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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

.?9 TRIBUAL. PESHAWAR
/2022Service Appeal No.,

Muhammad Imran Constable FRP, No. 8487 DIKhan, range 
DIKhan. (Son of Sharif Hussain Village Dhakki Matwalah shah police 
station Paharpur District D.I.Khan),

(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Secretary to the Govt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Home of Tribal Affairs Department, Peshawar.

1.

The Inspector General Of Police, Head Quarters, 

CPO, Peshawar.
2.

Commandant Frontier Reserve Police Kyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3.

Superintendent FRP DIKhan Range, DIKhan.4.

(RESPONDENTS)

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK 

SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974, AGAINST THE 

IMPUGNED ORDER NO. 593/FRP DATED 

14J03f2022, (OB No. 247/FRP DATED 

10/03/2022) AND AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER OF APPELLATE AUTHOURTY NO 6089/SI 

DATED 01/08/2022, (OB Mo 805 Dated 10/08/2022) 

TO THE EXTENT OF "INTERVENING PERIOD" FROM 

07/03/2018 TO 28/01/2022, IN WHICH THE 

APPELLANT REMAINED OUT OF SERVICE WAS 

TREATED AS WITHOUT PAY.



Addresses given above shall suffice the object ofNote:
service.

Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That the appellant was appointed as constable on 13/07/2007 in 

FRP DIKhan Range, DIKhan. Copies of CNIC and service card of 

the appellant are annexed as Annexure-A & B.

2. That appellant was removed from service vide officer order; OB 

No. 176/FRP dated 07/03/2018 on the basis of absence from 

duty. The appellant, feeling aggrieved from the said order, 

preferred service appeal No. 843/2018. The Worfhy Service 

Tribunal was pleased to accept the same vide its judgment dated 

25/11/2021, with the direction of the reinstatement and for the 

purpose of De-novo inquiry. Copy of the judgment dated 

25/11/2021 is annexed as Annexure C.

3. That, in consequence the appellant was reinstated into services

vide officer order No. 532/SI Legal dated 17/01/2022 and de-

novo proceedings were also initiated by the department against

the appellant. Copies of orders dated 17/01/2022 and dated

15/02/2022 and 11/02/2022 are annexed as Annexure P & E.

4. That later on, after the de-novo proceeding/inquiry, vide partially 

impugned office order No. 593/FRP Dated 14/03/2022, 

competent authority was pleased to convert the punishment of 

removal from service into reinstatement in service and similarly, 

absence period i.e 04/J39/2017 to 18/09/2017, 12/11/2017 to 

30/01/2018 and 23/02/2018 to 26/02/2018 (total 118 days) in



which period from 23/02/2018 to 26/02/2018 total 04 days 

treated as without pay while remaining 114 days as medical rest. 

However, the intervening period i.e from 07/03/2018 to 

28/01/2022 was treated as without pay. After submitting an 

■ application, the impugned order was received to the appellant on 

30/05/2022. Copies are annexed as Annexure F & G.

m

5. That appellant being aggrieved from partially impugned office 

order No. 593/FRP Dated 14/03/2022, to the. extent of findings 

regarding intervening period i.e 07/03/2018 to 28/01/2022, filed 

a departmental appeal/representation on 03/06/2022 before 

appellate authority. Copy of Departmental Appeal is annexed as 

Annexure-H.

6. The appellant came to know that appellate authority has also 

decided departmental appeal of the appellant, which was not 
communicated to him. After submitting an application, Order of 
the appellate authority No. 6089 dated 01/08/2022, OB No. 805 

dated 10/08/2022 was received to the appellant on 14/09/2022. 
The appellate authority has rejected the appeal. Copies 

annexed as Annexure I & 3.
are

7. That feeling aggrieved from the partially impugned orders, 

hence, the appellant has a right and cause of action to file the 

instant service appeal before this Honourable Service Tribunal, 
inter alia, on the following grounds.

GROUNDS

a. That findings of competent authority and of the appellate 

authority to the extent of reinstatement and converting
the absence period of 114 days as medical leave with full

pay are correct and according to the law and justice. 
However, findings of both the fora to the extent of



treating the intervening period from 07/03/2018 to 

28/01/2022 (in which the appellant remained- out of 

service) as period without pay are against the law, justice 

and against the fundamental rights of the appellant. Thus, 

the appellant hereby challenges the impugned orders to 

the extent of deprivation of his back benefits of intervening 

period.

b. That during, the De-novo inquiry proceedings, it had 

become vivid that allegations of absence against the 

appellant were baseless and the appellant had genuinely 

medical problems. Thus, the punishment of removal from 

not justified. In that eventuality, had theservice was
appellant not been removed from service, he would have 

received the salaries of the intervening period i.e 

07/03/2018 to 28/01/2022. Thus, the deprivation of

appellant from his lawful right is against the law and

justice.

c. That the appellant is a very poor person who during the 

intervening period suffered a lot, due to un-employment 

and had no other source of income.I
d. That the appellant in the de-novo inquiry by the 

department was proved innocent, therefore, the applicant 

is very much entitled for his all back benefits of 

intervening period. In this regard decisions of the 

competent authority and appellate authority to the extent 

of depriving the appellant from removal period are against 

law and justice. Therefore appellant is entitled for all his 

back benefits.

i

e. That counsel for the appellant may graciously be allowed 

to raise additional grounds at the time of arguments.



In wake of submission made above the appeal of 
the appellant may kindly be accepted, impugned 

Order NO. 593/FRP dated 14/03/2022, (OB No. 
247/FRP dated 10/03/2022) and the impugned 

order of appellate authority no 6089/SI dated 

01/08/2022, (OB No. 805 dated 10/08/2022) 

to the extent of decision with respect to period 
effective from 07/03/2018 to 28/01/2022 may 
kindly be declare as against law and justice. The 

appellant may kindly be declared as entitle for the 
salary of the intervening period from 07/03/2018 
to 28/01/2022.
Any other relief deemed appropriate in 
circumstances of the case may also be allowed in 
favour of appellant in the large interest of justice.

2/10/2022 Your humble appellant
Muhamni^ Imran

Through counsel

Muhanfmad Apdullah Baloch
Advocate High Court 
Dera Ismail Khan

I
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REmREJDjE KHYBER PAKHTUNKfciWAJSBR^OCE
TRIBUAL. PESHAWAR

V/-;

In service Appeal No. 72022

GOVT of KPK etc
(Respondents'^

VERSUSMuhammad Imran
(Appellant)

Service Appeal

CERTIFICATE
Certified that appellant have not filed an appeal regarding 
the subject controversy, earlier in this august Tribunal.

1^.10.2022
Appellant

i
f

AFFIDAVIT I
I

I, Muhammad Imran, appellant herein, do hereby

solemnly affirm on oath that all para-wise contents of the appeal

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

information and nothing has been deliberately concealed from this

Honourable Court, nor anything contained therein, based on

exaggeration or distortion of facts.

,^.10.2022
I

DEPONENT
!
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUAL. PESHAWAR

In service Appeal No., /2022

Muhammad Imran
f Appeilant)

VERSUS GOVT of KPK etc
(Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES

Appellant:-
Muhammad Imran Constable FRP, No. 8487 DIKhan, range 
DIKhan. .
(Son of Sharif Hussain Village Dhakki Matwalah shah police station 

Paharpur District D.I.Khan).

f

RESPONDENTS:-

The Secretary to the Govt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Home of Tribal Affairs Department, Peshawar.

1.

2. The Inspector General Of Police, Head Quarters, 

CPO, Peshawar.
I

4 I

3. Commandant Frontier Reserve Police Kyber 

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

4. Superintendent FRP DIKhan Range, DIKhan.

17.10.2022

Appellant's Counsel



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUAL, PESHAWAR

C.M No. /2022

Muhammad Imran
{ Appellants

VERSUS GOVT of KPK etc
(Respondents^

Service Appeal

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth;-

1. That the above titled service appeal is being filed before 

this Honourable Court and the instant application may 

kindly be considered as part of it.

2. That impugned office order No. 593/FRP was issued on 

14/03/2022, which was not communicated to the 

appellant and was received after submitting an 

application by appellant on 30/05/2022.

3. After that appellant being aggrieved from impugned 

office order No. 593/FRP Dated 14/03/2022, filed a 

departmental appeal/representation on 03/06/2022 

before appellate authority. The appellant came to know 

that appellate authority has also decided departmental 

appeal of the appellant, which was not communicated to 

him. After submitting an application, Order of the 

appellate authority No. 6089 dated 01/08/2022, OB No. 

805 dated 10/08/2022 was received to the appellant on 

14/09/2022. On receiving the same, the instant service 

appeal is being filled today, which is well within time.

4. That service appeal is well within time. However, the 

instant application is being filled as safe measures.



•
In view of above circumstances it is respectfully prayed that 

the delay, if found any, may kindly be condone in the 

interest of justice and the case in hand may kindly be 

decided on merits.

-1 710/2022 Your hiMrable applicant
Muharnl^d Imran

Through counsel

I

I

Muhammad Abdullah Baloch
Advocate High Court 
Dera Ismail Khan

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Imran, applicant herein, do hereby solemnly affirm 

on oath that all para-wise contents of the application are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge, belief and information and 

nothing has been deliberately concealed from this Honourable 

Court, nor anything contained therein, based on exaggeration or 

distortion of facts.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE HONORABLE SERVICE TRiBUNALKHYBER PAKHIUj^
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' MUharamad Imran constable FRP No'7826 D.l.Khan Range D.l.Khan 

(S/0 Sharif Hussain Village Dhakki Matwalah Shah Police Station 

Paharpur District D.l.Khan

(Appellant)
■Oiai-y No,.

v/s

1.:
affairs KPK Peshawar. ^ , .

2. Commandant Frontier Reserve Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar. ,
■ 3. Superintendent FRP D.l.Khan Rang D.l.Khan

(Respondents)

ii
I Service Appeal under section 4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 

1974 against the order of Respondents No 3 Superintendent FRP Bearing 

Number 176/FRP Dated 7/03/2018 vide vvhich the Appellant was removed 

' from Services and also against the order dated 07/06/2018 of Respondents 

No 2 Commandant FRP KPK Peshawar vide which the Departmental.appeal 

of Appellant was rejected. 

4

%
I

n1-,
6

f
♦

Hi On acceptance of instant appeal the order of Responde.nts. No'3 Dated 

07/03/2018 and the order dated 07/06/2018 of the respondents No 2 may 

kindly be set-aside and the appellant rr,ay be re-inscat.ed in his services with 

all back benefits.

m
i,

iii'I
)m

M in
i

Respectfully Sir,|i :

I

1. That the appellant was appointed as constable on 30 /07/2007 in the . 
FRP D.l.Khan Rang D.kXhan and was performing his duties with full
satisfaction.-

\ ■

II

1



Service Appeal No. 843/2018

• ... 29.06.2018Date of Institution 

Date of Decision ...25.11.2021

7826 D.LKhan Range D.I.Khan 
Matwalah Shah Police Station

. ... (Appellant)

Muhammad Imrao Constable'FRP No 
(S/0 Sharif Hussain Village Dhakki 
Paharpur District D.I.Khan.

)■

)

■ VERSUS

Government of Khyber P^^htunkhwa though Secr^ary Home and 

Tribal Affairs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and two others.

(Respondents)
S

MR. MUHAMMAD ABDULLAH BALOCH 

Advocate

MR. NQOR ZAMAN KHATTAK,
District Attorney

• For appellant.

For respondents.

'chairman
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)MR. AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN ■ 

MR. SALAH-UD-DIM '

■ ' lUDGMENT:

qAi ah-ud-dtn. memberl-

Precise facts giving rise to filing of the instant service 

appeal are that the appellant whi’e serving as Constable FRP 

Dera Ismail Khan- Range Dera Ismail , Khan was proceeded , 
aoainst departrnentally on the allegations of.his absence from 

•duty and- on the conclusion .of the inquiry; the appellant was 

removed from service vide C'B No. 1.76/FRP dated 07.03.2018. 
The appellant challenged the order of his removal through filing 

of departmental appeal on 04.04.2018, howev.er the same vyas
ISTEID-A'

ti?CA4V!r
fNER

Kl.vl.tM- PakntuUUWl*
Sci vecc Triburti**

t.’tis-towiswr



also filed vide order dated 07.06.2018, hence the instant service 

appeal. ' . •
'

the respondents, who. submitted2. ■' Notices were issued to 
their comments, wherein they refuted the contentions raised by

the appellant in his appeal.

counsel for the appellant has contended that the3., ■ Learned
absence of the appellant was not willful, rather he was unable to

illness; that the appellant hadattend his duty, due to severe 

specifically taken-the plea of illness in reply to the charge, sheet 

and had produced medical ■ prescriptions to theissued to him
inquiry officer, however the inquiry officer did not bother to 

verify the, same; that ■'as per charge sheet issued to the 

appellant, the absence period, of the appellant has been 

mentioned with effect from 12.11.2017 and in the. inquiry report

too, the absence period of the appellant has been mentioned 

with effect from 12.11.2017 till ■26.02.2018, however it is 

astonishing that in the impugned order dated 07.03.2018 a 

period of 14 days i.e-with effect from'04.09.2017 to 27.10.2017 

has also been counted as absence period for awarding penalty to

the appellant, therefore, on this score alonb,' the impugned 

orders are liable to be set-aside; that the appellant was not 

provided copy of the inquiry report alongwith final show-cause.

■ notice, therefore, the appellant was unable to properly defend 

himself. In the last he requested that the impugned orders being

■ wrong and. illegal may be set-aside and the appellant may be 

reinstated in service with all back benefits.

On the other hand, learned District Attorney for the 

respondents .has contended that the appellant remained absent 

from duty without any leave or prior permission of the

4.

competent Authority, therefore, disciplinary action was -taken 

aga.inst him; that ■ a. regular inquiry was conducted\into the 

.matter by. providing opportunity of self defense as-well as 

personal- hearing to the appellant; that .all legal and codal' 

formalities were complied w.ith in the inquiry proceedings and 

.the appellant was found guilty of the charge leveled against him;

.VSvTESTEl>

uf-f
4' ' ' ■



' /

that the appellant was In habit of habitual, absence and
remained absent on various occasions,

criminal case of moral
previously too, he had

' that the appellant was also involved, in a
turpitude and an inquiry.in this respect was kept pending against

of.instant.appeal. In the last he requestedhim till the.decision 

that the impugned orders may be kept intact and the appeal in

hand may be dismissed with costs.

have heard the arguments of learned counsel for the 

appellant as well as learned District Attorney for the respondents 

and h.ave perused the record.

•5. We

A perusal of the record would show that the appellant 

proceeded against on the allegations of his absence from duty. 

Charge sheet as well as statement of allegations were issued to

16.01.2018, wherein his . absence was

was6.

the appellant • on 

mentioned with effect from 12.11.2017. The inquiry report would

' show that the. inquiry officer has mentioned therein that the 

appellant remained' absent from 12;11.2017 till 26.02.2018. 

According to charge sheet as well as the report of the inquiry 
p).^ ‘ Officer, the-total period of absence of the appella.nt is 102 days.

Now coming towards the impugned order dated 07.03,2018 

passed by the competent Authority,' we have observed that a 

• period of 14 days i.e with effect from 04.9.0217 to 18.09.2017 

has also been counted for awarding penalty to the appellant 

despite the fact that the said period w.as neither mentioned in 

the charge sheet nor in the statement of allegations as well as .in 

the inquiry report. According.to inquiry report, total period of 

■ absence of the. appellant on the basis of which he was proceeded 

against departmentally was 102 days, while in the impugned 

order dated 07.03.2018, a period . of 118 days -has been ■

mentioned as absence period. Similarly, in the appellate' order 

dbted 07.06.2018 .too, the absence period has been mentioned 

• as 118 days. The impugned orders are thus not sustainable in 

the eye of law., • ■ ,

The appellant in his reply to tfie charge sheet has taken 

specific' plea that his- absence was due to reason of his illness

-7,



A

has also been raised, by the appellant 

through the report of the 

observed that the, inquiry officer did

and the same contention

before- this Tribunal. While going

inquiry officer, it has bqen 
not verify the plea of illness of the appellant from the concerned

hospital. In his departmental appeal too/the appellant stressed

in thisof his illness by stating that relevant docufrientsthe plea
respect were also produced before, the inquiry Officer. In order to 

reach just and right conclusion, the inquiry officer was required

medical documents regarding the allegedto have'verified the 
illness of, the appellant. Keeping in view the facts and

circumstances of the case, conducting of de-novo inquiry in the

matter is necessary for reaching a just and -right conclusion. M

of the above discussion, the appeal in hand is8. ■ In view
allowed by setting-aside the impugned orders and the appellant 

is reinstated for the purpose of de-novo inqui,ry with directions to

conduct de-novo inquiry in the

I

.the competent Authority - to 

matter within ,90 days of receipt - of copy of this judgment. a
Needless to mention that the- inquiry officer shall verify the 

otherwise of the defense plea' of the appellantgenuineness or
regarding his illness.,-Appellant shall-be associated with the 

proceedings by giving him fair opportunity of defending
'i

inquiry
■himself. The back benefits shall be subject to outcome of de­

left to bear their own costs. File benovo -inquiry. Parties are 

■ consigned,to the record room.

ANNOUNCED ,' 
•25.11.2-021

if

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

- CAMP COURT D.LKHAN

(AHM-AD^ULTAN'TAREEN) ■ 
CHAIRMAN-

CAMP COURT D.LKHAN
of (>!'AppUcJition

Nwutif'r uT' Vanh;

<'tv;; 'Pv-a...---

'(.'otia .....
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o > 'r v«,h fto di,ecfems
of Police Ktiyber PaWilunkhwa

'otier No. 168fl^al. dated 12.01.202
Seivice Tribunal Khyber PakhtunWiwa,
Service Appeal No. 643/2016, i
Muhammad Imran No.
reinstated in service for the
officer shall

of Umpe^r 

* f^shaw^ Issued; vkfe CTO- 

^2. the Judsmern of Honorate. 
* dated 25.11.2021

hereby irnplefnehted. Ex-constabte 

8621/7826 of FRP

Genenat

m.

DiKhan Range is hereby 

purpose of denovo enquiry. The enquby 
verify the genuineness or othen//ise 

Jhe appellant regarding his i
of the defense plea of 

rllness.. Besides, the appellant shail be

. , . b>^givirt9;htrn fair opportune
of defending himself. The I
associated with the

it •

issue of back benefits shall be settled in i
accordance with the outcome of denovo enpuiry. t

1

t

li
, COMMANDANT

t'>/^ Frontier Reserve Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar""
No. &. Date Even:-

Copy of the above is fopvanded for infbrmatioh § fd^r 

necessary action to the SP FRP DIKlian Range Qipah T ^ H :
i.i ■, i

.... v.

i
1

I
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OFFICE OF THE 
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
FRP, DIKHAN RANGE, DIKHAN.PIf'

Ph; No. 0966-9280141 
Pax No. 0966-9280142 iif

I/■S~ 702/2022theJ3^ DIKhan,/FRP, dated y-
■V-No.,

f;
’.-WT*

The Chief Traffic Officer, 
Peshawar.

To I
1 l-r:'a lodging apprxi. against the iudgmlnt of khyber

pakhTiinkhWA service tribunal PESHAWAR IN SERVICE
PlTipW'EX-.rONSTABl.E MVHAM.MAD

Subject;;

IMRAN FRP DIKHAN RANGE S'-
I

Memo: a-:5t-Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar office nKindly refer to
I

letter NO.1402-3/SI Legal dated 11.02.2022. • ,
submitted that copy of charge sheet & statement of allegationjiull^

Muhammad Imi-an Np.8621/7826/8487/FRP is sent herewith for

6
I.VV

It is

signed by Constable 

further necessary action, please.

r:
I'

y

Superinteiid^t of Police,
ge, D.LKhan.r M;.FRP, D.LKhan

iOT.

t
T

!■;

\ 3
s.'.n,
;i

j

t
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OFFICE: OF THE CO 
FRONTIER RESERVE^ODGE^, 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PE^l^mR 
Ph; No. 091-9214114 Fax No. 091-921^02

Noy<^<D?.--S/SI Legal, dated // / c^^/2022^

Chief Traffic Officer, 
Peshawar.

To:

LODGING AN APPEAL AGAINSt THE JUDGMENT OF KHYBER
appealTo^'s^s/IoThled'b^^^
IMRAN FRP DIKHAN RANGE,________ _____ ____________ ___

Subject:

/
Memo;

f
Please refer to CPO Memo: No. 163-65/CPO/lAB, dated 08.02.2022. 
Denovo enquiry proceedings be initiated against the, above named 

constable quoted at the subject and submit report facts to this office without 
of formal order for onward submission to CPO. His service record

?
I
■1

!-

issuance 

alongwith D file sent herewith,
j

1

Frontier Reserve Police 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar

Copy of above is forwarded to the SP FRP Dl Khan Range D1 
Khan for information with the directions that to issue a fresh Charge Sheet alongwith 
Summary of Allegations to the above named accused constable and a copy of which 
may be sent before the enquiry officer for the purpose of denovo enquiry.

No. & date Even:-

.v-
i
i

0o1 \

FtlP, b.LKhan Range, D.I.KhajA.
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111 ' 'MlCAK TMliNT
HVk D E R:-
N.*2AS«.u;fdSrbefpaS^^^

N:;ir:rn':;i ■” -> “«) C v^d::;"reporl N0.O8 dated 26.02.2018 of Police StatL^PalJlpur Dl^al^r"' sunilarly according to daily diary
with effect from 30.01.2018 to 26 02 2018 10^ /26! ^ / i ? 1^ rommned absent from law full duties 
1.'.-. „,. permission from rtre conrpe.Z “h„*' <“«> ‘‘“J'* ‘>»y

You.snf DSP/PRP nTIC1v.n R ^nsatisfaUciy. rie vvas charge sheeted on 24.01.2018 and Muhammad

Nn.iyfi/FRPdated oVro^OlT'"'^'^^ ”*''*°* Removal from Service vide Ihis office OB

Svrvepun.'hm^SR^lm&r'::;::^:'^ '» ,he

Uie appeal and filed on 07.06.2018 His review neeiUm^wommandant FRP KPK Peshawar rejected

.■i
■V.

li
i

::

1).

After

and No.S/3833/20
d.
said punishment order his Removal from servicT Aft Peshawar to set aside the above
re-instatement in service and initiating denovo nmcp-d'^* 'learmg the Honorable Court directed for his 
hence denovo proceeding initiated for the nfn^ agamst him vide judgment dated 25.11.2021,
purushableundLheRulel mentioned grave misconduct on his part which is

Oinccr to co:;,t“!::vo“:p^t™eal e™ : t - Encttiry

efrice letter No.l63-65/CPO/IAB^latecl 08 02 2022^^A7t ^'^ber Pakhlunkhwa Peshawar
Officer submitted his find ™ rtort *nf ti^ V r't'*™ Enquity

rw iimmonJed'to convert the order of removal from s. papeis wherein the Enquiry .Officer
Muhanimad Imran No.8487, pay for the 114 days ^^

- ■“■‘'ici'l rest and 04 days unaccLLd absence as kave ^ *’>' =»

;a;n'™!:‘2:?osr8 t“is
O.KD.KILANNOUNCL'D. ^ ^ ^ remamed out of Service.

1

I

exercise of powers

Ob No. 2^/ ^ 
Dateil

/FRP 
Z^L/03/2022 (NIS^^HAN) 

Superinlendent of Police, 
FRP, DIKhaiNo.. 532, -t^nge DIKhan. 

W /^/03/2022
/FRP dated DIKlnan the

Copy of above i

ease.

'f.^y'’-A Supcrinlen of Police,
FRP, DIKhali||^ige DIKJiaii.

7

^e.



H'’

To,
The Worthy Commandant, 
Frontier Reserve Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Through Proper Channel:

%

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL/REPRESENTATION AGAINST THE
593/FRP DatedORDER No.IMPUGNED OFFICER 

14/03/2022,08 No. 247/FRP DATED 10/03/2022 which was

received to the appellant on 31/05/2022.

!
IPRAYER

On acceptance of this representation/departmental 

appeal, thepartially impugnedoff ice order No. 

593/FRP, dated 10/03/2022, OB No. 247/FRP dated 

14/03/2022 of Superintendent Of Police FRP, 

DIKhan Range DIKhan may kindly be set-aside to the 

extent of findings regarding intervening period i.e 

07/03/2018 to 28/01/2022, Similarly back benefits 

may kindly be granted to the applicant of intervening 

period.

> • '
1 •

Respected Sir;

Appellant humbly submitted as under:-
1. That the appellant was appointed as constable on

13/07/2007 in the FRP DIKhan Range DIKhan.

2. That applicant was removed, from the service vide 

officer order OB No. 176/FRP dated 07/03/2018.

3. That the applicant feeling aggrieved from the said 

order, preferred service appeal No. 843/2018. Worthy



t

Service Tribunal was pleased to accept the same vide

its judgment dated 25/11/2021. Worthy Tribunal

directed the Police department to re-instate the

applicant in service and to initiate denovo inquiry

against the applicant.

That thereafter the applicant was re-instated into^ his4.

services vide officer order No. 532/SI Legal dated

17/01/2022 and denovo proceedings were also initiated 

by the department against the applicant. Copy annexed.

That later on after the denovo proceedihg/inquiry, vide5.

partially impugned office order No. 593/FRP Dated

14/03/2022, competent authority was ^ pleased to

reinstate the applicant.E3ut in the same order the

applicant was deprived of his all back benefits of

intervening period 07/03/2018 toi.e

28/01/2022. The same findings of competent
sauthority are against the law, justice and against the

fundamental rights of the appiicant. Thus, the applicant f

impugned the same order to the extent of deprivation

of his back benefits of intervening period. Copy of

partially impugned order is annexed.

That the applicant is a very poor person who during the 

intervening period suffered a lot, due to un-employment

6.



(&)

much entitled for his all back benefitsapplicant is very 

of intervening period. In this regard decision, the

V %v '• i:

i
much clear that the person whoApex courts are very 

proved innocent in any department inquiry
mmwould be

mentitled for all his back benefits.
i

/

1mIn wake of the submissions made above, it is respectfully
impugned office f

ii
the partiallythatprayed Ii

datedl4/03/Z022 and OB NoorderNo. 593/FRP 

247/FliP dated 10/03/2022 may kindly be set-aside to
Ithe extent of deprivation of back benefits of intervening

28/01/2022 and the back07/03/2018 toperiod i.e
benefits of intervening period may graciously be granted

the applicant in large interest of Justice.to

Your humble appellant,Dated: 03/06/2022

1Muhammad Imran
Constable No. 8487 FRP 
DlKhan Range DIKhan 
Mob# 0344-9375948
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rnncfahio departmental app^l preferredll£“SS5?S“iS^^^^^ S »S-; 'f? Ssl
Trained

the alleaatfo^'dto'S "''®* ‘^® aPPii^nt was proceeded against on
On S^n? ^'P'y f®'" total perio® o' 118 days'

Simi autte^ ' Wrthout any leave or prior permission of the competeht .

il" ■'■'

/ '
/:

V.

' 7-!i/i- #
H .. \

£
•. ? .

I■ '»

I)

the aTplicrnt^^af f Srngs whlreiY'
^' ' awarHpH -"u ^ charges leveled against him. Therefore, he was

■ awarded major punishment of > ^
07.03.2021.

■;■'■■;

• ^'
I..'

removal from service vide ..,06 No. 176, dated

examined ann'^ ?=!!"*'!f '^7^®'!?'' 'l®P®1''nentol aPPeal, which was thoroughly 
O'^ ORPols Hk/ ''«® ottip® °toer Endst; No..:, 7056-57/EC, dated
GPP ordl^Na SM6^wS
Triburial' Khvhfr'p^ uS^"fu®'^ li^ til®tl Service Appeai before the Honorable Service 
hii '?®^litPP'ili'»'a. Peshawar. The Honorable Tribunal partially accepted
se^!f-,h^ "'•'‘'3'"®^'^^ 25.11.2021 andjhe appellant was reinstated in
service fo. the purpose of ciehovo enquirv'.

; PP^h3VA,=,r u'^ this regard;.Mr Abbas Majf3ed Khan Marwat PSP, Chief Traffic Office ',
" i^fn fh? nominated es enquiry officer to conduct denovo departmental enquii v

^oLt?in!rnf nil 'SS-eS/CPO/IAB. dated 08.02.2022. After
f it ^ all CD,dal,formalities, the enquiry officer submitted his findings

®^^®commended that the removal order of the applicant may be convert into" • 
. y ^stated in service and tha^bsence period of 114 days may be treated as medical

A ^ - a and ms rernaining 0<1 days recomiriended as lejave without pay. ;
*^®®P.ln9 1^ Y'aw the above narrated facts and other material available On 

record, his rnajor puriishment of removal from service was converted into 
reinstatement in service and his absence period of 114 days were treated as medica-. 
leave and remaining 04;days absence period'was tieated as leave without pay and . 
the intervening period with effect from 07.03.2018 to 28.01.2022 to which he

out of service was treated as without pay vide OB No. 247, dated- 
10.03.2022. '

(■/

I'•ii.

.1 / wherein

f

_ Feeling aggrieved against the impugned order of SP FRP Dl Khar'
Range, Dl Khan the applicant preferred the instant appeal. The applicant was
summoned and heard in person in Orderly Room held on 28.0712022. ;
. .During the course of personal hearing, the applicant failed to present any A f
justification regarding his innocence. From perusal of enquiry file it has been found ;
that the applicant has already been benofitted by the competent authority, which, hiv 

• 114 days absence period has been treated as mediccl leave with full pay. Thus he is >0%'
not entitled for the salary of the intervening period as he did not performed the.official ^ 
duty at that pericd. There doesn’t seem any iiifirmity in the order,passed by the f 
competent authority, therefore no ground exist to interfere in san'ie. M

Based on the findings narrated aboye, I, Commandant FRP Khyber ^ 
Pakhtunkhw^ Peshawar, being the competent authority, has found nc substance in 
the appe^J.yH:herefpre, the same is rejected, and filed being meritless.

OrderAnnounce'd:''"' ^ '

,0 ■

! /.'vr-;‘
■ a

Vi. /OA A / ••
Commandant 

------ Frontier Reserve Police
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

_/SI Legal, dated Peshaw'ar the / ! 12022.
Copy of above is forwarded for information and necessary actibn to 

. the SP FRP Dl Khan Range, Di Khan. His service record alongwith D-file sen-t 
herewith.
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mis XHYBeR PAKHTUNKHWA 

bar COUNCIL 1V ',V'
/

MUHAIVIA/IAD ABDULLAH
Acl voca f
bc-09-0944 '
Date of issue: June 2021 
Valid upto: June 2024
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