21.06.2022

Mr. Daniyal Khan Chamkani, Advocate for the appellant present.

Preliminary arguments heard.

Learned counsel for the appellant while opening his arguments,contended
that the appellant is aggrieved of the impugned order dated 15.09.2020 whereby
he was dismissed from service. He sought departmental remedy through
departmental appeal dated 20.09.2020 which was also rejected vide appellate
order dated 05.11.2020. Thereafter, he preferred revision petition under Rules 11-
A of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 but it met the same fate and
was rejected on 14.04.2022. He was affected by Covid-19 and remained under
treatment Tor it. 1t was further argued that the base of fake/bogus medical chit has
not been properly enquired about because it was duly registered in category C
Hospital Topi District Swabi. Rather, it was decided in a whimsical and
mechanical manner with total disregard to Ruley, 7 of the Police Rules, 1934.
Moreover, in the impugned order on his revision petition the period of absence of
67 days has been mentioned which was an old and closed transaction. The
appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and rules. The impugned

orders are, therefore, l1able to be set aside, he concluded.

" Points raised need consideration. The appeal is admitted to regular
hearing, subject to all just and legal objections. The appellant is directed to
deposit security and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to

the respondents for submission of written reply/comments. To come up for

reply/comments before the S.B on 09.08.2022.

(Mian Muhamniad)

o\% Yers- NDU.Q/ ‘b’t‘\b (PMCL X'\"‘\"A“a Member (E)

e  Cate s Adyeowmed Lo 2-94~ 222
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

Case No.-

836/2022

S.No. | Date of order Order or other proc?evdings with signature of judge
proceedings
S 3
1 27/05/2022 The appeal of Mr. Israr Hussain presented today by Mr. Danial Khan
Chamkani Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to
the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.
REGISTRAR "
2. [ —tb 5027 This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary

hearing to be put there on 2l,a6» 22— Notices be issued to appellant

and his counsel for the date fixed.

CHAIRMAN
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KHYBER DAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

CHECK LIST

oseme EZSM-%MA. e f?faow‘)«dwk

S# : i CONTENTS

"(’ oggc,q,g\@yw,& .
NO | |

YES

v

1 | This Appeal has been presented by:

requisite documents?

| Whether Counsel/AppelIant/Respondent/Deponenfs havé signed the

Jo

Whether appeal is within time?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned? .

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?

ANENENASA

| Whether affidavit is appended?

Whether affidavit is duly attested by cdmpetent Oath Commissioner?

Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? )

<,
N

O oo D N

furnished? -

‘Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, -

3
<

Whether annexures are legible?

>
[l o]

Whether annexures are attested?

|t

Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?

Whether copy of appeal is delivered to.AG/DAG?

-
[SVR R

AN \ \ <

Y

i *" | sianed by petitioner/appellant/respondents?

Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is attested and '

<\

Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?

[y
w

16 | Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting? ,

17 | Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal? -

18 | Wriether case relate to this court?
]

]

19 | Whether requisite number of spare copies attached?

=55 T ihether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?

21 | Whether addresses of parties given are complete?

2 | Whether index filed?’

<\<\_<\$_\~\\§,X AN

723 _| Whether index is correct? )

54 | Whather Security and Process Fee deposited? On

to respondents?.On

T Whether in view of Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 :
- 25 | Rule 11, notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent

26| Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On

| 27

| party? On

Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite E

|
i
L

It is certified that fdrmaIities/documentation as 'requ'ired’ in the ab‘ové table have been

fuifilled.

.‘Name: ﬂMMWW -
Signature: @M -

| Dated: - ;9/03”/&?30‘(

LI
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The appeal of Mr. Israr Hussain son of Rahdat Hussain Ex-Constable (Bugler) No. 2 r/o
Topi Mohallah Matona Tehsil Topi District Swabi received today i.e. on 13.05.2022 is

incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for
completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1) Check list is not attached with the appeal.
% Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks.
A @ Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

4—/Affidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.

5- Departmental appeal is incomplete which may be completed.

d/c)opy of revision petition mentioned in para-5 of the memo of appeal is not attached
with the appeal which may be placed on it.

7- Copies of orders dated 15.09.2020 and 05.11.2020 are illegible which may be
replaced by legible/better one. ’ '

8- In the memo of appeal places have been left blank which may be filled up.

9- Annexures of the appeal are not in sequence which may be annexed serial wise as
mentioned in the memo of appeal.

No._ /234 s,
ot. /3 =S~ 2022

R AR U
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Dinal Khan Chamkani Adv. Pesh.
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BEFORE THE SERVICL TRIBUNAL K}‘YBER PAKHTUNKHWA

 Peshawar |

l

S(—-‘rvicé Appeal No

% 3 ﬁ /2021

ISR&R HUSSAIN Ex Constable (Buwlel) No 2! C / O Police Training
Suhool Mflnsher B ! II ' . |
| ‘ : | A RO (Appellant)
|  IVERSUS | '
- : b - ! :
.The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar and others ‘
( o S { ........ J ..... (Respondents)
; 1NDEX B |
3.No | Description of Documents ' |Annex | Pages
1. |Service Appeal - | T 1-7 )
2. | Affidavit BN c . g !
3. | Addresses of the parties . 9
4. | Copy of Medical prescription 1A {10 B '
g5 -1 Copy of  impugned dlSl’nlSS ol ord?r B | 11
" I No 37 dated 15.09.2020 ! ?
6. | Copy of department appesl and|C 12-16
TR order dated 05.11.2020 B ' ;
{7. | Copy 'of .revision Petition and order | D 17 h
dated 14.04.2022 . ' ‘ |
‘8. | Notice to respondents K 18
9. | Wakalatnama . )
10. | )
11.4 ¢ i
| | Petitioner
. Through
1 'DANIAL _IG—MN%KANI
Advocate Supreme Court
‘ Pesawar -
& : Cell N2:23201993451 -
kated 15 05/2022 . | SARDAR HUSSAIN }
% g L | Advocate, High Court .. '
‘% B . Offices : Et J}JFlmal Complex Swabi
, I |
g ; |
R | f : !
B o
i |



(
!

0

BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Peshawar

Sei'vice Appeal No | o /2022'

IS “"‘{AR HUSSAIN son of RAHDAT I-IUSSAIN Ex Constable (Bugler)
No 2 R/O Top1 Moh Matona Tehs1l Topi, District Swabi

S T | e, (Appellant)
b '”"VERSUs} |
I |

B o
l The Pr ov1n<:1al Pohcc Ofﬁcel KPK Pe: ,haweu

I

2. Thc Addluonal Inspe ctor General of Police [HQrs] Kp
Peshawctr - ‘ f - o

© 3. The Deputy Inspeéto‘r General of Pohce Tralmng

Directorate Training KP CPO Peshawar

4. 'The Dii‘éc.:t(_)r.} Police'Tra.ilmng School ,Sehno Mansehra .

e (Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER' SECTION 4 OF THE

R KIIYBER PAKHT[’JNKHWA SLRWCJ: TRIBUNAL '

o ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPI GNED ORDER
DATLD 15/09/0020 Vlde ,O' Bo.| No. 37

,WHE‘REBY THE APPELLANT WS DISMLSSED

[

FROIl\/l SERVICE BY'THE RESPONDENT No 4,

"DIRETCTOR = POLICE TRAINI \IG 'SCHOOL";
. '

v I

‘MANSEHRA '

5

i abocheie L e e
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 _ PRAYER IN APPEAL :

on acceptance of _lth_e'., instant appeal, the
impugned office order datéd ‘15/ 09/2020 may
graciously be set asid¢ and appellant may also be
reinstated in seﬁice with a..ljl back benefits any
other adequate rer_nédy Which, is not prayed by
the appellant in facts / gourds deemed pit‘ may

also be granted.

Respected Sir,

FACTS

1.

bo

Respectfully Shewéth:‘ ‘

That appel‘lanﬁ was sérvingv as Constable m poli»cev départrnen't
and has been perfornied ?‘.'his duty .With’ great zeal' and
punctuality out of mo':'re t‘han'} Ten Years- of unblemished
service.v | |

Appellant was absent' 14._'dayls from du‘ty,A wherein .thel
appellant remained sick dne to Cot. 19 Sy1npf01n and was
quarantined .fo}r 14 days siqlé'leave by the Medical Officer of -
Category C Hospital Topi District Swabi.

(Copy of Medical prescription is annexure “A”)



@
> 3. That vide OB No 37 dated 15/09/2020 the appellant was
’@? ' d1smlssed lrom serv1ce under the pohce rules 1975 [06] by the

Respondent No 4 Dlrector Pohce Tra1n1ng Mansehra

(Copy of impugned dlsmlssal order is annexure ‘f.B”)

4. lhat the appel‘ant filed departmental appeal on 20/ 09/ 204“
to the Respondent No. 3 1 e. DIG Police Training RP Peshawa“

against the impugned order dated ,15/ 09/2020 but the sams

was rejected on 05/11 /2020 which shows In letier of rejection
order under Rule 11-A- datedl4 /04/2022 but the .d
departmental appeal I‘C_]CCthl’l letter was not communicated to -

the appel]ant and was kept s1lent as and the appellant came to -

know later on
(Copy of departmenta! appeal dated

05/11/2020 is attached as annexure ).

5. That later on the appellant filed a revision petition/ appeal
under Rule 11 -A police Rules 1975 [amended 2014] to th“
Prov1n01al Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar on
dated 14/04 /2022 uponv the rev1s1on petition the Additional.
Inspector General of Police {HQrs} Khyber Pakhtunkhwsa,
Peshawar upheld the Impugned dismissal order of the

appellant



y

L+

LAY

" - (Copy of rejection of revision petition order
= dated 14/04/2022 is attached as annexure. D.) .
7. That feeling aggrieved from the impugned orders the appell'am

now failing the instant appeal dn‘; the following grounds inte:

Alia.

GROUNDS :-
A.That the impugned: office orders: is against 1aw, facts

circumstances unconstitutional ‘and void-initio hence not

sustainable in the eye of law as there is no proper inquiry was
conducted and the procedure was not adopted hence the.

impugned order is liable to set aside. -

B. That the impugned office Qrder has been issued. on -
presumption against the aiopellant was the ap‘pellant was not
provided fair opportunity for depending himsélf as per Artici=

~ 10-A of the COHSti-i[l.ltiOl’l , W"hiCh is against the golden princ_iplg '

of natural justice lthat.‘ no one shduid'be conldemned w.u.nhe'ard.
C. That at the time last absence appellanf was remained sick due
Covid 19 Symptom and was quarantined for 14 days éick leave

by the Medical Officer of Cate‘gory C Hospital Topi District Swab'.



D.’

B,

F.

5

[hat the enquiry officer was' not examined - the medica]
preSc_ription of the appellant as per Category C Topi, HOSplt'll
register nor recorded statement of the concern Medlcal Officer

regarding medical checkup.

That the appellant was not served final show cause notice nor
given opportunity of nersonal_ hearing before the competent |
authority neither ‘the apt)ellant was._cross examine by the enquiry
officer and theitmpugned order was passed in harsh manner ki

not in accordance with .law and rules hencevliable to set aside.

That the-dismissal from service on the s‘core of ahsence but such'
absence ‘was not willful but was due to the comnelllng
c1rcumstances of illness. That absence does not constltute any
n‘usconduct when the same is not w111fu1 and s1m11ar1y thousal

equally placed employees have been reinstated into their servi..
not only by the department but also by the Hon able Tribuna: |

/Court and those Judgments were upheld by the apex court.

G That is also previously remalned ill due to viral infected diseases -

of Skin f01 long time and durlng time to time the appellant |

requested for sick leave as to avoid from spreading viral infected

diseases of Skin to other Police personals but the responder:is



b

101;ored several times' sick leave requests of the appellant and

awarded d1ffe1ent k1nd m1nor penalties which bl]OWS in letie,

dated 22/09/9090

H. That the appellant was dismissed from service by the Director

1

Police Training Mansehra with immediate effect on 15 /09/2020

and perlod of differ ent times 67 days absence was considered as

Leaye without pay, bnt prior the . lmpugL d dismissal {7
vappellant was awarded different kind of minor penalties and ther.
the absence period of 67 d.ays was considered as Leave.withcm
pay as contained in the ‘Impugned order which Is double
punishln,ent and double jeopardsi

, thus suchlike double

punishment is not tenable in the eye of law and against rules

-hence liable to be set aside.’

That the whole departmental proceedings against the appelladi,

was based on personal ill well and with il] intention and haréh |
1lleoally and major penalty was awarded to the appellant which Is
th pr1nc1pal of natural Justice. |
That any other ground may be adduced lduring the course of
argument, the kind permission of t;hi‘s Honorable Tfibunal_

It is therefore very hdmb_ly prayed, that th_e INstaii:

appeal of the appellant may gr'acionsly be accepted and the
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%_mpugned officer order daté_d 15/ 09/ 2020 may also ‘be _f, a
asid_e and the appel.lant'may kin:dly be reinstated inté Servi e
with all back bene‘fit. | | :

Any other.. reliéf ‘as' deemed appropriate i;j tlje
Circumstances of the case not specifically asked for may also
be granted to appellant'.

aupellant

“Through

Dated: /05/2022 DANIAL KHAN CHAMKANI
Advocate Supreme Court
Peshawar '

SARDAR HUSSAIN
. Advocate, High Court
At Judicial Curaplex Swabi,



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW

Peshawar

service Appeal No B /202’2

ISRAR HUSSAIN son of RAHDAT HUSSAIN Ex Constable (Bugler;
No 2 C/O Police Training School Manshera

T e (Appellaui)

I VERSUE

_The Pr ovmc:lal Pohcc Oﬁlcel KPK Peshavrar and others

e ...(Respondents)

. AFFIDAVIT

1
o
! i
i

I, iIS8IRAR HUSSAIN llson 6f RAHDAT‘. HUSSAIN - Ex Constable
(Bugler) No 2 C/O Police 3T1‘ainin0' S(Jhool Manshera resident of
village Topi, Mohallah Matona, Tehsil Topi, District, do. herch

solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the Service Au: . .
are true and correct ,to the best of my knowledge and beliel a., .

nothing has been concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

Idenuf/(% ' - Deponent /,L//
ﬁw{jjﬁr/ -

ISRAR. HUSSAIN
Sar deu Hussain Advocate - CNIC NO 16202-2123279-7
High Court
At Judicial Complex Swabi
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Service Appeal No /2_0(4,2

{
, -
BILFORE THE CHER\/ICE TRIBUNALI KI I’){BLR PAKHTUNKHWA
|
;

IGRAR HUSSAIN l*,x Constable (Bugl

- School Manshel a

ADDRBSSLS OF PARTIES
PETITIONER: = |

_ _ VE R; S .U"
- The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshs

. afe

C/ O Pohce Training

et (Appellant)

wari 'md others
......:......3....(RespondenB)

ISRAR HUSSAIN son of RAHDAT HUSSAIN Ex Constable

Swabi

(Bugler) No 2 'R/O{Topi Moh:| W

RESPONDENTS: - )

1. The Provincial Police Offlcer KPK

2. The Additional Inspector General
- Peshawar

3. The Deputy Inspector General of Pohce Trammor .
Directorate Tr aining KP CPO Pesh 1wa1

4. The Director Pohce T1 alnmg Schoc»l Sehno ‘Mansehra .

!

Tlﬁ'oug}.z | s

Dated: /05/2022

'Matona (Tehsil Topi, District

i
4
1
v

e~ it e e et

F esh'avvaj‘

7f Pohce [IIQ1 s] KP

Ap pellant

!

——r"

DANIAL KHAN CHAMKANI

| | , ' Advocate Supreme Court

Pes hawar /
?5 -

SARDAR HUSSAIN
~ Advocate, High Court -
At Judlclal Complex Swabj.
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2020, lyou seny
arrival repor; that you are sick and lrcnmincd N quarantine 14 days for Ceore
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» during pulw)n(ll huu'n‘m/crosx QUESHions in connedion,

n]nd submission o Bogus Muhwl Chit 11e
undersigned . l |
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I

Duc {5 abow m(,n(loncd lL,«I.SOH‘
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olice Rule 1975 (6) (iv). e
service with immediate. ¢ffect. Period of absence 67_;[;0/:i
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KUHYBER PARTUNKHWA, VI SHAW/\R
Email: dsptrgbasic@gmail.com :
' Dated O </ t} /2020 Phone & FaxNo. 091-9211268

~

_-___;.mzl_au»

GRDER

This arder shall dispose-off the or partment appeiliapplication, preserred by FC/sidr Constable Isror Hussai

N2 ol Ling StfT P15, Manseha against the major punishment of disimissal from service vide OR No.37 dated 15/09:202
passed by Director, P Manschra.

Greef facts of the case are that the 2 pellant/applicant daring his abs sace on 13,07.2020. sent 4 medical chit throug
faand Llated Bnarrival s eport that e swoick anc remained e guwarantine fer 1 daysadue e COVID-19 symplom
Disciplingry proceedings were initiated o amst the appellantapplicant. 517 Adngee Mrs, Samina Zafar Bukhari wi
appointed as an Yinquiry Officer. During e engquiry, the appellani“applicant \'\))/1(.unri a habitual absentec of 757 day
absence during Tis service. The Bnquiry Cfliver sent the medical ohit 1o Medyal Superintendent Category “C” 1ospita
Topi for vevification vide Office Mema: 0 19, dated 04.08.2020. The M//cﬁcal Officer Category “C" Hospital, Toy
remarked that entry made on 8r.No.642-26, :lated 30.06.2020 un paticnt dsar has nol been entered in Ui Hogpital Regixiv
and as such is hogus. '

The Enguiry OTfizer found the app sllant/applicant suilty of grass misconduet and as per the findings report prove
tivat the defaulter Constiible was not taking aterest towards his assigned Jutes and absented himsell from duty for a peric
ol 757 davs during his previous service,

The appellantapplicant was previously dismissed from seevice Vide OB N8, dated 14.03.2019 and reinstat
o service on 29.07.2019 vide OB No.58, dated 20.08.201y,

Recently, the appticant/applicant @ sented himsef trom his Lawinl ditbie s feom D206 2000 10 YT E020 (29 day
and from 0408202010 10.09.2020 (38 dins ) with a tatal absence of 67 ! @

The appellant/applicant appcén'cd sefore the Lnouiry Officer and submitled his writien statement which was n
found satisfactory and the appellant/applice:d was found muilty and. hence, was served with Final Show Cause Notice on h
hame address through Disirict Police Office -, Swabi vide Memu: No.677. dated 1.3.08.2020.

e appellant/applicant was atfordi-d an opportunity of persanal hearing and on 15.09.2020 The appellantapplicic
anpuared for persoiud heering but failed (o 5 sty e Divecion, PTS, Marsela,

Tview ol ihe veasons stated ebove and condlasioa of (he depe smem prececdinegs the Director, PTS, Manschra
se el powers vested in i under Poli e Riles, 197 |,(7)(1\' aw

..i

.ndu! maior purishinent of dismissal from servics w.
minadiate effeer vide OB No.37 dated 15.0).2020 and his period of alis nee of 1,7 days was treated as Leave Without P
Ve appetlant preferved an appen fapplicatio : against the said order to (he undrsigaed,

I'have gone through the appeal and iclevant reenrd as well as the commens received from AIG, Training and 1 ar
theresore. in tull agreement with the Order of Director, PYS Mansehra,

Therefore, in view of the abave 1. MUHANMTRIAD IMTIAZ SITAM, PEPIQPM, Dieputy Inspector General
Police, Dircelorate of Training, Central Pol ce Oflices. Peshawar, appellate nthoity, distise the appeal of Bx-FC (/R
Constable 1srar Hussain No.2 of Line St T PTS, Manschra and meimain de order of disimissal passed by Direetor, 171
Mangehra dated 15.09,2020).

ORDER ANNOUNCED

MUHAMMAD YMTTAZ SHATE BSPIQPM,
Deputy Inspecor General of Police,
Divectotate of Training,

C*(') 74 . Central Police O fices, Peshawar
T 3 .
Noo T maweds 150 e f0z0,

Capy of above is “otwarded 1ol roation and necessary action to the-
Lo Assistant Tnspector Gener: ! ol Poitee, Praining Kivier Pakbtund. hwa
2. Director TS Mauschra.
5. Dy Superintendent of Po ce. Training Khyber Pakitunkhw o
4. P.A 1 DIG Training, Tra ming Khyber Pakhtunk e,

MUHAMMAD 1]

i~ Y

)

-

L PSP/QPN.

[ é,.’
THE DIRL TORATE OF TRAINING, (_/ ‘9 ’] !
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BETTER COPY

THE DIRECTORATE OF TRAINING,
LOGO KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR.
Email: dsptrgbasic@gmail.com

No. 9073/Dated 05-11-2020 Phone & Fax No..09-9211268

ORDER

This order shall dispose-off the department appeal/application, preferred
by FC/Constable Israr Hussain No.2 of Line Staff PTS, Mansehra against the major
punishment of dismissal from service vide OB No. 37 Dated 1 5-09-2020 passed by
Director, PT Mansehra.

Brief facts of the case are that the appellant/applicant during his absence
on 13-07-2020, sent a medical chit through fax and stated in arrival report that
be was sick and remained in quarantine for 14 days due to COVID-19 symbfom
Disciplinary proceedings were initiated against the appellant/applicant, DSP
Admin, Mrs. Samina Zafar Bukhari was appointed as an Enquiry Officer. During
the enquiry, the appellant/applicant was found a habitual absentee of 757 days
absence during his service. The Enquiry.Officer sent the medical chit to Medical
Superintendent Category “C” Hospital Topi for verification vide Office Memo No.
19, dated 04-08-2020. The Medical Officer Category “C” Hospital, Topi remarked
that entry made on Sr. No. 642-26, dated 30-06-2020 on patient Israr has not
been entered in the Hospltal Register and as such is bogus.

That Enquiry Officer found the appellant/applicant gmlty of gross'

misconduct and as per the findings report provide that the defaulter Constable
was not taking interest toward his assigned duties and absented himself from
duty for a period of 757 days durmg his previous service.

The appellant/applicant was prev10usly dlsmlssed from service V1de OB No
18 dated 14-03-2019 and reinstated into service on 29-07-2019 vide OB No. 58
dated 29-08-2019. | o

Recently, the appellant/applicant absented himself from his lawful duties
from 22-06-2020 to 21-07-2020 (29 days) and from 04-08-2020 to 10-09-2020 (38
days) with a total absence of 67 days.

The appellant/applicant appeared before the Eaniry Officer and
submitted his written statement which was not found satisfactory and the
appellant/applicant was found guilty and hence, was served with Final' Show



mailto:dsptrgbas1c@gmail.com

Cause Notice on home address through District Police Officer Swabi vide Memo: -
No. 677, dated 13-08-2020.

The appellant/applicant was afforded an opportunity of personal hearing
and on 15-09-2020. The appellant/applicant appeared for personal hearing but
failed to satisfy the Director PTS Mansehra. "

In view of the reasons stated above and conduction of the department
proceedings the Director, PTS, Mansehra exercise of powers vested in him under
Police Rules, 197 (6)(iv) awarded major punishment of dismissal from service was
immediate effect vide OB No.. 37 dated 15-09-2020 and his period of absence of
67 days was treated as Leave Without Pay. The appellant preferred an
appeal/application against the said order to the undersigned.

| have gone through the appeal and relevant record as well as the
comments received from AlG, Training and | am therefore, in full agreement with
the Order of Director, PTS Mansehra.

Therefore, in view of the above |, MUHAMMAD IMTIAZ SHAH PSP/QPM,
Deputy Inspector General Police, Directorate of Training, Central Police Offices,
Peshawar, appellate authority, dismiss the appeal of Ex-FC/Constable Israr

Hussain No.2 of Line Staff PTS, Mansehra and maintain the order of dismissal
passed by Director, PTS Mansehra dated 15-09-2020.

ORDER ANNOUNCED

(Sign)
MUHAMMAD IMTIAZ SHAH PSP/QPM,
Deputy Inspector General of Police,
- Directorate of Training,
Central Police Offices, Peshawar
No. 9074-77/Trg: dated: 25-09-2020

Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-

1. Assistant Inspector General of Police, Training Khyber Pakhtunkhwa..
2. Director PTS mansehra. o

3. Dy: Superintendent of Police, Training Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

4. P.A to DIG/Training Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

(Sign)
MUHAMMAD IMTIAZ SHAH PSP/QPM,



Y L L Y .

: i ORDER

This -order is heleby passed to dispose of Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Khyber

Pal(htunl\hwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) sublmtted by Ex-FC (bugler) Israr Hussain No. 2. The

petitioner was dismissed from sexvxce by Director, Pohce Training School, Mansehra vide OB No. 37, dated
15.09.2020 on the allegations that he while posted at Police T rammg School, Mansehra during his absence |

on 13.07.2020, sent a medical chitjthr o?gh fax and stated in h s arrival report that he was sick and remained |

inn quarantine for 14 days due to (“’owd |19 symptom. During ¢nquiry plocnedmgs his medical chit was sent
to Medical Superintendent, L,ala,goxy "C" Hospital Topi fox verification vide letter No. . -19, dated
104.08.2020. The Medlcal Officer Lategory "C" Hospital Topi remarked that the entry made on 81 No. 642-

26, dated 30.06.2020 on patient Is~a1 has not been entered in t 1e E Tospital Register and as such is bogus. He

© remained absent from duty w.e. f22 oe. )O”O t0 21.07.2020 and 04.08.2020 to 10.09.2020 (67-days). During

No.s_/€ 2- & € o, dateq Peshawar, the __ |- {1 I\M' /2022.

his plcv10us service he was 1cma1|ned absent for 757 days. I Iis appeal was rejected by Deputy Inspector

General of Police, Tlammg Khybu Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide order No. 9073-77/Trg; dated
05.11.2020. ' '

Meeting of Appx.lhte Boald was held on 29.03.2022 wherein petitioner was heard in perso.n.

Petitioner contended that he was il . i \

Perusal of the lCCO]d 1evealed that he remained absent for long peuod of 67 days. He has
arned 11 bad entries on charges of abqence from duty whick establishes that he is habitual absentee and
there is no prospects of mending lus ways. During the proceedings, he could not submit solid eviderice of

his innocence. Therefore, the Board| decided that his petition is heleby rejected.
| | o
l o o ' © Sd/-
P SABIR. AHMED, PSP
? Additional Inspector General of Police,
‘ HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

‘Copy of the &bove is forwarded to the: 5
1. Deputy Inspectm General of Police, Training, I\hybex Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Director, Police Training School, Mansehrs. One Service Roll and one enquiry ﬁln
containing 36-pages of the above named E>-FC received vide your office Memo: No :
1644, dated 09.11.2021 is returned herewith for your office record.
/3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.
. 4. AIG/Legal, Khybel Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar., -

5. PAto Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. o
6. PAto DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesl:awar,
7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar.

: ro
(/ :) !l O ""I / '-‘ .
¢ (IRFAN TARIQ) PSP ,
AlG/Establishment, .
i“or Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

- OFFICE OF THE —
INSPECTOR GENLERAL OF POLICE 0[?

: KH'VBER PAKHTUNKHWA .
. PESHAWAR. o
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KF YBER PAKHTUNKHW A
" Peshawar

Service Appeal No __ /2022

ISRAR HUSSAIN Ex Constable (Bugle1) No 2 C/O Police Training
School Manshera , v
e, (Appellant)
VERSUS

The Pr ovmcml Pohce Officer KPK Peshaw ar and others
i (Respondents)

To,'
1. The Provincial Police Officer KPK Pe: ,hawazr

2. The Additional Inspectm General of Pohce [HQrs] KP
Peshawar

3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police Tr aining
Dir ect01 ate Training KP CPO Peshawar.

4. The Director Police Training Schcol Sehno Mansehra .
i |
bubject NOTICE FOR FILING SERVI( E APPEAL

|
That the petltroner is frlhng SERVICE APPEAL before Service Tribunal KPK

Peshawar | therefore you are hereby informec through this notice along with
relevant reoord regardmo the filling to above Service Appeal .
Dated : 13.05.2022_

; Counsel for P ytioner

el

SARDAR HUSSAIN

Advocate, High Court .
Office: at Judicial Complex Swabi

Shahmansoor

Cell: - P‘031156%:’;03-‘49 ’
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Attested an:‘i Agepted by:

il (G

Danial Khan Chamkani

Advocate Supreme Court 1

Of Pakistan.

Cell No. 0314-9160522

BC No. 11-1891 )

CNIC No. 17301-9421648-3 .
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