not responded. The
appellant élso filed revisibn petition before the Inspector General of Police on

'28.03.2018 but the same was also not responded hence, the kpresent:service

appeal$Y] L4 77— 22§

3. Respondents were summoned who contested the appeal by ﬁlihg 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 tzegetdre, 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 ?bsence
froin duty but neither charge sheet, statemént of allegation was framed.or served
~ upon the appellant nor proper inquiry was conducted nor any ﬁnai show-cause
notice issued to the appéllant therefore, the appellant was condemned unheard.

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

the appéllant was also péssed retrospectively i.e from the date of absence

therefore, the impugned 6rder is void and no limitation run againstl the void
order and prayed féfacckptance of appeal.

5. On the othér hand, Learned Deputy Diétrict Attornéy for the resp;)ndents
~ opposed the contention of leaméd counsel for the appellant arid conten‘cied that

. the appellant was serving in Police Departmént but he remained absent from

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




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

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

A |

the codd formalities were conducted before passing the impugned order by 'tlhe ‘
respondent-department. It was further contended ‘that the appellant filed
departmental appeal on 18.03.2009 but the same was not responded theréfore ,

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

tnd
from Ser\(ice (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 the appellant was debar fer W

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

appellant |filed revision petition before the Inspector General of Police cim A

. 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.

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

duty by the competent authority vide order dated 09.03.2009 retrospéctively

from the date of absence. The record further reveals that the appéllant 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

- of 90 days as the appellant was debar uni:(Icr the Khyber PakhtunkhWa Removalll

|

from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 to file revision péﬁtion 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. Tho|ugh the impugned order was passed by the competent authority
'/.&W B s e f Q58 b0 e

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

3

-y,




Reliance is placed on 1998 SCMR 1890 thefefore, withoﬁt 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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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

(98]

Police Officer, Karak.

. 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 LE DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE AND APPELLANT

ALSO

PREFERRED/SUBMITTED DEPARTMENTAL

APPEAL/REPRESENTATION BUT THE SAME WAS NOT

CONSI

]:)ERED/RESPONDED WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD

OF LAW.

Mr. Habib

U llah Mohmand, Advocate. : For appellant.

Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney .. For respondents.

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI . MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
MR. HUSSAIN SHAH _ . MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI, MEMBER: - - Appellant

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

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

Arguments

heard and record perused.
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

- HEALTH DEPARTM ENT

~ Peshawar dated the 21 November, 2017

'NOTIF'ICATION'
NO. SOH(E-V)394/2007:

The -

competent

authérity

* Chief

‘Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa' is pleased to order postmg/transfer of the
_followmg doctors with: immediate effect in the public interest.

S# " "Name of Doctor

From

To

1. Dr. Muhammad Shafiq
(BPS-20)

MS°DHQ Hospital
Swat

Report to . the

Director General |~

Health Services, |
Khyber -
Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

2. Dr.‘A’q‘eéI' Bangash .

(BPS-19)

Waiting
posting

| for

MS DHQ Hospital-
Swat against the
vacant the post
of BS-20 in his
own pay -and

scale.

Endst. No. & Date even

"Copy to all concerned.

SECRETARY HEALTH

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

f"‘f
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\ appellant nor proper inquiry was conducted nor any final show-cause notice

I

2.

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

[\

! , _
Bri:ef facts of the case as per present service appeal are that the appellant

of dismissal from service vide order dated 09.03.2009 by the competent

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

departmental appeal on 18.03.2009 but the same was not responded thereafter—

\*\-———f_\

the —appell MMW&OL%&MM%t

Nt

dihence, the present service appeal. ) ‘lé. VAY 2Ve

espondents were summoned who contested the appeal by filing of

written reply/comments.

Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the appellant was

serving 1n Police Department, It was. further contended that the appellant

became serlously ill and due to iliness/t was beyond the control of the appellant

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

from serv1ce by the competent authority on the allegation of absence from duty

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

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 1rnpugn¢.d order is v01d and no limitation run against the void order and
| ,

prayed for a|cceptance of appeal. -

5.

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

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

the

appellan|t was serving in Police Department but he remained absent from

duty without permission of the lawfu] authority. It was fufther contended that all

the coda formalities were conducted before passing the impugned order by the

]
i

|
!
|
|
|
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competen't—authenty It was further contended that the appellant filed ;

l
|
|

departmeriltal appeal on 18.03.2009 but the same was not responded therefore ,
. | .

the appell‘ant was required to file service appeal within one month after waiting
ft)r 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

‘ai)pellant filed revision petition before the Inspector General of Police on
28.03. 201£|§ desplte 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

' 1
Departmenlt He was dismissed from service on the allegation of absence from

R byl proc tant

dqty by the competent authorlty vide order dated 09 03.2009 ;from the date of
absence. Tllie record further reveals that the appellant has filed depar.tmental
appeal befc:)re the Deputy Inspector General of Police on 18.03.2009 but the

same was I!lOt responded therefore, the appellant was required to file service

: 1 _
appeal with}in one month after expiry of stipulated period of 90 days as the

apli)ellant v‘,vas debar mm bt
|

Palfhtunkh\nl{a Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 to file
' | 4
revision petltlon }m rule 11-A of Police Rules, 1975 but the appellant filed
|
revision peil,ltlon before the Inspector General of Police ~on 28. 03 2018

on under the Khyber

%er, 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 but the same does not

make the impugned order illegal and v01d Reliance is placed on 1998 SCMR

l
|
l
1
|
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TRANSTER OF CHARGE (C

o @

ER TIFICA]:_)_

“Certified that we have on the fore/after noon of thls

erintendent vide Govt of Khyber pakhtunkhwa Healt

Notnflcatlon No. SOH (EV) 1

Station swabi

-394/2007 Dated 21/11/2017.

Dated 28/11/2017(Forenoon)

OFF
Q[@? - %[/ﬁ/ _pHaTH Swabi

Copy forwarded to: -

/ 7. Ofﬁcer/Ofﬁual concerned.
d necessary action please. '

Director Genera\ H

b&».N-r'

PS to Minister Hea

6. Accounts Clerk DH

For information an

\CE OF THE MEDICAL

ealth 3

SU PERINTENDNET D

‘ Sngnature of Relived: -

day respectlvely received

harge of thls office of the DHQ Teaching Hospital, swabi as Medical

h Department peshawar

The

GovernmentServant Dr Muhamtnad S}Haflq

Demgnatlon Medical Supermtendent BPS-20
pDHQ Teaching Hospital, Swabi.

Signature of Receiving: -

" government Servant: Dr. Agee

Designation: viedical

Supertntendent BPSM9

pHQ Teaching Hospital, Swabl

Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

H TEACHING HQOSP!

dated _

TAL SWABI

ervices Khyber pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.” '

District Account Officer, SWabl

ith Kbyber Pakhtunkhwé
5 PS to Secretary Health Department Khyber pakhtunkhwa.

Q Yeac

-

hing Hospital Swabi.

|
N\edtcal ' _ %‘5 .
DHO_Teachmg Hospstai
" swabi
. K%""?ll/{')




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 | 5
(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
MEMBER
(HUSSAIN SHAH)

MEMBER




GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

HEALTH DEPARTMENT £~

Dated Peshawar the 14" February, 2018

114

NOTIFICATION

 NO.SOH(E-V)2:238/2007  The Competent Authority  (Chief Minister Khyber

Pakhtgnkhwa) is pleased to order postings/transfer's of the following doctors with

immediate effect in the public interest:-

A Name of Doctor »

Medical T Against the |

Dr.Muhammad Shafiq | Waiting for posting
Management . Cadre ' Superintendent post of BS-
BS-20 . - | DHQ Hospital | 20 vice |
. Swabi S.No.02
2. | Dr.Ageel Bangash | Medical Superintendent | Report to  the | For further
Management Cadre | DHQ Hospital Swabi Director General posting.
(BS-19) | Health Services | -
Khyber '
Pakhtunkhwa J

SECRETARY HEALTH
Govt: of Khyber- Pakhtunkhwa.

Endst. No. & Date Even

Copy to the:-
Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Director General, Health Services, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
District Health Officer Swabi

Medical Superintendent DHQ Hospital Swabi

District Accounts Officer, Swabi. :

PS to Minister for Health Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

PS to Secretary Heaith Department.
Computer Programmer Health Department
DHIS Cell DGHS Office, Peshawar.
Doctor concerned. : :

DN RGN

(Mu ammad Irfanuddin)

eeTED SECTION OFFICER (E-V)




13.09.2018 Appellant Muhammad Usman in person present. Mr. 4
; Kabirullah Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents present. - ‘
| Written reply not submitted. The learned AAG requested

for adjournment. Granted. Case to come up for written

f reply/commeﬁts on 01.10.2018 before S.B.

. Chairman
y !
3 01.10.2018 | Counsel for.the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah
. Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents present.
l 7" "Written reply not submitted. Learned Additional AG
f" ll requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for
written reply/comments on 02.11.2018 before S.B.
& o % \
ok ' (Muhammﬁnin Khan Kundi)
g |
%, . Member
'5,. $: .
'; 02.11.2018 i Due to retirement of Hon’ble Chairman, the Tribunal
% bh i . .
:’;, ' ' is defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned. To come up-
LB ' :
kol i on18.12.2018. Written reply not received.
g b
i | g
P . _
& 4 EADER
iR |
- 4
o |
1 18.12.2018 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Kabirullah
3 | Khattak learned Additional Advocate General allo'ngvyi'th
Israr SI present. Representative of the respondents *
7y : submitted written reply. Adjourn. To come up for rejoinder
= i i any and arguments on 14.02.2019 before D.B= 1}
4
Gt N
oy -
t Mecmber
i
|
I
* _"'JMW-y n-:;km-:m“ﬁ&wumue R I ‘i?e




Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of L |
Case No. 934/2018
. S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
'1_ 26/07/2018 qmm|, - The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Usman resubmitted today by 7t
Mr. Habibullah Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the Institution
_ _Register and put up to thé_ Worthy Chairman for proper order please.
2747-7% 3‘ _
REGISTRAR =
2- This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to
be put up there on 2’%’“?“’/& . -
CHAIRMAN
(2.08.2018 . Appellant Muhammad Usman in person alongwith
his counsel Mr. Habibullah Mohmand, Advocate present
and heard in limine.

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

' . . . ot < dir
Arnstiant epostted _ including time I;lnttatlon The appellant is directed to
S('Cu'k% essHAed # | 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.
)
Chairman
e Y. _L‘c-‘:i,,?*;.;iz,,}z T 2 BBt o e i e VAR




ot
S L .

i
The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Usman son of Malik Khan r/o Saikot Tehsil Takh-e-Nasrati
District Karak received todéy 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 authoritylwhose order is challenged has not been arrayed/made necessary party.

No. [ // 73 ST,

ot 2Y g /_J201s. :

REGISTRAR =

 SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

. PESHAWAR.
Mr.Habibullah Mohmand Adv. Pesh.
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‘ ‘Q _
- BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
: 1 TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Serv1ce Appeal No 0(5L( _1./71/2018
(-
Muhamninad Usman

| o VERSUS o
o Gojernrrlilent of Khyber -Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector o

...................... ........................(Appellant)

‘Gencral(!‘)f Police and others...... Ceeneeereneenrraraeraa, (‘RespondehtS) :
| | INDEX -
| S:No. | = Description of Documents Annex | Pages
1. | Service Appeal 1-5
2. | Affidavit 6
3. |Application with affidavit 7-9
4. | Addresses of the Parties 10
5. | Copy of impugned order dated . A 11
| 16/03/2009 -
o. Copy of the 1st departmental B 12-13
. appeal/ representation :
7. Copy of the 2nd departmental C 14-15-
| appeal/ representation
8. | Copy of medical documents 16-22
9. |Wakalat Nama 23
B A
. :!
!: : | Appellant
| Through /W,
{ .
Dated 24/07 / 2018 : Habib Ullah Mohmand
, . Advocate High Court,
| Peshawar.

Cell: 0321- 90878.42 N
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> BE FORE THE HON'BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SER\'ICE

: TRIBUNAI. PESHAWAR

' Khwmr Patl <htukhwa
S vice jnounai

Service A;.ppea'l No. f i 5(’, /2018 | Diary No. _Hg(éj_

_ ‘ . DA#LG—X/Z‘(J'_Z'D/g
- ,Muhamrﬁlad Usman S/o Malikk Khan R/o, Saikot, Tehsil - .

Takht-e-Nasrati, District Karak............... | e (Appelant)
VERSUS:

1. Govemment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector
General of Pohve Peshawar.

2. District Pohce Officer, Karak.

3. Deputy Inspec tor General of Pohce Klybef Pakhtun chwa,
Kohat Reglon..,..........................‘ ..................... (Respondents)

APPEAL" UNDER E(“TION 4. OF KHYBER
PUKH’ TUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT

F‘k@dm*day 1974 _AGAINST THE  ALL IMPUGNED

R

Re-s RN §3
Bnd fiie

A

e%a},> T aps ORDERS [ __ACTION DATED 16/03/2009

mﬁtted to -da

PASSED __BY THE __ RESPONDENTS
DEPARTMENT OF KPK WHERE BY THE
APPELLANT WAS _AWARDED THE MAJOR
PElNAI’I‘Y LE. DISMISSAL_FROM_SERVICE
AND APPELLANT _ ALSO PREFERRED/

tz&_egxstr

5|y, SUBMITTED DEFARTMENTAL APPEAL/ -
REPRF; SENTATION. BUT SAME WAS NOT
CONSIDER/ _ RESPONSE _WITH.  THE

STATUTORY PERIOD OF LAW.




* . MRespectfully Sheweth:

1.  That the appellant is law abiding citizen of Pakistan'.‘ | |
2.  That the appellant was appointed/recruited in the
respondents -départmcnt on 16/02 /2009;%‘ on the

post of constable in the parent department.

‘3‘.'. That the appellant rendered his service to thé'
© parent depértment without any complaint without
any objection and rendered his job with great zeal

~and devbti_ori.

| A4 That appellant was transferred from Peshawar to -
'Kohat ‘Region on emergency duty and become
-seriously sick and suffering from Lumbago disease, _9) "?J
due to that reason the appellant was unable to

-perform duty.

5. That' appellant rendered more then 6 to 7 years .
'ﬁnb‘lémished service to the respondents department
'with01-1t any complaint or objection from any high- :

©up’s Qf the respondents department.




@

‘That appellar;'t_ was unaware from the impugned

and illegal order dated 09/03/2009 passed by the -
fespondents department, in which the respondents -

awarded major péﬁalty, which is against law and

" against the norms of justice. (Copy of impugned ',

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

‘That the respondents department nor issue Show

Calise‘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.

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.

That there is no allegation against the appellant, no

- charge sheet, no proper inquiry had been conducted

but respondents department awarded the major




- 10.

11,

12,

(4

p‘ena_lty‘, which is- against the and alsoy against the - - |

‘norms-of justice.

That under the law the department is legally bound

- to follow the legal procedure to inquire/ investigate'

thé case thoroughly from the different angles, but~ - - B

réépdndents department awarded the major penalty
~ which is against law and also against the norms of =

" justice.

That the appellant submitted twice departmental

_éppeal/ representation on dated 18/ 03/2009,~But
. there is no -response from the respondents
department and the department'.keep silent on the .
départmental ‘ appéal/ representation of  the -
léppe_-llant which is égainst law and also against thé x
' An_o'r‘rAns of just_ice. (Copy of the 1st departmental) |
‘a_li)peal/ representation is | attached as annexure

'“B”). ',

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

|

... X
B O WY W T S T N o par L SRR o S YR, U | A




13,

(5

A'-respOnd'ents side, which is against the law and
‘against the norms of justice. (Copy of the 2nd

‘ departmental appeal/ representation is attached as

annexure “C”).

That under the law Wheﬁéver the illegal éhd void

order passed by the authority then the limitation

" shall not be lie on that very case the appellant also

- Dated: 24/07/2018

benefits and wages etc.

relian'ce the judgment of august Supreme Court of |

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

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that by -

| QCCepting of this Service Appeal, the impugned

'-éctiOn, 6rders,‘dated 09/03/2009 passed by the

H

] ‘r,espondents department may very kindly be set

aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstate at -

-respondent departmentes service with all back

/]
VA

Appellant

Thrdugh @@
. Habib Ullah Mohmand

Advocate High Court,
Peshawar. : o
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- Muhah1mad Usman

, 'BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE .-

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No",. ‘ /2018
; _ )

i

H
1

O SO TR e (Appellant) |
VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector

General of Police and others...................... e ..(Respondents) -

|
|

|
1 AFFIDAVIT

| |
Muhamrnad Usman S/o Mahk Khan R/o, Salkot -
Tehsil Takht -e- Nasratl District Karak, do hereby solemnly
affirm and declare on oath that the contents of the

accompanymg Serv1ce Appeal are true and correct to the best "

of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed

| frorn thls Hon’ble T rlbunal

DEPONENT
CNIC 14203- 5334849 3
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o »/ BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

 C.M: No. _ /2018

In |

Service Appeal No. . /2018

Muhammad USman..............ccoeouviieneeeniieeeieeaennnnn., (Appellant)
B  VERSUS L

vaérﬁmeht of Khyber -Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector -

General of Police and others........ccccovvvvevevevne.., (Respondeﬁts)' o

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION
OF DELAY. '

Respectfully'submiti':ed:

‘- 1. '_ That the cited Serv1ce Appeal has been filed by the -

' appellant in Wthh no date of hearing has yet been

fixed.

2. ‘That.the appellant is suffering from Lumbaga and -
| .was ‘under treatment in those days when the "
o ‘i-mpagned order was passed an(i the doctors advised
him to compléte bed rest during the medical
' tré‘atﬁient. (Copsf of medical documents are attached -

as annexure “D”).




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

mentioned reason i.e. disease of Lumbago.

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

with the Iﬂatter.

5. That this Hon’blé Tribuﬁal has got ample powers to
condloned ‘the ‘delay “if any” in the filliﬁg of the

instant appe_a;}.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on
ac_cept_ing this application, delay if any may kindly

be condoned in the larger interest of justice.

-

Appm%c

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

Through

* 5




- ¥ BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR = |

&

C.M. No. _ /2018
In '

Service Appeal No! / 2018 ‘

Muhammad Usman.............................. e (Appellant) .
 VERSUS
| o |

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Inspector

General of Police and others............ [T .....(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

1, Muharnmacéi Usman S/o Malik Khaﬁ R/o0, Saikot, |
Tehsil Takht-e-Nasirati, District Karak, do. ﬁereby solemnly
affirniv and ldeclarie on oath that the contents of the _.
accomparnying Appliication are true and correct to the' best _Of

my kndwledge and Bélief and nothing has been concealed from

this Hon’ble Tribunall.

DEPONENT
CNIC: 14203-5334849-3
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. BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHY BER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
‘TRIBUNAL, PESHA’WAR
Service Appeal No. , /2018
Muhammad Usman................... e, (Appellant) -
VERSUS ‘
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Insvector 1
General of Police and others ............. PETTTTU ,...(Responc ents) - |
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 .Pak‘htunkhwa‘ through ']nSpéctor
General of Poli.c’e, Peshawar. | |

2. District Police Officer, Karak.

3. Deputy Inspector General of Pohce Klyber Pakhtun’ \.hW( h

. Appellant 7

Kohat Region

- -

Through

" Dated: 24/07/2018 ~ Habib Ullak'Mohmand

Acvocate High Court;
Peshawar.
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1
is orde' IS passod on the departmenta! procestlings initiated
I

ergency duty, w.e. frorg 23.11.2008 it d ww. vide D D repor‘t
Pohee station Thai( distict Hangu. His - pav was stopped o
ct. H‘IS dellberahe from e'nergenvy duty is
i to'serwce dtsmphne According to tne enquiry, conducted

wilifitt chCﬁ

5/ DSP/ qus Karak against iho above nam-:d conotable who
reor ~ad; the official guiity or the charge. He was served with show

cau. notice vide this office No.3

abo Ve I
through

d"“ ?'t‘p(

331/EC, dated 14.01.2009. Tha

SHO/ Police station Lata: .5er on 23.02.2009. According to
ot of SHO Police staticn ).atamber the ofﬁcnal has gone

abrc:-c an 02.03. 2009

i
[ .

s hereby “ DISMISSED” from service from the dats of hi$
Palice Uniform / Kit eic reoovered and iake on swcek.

)
1

1

G / '

Dastrct Pol:ce "‘*fhcer Karak
i
1

o

1
i
]
! i
i
I

— i ek

T [
Jamed official was serve., with final show cause Notice

view of the above, the said constabie Muhamméd Usman .

T mta cem et are e e = .o
N

:onsiab'e w?unammad Usman No.710. Who absented himself |

¢ 7



To:

o~

FACTS

SJ

@ . Anex @

The Deputy inspector Genersi of Pohoe
Kohat Reyicn Kohat

REPRESEN [ATION

With great vereryneand humblo submitsion, appefiant
sulnmits the present ropresentsiion against the order of learned

Ditrict Poice Officer, Karck bearing OB No. 216 dated
09.03.2009, vide which pensity of dismissal from survice wes
imposed on appellont. -

That eppeliant was appointed a5 constable in FRP in the year
2002. Appeliant quatied recrsit course and served Police
department for about 7 year.

That in November 2{K}8, WmMﬁmweWh
duty to district Hangu Pelice stetion Thal.

That appelant suffered from ciwonic diseases, therefore
appellant with permission of Incharge teft for home to manage
weamment,

That on reaching home, the parent tock appellant to Services

. and Poirce hospital Peshowsr snd the madical oilicers atter
~ thorough invastigation detectad the disease as lumbago. The

medkeal officer advised complete rest and 1ssued directions for
re-checking. Appellant contacted the medital officer numerous
tmes and medical rest was acwised on each oncasion or
checking. The appellant remaied under reatment of medicd
officer of Servicas hospilal for 1ong penieei  Prasantly anpefiant
was declared fit The medical rest cortificates are enclosed for
perusal .

That on regalning heaith appeliant desired joining duty but o
the utter dismay of appeliant, the Lines staff chscinsad bt

- the dismissd orde of the appellant. Therefore sppellant came
to Poice ofica and managed gramt of attested copy of

Mu;\\«d




GROUNDS

a.

— %3 39

impugned order Hence the present representanon on the .

following ground.

That the irnsugned ordar was passad véthout providing chaice.
of defense to appeliant. No evidance was coliactad in support
of the charge sheet during alleged ex-parts enguiry proceeding.
No one was examined as witness in the presence of appefiant
Thet the impugned order increased mental agony of the
Thet the impugned order has been pasued in viclabun of law
and riles Under the w the authorly wes duty hourd to
publish notice for attendance of appellant in two Urdu dailies
but nn such prociamation was pubished

Tiat the disappoavance of appellant was not willful and
detberate but appefiant was unabls to jom the dulies in tma
dus to clroiic disease.

That sppetiant betongs to poor family and there is no soures of
income fx foeding the rina chikdhen aimd aged parent.

That mator penatty of dismissal from service was imposed on
appellut without giving chanve of defernce to appaliant.

That the impugned drsmissal order was passed in absentia and
on chayes of absence and theie was nolling o fie twl
anpetiant has committed any mm&uct Theretore the order
of disimissal fron sarvice debaning appoliant from oller service
was quite agseinst the law and nies. The authority was required
{0 puss discharge ordex.

it is therafora requestedt that the impugned order may please
be sot aside with back bnefits |

Dode o f

Yours g,

(MUHAMMAD UISMAN)
tx-Constabie No. {10 Viilage and
Post Office Daikot, Telisll Teddi-&-
Nacrat, District Karak

—_\__‘
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BEFORE THE HONOR‘ABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

i
N
Service appeal No. 934/2018 , | o =
'I_VIuhar,nmad Usman o ’ , ...Appellant
VERSUS - | | |

-‘ ~ Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through . S P
- Inspector General of Police, - . - ... Respondents |

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Others 'i
Tsno | ~ DESCRIPTION | ANNEXURE | P/_\:_GE;NQL-',ll-'f'"f
71, | parawise comments T - | '1-?_'.- ii B

2. | Petition for condonatibn of delay | - 3il |
3. | Affidavit T | : e
[" 4. Daily Diary No. 04, dated 23.11.2008 | A - | 5| || -
"5. | Show Cause Notice with . | B N ~. 65 | |
acknowledgement Receipt by appellant 1 ll |
6. | Final Show Cause Notice | C 79
-




\ N '. BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
’7‘: | KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

.,

i . Service appeal No. 934/2018
Muhammad Usman

....... .... Appellant.

Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through /7 '

Inspector General of Police, and others /‘

VERSUS

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.
Respectively Sheweth:-

" Parawise comments are submitted as under:-
' Preliminary Objections:-
i, Thatthe appellant has got no cause of action.
ii. That the appellant has got no locus standi.

i, The appellant is estopped to file the instant appeai for his own conduct.

v, ~ That the appeal is not maintainable in the present form.
v..  Thatthe appellant has not come to this Hon: Tribunal with clean hands.
Vi. : That the appeal is badly time barred.

FACTS -

1. Irrelevant hence no comments.

2. Pertains to record, hence no comments.

3.

o 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

4.

5.

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.

6.

| score of charge which was served upon him through concerned Police stat:on

nd properiy received by the appellant and duly singed 6n it. Furthermore frnal

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

Police station Latamber that the appellant had gone abread. Copies are

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

\ against the appellant with the departmental proceedings under the iaw & rules.

\- 8. Incorrect, as evident from the report mentioned on annexure C (final show
\ ~ cause notice), the appellant had gone abroad.

U ORI R’espondents.

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

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

Incorrect, as submitted in para No. 6, proper final show cause notice was issued



10.

11.

13.

District Police Officer

(Respondent No. 3)

incorrect, the appellant has absented himself-":f__rom lawful duty and to this effect

proper report was entered in daily diary in Poli?g:;’;e_:'Station Thall.

Incorrect, all the codal formalities ‘we‘re ;f;'lfilled during the proceedings in
accordance with law and rules. : _ | |

Incorrcct the departmental appeal of the appeilant was filed by the respondent No.

1 being badly time barred for about 07 years v:de order dated 24.04.2018.

. Incorrect, as submlttcd in para No 11.

tncorroct the appellant was proceeded in accordance W|th law and so far as the case
referred by the appellant in this Para is concgrned. It is submltteled that each and -

every case has its own facts and merits.

|
Keeping in view of the above that the appeél is'":without merit and T\Ot substantiated -
/ badly time barred. It is, therefore, prayed.théﬁ__the appeal may kindly be dismissed

with cost please.

!

o

Karak

District Police Officer i |
{Karak) : |

Inspector Xt .
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
(Respondent No. 1) ‘
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Parawise comments are submitted as under:-

A
Service appeal No. 934/2018
Muhammad Usman

VERSUS

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Through
Inspector General of police, and others

Respectively sheweth:

Prehmmary Objections: vy
i. That the applicant has got no cause of action. ,:
ii. That the applicant is estopped due to his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
iii. That the application is not maintainable in the present form.
iv. That the appeal has not come to this Hon: Tnbunal with clean hands.
v. That the appeal / application is badly time barred
! \
; ’;
FACTS: Fo

1. That the applicant is estopped due to hIS: wn act to file the instant appeal.
Therefore, the application alongwith appoa is. not maintainable on merit and
limitation as well. hTH

2. Incorrect, the appellant had willfully absented himself from lawfully duty.
Furthermore, as evident from statement of’ rf.latlve 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 hnsp illness; actually the applicant after

absence had proceeded abroad. L v

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

S. The appeal and application are against’ the law / limitation. Therefore, the
application is not considerable. «

Keeping in view of the above, it is submltted that the application is devoid of merits
/ law, without and substantiate. It is, thereforé;: prayed that the instant application
of the applicant alongwith appeal are may kmd!y be dismissed in limine.

P

District Police Officer
Karak
{Respondent No. 3)

District Police Officer
(Karak)

inspector General o P0|ICE.‘
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa -
(Respondent No. 1). P




®

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. ... .. (Petitioz‘?ers)' '

VERSUS

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

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

Subject:  AFFIDAVIT

I, 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 Off er, Karak
| Respondent No. (3 )
ldentified by: > '
| District Police Officer
(Karak)

Addl: ,&dvod:site General, ‘ L
Peshawar High Court, :
Peshawar
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‘ No. 2.3/ e
Dated /ﬁ// /2004,

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

I, Raja Nascer Ahmad, Distict Police” Offlicer, Karak as competent anthorivy
¢ : . . L .
under the N.W.FP Removal from service (Special Powers) Ordinnee 20C0, do

hereby serve yo.u _Congtable Muhammad Usman No.710

s .1"“
[allow:

You constable Muhammaed Usman Ne.?710 absented

’ your-self from your lawful duty w.e.from 23.11.08
till-date vide D.D.Report No.O4 of PS Thall District
Hangu -.Your pay has been stopped to this effect on
05.12.2008.%his gll speak highly adverse on your
part.

”

As a result thercol, I, us competent authority, have entively decided w apose

upon you the penalty of major punishment under section 3 of the said Ordinan
*

You are therclore, required 1o show cause as 10 why the aforesard penaliv should

not be imposed wpon vou and also intimate whether you desire 1. be heard in’

persou.
o
: =/ .
Il no reply 1o this natice is receive within seven days of its delivery 1 tic norma

course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you have no delence v put

and in that case an exparte action shall be taken against you,

- N

(1{1\)7@.%1'., ALIMAD)
Distriet Police Oficer, Karal.
Y,
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No._ 24 /% liRe
Daled ;z.)ff/} 12004
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[, 'Réj:—x Magsenr Ahmad, District Police Officer, Karak as compeient
authority under tha NWI P emoval from service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000
do hereby serve you, Constoble Muhammed Usmap F6.710 av tollaw

. , f

. 1

. That conseqguent upon the completion of enguity conducted angmng
you by Engui : |

F 3 1 - 3 : : » Koy (3
Yy ficery Anwrr-oweed--- /1 x :Krrak

2. On going 7 pugh the finding and recommendation ol the Engury
, ! 4 the materials on the record ‘and other connecled papers
incldding: $881 defence leiore the said Enquiry ( epiper. .1 an sadsficd
that thehcharg’e;agai:’mt you is proved and you have commitled the [oltowing ncls /
omissionspecified in‘ Sc_.‘blio\n—ls of the said Ordinance:; - )

a* 1

. Yy
/' "You (\;(in,- t_-,‘{-]fj 2 hubrumoee Uswon 10,710, absented
! 5
/ . L ] ven 42
5 * yoursplf from goergtocy duty, v.e.from 23.11.2008.
Y \ . . . . . .
. tille-d\"ibe,'vide L.haoiene € do.C% of folice Station
) . * A .
. ' "l‘hall('U-Ai\st"{?ict Hongu. Your «av hos been stopped to
it ’
: . N -~ . N a . N
! this erfidel on C5.1....C . Your deliber te and
R . ) . . N
‘ wilful[slrdnce from rmergoncy duty is prejudice. to )
]
. \ » . ,
g servicﬁ? diseipline. Ther fore, smounts to pross
7] . "*
. miscopduct jund neglizgonce in duty.
p '
: . \ .
a O AL a r(:i_;uil thoveof 1, us competent authority, have tentaively docidod
to impose upon yoti g penalty of major punishment under section-3 of the saig
ordinance. }‘ y
VL
4. Ycu e;'u: Faer Ior&,,, teguired o Show Cause as (o why the aforesm
penalty should ot b imposed upon you, also inlimate whether yoL desire to b
heard in porson. '
A 1
5. *froaeply to this olice is received within Seven days ulils dedivin,
in the normai coutse o cacumstances, it will be considered/presumed (hat e
. I\ L , .
. havg 1o defench 1‘0 pLttin andlm that case an ex-parte action shall be (aken
agamst you. {
¢ 1 \
\ 6. C:opy of Tmd ng of the znguairy Cificer.. _isenclosed
. \‘ . “_s : s . 1
\ ' : . X
-l . . : ' '
' {
Ve
N - |

(RAJA NASEER A AL,

istrict Police « Wlheer, ivak,

\.Lébo/QL/ipo?"

) ;
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n, *‘

Thin order ig parced on tne ~rtreat: 1 proceeding
initioted an inrs Tur.tiple nabks o0 Ulnon ¢ 790, who gbsonted
him o.f tvom .mergency duty, w.o.lcom  2.43,.20 till-date, vide
D.b.rcpors Todd of Ltolice 3t tue 171 wi-srict, Linpu. His pay
vas stomned oe thig effeszt. i, 1eliter ta - i10ul ob ence from
nerodiey dusy is rrejudicisl bo - covicl Qiocipline. According to
tre anouivy,roducted by 20/ ¢ - % 0 i 5t the above named
Cor.tuble, o roperted t» ofricl yoriil ty or the Chrrpe. e wus
cerv @ oith Jhow Zunue . obice rid o w3 oovicr weWG3Fi/ L0528
14 .M, 009, +he 2bove . -oed 074¢1 .. »8 »He ve! with Final Jshow
Gouse 'r tice throwst d{ /o Latamrer on 4,70 . 0. dccording to

»

the redort of .HO ts.latamber tue ¢f.icizl Yoo gonc abrose on

T W05, OF

Ia view of the avove che = 30 O ot le’tunsance Usman . 0.710)
i pers by vl ido .B" from Sevrice trow tue Cuie of his abgence.
rorie ool rw/adt et 200 e 0 Lagr oL ook,

,

CE.ho. 18 - f/

o’ b-:ﬂ - () ’o(——"—o -C.O\'-'.

Li wy AL edicr LIficer,
e harok.
i
1303w .

"0.375% /3, tosed /;’/} rry e,

Jeesy of ctove to fine O cee Lolu~e sding,Klenk for

*‘j‘,e Cfficer,

inlorr: Livn ra nocescapy ach on.

Ui. t):"i. ‘
. * .

trrak,

1 4 ' /\J

ry

—— o ARl Y, T,
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- Ref:attached: -

8ir,

Final Show Csuse Notice issued ~gainst econstabl
Muhammad Usmen No.770 who abcented himself J.e.from ~3,11.2008
till-dete.The s-.id PFinal Show Cszuce Notize served upon his »
cousin 3hafiullsh S/C Hemidullah resident. of Saikot through .IHC;
P3 Istember has submitted his report placed at F/"A".

,
[+te of pnlistment. w.oi.ld)@&. ) '
A A\ Submitted please.

Qu3I/A.DEC.

..0?/{’ 3747
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., Ref:attached:-

Sir,:’
Final Show Cause Notice issued ~géinst goustabdbl
Myhammed Usten No.710 who absented himself J.2.from ~3.11.-008
till-dute.The g3id Final Show Csuse Notize served upon his

cousin 3hafiullsh S/C Hsmidullah rasident. of 3aikot through .IHC/,
FS Istamber has submitted his report placed at F/"A".

/
Ca.te of btnlistment. 16'.02.200)3.

[l“~—g1_¥§@dz<ji29mitted please.

03I /4.DEC.

23T
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