
.

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

Preliminary arguments heard.

21.06.2022

Learned counsel for the appellant while opening his argument^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 Rule.s 11- 

A of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 but it met the same fate and 

Wits rejected on 14.04.2022. He was affected by Covid-19 and remained under 

treatment for it. It 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 Rule;,;, 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, liable 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 direeted 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 Muhaminad) 
Member (E)

(LplKc.

RcxxJUa '

' -r



Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

836/2022Case No.-

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

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.

27/05/20221-

REGISTRAR

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary 

hearing to be put there on ^d> i”-"2^^^ .Notices be issued to appellant 

and his counsel for the date fixed.

I2-

CHAIRMAN

\



PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
CHECKLIST

s# ----------- CONTENTS _
■^■^I^ODunTel/A^pellant^ nave signed the

^ rpqiiisite documents? ------------ ------------ ---------- ^

^hPt-hPr Theen^tment under which the appeal is fijed is correct.^—

7 wheto by competT^Oath Commissioner?
SlSiS^SS^ealonthe subiect.

furnished?___________ ^— ------- r------------ ^—-------------------
whpi-hpr annexures are legible?---------- ^---------------- --------------—
Whether annexures are attested?------------------ -------------------------
Whether copies of annexures are readable/cle.ari?-----^^-------------
Wdetder

KHYBER

CASE TITLE: NOYES

y

y
y
y

5
y6

X

9
✓10

11 I

12
13 x--Whether Power

cinnpH hy pphtioner/appellant/responden^?---------- -----------------
Whether ri' nf referred cases given are correct^--------------

18 Wfipfher case relate to this court?_---- ---------------------------------
Wiietl'ier requisite number of spare copies attache^-----------------

2b“"Whether rnmpjptp spare copy is filed in separate file GOvex.__-----
Whether addresses of parties given are comgle^--------------------

22 Whether index filed?' . ---------------1.---- ^------------------- ^-----
¥¥Twi2ether index is correct?  ------------- r——------- --^^—
’24 Whether Security and Process Fee deposited. On -717.1^^ lo-iu ~

’\^etherin view of Ki iyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974
notice along with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent

14
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15 X

✓'
Whether17 v'
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Rule 11,
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party? On_

,25

26

27

the above table have beencertified that forrhalities/documentation as required in 

fulfilled.
It is

Name:

Signature:

Dated:
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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.

Check list is not attached with the appeal.
^ Appeal has not been flagged/marked with annexures marks.

Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
4- ̂ ffidavit may be got attested by the Oath Commissioner.
5- Departmental appeal is incomplete which may be completed.
4^Copy 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/betteTone.
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.

ys.T,No.

Dt. / 3 —5 - 72022

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Pinal Khan Chamkani Adv. Pesh.

!
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHTBER PAKHTUNKHWA

^ Peshawar-<§ !
/ a

Servicq; Appeal No /2022
r- !ISRAR; HUSSAIN Ex Constable (Bugler) No 2:C/0 Police Training

' ' ' ' '
SchoolManshera

t

I

I
•i

(Appellant).it. I
I I >i

I V E R S U Si.
!

i.!
■I

-The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar and others 1

(Respondents) I
r-.(•
•r.

iv.
i

1 INDEX
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Copy of Medical prescription
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THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KtlYBER PAKHTUNKHWABEFORE

#
(

f

Service Appeal No 12022

ISIL^R HUSSAIN son of RAHDAT HUSSAIN 

No 2 R/0 Topi Moh: Matona Tehsil Topi, District Swabi

I

Ex Constable (Bugler)

;
1

(Appellant)
I

VERSUS1

1

1 i
I

I
1. The Provincial Police Officer KPK Pe;ihawai\

2. The Additional Inspector General of Police fHOrs
Peshawar j ^ ^ KP

I

(

The Deputy Inspector General of Police Training 
Directorate Training IkP pPO Peshav

j 4. The Director Police Trainin

3.

'■ar.

g School Sehno Mansehra .I \

.(Respondents)(

SERVICE appeal UNDER SECTION
.'I ' . ■ '

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED

dated 15/09/2020 Vide
!

WHEREBY THE APPELLANT

4 OF THE

TRIBUNAL

ORDER 

Bo. No. 37 

WAS DISMISSED

FROM SERVICE BY THE RESPONDENT

0.

i

No. 4i

DIRECTOR POLICE TRAINING SCHOOL •
I 1 •

mansehra. .
i

I.i !I J

I

I
I i

I,T I
f 1

!
i:;4

• f(
.i'

; i

t
I

i!
1

i t
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4.
PRAYER IN APPEAL :

#'

on acceptance of the instant appeal, the 

impugned office order dated 15/09/2020 may 

graciously be set aside and appellant may also be 

reinstated in service with all back benefits any 

other adequate remedy which, is not prayed by 

the appellant in facts / gourds deemed pit may 

also be granted.

■i

Respected Sir,

Respectfully Sheweth:

FACTS

1. That appellant was serving as Constable in police department 

and has been performed- his duty with great zeal and 

punctuality out of more than Ten Years of unblemished

service.

2. Appellant was absent 14 days from duty, wherein the 

appellant remained sick due to Cot. 19 Symptom and was 

quarantined for 14 days sick leave by the Medical Officer of 

Category C Hospital Topi District Swabi.

(Copy of Medical prescription is annexure “A”)



3I ::P

Sr 3. That vide OB No 37 dated 

dismissed from 

Respondent No.4 Director

15/09/2020 the appellant 

service under the police rules 1975 [06] by the
was

Police Training Mansehra

(Copy of impugned dismissal order iIS annexure “B”)

4. That the appellant filed departmental appeal on 20/09/202
to the Respondent No. 3 1 .e. DIG Police Training RP Peshawar • 

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

r\

same
was rejected on 05/11/2020 which shows In letter 

order under Rule
of rejection

11-A- datedl4/04/2022 but the .a
departmental appeal rejection letter was not communicated to 

was kept silent as and the appellantthe appellant and
came to

know later on

(Copy of departmental 

05/11/2020 is attached as

appeal date

annexure C).

5. That later the appellant filed 

under Rule 11-A police Rules 1975

on a revision petition / appeal 

[amended 2014] to the 

Peshawar

upon the revision petition the Additional 

{HQrs} Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

dismissal order of the

Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

dated 14/04/2022 

Inspector General of Police 

Peshawar upheld the Impugned

on

appellant



H
■'9

P‘
(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 appellaiir. 

now failing the instant appeal on the following grounds intei

Alia.

GROUNDS

A. That the impugned office orders is against law, facts

circumstances uncoristitutional and void-initio hence not
I

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 order has been issued on 

presumption against the appellant was the appellant was not 

provided fair opportunity for depending himself as per Article 

10-A of the constitution , which is against the golden principle 

of natural justice that no one should be condemned unheard .

C. That at the time last absence appellant was remained sick due

Covid 19 Symptom and was quarantined for 14 days sick leave 

by the Medical Officer of Category C Hospital Topi District Swab'.



6
tif D.That the enquiry officer 

prescription of the appellant as

was not examined the medical

9 per Category C Topi, Hospital 

concern Medical Office.-legister nor recorded statement of the•V:iri'Si
regarding medical checkup.-n'

E. That the appellant was not served final show ccause notice nor

given opportunity of personal hearing before the 

authority neither the appellant 

officer and the impugned order 

not in

competent

was cross examine by the enquiry 

was passed in harsh manner bi.c; 

accordance with law and rules hence liable

[k

i-
to set aside.

1-:i

F. That the dismissal from service on the score of absence but such

absence was not willful but ’was due to the compelling

circumstances of illness. That absence does not constitute any

■ misconduct when the same'is not willful and similarly thousands

equally placed employees have been reinstated into their 

not only by the department but also by the Hon 

/Court and those judgments were upheld by the

serv

able Tribunal

apex court.

G. That is also previously remained ill due to viral infected diseases 

of Skin for long time and during time to time the appellant

requested for sick leave as to avoid from spreading viral infected 

personals but the responderdiseases of Skin to other Police
IS



I

ignored several times sick leave requests of the appellant and 

awarded different kind minor penalties which shows;, in letle,
w

dated 22/09/2020.

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

Police Training Mansehra with immediate effect

period of different times 67 days absence 

Leave without

on 15/09/2020

and
was considered as

but prior the ; Impugned dismissal 

appellant was awarded different kind of minor

pay,
ti-.e

penalties and thcr 

the absence period of 67 days was considered as Leave withe;.n:

pay as contained in the Impugned order which 

punishment and double jeopardy , 

punishment is not tenable in the eye of law and 

hence liable to be set aside.

Is double

thus suchlike double

against rules

1. That the whole departmental proceedings against the appella 

was based on personal ill well and with ill intention

ixl.

and harsh, 

awarded to the appellant which Isillegally and major penalty

the principal of natural justice.

J. Tliat any other ground may be adduced during the 

argument, the kind permission of this Honorable Tribunal 

It IS therefore very humbly prayed, that the 

appeal of the appellant may graciously be

was

course of

msiani

accepted and trie
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9

ixnpugned officer order dated 15/09/2020 may also be se: 

aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstated into servi;:t,
I '

with all back benefit.

#

Any other relief as deemed appropriate in the

circumstances of the case not specifically asked for may also

]3e granted to appellant.

i:.|;p€llant

Through

Dated: /05/2022 DANIAL KHAN CHAMKANI 
Advocate Supreme Court 
Peshawa*!'

1

SARDAR HUSSAIN
Advocate, High Court 
At Judicial Ctcrnplex Swabi.

5

■r
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL R.HYBER PAKHTUNKHWy\

Peshawar.
Service ApjDeal No ./2022

ISRAR HUSSAIN son of RAHDAT HUSSAIN Ex Constable (Bugler) 

No 2 C/O Police Training School Manshera

(Appellaiil)

’ i V E R S U

„ The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshav^ar and others
!

,.. .(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT I

i
!•

I, ISILAR HUSSAIN ,son of RAHDAT HUSSAIN 

(Buglei) No 2 C/O Police Training School Manshera resident of 

village Topi, Mohallap Matona, Tehsil Topi, District, do- hercb.^ 

solemnly affirm and declare that the contents of the Service /i
I

are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

nothing has been concealed from this Honlole Tribunal.

Ex Constable

'i.pp : ■.

a.j .

Identifi^ b; Deponent 

ISRAR HUSSAIN
I'-j
}/z>

Sardar Hussain Advocate 

High Court
At Judicial Complex Swabi

CNICNp 16202-2123279-7

■1

1
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ICHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

i • I

M' Service Appeal No 72622 I
I-

ISRAR HUSSAIN Ex Constable (Bugler) No 2 C/O Police 

School Maiishera

_>

Training
1

'

(Appellant)j,

IV E R S U S
i I.t

i

The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawaii and others
(' I
* j-... (Respondents)

’

!
Ir

ADDRESSES OF PATRTTF.cj .
PETITIONER:'

ISRAR HUSSAIN son of RAHDAT HUSSAIN
(Bugler) No 2 R/0 Topi Moh:'
Swabi

respondents-

1
(•

------- Ex Constable
Matbna Tehsil Topi, District

'1

1

1 The Provincial Police Officer KPK PeshWar.
The Additional Inspector General 
Peshawar

3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police Trainmen
Directorate Training KP CPO Peshawar. | ""

4. The Director Police Training School SehnolMansehra

Appellant

:)f Police! [HQrs] KP
;

I !)
(

1

Through. I

Dated: /05/2022 DA''fIAL KHAN CHAMKANI
Advocate Suprem^ourt 
Peshawar!

t

SARDAR HUSSAIN 
Advocate, High Court ■ 
At Judicial Complex Swabi,

1

J • 1

!■iI
1 !

1

I

i

f
{!

I

:•
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THt'DIRl ':i aN/vTi;oi'TliAINlNG, i?
KfIVBI-R i'ACilTUNKftVVA, I'BSIIAU'AR. CtojB^
L'lnai]: (ls.lJli!»l)asic(^ginail.(:om 
f/ /202() Rhone & I'nx No. 091-9211268,/ Datetl /

ORBER

This Older shdl disposii-orf Hie o; portnienl .ipiiMl/apiilieulion.JHeeVrted hy rc/l6*a*|r_ Constable Isiov Hussai 
No..? ol'l,m_e_Slan'l-’1 S, Mansolra apainst (be major piiiii‘;hmcnt of dismissal from service vide OL? No.37 dated I ,s/tl9i.703 
passed by Direelor, !' (' Morischra.

l>r'.,l Uiel.s ol the case are Hint I he .',)pellanl/;i|)pl leant diirinp his abs.-ino on 13.07.2020. sent a medical chit throne 
1.1.-. and .l.iled ill arrii'.il eport lluit lie '.i. . .,ick and rcinaiiie'.i in quarantine for M (Uiyj.T.luc 'n f.OVID-19 symiiloni 
Diseipliiiar;, proceedinps were initialed ;; .im.st the appollant.'applicnni. IXSP ,\dn;>ir^'lr.s, bamina Cifar Bukhari wi 
appointed as an liinitiiry t)rncer. Durinp lie entimry, the appellani'applicant wij/l'ouiid a habitual iibsentec of 757 da; 
absonee duimv, lli.s .service. The Enqniry ( lliccr sen! flie medical chil to Medyia! Siiperinlendent Category "C” TTospila 
'Inpi for verification vide 01T.ee Menim 'h. iry 0..(.0S.?020. The .kytlical OflieKr Ciuogory “C" .Mospilal, To|
remarked dial entry niiale on Sr.No.()42-26. .lal.eil .30.0(i..yi20 on patient Israr lias nol been entered’in the Hospital Kcgi.-ar; 
and ii.s .such is bogus.

I he b.Mcjniry tfltlcer found the appdlant/ajiplieaiq nnihy of gross mi'-coiiduer and as per Hie findings report pro'.L 
that the defaulter Constable was nol taking merest loivairb his assigncrl diil.es and absented himself from duly for a perit 
oi'757 days rluring his prcvkuis service.

'I he appell,inl''.ip|i|ioiUit wa.s previously dismissed IVoin sers'iee Vide di; No. Hi. daleil 14.1)^.2010 and reinsliiU 
iiUo service on 29,07,.2019 I'idc OB No..58. dated 29,0X,7n|9,

!'\cccntly, the appiicanl.'apiilicaiil ; isenled himscil from his lawful diitie-, !>om .::'.00..!(i.’i) N ,i)7.:;():;(! (29 day 
and Iroiii Od.08.2020 In 10.09.2020 (3S dipi ) with a total titisence of o7 li.iv;.

I
.

I a
iifn i'sd b'.

I

'Hie appelliiin/npplicani appealed lefore the brmuiry Uflieer and siihmitled his written slaloinenf which was II'
round salisl'aclory and Ihe appcIlanHapplicrail was found ytiilly and. hence, '.r;i.-. sei vccl with Final Show Cause Notice on It 
home address Ihrough Disiriet: Police Officn ', Swahi vide Memo; Mo.677, da'cd ).i,0,8.2020.

'I Iv; appellant,'appliennl w:i.s alTordi-d tin opportunity of personal hearinu and on I .s.09.;:()2() fhe appellani 'applica. 
Iipiieared for personal hetiring bin faded to ; ilisly tli" rirceloi, PTS, Macs'diia.

In vi'-w of i|k: r'Ctisons stated ebw,, aiu' eon, hisl-m oi'lh-e depiirnm'lil pri-crei.liiw.'. Ihe Director, PT.S, Mansehra 
roorci.so C'l /mivers vv.'iied m him under Poli :c Kiiles, 197 ffOiiv; awarth.l m.imr piiiiislmKiit of di;;mi.-:sal from 
iminodiaie elTec: vide CB No.37 dated ),s.r.).2020 and his pciioci of abs' itcc ...r-/'/ days was Ireiued as f-euve Willuuit Pa 
Hie lipped,ml preferred an appea /applicalio : agaimil liie said older I,' die uii'.l'.Tsigned.

I have gone ihonigh the appeal and iclevani ree.wd as well as tlie eommenis received iroin AIC, Training and I a: 
Ihcrcfore'. in lull agrcemeiil with the Order of Director, P'l ,S Mans,'lira.

riicreCorc, In viev of the above I, MUHAMMAD (M I'IA'/, SHAH. P.'-IP/QPM, Depigy Inspcclor nenera! , 
Police, Direeloriile ol I raining, Central Pol i.ie Oriices, I'esliawar, .ippdlite i"i!lhii ilv, disinis;' tli,.' ■.jopi.ial of lev-l''(785SiB 

JHinr..!;! fss a m.Nja of l.,inc Sla T PT.S, Mansehra and inniriiain die ortlcr of dismissal ptisscj by Hhect^l'l 
Mansehra dated 15.09.2020.

w.

CP
ORDER ANNOUNCED

MHHAMM.AI) IMTT<7, SHaTT'P.SP/QPM,
Ifcpnly Inspecinr (Jeneral ,)f police, 

Direetoiate tifTiaining,
(.ciitra! I'ulice OlOces, Pe.sh.'ucar

'I;.

|N(|. ............/Try:'Jiiled: 2S ! (m /2d2().

Copy of above is 'bi warded lor ml. rmalion and nece.ssar; aelion to ihc-
Assisrani. Inspector Oenei11 of l-'e.iua-, 'I'rainini: Kl.vher Pakpiiiiil. hwa 
Director FHS Mati,selira.

3. Dy: Siiperinlendent of Po ce. Training Kliybcr Piikhlimklw a.
'I. P.A In .DlC.'Trainiiig, Ti'a ‘ling Khyber Piikhtunkinva.

1.

MUHAMMAD IIWTAZ .SHAH, P.SP/QPM.

'.i

i ■
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BETTER COPY

'P0' THE DIRECTORATE OF TRAINING, 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR. 
Email: dsptrgbas1c@gmail.com

iLOGO , Jc'.-' .

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

-T

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 15-09-2020 passed by 

Director, PT Mansehra.

.4
.'58/, ^

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 symptom 

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 Hospital Register and as such is bogus.

That Enquiry Officer found the appellant/applicant guilty 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 during his previous service.

il‘-i
.1

The appellant/applicant was previously dismissed from service Vide OB No. 

18 dated 14-03-2019 and reinstated into service on 29-07-2019 vide OB No. 58 

dated 29-08-2019.
• C

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 Enquiry 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


•6
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.
r.-

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.

I have gone through the appeal and relevant record as well as the 

comments received from AIG, Training and I am therefore, in full agreement vyith 

the Order of Director, PTS Mansehra.

Therefore, in view of the above I, MUHAM/^D 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)

MUHAAAAAAD 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.
3. Dy: Superintendent of Police, Training Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
4. P.A to DIG/Training Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

(Sign)

MUHAA^AAAD IMTIAZ SHAH PSP/QPM,
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECrOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNimWA 
PESHAWAR. ofii I

I

ORDER

Tills order is lierejiy passed to dispose of Revision PeBtion under Rule 11-A of Kdiyber 
Palditunldiwa Police Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Ex-FC (bugler) Israr Hussaiu No. 2 

petitioner was dismissed from seiiiiee by Direetor, Police Training School, Manselira vide OB No. 37, dated 

15.09.2020 on the allegations that he while posted at Police Training School, Mansehra during his absence 

on 13.07.2020, sent a medical chit through fax and stated in his arrival report that he was sick and remained i 

111 quarantine for 14 days due to Cpvid^l9 symptom. During enquiry proceedings, his medical chit was sent 

to Medical Superintendent. Category; "C" Hospital Topi for verification vide letter No. 19. daled 

04.OS.2020. The Medi.cal Officer Category "C" Hospital Topi remarked that the entry made on Sr. No. 642- 

26; dated 30.06.2020 bn patient Israr litis not been entered in t le Hospital Register and as such is bogus He 

remained absent from duty w.e.f 22.06.2020 to 21.07.2020 and 04.08.2020 to 10.09.2020 (dy-daysl^ During 

his previous semce he was remained absent for 757 days. His appeal

General of Police, Training, ICliyber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar 

05.11.2020.

. The

i

rejected by Deputy Inspector 

vide order No. 9073-77/Trg; dated

was

Meeting of Appellate Board
Petitioner contended that he was ill

' ■ I ■
Perusal of the record revealed that he remained absent for long period of 67 days. He has 

earned 11 bad entries on charges of absence from duty which establishes that he is habitual absentee and 

there is no prospects of mending has ways. During the proceedings, he could not submit sohd evrderice of 

h:s innocence. Therefore, the Board decided that his petition is hereby rejected.

held on 29.03.2022 wherein petitioner was heard in person.was

N

' Sd/-
SABIR AHMED, PSP

Additional Inspector General of Police, 
HQrs; IGiyber Palditunldiwa, Peshawar.

/2022.

i

Hi■No. S/ _i_/22, dated Peshawar, the 

Copy of the above is forwarded to the:

d-t

i

1.
2.

PSO to IGP/Khyber Palditunldiwa, CPO Peshawar.
4. AJG/Legal, ICliyber Palditunldiwa, Peshawar. •
5. PA to Addl: IGP/I-IQrs; IGiyber Palditunldiwa, Peshawar.
6. PA to DIG/HQrs;IGiyber Palditunldiwa, Peshawar n
7. Office Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar. /

i

.A,..
‘n.

■ (IRFAN TARIQ) PSP 
AIG/Establisluiient,

]'or Inspector General of Police, 
IChyber Palditunldiwa, Peshawar.

I

i.

i
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BEFORE THE SERVICE: TRIBUNAL KF.YBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Peshawar
Service Appeal No /2022

ISIO^kR HUSSAIN Ex Constable (Bngler) No 2 C/O Police Training 

School Mansliera
!

(Appellant) ;

VERSUS;

The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshaw ;ir and others
(Respondents)1

= = =

To

1. The Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar.
1.

2. The Additional Inspector ^General of Police [HQrs] KP 
Peshawart

!

3. The Deputy Inspector General of Po 'lce Training 
Directorate Training KP CPO Peshavar.

* I
4. The Director Police Training Schc'Ol Sehno Mansehra .

I

Subject :NOTICE FOR FILING SERVICE APPEAL

That the petitioner is filling SERVICE APPEAL before Service Tribunal KPK 

Peshawar , therefore you are hereby informec'through this notice along with 

relevant record regarding, the filling to above Service Appeal .!;

Dated ; j5.05.2022
I

Counsel for Petitioner
1

;
I

SARDAR HUSSAIN
Advocate, High Coiirt . 

Office: c\t Judicial Complex Swabi 
Shahrnansoor 

Cell: 03115680349 ’
I

1 f '
1

!

iJ

1 J I
(
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Attested and /^epted by;

t.Danial Khan Chamkani
Advocate Supreme Court 
Of Pakistan.
Cell No, 0314-9160522 '
BC No. 11-1891
CNIC No, 17301-9421648-3 ,JI
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