
19‘^ July, 2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Noor 

Zaman Khattak, District Attorney for respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted an 

application for withdrawal of the instant service appeal 

wherein he stated that grievance of the appellant has been 

redressed and does not want to pursue the case further. 

This appeal is dismissed as withdrawn in the above terms. 

Consign.

2.

3. Pronounced in open court in Abbottabad and given 

■ under our hands and seai of the Tribunai on this day of 

Juiy 2022.

(Salah Ud Din) 
Member(Judicial}

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman 

y?^\Uit((,^Camp Court Abbottabad
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G'
Learned counsel for'the appellant present. Mr. Gul

Ahmad
22.12.2021

5.1 (Legal) ■ alongwith Mr. Riaz 

Assistant ■ Advocate Genera! for
Shahzada,

Paindakhel, 

respondents present.
Written reply/comments on behalf of respondents 

No. 1 to 3 submitted, which is placed on file and copy of 

is handed over to learned counsel for: the

the

the same
appellant. Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder,i iGaiiy,. as 

well as arguments on 15.03.2022 before the D.B at.Camp 

Court Abbottabad.

(SalKlvUd-Din) 
Member (J)

Camp Court Abbottabad

Due to retirement of the Hon’ble Chairman, the 

Tribunal is defunct, therefore the case is adjourned to

15.03.2022

20.05.2022 for the same.

Counsel for the appellant present. Syed Naseer ud 

Din, Assistant Adyocate General alongwith Mr. Gul 

Shahazad, SI for respondents present.

20.05.2022
.1

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 

before D.B on 19.07.2022 at camp court Abbottabad.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

Camp Court Abbottabad(Fareeha Paul) 
Member(E)a1

13 I



ff
Appellant present through counsel. This case was fixed for^’ 

19.03.2021 but on the request of learned counsel for appellant, 
file was requisitioned for today. Preliminary arguments heard. 
File perused.

15.03.2021

Points raised need consideration. Appeal is admitted to 

regular hearing subject to all legal objections. Appellant is
Appellant DeposiletJ 
Secutt^ Process Fe@

directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days. 
Thereafter, notices be Issued to respondents for 

reply/comments. To come up for written reply/comments on 

/2^ ! /2021 before S.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

(RozinaRSTman) 
^mbe\(J) 

Camp Court, ¥\/Abad

J

12.07.2021 Due to cancellation of tour, Bench is not available. 
Therefore, case to , come up for the same as before on 

13.10.2021.

13.10.2021 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Addl. AG alongwith Zahid Assistant for the respondents 

present. .

Written reply/comments of the respondents is still 
awaited. Last opportunity is. granted to the respondents to 

furnish reply/comments on next date, otherwise their right 
for filing of reply shall be deemed as struck off. Case to come 

up on 22.12.2021 before S;B at camp court, Abbottabad.

Camp Court, A/Abad

■i



of
Appellant present in person.23.10.2020

Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case Is adjourned

to 17.12^2020 for preliminary hearing before S.B at Camp

Court, Abbottabad.

CO
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J) 
Camp Court, A/Abad

17.12.2021 Due to Covid-19, case is adjourned to 19.03.20221 for the same as
before.

i/
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Form- A
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

•v
72020Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Tanveer Ahmad presented today by Mr. 

Muhammad Aslam Tanoli Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please, 

decrease

11/02/20201-

R^STRA^'^

at A.Abad for

;
2-

This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench 

preliminary hearing to be put up there on

V'lv^
CHAIRmN

/

Due to covid ,19 case to come up for the same on. / 

ai; camp court abbottabad.

/
,1
r

Reader

Due to summer vacation case to come up for the same on

2^3 I ^ at camp court abbottabad.

I!.(

/

\



BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

g.^.iAppeal No

Tanveer Ahmed Constable, presently posted at Police Line 

District Torghar, R/O Sirni Phuira Tehsil & District Mansehra.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer Mansehra.

(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL

INDEX
S/N Description of Document Ann-

exure
Page

o No.
1. Memorandum of appeal. 

FIR dated 24-08-2018.
01-09

2. “A” 10
3. Daily Dairy No.14 dated 23-08-2018.

Dismissal Order dated 01-11 -2018.
Judgment/decision dated 19-09-2019.

“B” 11i
4. “C” 12
5. “D" 13-18
5. Departmental appeal. U ^ )l 19
6. Order dated 10-01 -2020 of RPO A/Abad. 

Transfer Order dated 10-01-2020
U p»l 20

7. “G" 21
8. Wakalatnama

Appeila
Through

Mohammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
at Haripur-DSjecIJijJ/-02-2020
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

-I'-''

I^:.5r>' Nt»-Appeal No

Tanveer Ahmed Constable, presently posted at Police Line 

District Torghar, R/O Sarni Phuira Tehsil & District Mansehra.

(Appellant)
VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhv^a, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police-Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer Mansehra.

Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KPK SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 01-11-2018
WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED FROM SERVICE BY THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER MANSEHRA AND ORDER DATED 10-
01-2020 DELIVERED ON 15-01-2020 OF THE REGIONAL POLICE
OFFICER HAZARA REGION ABBOTTABAD WHEREBY WHILE
ACCEPTING DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF APPELLANT HIS
PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE HAS BEEN CONVERTED
INTO “TIME SCALE CONSTABLE AND PERIOD REMAINED OUT
OF SERVICE AND ABSENCE TREATED AS LEAVE WITHOUT PAY”.

F’i|ed.to-«iay

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL
BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 01-11-2019 AND 10-01-
2020 MAY GRACIOULY BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT BE
RE-INSTATED WITH HIS PAY DRAWING AS BEFORE DISMISSAL
AND THE PERIOD REMAINED OUT OF SERVICE AND ABSENT BE
TREATED AS ON DUTY OR GRANTED LEAVE OF THE KIND DUE
WITH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully sheweth,

1. That appellant was enrolled as a Constable on 10-12- 

2010 in the police department and thus has rendered 

more than 09 years service. Through out his entire



service in the Poiiee Department, appellant always 

performed his assigned official duties with devotion 

and hanesty. Because of tremendous services he was 

awarded with commendation certificates and cash 

reward on occasions by his High-ups. Appeilant has 

meritorious service record at his credit.

2. That unfortunately appellant while posted at Police 

Station Kaghan was granted one day leave vide Daily 

Diary No.13 dated 22-08-2018 on the eve of Eid-ul- 

Azha to proceed home situated at village Sarni Tehsil 

and District Mansehra. On 24-08-2018 while appellant 

returning and on his way back to place of duty he 

heard that somebody had fired at and injured Sheraz 

S/O Juma Khan R/O village Danna District Mansehra 

and appellant alongwith Hakam Khan and Shafaqat 

had been charged for the same. Later on Sheraz 

injured died in Hospital. Appellant was, however, 

marked absent from duty vide Daily Dairy No. 14 dated 

23-08-2018. (Copies of FIR doted 24-08-2018 and Daily 

Diary No.14 dated 23-08-2018 are attached as 

annexure-“A & B)".

3. That deceased Sheraz has 05 brothers. They 

hardened and desperate, cruel, dangerous and 

criminals. One of them Ejaz is still aas PO. All the 

brothers of deceased had got married themselves by 

abducting the women/girls of the others thus had

are

enmity with many people. They also have enmity with 

appellant's family. Appellant's side is weak and poor.
Appeliont couid not face them. They threatened



appellant of dire consequences and due to their 

threats and danger and for saving his family the 

appellant had to keep himself in hidden and could 

not report for duty at his place of posting.

4. That during his absence the appellant was dismissed 

from service by the District Police Officer Mansehra 

vide order OB No. 164 dated 01-11-2018 (i.e. with in 

about 02 months) against the law, departmental rules 

and regulations without waiting the result from Trial 

Courf. (Copy of dismissal order dated 01-11-2018 is 

attached as annexure “C”).

5. Thaf no proper deparfmental inquiry was conducfed 

to prove guilt or innocence of the appellant. No 

Charge Sheet or Show Cause Notice was served upon 

him. Even opportunity of personal hearing was not 

provided. Appellant was awarded ex-parte 

punishment of dismissal from service by the District 

Police Officer Mansehra and that too without waiting 

the decision of Trial Court.

6. That because of his weak posifion and falsely 

involvement in the said murder case, the elders of 

locality started struggle to get the matter patched up 

between the parties and ultimately succeeded and 

got comprised it. The case against the appellant 

ended in the Trial Court on the basis of compromise 

and he was acquifted of fhe charge on 19-07-2019. 

(Copy of the Judgment/decision dated 19-07-2019 of 

Trial Court is attached as annexure “D”).



u
That after acquittal of the charge, the appellant 

obtained the order of his dismissal dated 01-11-2018 

from the office of the District Police Officer Mansehra 

and filed departmental appeal before the Regional 

Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbotabad. (Copy of 

departmental appeal is attached as annexure “E”).

7.

That the Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, 

Abbottabad while accepting the departmental 

appeal vide order dated 10-01-2020 delivered on 15- 

01-2015 converted the penalty of dismissal from 

service into major punishment of “TIME SCALE 

CONSTABLE" and the period during which appellant 

remained out of service and absent as “LEAVE 

WITHOUT PAY” .(Copy of order dated 10-01-2020 Is 

attached as 4innexure “F”).

8.

That on reinstatement in service the Regional Police 

Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad has transferred 

the appellant on permanent basis to District Upper 

Kohistan vide order No.988 dated 10-01-2020. .(Copy 

of transfer order dated 10-01-2020 is attached as 

annexure “G”).

9.

10. That appellant did not absent himself from duty 

willfully or deliberately rather due unavoidable 

circumstance beyond his control and threats and 

danger to his own life as well as to his family. Neither 

the appellant during the period of absence remained 

employed elsewhere or engaged in any type of 

gainful business rather he was jobless. Appellant



- 0 deserves to have been treated on duty during the 

period of his absence/out of service.

That sufficient earned leave balance is available at 

the credit of appellant and he could have been 

granted leave of the kind due instead of leave 

without pay for the period he remained out of service.

11.

Hence appellanf being aggrieved of both the 

impugned orders dated 01-11-2018 and 10-11-2020 

instant service appeal, inter alia, on the following:-

12.

GROUNDS:

That both the impugned orders dated 01-11-2018 and 

10-01-2020 of respondents are Illegal unlawful against 

the facts and circumstances of fhe maffer hence are 

liable fo be set aside.

a)

That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted 

as set forth by the law for the dispensation of justice at 

the preliminary stages during the course of 

departmental inquiries, hence penalty awarded 

through orders impugned herein is liable to be set 

aside on this score alone.

b)

c) That the respondents have not treated the appellant 

in accordance with law, departmental rules Sc 

regulations and policy on the subject and have acted 

in violation of Arficle-4 of fhe consfitufion of Islamic 

Republic of Pakistan 1973 and unlawfully issued



impugned orders, which are unjust, unfair hence not 

sustainable in the eyes of law.

That the appellate authority has also failed to abide 

by the law and even did not take into consideration 

the grounds taken in the memo of appeal. Thus the 

impugned order of respondent is contrary to the law 

as laid down in the KPK Police Rules 1934, other 

departmental rules regulations read with section 24-A 

of General Clause Act 1897 read with Article lOA of 

the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

d)

That appellant was falsely involved in the criminal 

case due to enmity just to cause him damage in his 

service and social life and his absence from duty was 

not willful or deliberate rather compulsion, threats and 

danger to his and his family’s life. Appellant deserved 

to have been treated as on duty during the period he 

remained out of service due to circumstanced 

beyond his control. Otherwise sufficient leave balance 

is available at his credit and he could be granted 

leave of the kind due instead of leave without pay.

e)

f) “That award of penalty as “time scale constable” is 

very harsh because the appellant has rendered about 

09 years service in the police department and during 

the period he has earned 08/09 annual increments, 

the same will be withdrawn from him which will cause 

him tremendous loss not in his service or after 

retirement even after death his family will also have to 

bear this financial loss. Appellant is a low paid official.



That instant -appeal is well within time and this 

honorable Service Tribunal has got every jurisdiction to 

entertain and adjudication upon the same.

g)

PRAYER:

it is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of 

instant Service Appeal both the orders dated 01-11-2018 

and 10-01-2020 of respondents may graciously be set aside 

and appellant be reinstated with his pay drawing at the 

time of dismissal and the period he remained absent and 

out of service be treated as on duty or otherwise he be 

granted leave of the kind due (i.e. leave on half pay) from 

his leave account with all consequential service back 

benefits. Any other relief which this Honourable Tribunal 

deems fit and appropriate in circumstancesjoT.instant case.

r?Appellant

Through:

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
At HaripurDated d^-02-2020

VERIFICATION

It is verified that the contents of instant Service Appeal are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

and nothing has been concealed thereof.

f'Dated <^^02-2020 AppellantJ



BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Tanveer Ahmed Constable, presently posted at Police Line 

District Torghar, R/O Sirni Phuira Tehsil & District Mansehra.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbotfabad.
3. Disfricf Police Officer Mansehra.

(Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

If is cerfified fhaf no such Appeal on fhe subjecf has 

been filed in fhis Honourable Service Tribunal or any ofher 

courf prior fo insfanf one.

ever

APPELLANT

£j^ledy^-02-2020.
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Tanveer Ahmed Constable, presently posted at Police Line 

District Torghar, R/O Sirni Phuira Tehsi! S. District Mansehra.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakfunkhwa, Peshav'/ar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad. -
3. District Police Officer Mansehra.

Respondents)

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT:

1, Tanveer Ahmed S/O Mohammad Rafique appellant do 

hereby solemnly declare and affirm on oafh that the 

contents of fhe instant Service Appeal are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been suppressed from this 

Service Tribunal.

curable

^^^^eponent/Appellant
Dated:^^-02-2020

Identified By:

Mohammad Aslam Tanoli 
Advocate High Court 
At Haripur^^0,-'^2^

Appellant
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4 /-i«s»T ^r:
MANSEHRA DISTRICTPOLICB DEPARTMENT

ORDER

This office, order will dispose off the departmental enquiries 

Constable Tdnveer No. 1199 who was proceeded againstproceedings against 

departmentally with the following allegations

1. That vide OD No. 14 dated 23.08.2018 PS Kaghan it has been reported that

he has absented himself from duty with effect from 23.08.2018 till date

without any leave or permission.

2. That he while posted as (9D PS Kaghan have involved himself in case FIR No. 

- 160 dated 24-08-2018 u/s 302/34 PPC PS Phulra

The Enquiry Officers i.e. Mr. Muhammad Suleman SP Investigation 

Mansehra and Mr. Arif Javed Additional SP Mansehra after conducting proper 

departmental enquiry'have submitted their reports stating therein that the 

accused official is involved in a murder case and is a proclaimed offender. He was 

not supposed to flee; away and v.rcs legally bound to follow the law being member of 

disciplinary force but,he deliberately avoided his appearance which reveals that he 

is prima facie invoKed in the criminal case. Since he is nominated and directly

charged by the complainant end now he is PO. The delinquent constable neither

submit his reply of charge sheets, whichappeared before the undersigned
j ^

shows that he has nothing'to“ff^u«Tirhisde?er5e7flTerefore, he is held guilty. A

nor

final show cause notice was also isisued to him but he failed to submit his reply so
. i

He willfully ^ avoided his appearance before enquiry officer and thefar.

undersigned.
i

I, the District Police Officer, Mansehra, therefore award him major 

punishment of "Dismissal from Service" to the delinquent Constable
i

Tanveer No. 1199 under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police, Disciplinary Rules 1975 

(amended in 2014) from the date of absence. His period of absence will be treated

as without pay.

Pn.Ordered announced in absentia.

- District Police Officer 

Mansehra

V
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k Ses;iions Ca^t No.10d/7 ol'20r9^ 
TiLied "The Suite Vs-Hakim Khan eicT
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its■ If
t .it4 ORDER

:u*T 19>07-2019I
teamed Dy. PP for the State present. Mr. Shad 

Muha'mmad Khan advocate for legal heirs of deceased present. 

Accused Shafaqat in .custody, accused Hakim Khan and Tanvir on bail 

with counsel present.

1.-

2. Accused named above are facing trial.in the instant case 

bearing FIR No.l^iUlated..?4-08-2018, U/S 302/34 PPG registered at

Police Station Phulra Maos'eh,.ra

Brief facts of the jcase are that complainant Shiraz
\

3. ;;
Ahmec-Rson of JumnV:! Khan, caste'Abbasi aged about-28/29

re-sid^^nt of Bai Kalan Pluilra on 24-08^2018 at 10:20 hours in injured
condkion at emergency ward of KAXH Mansehra reported the matter

that bn .that day, he v/.:js going back to his house from phulra bazaar

and deboarded;on-timber stop ,arid was going from the Field, at about

9.30am Tanvir son of Muhammad Rafique, Shafaqat son of unknown,
Hakim son of unknown were standing there, while Tanvir was duly

armed with Kalashnikov and Shafaqat was duly armed with pistol and

on seeing them cornplainant tried to escape and both of them started

liring to Kill him due to which he sustained injuries on left side of ’

throat, left side oFback and on front of belly, on’the noise of firing 
■ ■ -

Miihammad Shakil and other people present at the spot witnessed the' •, '

occurrence. Motive lor the ■ occurrence is that Muhammad Ejaz 

brother of complainant abducted Mst Kainat sister of Tanvir some 

eight months ago, hence the instant FIR was registered:

On completion of investigation, complete challan 

against the accused was- put in Court. Accused were summoned 

Accus’d Hakim Khan and Shafaqat appeared, copies were handed 

over id.^them in compliance with pj:ovisions of Section 265-C CrPC. 
Chai-ge':^gain.st.the accused was framed to which they pleaded not 

f-^';^guiity and claimed ti tal-. Accused Muhammad Tanvir was absconding.

After statement of SWl .proceedihg.s u/s 512 CrPC were initiate..d 

against him arid prosecution was aiiowed to record its evidence in 

absentia of accused. The case vyas. fixed for prosecution evidence.

years

I

4.

L:

\ - •***.
0\ •
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V



M

Ses'sions Case No. 105/7 br2(rr9°^ 
ril!;’ed "The Stateys Hakim Khan etc."

-■‘f i.<4:
V

H'
5. On the last date of hearing, all the legal heirs of 

deceased ^appeared before this Court as the deceased left behind 

mother Mst Zulaikha, widow Mst Nasim, one minor son and four 

minor daughters. The widow and mother of deceasetl recorded their 

statement of compromise; with the accused party, however at that 

time bail before arrest application of co-accused Tanvir was pending 

and chcillan was not submitted. So, this Court after recording the 

statements of compromise scrutinized and verified the

!

,.f ' ■’
■ • i;
i -

same and
found it true, voluntary. and.genuine, however one fact was important

in thisthat the widow of deceased was not having her CNIC and 

respect order sheet No.lO dated 17.07.20igtis reproduced as below:

V.
-learned Dy. PP for the State present 

Accu!^di produced in custody and Hakim Khan 
paii present. Accused Tanvir was absconding^ 
however he was also present in connection pre­
arrest bail. The 5HO has submitted list of legal 
heirs of deceased Shiraz Ahmed. He (eft behind 
mother Mst Zulaikha Bib,_widow Mst Nasima,Bibi, 
four minor daughters Fatima Bibi, Mahnoor Bibi, 
Muqaddas Bihi, Warisha Bibi and

*)
on

one minor son 
Huzaifa Shiraz, the widow appeared before the 
Court She was having application for CNIC of 

Nikkahnama. Lady constable was' : 
summoned for inquiry from the said lady in 
privacy. She affirmed thaC the widow disclosed ' : 
her as Mst Nasirh Bibi and her photograph 
matching with the form of NADHA. This Court has 
token all the finger prints of widow 
and sent her to nearby photographer to draw a 
photograph alongwith kids which is placed on file. 

■Thpugh. the widow was identified by jirga 
members- and mother in low of the widow but in 
the interest of justice and affirmation identity of 
widow this Court has made this effort All the 
legal heirs were seat out of the Court and widow

was

on a paper

1

wos inquired about the facts of compromise. She 
stated thpt initially she wos not ready to effect 
comprQrpise but she effected so as a jirga was 

' convened', where the accused party admitted to' 
pay Rs.17,00,000/- os Diygt amount lo her for 
widow and kids. She decided this just to

-:V.

■ V

secure
her future to create an earning source. She

Page No.2
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Sessions Case No.105/7 of 2019 
Xiflcd "The Slate Ks Hakim Khan etc'

■

Bin,
piai- .

•; i.

: ^ further stated that at this time the entire amount 
may please be deposited in Court and the profit 

I may be released to her for betterment of the 
; minors. All the amount M/a5 directed by this Court 

, to be deposited in any investment scheme. After 
making satisfaction this Court recorded the 
statement of compromise of Mst Zuloikho Bibi 
(mother) and Mst Nasim Bibi (widow) of 
deceased. They recorded their staternent of 
compromise which is ExPA consists upon six 

■ ’ . leaves. Copy of Nikkohnama and copy of CNIC of 
mother of deceased was exhibited os ExPB and 
ExPC, copies of CNICs of jirga members are ExPD 
and ExPE. The counsels for the parties requested 

Tthat absconding occusfd Tanvir is also present 
5. before Court in connected pre-arrest ball which 

wos confirmed on the basis of compromise and 
supplementary challan of co-accused Tanvir 
summoned form SHO to conclude the matter m 

. 3 one go. File to come up on 18.07.2018."

17.07.2019 complainant party produced 

; prescribed proforma for effecting compromise, joint 

statement of Mst Zuloikha (mother) and Mst Nasim

(widow) of deceased Shiraz Ahmed was recorded
j

V which is reproduced as below:"

,>

i'; ;

. ?

b

i

was/
1

I

!
"On

•j

. "Slaled fhai on (he repot! of

Shiraz Ahmed then alive (now deceased) case vide F!R

■ #■ 107 dated 24.09.2019 under section 302/24PPC ai
:

PS, Phiilra Mansehra was regisiered against accused 

. Hakim Khan. Shafac/ai and Aduhaminad Tanvir.

Deceased Shiraz Ahmed has left 

behind Mst Ziilaikha Bibi (mother), Mst Nasim Bibi
V':. " ,

(widow), Huzaifa Shiraz, minor (son). Mst Fatima/ 

/Mst Mahnoor Bibi, Mst Warisha Bibi and Mst 

Muqaddas Bibi minor (daughters). Father of deceased 

had expired prior to death of deceased. There is no

other legal heir left by both the deceased except above
\

named legal heirs.

j

:

Pr-geNoB

•.
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iSessions Case No. 105/7, -- • or20l9
Sfafe l^s Haknn K/icjn etc. '■

■|

SiiISSiS ••• i.:

due fo intervention of 

major legal heirs of the 

occused 

amount

i
;. of the locality u^e the

deceased have effected
compromise with the

on receiving- our shares i 
' ^s. 17,00,000/- (seventeen 

if they

m Diyat 

lac) and have no objection
are acquitted of the charges leveled\ against

a Bihi being mother of deceasedllrem. i Met Zidaikh

‘ nave waived the
I«

Kasim Bibi
right of Qisas and Diyat. 

^^^oive off my right of Qisas 

. receiyed the amount of Divai 

may he deposited

I. Mst

and havei ;

as per my share and if

«.v in the names
, . .Pf. minors (\(tny children). / pardoned the accused 

llokirn Khan, Slurfaqm andjacing trial nameiv

Muhammad Tanvir ftJrom their liabilities of Qisas as
they have convened n iit-tyr, v,r • "^nea a juga of me where they hove

^villingness to
£ '

.s/701177 their 

-Rs. 17,00.0007-
pay Diyat amount

to me and /rny minor children. /I.

accepted the Jirga with my free '
consent. /Is / eim 

no alternateresident -of Taxila and having
source of

amount may please be invested 

'nttnes of minors and 

profit may please he 

/ have not

■ income, so the entire

me as to our shares and the 

released lo me for the welfare of minors.
applied for my CNIC. so I produce my Nikkahnama

« -m,, ,,M, C„„ 

the Court, though I also identified by mv molher 

in lavs and other

was

members of
.Prgo. / affirm the compromise in the best interest of\

_^ny m uwr kids and / received the Di
- yaj amount Just for 

Prescribed proformas fur^^^elfarcj of my minor kid.s. 

efjec 'Jpg compromise. af/idavus by legal heirs cmd 

CC, I if catchy elders (6 leaves) is ExPA. Copy of ,ny

i
\ Page No.4
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I4 Sessions Case No. 105/7 of^^tff9 
Tilled '^The Slate Vs Hakim Khan etc."

i
i(
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' Hikkahnama _ is ExPB, copy of CNIC of mother of 

deceased is ExPC and copies of CNICs of our 

identifiers/jirga members namely Badri Zaman and 

Muhammad ' Parvez are ExPD and ExPE
fn ■

respectively.r

joint statement of jirga members namely Badri Zaman ■ 

and Muhammad Parvez y^as also recorded who affirmed the 

compromise between the parties in above terms.
r 4

As per list of legal heirs the deceased left behind

fJV.

d

6.

7.

following legal heirs:
;■

1. Mst Zulaikba Bibi [mother)^

(widow) 

minor (son) 

minor (daughter) '

5. Mst Mahnoor Bibi minor (daughter)

6. Mst Warisha Bibi minor (daughter)

7. Mst Muqaddas Bibi minor (daughter)

2. Mst Nasim Bibi

3. Huzaifa 3hiraz \
\

4. Mst Fatima
•• r -I

S\

'?

Application for purcliase of Defence Saving Certificate in 

accordance with shares of the minors was placed on file alongwith 

deposit receipt of amount.Rs.17,00,000/- are placed on file. Sessions 

Nazir, Mansehra is directed to collect the same from quarter 

concerned and to keep the same under his custody, however the 

widow of deceased is declared entitled to receive the profits on the 

said Defence Saving Certificates for welfare of minors as well as her 

own. Sessions Nazir, Mansehra is further directed to handover copy of 

Defence Saving Certificates to widow of deceased, second copy on this 

file. '

8.
a

1

' -In the light of above discussion and as per terms and 

conditions of compromise noted above, the accused facing trial
. ■ . i.', .

namely Hakim Khan, Sha.faqat and Tanvir are acquitted on the basis of 

compromise. Accused Shafaqat is in custody. He be set free forthwith 

if not required to be detained in any other case. Accused Hakim Khan 

and Tanvir are on bail. Their sureties are absolved from the liability 

bf ball bonds. Case property be dispo.sed of in accordance with law

9.

Page No.5
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Sessions Case No.105/7 of2019 \ 
Titled ''The Statue Vs:Hakim Khan ^fs>^
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I

l:.S^

but after period of appeal/revision. File be consigned to record room
after necessary completion.II

Announced
19-07-2019 , 1

(Muhammad Tahir Aurangzeb) 
Model Criminal Trial Court/AS]-lV, 

Mansehra

\ ^ I
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OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL POLICi: OFFICER 
: HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD 

^ 0992.II310021-22
Ig 0S!t2-9310023 

V ' r.rpohnznra^jlgmail.com
\ " © 0215-9560687

: PA DATE fd f /202C

. ♦

NO:

ORDER
This order is hereby passed to dispose off departmental appeal jnder Rule 

n-A ofKhybe Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules-1975 submitted by Ex. Constabip Tanvcer NoM 199 

of District Mausehra against the order of punishment i.e. Dismissal from service [.warded by 

District Police Officer, Mansehra vide OB No. 164 dated 01.11.2018.
Facts leading to tlie punishment are that he while posted at PS Kaghan 

absented hirasrif from duty with effect from 23.08.2018 till the date of dismissal ^vithout any 

leave or pen.'ission. Moreover the official involved himself in case FIR No. 160 dated 

24.08.2018 u/:i 302/34 PPG PS Phulra.
After receiving his appeal, comments of DPO Mansehra w;re obtained 

and exaniinccL'perused. The undersigned called the official in OR and heard hir: in person. 
Undersigned takes lenient view and order of Dismissal from service is hereby ce nverted into 

major punisl'.*nent of time scale constable while the period during which he remtiined out of 

service and absent may be treated as leave wUhoutpay with immediate effect.
-Sd-

Dr.Mazhar-ulhaci Kakaldiel 
. a’SPA>P.'l/S.St)

/PA, dated Abbottabad the f O /2020.No.
CC.

1. The District Police Officer, Mansehra for information and necessary action with 
refeiE-nce to his office Memo No 18129/GB dated 05-09-2019. Sei-vice lolUand Fuji 
miss£.l containing enquiry file of the appellant is returned herewith for
office. , ■

2. The District Police Officer, Upper KoWstan for necessary action.
3. Esteblishment Branch. Illd■3

S a i
Opjd^^.iipdt:

Forl^e^onal P olice Officer 
Hazara Region, Abbottabud 

‘PI----- .

i •A'4■s
)//

✓
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V OFFICE OF THE HEG

® 0992-9,110023 
l3 ’'■*'Po(jaw»ra@gni£j.cohi 

, ^ ly-^45-9;i >0687
UfA OATE/£2_^./2026

NO: W .

SEME
•^i.

Coni; 5quent upon disposal of appeal 
comdaint to District Upper Kohistan ’ 

case FIR No.160 u/,- 302/34 PPG PS PHulr

Constable Tanveer No.transferred on 1199 is hereby 
on peimanent basis due his involvement iit 

a dated 24.08.2018 with immediate effect.

-Sd-• ; •

OnMazhar-uIhaq Kakalthd 

(PSP/PPM/S-SteJ
/EC. dated Abbottabad thei^^rC ^ ^ ^

2. The DiS Sol tetoSi!!f' «acessa4^ctio„:^V?:^'/i?ttf’

3- Es.b.i^ue.uBmnt^ ’

No.

CC.
1. T

y
\

i
ifstfld

o«5& Supdtr 
For Rcgi^ppoiicc Offi 
Hazara l&gion, Abbotfalmd

SardaiSW

Jcr

4

;
/

:
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER RAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEL NO 921/2020.

Tanveer Ahmad Constable presently posted- at police line District 
Torghar r/o Sirni Phuira Tehsil & District Mansehra.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Hazara Region Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Mansehra.

Respondents

!
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA&

PESHAWAR.
;

SERVICE APPEL NO 921/2020
A

Tanveer Ahmad Constable presently posted at police line District 
Torghar r/o Sirni Phuira Tehsil & District Man'sehra. '

Appellant

VERSUS

1) Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2) Deputy Inspector General of Police, Hazara Region.^Abbottabad.
3) District Police Officer, Mansehra.

Respondents

Repiv/Comments On Behalf Of Respondents ^ X

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:- <I ■

! '•
PRELIMINARY OBJECTION:-

-'s *

a) The appeal is not based on facts and appelldht Inas got no 

cause of action or locus standi.

b) That appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

c) The appeal is bad for non- joinder of necessary and mis-joinder 

of unnecessary parties.
'

d) The appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the 

appeal. ^

e) The appeal is barred by the law and limitation.

f) The appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal with 

clean hands.

FACTS:-

1. Correct to the extent that the appellant was emoloyee of 

police but during service his performance was not. up to 

mark.
■» • .

2. Incorrect. The appellant while posted as GD PS Kaghan has
■ I - v'.-

involved himself in case FIR No. 160 da'ed 24.08.2018 u/s
I

302/34 PS Phuira and also absented himself from duty with



©
effect from 23.08.2021 till date of dismissal vide DD No. 14 

dated 23.08.2018. The appellant remained proclaimed 

offender (PO) in the said case (copy of FIR is annexure A).

3. Incorrect. The appellant has not annexed any. proof 

regarding the plea. Furthermore, he was directly charged in 

the alleged criminal case and his . absent from duty was 

willful.

4. Incorrect. A proper departmental enquiry was initiated and

enquiry officer held him guilty for the charges.(enquiry 

finding report is annexure B) © ■

5. Incorrect. After proper enquiry, the appellant was dismissed 

from service vide OB No. 164 dated 01.11.2018. A Show 

Cause Notice was issued, proper departmental enquiry was 

conducted (Copy of dismissal order is annexurle C)/ o

6. The appellant was acquitted from the court dn'the basis of

compromise. It is pertinent to mention that acquittal on 

compromise does not absolve the accused official from his 

liability. ....

7. Pertains to record.

8. The respondent No. 02 took the lenient view of the matter 

and converted the punishment, from "dismissal to time

and reinstated him in service (Copy ofscale constable 

order is annexure D).

9. Pertains to transfer posting record.

Incorrect. The appellant absented from duty wilifuify and 

remained proclaimed offender (PO) in the case. ■ - ■

The competent authority has discretion to convert the 

absence period into leave without pay.

The appeal is not maintainable' 'on the' following 

grounds:-

11

■ V. .

10.

11.

12.

GROUNDS:-

A. Incorrect. Both the orders are legal and in accordance 

with law/rules. : ,



B. Incorrect. A proper departmental enquiry was initiated 

and appellant willfully avoided to appear before the 

enquiry officer.

C. Incorrect. Respondents have treated the appellant in 

accordance with law/rules and .have not violated any 

provision of taw.

D. Incorrect. The appellate authority took the lenient view 

and reinstated the appellant.

E. Incorrect. The appellant was actually involved in alleged 

murder case therefore effected compromise-'With the 

complainant party which amourit toi .admission^'to the 

charges'. ^

F. Incorrect. The charges have established, -against 

appellant but taking lenient view the' itripugned 

punishment was awarded.

G. The appeal is badly time barred therefore, tribunal-has 

got no jurisdiction.

.

PRAYER:-

In view of the above mentioned facts, the 
appeal'in hand may kindly be dismissed being devoid of 
any legal force and badly time barred case. - > . ,

a
Mansehra 

(Respondent No. 3)

i

icer

Regional Police Officer 

Hazara Region Abbottabad 

(Respondent No. 2)

Provinciql*rolice Officer 

Khyber Pakhtun wa Peshawar 
rR^a^nnnH^rvr Wn 1^
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEL NO 921/2020.
'-1

Tanveer Ahmad Constable presently posted at police line District 
Torghar r/o Sirni Phuira Tehsil & District Mansehra.

Appellant

VERSUS
i

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Hazara Region Xbbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Mansehra.

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

that the contents of comments are true and correct to the best of 
our knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed or 

suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.

c I

District Police'OTI :
Mansehra 

(Respondent No. 3]

icer

1 •

Regional Police Officer 

Hazara Region Abbottabad 

(Respondent No, 2)

ProvincialVroirce Officer
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 1)
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nKTRiCT manseHra
niir-FDEPARtMENt

i#
The AddI; Shperintendeht of Police^ 
MahsehraV

# From

-■'J.
il? The bisiricj Police Officer, 

Mansehra.’ j
To;iS fH'

w‘
■'i

/10/20i8.«E‘-

^ T'/AddPSP.Mdnsehra doled fhe
ri

....................
nFPARtMENTAL ENQUiRI.

No.
-'id

subject:
M

, P'HMemorandum:
Kindly ret|f io your office Ends Ido. 604748/PA dated, 29-08-2018.
An enqui^ under hand was ehliusled 10 the Undersigned by the 

' , about the charges leveledt
petehl authoHly'fpr digging out the real fads 

against Constable TdlTveer No. 1192 Police lines ManSehia that he while posted

FiR No. 160 dated 24-08-2010 u/s

corn

a
ds GD PS Kagtidh hcis involved himself in 

302/34 PPG PS Phuiitj, His act shows that he is 
police otficidi and sl|ma for Ihe depdrtmeht. It amounts Io gross misconduct 

part and made him lidbte for proceeding under Police Disciplinary Rules

i'.- case
ah itrespohsibie, undisciplined

on his
■■

1975.
regard enquiry against accused official Constable Tanveer

the office, of Ihe undersigned.

Aamir Khdh SHO PSi.City Mdnsehra also joined the enquiry proceedings as

In ihis
1199 Police linei Mdhsehrd was initiated inNo.

represehtdtive of dd|Uarlineht.
For thiicpUrpose alleged official was 

the undersigned through SHO PS Phulra. The report received frohn StiO PS Phuira

FIR No.160 dated 24-08-2018 u/s 302/34 PPG PS Phulia 

03 accused out of which one accused 

Mehmood has obtained bail before arresl from the 

02 accused Tanveer and Shdfdqat has succeeded to

summoned to appear before

revedls that vide cd-se

registered agdihst as many dswas

namely Hakim khdn; S/O
V'*'

court of ASJ-il whefeds 
make liieir escapf bood and also despite hectic efforts they could nol be

traced out so far. Fjpvvever, proper legal proceedings in 

beeh initiated agdihst both of the accused similarly^ ..

the criminal case has 

several raids were made
/

their abode bul>!thout any success.
In vievy, of the above report and after perusal of case file I being

E.O found that apjcUsed officiak is involved in the above sited case and is

Proclaim offender.dte was not supposed to fled away, he was legally bound to

but he deliberately avoided

on
i

follow the law beiiTb member of disciplinary force
his appearance '||iich reveals thal he is prirnci facie involved in Ihe criminal 

t,p i.; Gminaled and directly charg^ed by fhe corTrplainont and__



'f'. •
■ •IJ

t w^ •
■l ♦»

x7‘ , •

>1

^ he IS PO therefore, he is lecommehded for major puntslimetif. Necessary 

document are enclosed.
■w

Submitted for kind pefUsal and further order, please.

4’

M f. • • •«■u Addi: superintendent of Police; 
Mdnsehra.

-f is^c/.^C <^)v;

#• 4» -f!-.

h:IT
. V!

I'

■■i

'f.
1

i

K
1

1

. •

• . i

i

«
1-

■

•:
? • s

V
:'-i
•i'

i

•?* *

■f

1

X.

>/
}



BfflEo5Ka:n»™^1 )•r h .

/ V nveTC

Kj ■

:CE DEPAfeTMENT ; MansehM^a districti
0 R D E Riir

This office oHder will dispose off the depdftmchtal enquiries 

proceedings againsf Cohsiqble Tahvcef No. il99 who vi/as proceeded against 

departmehtally With the following allegatiOhS
•.......................... 'i

' 1. That vide DD No. i4^dofed 23.08.2018 PS Kaghon if fias been reported that 

he has absented hiltiSelf from duty with effect from 23.08.2018 tilt date

without driy leave or.permission.
‘H

2. That he While posted ds SD PS kdghan have involved himSelf in case FIR No. 

160 dated 24-08-201§ U/s 302/34 PPC PS Phulra

The EnqUit^^'Officers i.c. Mr. Muhahimad Suleman SP investigation
' •••'

Mahsehra and Mr. Arif juved Additional SP Mdhsehra after conducting proper 

departmental enquir-y have submitted their reports stating therein that 

accused official is irivoived-ih a murder case and is d proclaimed offender. He was 

hot supposed to flee away dhd was legally bound to follow Ihe law bdihg member of 

disciplinary force bUf lie deliberately avoided his appedrohee which reVeats that he
, -j, i

is prima fdcie involved in the criminal case. Since he is nohiinated and directly 

charged by the compIdindhtAdhd how he iS PO. the delinquent constable neither 

appeared before the Uhder.sighed nor submit his i-cpiy of charge sheets, which 

shows that he hdS nothing to produce in his defense, therefore, he is held guilty. A 

final show cause notice was also issued to him but he failed to submit his reply so 

He wilifUlly avoidd^ his appearance before enquiry officer and the

,*■

‘5

the

fdr.

undersigned.
a:I, the District Ipolicc Officer; Mahsehra, therefore award him 

puhishmenf of "bismissdf from Service"
major

to the delinquent Constable 

Tanveer No. 1199 under ■Ihyber PakhtunkhWd Police, bisciplinary Rules 1975

(amended in 2014) frohi th|.ddte of absence. His period of absence Will be treated 

as without pay.
!

HI
Ordered ahnouhGdd ih absentia h ■>.

District F^olice Officer 
Marisehra

O'-

■

hr
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P
Ndi, IfM;

! V.

PCJ I
■ ■ORDERm- I

Tins order is Jiereby passed to dispose off departriienlai appeal .inder Rule 

11-A of ICiiybe - PaklitimklUva PoUee Riiles; 1975 subiliitled by Ex. Coiislable Taiivear No. 1199 

of Disirict Mansehm against the order of pliilishiheut i.e. Disihissai from service j warded by 

District Police ^)lficec Manselirawide dB No. l64 dated Ot.l 1.2018;
Facts leadiitg to llie pUnisliinent are that Ire while posted at PS Kaghan 

absented hiinsdf froin duty with dftoct froih 23.08.2018 till the date of disiirissal wUhoiit any 

: leave Or penr.Lssion. Moreover tlie ofricial involved liiinself in case FIR NodfiO dated 

24.0^2018 li/i; 302/34 PPG PS Plinlra.

#r

iAfter receiving his appeaf comlneiits of DPO Maiisehra wne obtained 
• '

and exdiniiled'perused. The tindcrsighed called the official iii OR and heard hiir in person. 
Uiideisigned takes lenient view dnd order of dismissal from service is hereby cr nveried into 

major jfhtnisi 'miii of time scale coiisiiihle H’liite Hie period durihg )vliich lie remvined biU of
t -’r

st&vice and tihseni iiiay he ireaied os leave withdiii pay With imihecUaie effect.

-Sd-
dr.Muzhar-ulhafi kaUiiUlie!

(psivridi/s.st)
/PA, dated Abbottabaci tire fC -YVNo.

CC.

1. The District Eolice OiTicer, hiaiiselira for information aiul necessary action with
reference to Iris office .Eyfeino No i8i29/CjB dated 0,5-09-2019. Service toll and Fuji 
mis.snl containing enclUhw file of the appeihilU is returned herewidi for 
Offiu::. I

2. Tile i.3isirict EoUcd Officer, Upper Kohislah for necessary action. “'T ) /
3. iTMiilflislimeiit Branch. J

'"'47 ■V

4

Siii-ciK^MiilfampiJid trsiiari

For i?egionai i diice Officer 
liazara Region i Abhoftabad

7)/

/
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNI^HWAv<-:•

• .i

( I

f PESHAWAR.;t
< f i

*
SERVICE APPEL NO 921/7070

T AI. F‘* f 1 r'
Tanveer Ahmad Constable presently posted at police line District 
Tot^ar r/o Sirni Phuira Tehsil & District Mansehra. i '

Appeliant

•V
-O’ ' •
*.■

Jr

I

4)
VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Hazara Region Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Mansehra.

]

{.

I

•I

Respondents
i

1 ;

\♦
t

4
• ■

INDEXt

^ i- . Is# Description 
DocumVrits______
Comments / Reply 

Affidavit.^ '

of Annexure Page #
\;

1\.
I 2 ' t'. :h - A r> ?

t

t

V
9

i4

I

Deponent
t.
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before the service tribunal KHYBER PAKHTUMICHNA/a
I

i *1

IS PESHAWAR.
■A.

¥

' f * ' < ’ SERVICE APPEL NO 921/?n?n(.«:•
■’•n-

' 1 5

ii Tanveep Ahmad Constable presently posted at police line District 
Torghac r/o.Sirni P.huira Tehsil & District,Mansehf,g...j,

/ ' ' I

yi..,-; Appellant

1
% .1

f: 1I
I t ■ > t ‘

t 1«
t; VERSUS

1) Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2) Deputy lnsf)ector General of Police, Hazara Region Abbottabad.
3) District Police Officer, Mansehra.

<

& Respondents
f(r

V.

•S’

Repiv/Comments On Behalf Of Respondents
I»<,

1

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:- 1 sC'

■t '

•t♦ A• I iP' • f t

PRELIMINARY OBJECTION;-*
V

•; •

a) The appeal is not based on facts and. appellant has got no 

cause of action or locus standi.
1* •,

b) That appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

c) The appeal is bad for non- joinder of nbrcessary and mis-joinder 

of unnecessary parties.

d) The appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the 

appeal.

e) The appeal is barred by the law and limitation.

I
i

t'

f

♦
t

f) The appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal with

VM ■ ' ■
-i

cleari hands.♦ , 4
1

FACTS:-. i

*
1i ■n ■

1. Correct to the extent that the appellant was employee of 

police but during service his performance was not up to
p

■ mark.

2. Incorrect. The appellant, while posted as GD PS Kaghan has 

involved himself in case FIR No. 160 dated 24.08.2018 u/s 

302/34 PS Phuira and also absented himself from dufy wifh

^ * 4

1

f

*4,ill f I IH I i !< 'I It t < <i / 1 #. 9 \ I I I . .. I I I
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/ V
'>'1! iI

. II . >f} i!

V h'I
i 'U V'-' k I' r» ir- ‘— p ,fnI (

V t ■ I! >V ' ’'
^jsmissaljVide DD No. 14

23.08.2018. The qp^ellont j,r,emained,^proclaifTi.ed] 

‘ .'njhe said case (copy of FIR is onnexure A).
# •3* Incorrect. The appellant, has^^ ipot-. annexed any proof 

l^^regarding the plea._ Furthermore, he^y^qs directly charged in 

the, alleged^crirninal case a,nd .his';qbsent from duty was 

willful.
I’C ■

. ^

f fA
t!

f
f

i:

!
I

I » I Mi t

■4. Incorrect. A proper departmental, enquiry was initiated and 

•^enquiry officer held him guilty ^(for^. the charges.(eiiqulry 

} finding report is onnexure B)

5. Incorrect. After proper enquiry, the appellant was dismissed 

from,,service vide OB No. 164 dated 01.ll-.2018.

‘f

♦-f
i

■ :V1 i... 1 '
I

V
f

♦
A Show•f a

Cause Notice was issued, proper departmental enquiry was' 

conducted (Copy of dismissal order 1^ onnexUre C).
6! Jhe appellant was acquitted from the court b'n-fhe'.basis of

v!
f.

i. f

1fI
I> '^compromise. It is pertinent to mention that acquittal on

I compromise does not absolve the accused'official from his 

'' liability.

I
I

I

A
4 •

7. Pertains to'record. ■ " 1'/,^

■ 8. The respondent No. 02 took the’leni'ent View'of the matter 

and coriWed the punishment’/rom ; ■’dismissal to time 

.scale constable” and reinstated him in ■service'’(Copy of

« j

t

i . r forder Is onnexure D). > .«..i
i

9. Pertains to transfer posting record. V ■

Incorrect. The appellant absented'from duty willfully and 

remained proclaimed offender (PO)'io the 

11. The competent'authority has dfspretion to convert'the

!' t1
10.

t t

case.* I

^absence period ihlo leave without pay.

12. The appeal is riot hnaintaindble ‘on

i

*.
t' '

{■ %
the -' following»>5-

grounds:-' i- I

■ '
V

V thr , /
li-

GROUNDS:: »i .» t ■*

Ir
t

f

, ■>

A. Incorrect. Both the orders are legal and in accordance 

with law/rules. i

I
I

,44 i
I

i It '.I ■ f 4)I p



* '♦1 •'
3/

/
<1? t V

I

B. Incorrect. A proper departrnentol
I I ■'

and appellant willfully avoided to, appear before the 

enquiry officer.

C. Incorrect. Respondents have treated -the

u. r. i
enquiry was initiated

■*..

I . i

appellant in
accordance with law/rules and have not vicjjated any 

provision of law. I I) •j t ' I*

D. Incorrect. The appellate authority'jook tAe'leriient view 

and reinstated the appellant. '

E. Incorrect. The appellant was actually involved in alleged

murder case therefore effected cdmpromise' with the 
complainant party which amount !lq'admissionMo the, 

charges. ' j ,,, ,

F. Incorrect., The charges have established

• -1t

r 4
i

against
appellant but taking lenient view, the impugned 

punishment was awarded.
(«

t r.fM IfP , • 15*i h

G. The appeai is badiy time barfecf tNierefbreli'tribuhdl'hds 

got no jurisdiction.

t

i
"f ■> J kr f ■

I

i. PRAYER:- *' !•

: i*' ■

In view of the above mentioned facts, the
appeal in hand may kindly be dismissed being devoid of
any legal force and badly time barred 

' ■*
case. . .

. {■
, 'j

a
District Police Otficer 

j Mansehra 

(Respondent No. 3)

i
I

i

.»■

t

Rfegfcnal Police Officer 

Hazaia Region Abbottobod 

^(Ifespondent No. 2)

i •

I

t
* I

Provlnclot^llce Officer 

Khyber PakhtdmW^wa Peshawar 

rRpcnnnHAnt Nn 1^
>-
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before the service tribunal KHYBER PAKHTUNI<H\a/a

I
i

t
\ >z-i-

ri 4 # 4IhF ■ I y p'A. ■S?:f Ift

PESHAWAR.
• f ?,t '.I'ifl ''"I'

I ’ ‘i !<• /
•1

SERVICE Appel no 921/3070I f ►: V:vi /«
I fff5"rt‘ i ' •

Tonveer Ahmad Constable presently posted.: at police line District/*'
Torghar r/o Sirni Phuira Tehsil & District Mansehra! ''

>

....................................................................... Appellant ' i

'' KchMH A'
1 r* • . ■ r'lpi S,'‘* *s»4 ‘M1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhturkhw?3 Peshawar.
2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Hazara'I^dgibn Abbottdbad.
3. District Police Officer, Mansehra. '

M i 'I

0* V t
:■*

'Xf. \
V

VERSUS , •\
i‘.
i

}
y'.1

\V I

) \ ....... '.......Respondents

' '(I '*
We respondents, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

that the contents of commenfs are true end correct-to the best of 
our knowledge and belief and nothing has .been concealed or 

suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.
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District Pollce*OTIcer 

Mansehra 

(Respondent No. 3)

f »

i.:4

f >• t ti»i 1
)' I t t>' v;>p *

t I
i

■ >'* ■ '■( I h*I)

Reglbnai PoHceOfflcer ^ 
Hazard Region Abbottabad 

(R Jspondent No. 2)

f •

•f'»t?
14 I

{ i
i I

■"t
I

• (• I

l^ol^t i
ProvIncI \ ® Officer

Khyber PakhfunVhwa PeshawarI '■t I
I

> i.V

(Responderf No. 1)K'r
K

P
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DISTRICT MAN5EHRA’OLICE DEPARTMENT
1• I ‘ II ■' f ■ llJ ii> I

iIp rf*ofn The Addl: Superintendenl of Police. . j 
,j Monsehra.
j t' 9 tr

I i
1 ‘ *’ I;. t.I Ii 1*

IIti

I he DisfricI Police Officer,
Njansehra.

No. 7"/Addl: SP.Mansehra doled tfjeJ /^ / 16/2018.

To ' I ♦ f‘ t ’ 9

It ■!

‘iI I r

t / Ii

I. '
t
I I •I

‘I-
Subject: DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY. ?!:» I iII, I, •!t h>

t ,
J;< »Memorandum: {I

k

Kindly refe/ lo your office Ends No. 6047M8/PA doled, 29*00-2018.
' . ;i

An enquiry under hand was entrusledjto the undersigned by'ftie 
cotnpelenf aultiorily for digging out Ihe leal facts-^about Ihe charges leveled

against Constable Tfinveer No. 1199 Police lines .Mansehra tliat he wliile pdstecT
• ♦

as pD PS Kaglian has involved himself in case riR No'. 166 doled 24-08-2010 u/s 

302/34 PPC PS Phulfd. Mis act sftows’th'ot'he is'dri irresponsible,'undiscipli'he'd 

police official and stigma for Ihe deparfniehl. 1l'am'oohl$ lo gross’rniscon'ducf 

on his part and made him liable for proceeding under Police Disciplinary Rules 

I975.

<
{

r
I t*

I

In lliis regard enquiry against accused, official Constable Tanveer 

}'N9._ 1199, Police lines Mansehra was initialed in the office, of the undersigned. 

Aar^ir Khan* SIlO PS City Mar^selira also joined,Ihe enquiry proceedings as 

represetjialive of department. _ A .

\'or Ihi.s purpose alleged official was $utfimoned to appear before 

the undersigned through SHO PS Phulra. The tepor| received from SHO PS Phuira 

reveals thot vide case PIR No.160 dated 24-00-2018 u/s 302/34 PPC PS Phulra 

was ‘registered against as many, as 03 accused but of which one accused 

namely Hakim khan^/O Mehmood has obtained bail before arrest from Ihe
’ ■ ‘ ' i ' I ‘ « i , »

court of ASJ-II whereas 02 accused Tanveer and Shafaqat has succeeded fo

'‘make their escape-good and also despite hectic-; efforts they could not be
' ,<

traced- out so far. However, proper legal proceedlijrgs In the criminal case has
' * )'been initiated agaipsl both of he accused simildHy, several raids were made

t
on their abode bul;Withoul any success. *

‘ in view of ttie above report and'often perusal of^case file I being 

E.O fourld that accused official is involved in the above sited case and is

♦

\

t

/

k«
t

k

:

t
1

“-,r

f

i'

Proclaim offender. He was not supposed fo fled away, he was-legally bound lo

follow the Idw being merirber of disciplinary force but he deliberately avoided 

his appearance which .reveals that he is prima facie involved in Ihe bltriindl

ivp is nominated and directly charged by the complainant and '-------------------- -------- > , w

i
?

»’jr’-

■ii' e
It
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^ he is ro therefore, be is lecorninended for major punfshmeni 

document are enclosed.

Submitted for kind perusal and furllier order, pi

\ . Necessui^
f

1

ease.
b

X-'

«

fr t
t

t I

AddI: Superintendent of Police/ 
Mansehra.
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:CE DEPARTMENT Mansehr/\ district» j : 1 T—?r-ORDER
\' I Ir. . I V /'I I •

This office ohder will dispose off fhc departmental 

pjoceedings against Constable Tonveer No. 1199 who was proceeded against 

dcpartmentally with the following allegations

1. That vide DD No. 14 dated 23.08.2018 PS Kaghan it has been reported that 

^ he has absented himself from duty witit effect from 23.08.2018 till date

without any leave or permission.

2. that he while posted as GD PS Kaghan have involved himself in case FIR No. 

160 dated 24-08-2018, u/s 302/34 PPC PS Phuira

enqutries.1 4 I(' .

I • III

I

The Enquiry Officers Te. Mr. Muhammad Suleman SP Invesligation
I

Manschi-a and Mr. Ai-if Juved Additional SP Mansehra after conducting 

^departmental enquiry havfe submitted their reports stating* therein that the 

accused offtcfel is involved in a murder case and is a proclaimed offender. He 

not supposed to flee away and

«
proper

f
\was

legally bound to follow the law being member of 

'disciplinary force bul he deliberately avoided his appearance which reveals that he

in^the criminal

was

J*is prime focie involved . Since he is non»inatedjahd directly 

charged by the complainant lond now he is PO, The delinquent constable neither 

appeared before the Undersigned

case
»

t

I
submit his reply of charge sheets, whichnor

shows that he has nothing to produce in his defense, therefore, he is held guilty. /V ' 

final show cau'^e notice also issued to‘him but he fai^'d*^o submit his reply sowas

far. He willfully avoided his app^drance before criquiry officer and the 
■ ( ■ .undersigned.I

t *

r, the District Police Officer, Monsehro, therefore oword him major

to the delinquent Constable 

Tanveer No. 1199 under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police, Disciplinary Rules 1975

(amended in 2014) from the date of absence, l-lis period of absence will be treated 

as without pay.

1

punishment of "Dismissaf from Service"

I

A\ t

lE'i1 .

I

Ordered announced in absentia. Pn,A

(District Police Officer 
Mansehrai

A

k
f »K

I

t

/
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I his order is hereby passed lo dispose off departnienlal appeal binder Rule 

11-A nriChybe- PaklRuukhwa Police Rules, 1975 subiniUed by Px. Cokable'TiVnveir Mo. 119^ 

of Uistiicl Mairsehra against the order of punishment i.e 

District Police Officer, Monsehra vide OB No. 164 dated 01.11.2018.

Facts leading to tlie punishment

i,'

«.

iI ^'1 • > fi

. Diswissat from service f.wnrded by

that he while. po.sted at l»S Kaghan
absented hima;ir n-om duty willi eH'ecI from 23.08.2018 till the date of dismis.sal ^vill,out 

leave or perr.-.ission. Moreover the official involved 

24.08.2018 ii/:; 302/34 PPG PS Phulra.

t are
i

.»any 1

himself In case FIR Nc.l6() dated

( I After receiving his appeal, comments of OPO Manselua wire obtained
, and examined'perused. Tlic undersigned called the official in Ol^aiid heard liii: in person. 

Undersigned dikes lenient view and order of Dismissal from service is liereby ornverled into 

major pmilsh'nent of time scale constable while the period during which he renudned I 

service and ahsent may he treated os leave withoat pay M'UfiJmmetliale effect.

(
oaf of

-Sd-
Dr.Mazlmr-ulhail Knktikliel 

(PSlVPF.'l/S.St)
/202().;

<

No.

cc. ^
/PA. dated Abbottabad tile > f

1

1. Ibe Dislriol Police Officer, Manselua for information and necessary action with

"n;: :::“.^:Snfrt3rwr“offi(0. * •\ >
2. I he IDistiict Police Officer, Upper KoliLslaii for necessary action
3. Fsfeblisbinent Branch.

. -

<1.

7^r
i

i\
% /
y 1» ( t
III4 / i

sirdV^jJt? ulf^jinntl'rrsfim
■’' ofritiS^iipiii: ■ 
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