
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.881/2022

Date of Institution 
Date of Decision

06.02.2022
29.09.2022

Naseeb Daraz (Ex-Constable Bearing Belt No.305), Son of Gul Faraz Khan,

R/0 Mohallah Akhagram Village Gurkand, Post Office Akhagram, Tehsii

Wari District Dir Upper. (Appellant)

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, through Chief Secretary, Civil 

Secretariat Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Tehsii & District Peshawar and six others.

(Respondents)

Zia Ud D\n, . 
Advocate

Muhaminad Jan, 
District Attorney

For appellant.

For respondents.

Rozina Rehman 
Fareeha Paul

Member (J)
Member (E)

JUDGMENT

ROZINA REHMAN, MEMBER fj): The appellant has invoked the

jurisdiction of this Tribunal through above titled appeal with the prayer

copied below:

as

“On acceptance of this service appeal, the appellant may

graciously be reinstated into service with all back benefits

by setting aside the impugned order of dismissal dated

02.10.2018 as well as the departmental appeal dated

29.01.2019 and final order of rejection dated 07.01.2020”.

2. Brief facts of the case are that appellant was appointed as Constable in 

the District Police Dir Upper on 04.12.2013. He was sent for Basic
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Recruitment Course and he completed his training period according to the 

satisfaction of his high ups. While performing his duty at Dir Upper, the 

appellant received charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations
I

; 02.01.2018 on the allegations of absentia. He submitted his reply and Inquiry 

: Officer was appointed and it was on 02.10.2018 when appellant was 

i dismissed from service. He hied appeal which was rejected, where-after, he 

I filed revision which also met the same fate. Hence, the present service appeal. 

We have heard Zia Ud Din, Advocate learned counsel for the appellant 

and Muhammad Jan, learned District Attorney for respondents and have gone 

through the record and the proceedings of the case in minute particulars.

Zia Ud Din Advocate, learned counsel for appellant argued that the 

impugned orders are void, arbitrary, without jurisdiction, coram-non-judice, 

illegal and without any lawful authority hence liable to be set aside. It 

submitted that the appellant never remained absent from duty for such a long 

period as alleged by the respondents and that he Just remained absent for 07 

days only with the permission of the competent authority, therefore, the harsh 

penalty imposed by the respondents is not sustainable in the eyes of law. He 

kept on arguing that the appellant was condemned unheard and his reply 

never considered by the respondents which act of the respondents is against 

law and Police Rules. He, therefore, requested for acceptance of the instant

on

3.

4.

was

was

appeal.

5. Conversely, learned District Attorney submitted that the appellant 

remained absent seven times in 2014 and that his total absence is 06 months 

and 17 days and being unqualified, was repatriated to his parent District. He 

submitted that proper departmental inquiry was initiated against appellant 

and in this regard final show cause notice was issued to him. He was alToi ded
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opportunity of personal hearing and after completion of all codal formalities,

he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service.

6.. After hearing the learned counsel-for the parties and going through the 

record of the case with their assistance and after perusing the precedent
I

cited before us, we are of the opinion that while posted in Police Lines, 

Constable Naseeb DarazNo.SOS absented himself Ifom his lawful duty vv.e.f 

13.10.2017 till the date of dismissal order i.e. 02.10.2018 without any leave 

or permission from his competent authority. In order to initiate proper 

departmental inquiry, charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations 

served upon him. Mr. Zafar Khan, DSP Headquarter, was appointed as 

Inquiry Officer and accordingly appellant was dismissed from service w.e.f

cases

were

the date of absence i.e. from 13.10.2017. From the order of DPO Dir Upper 

it is evident that the appellant was charged for absentia w.e.f. 13.10.2017 till

02.10.2018 (approximately one year absence). He filed departmental appeal

on 16.10.2018 which was dismissed on 29.01.2019. It merits a mention here

that the inquiry report is available on file as “Annexure-E” which clearly 

shows, that the appellant was charged for 17 days absence vide Nakalmad

No.27 of Daily Dairy dated 13.10.2017 and he joined his duty vide Mad 

No.09 dated 30.10.2017. As per inquiry report he was also charged for 07 

days absence vide Mad No.05 of Daily Dairy of 2018 and then for two days 

absence in the year 2018. He was charged for a total of 26 days absence and 

recommended for minor punishment. Despite proper inquiry report both the 

competent authority and the appellate authority referred to the inquiry report 

by saying that he was recommended for major punishment while infact he 

had been recommended for minor punishment. Both the impugned orders 

would reveal that he was charged for one year absence whereas the inquiry

L
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report would reveal total absence ot'26;.days in the year 2017 as well as in

the year 2018. The entire file is silent as to why he was not departmentally

proceeded against separately for his alleged absence in the year 2017 and

2018. He filed revision petition under Rule 1 1-A of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

Police Rules 1975 as well and it is astonishing that here he was not only

charged for a total absence of 11 months and 20 days but also for his previous

record of 2015 and 2017 and accordingly his petition was rejected. He was

charged for absence from lawful duty w.e.f 13.10.2017 to 02.01.2018. As per 

charge sheet and statement of allegations, Inquiry Officer charged him for

total absence of 26 days. Inspector General of Police in his order dated

07.01.2020 charged him for absence of 11 months and 20 days while Para-

02 ofthe grounds of comments is in respect of his absence in 2014, 2016 and

201,8. His present situation was not clearly discussed and all the Impugned 

orders are silent in this regard.

7. In this view ofthe matter, we are left with no option but to pailialiy

accept this appeal. Appellant is reinstated in service for de-novo inquiry to

be conducted within 60 days of the receipt of copy of Judgment. Needless to

mention that the appellant shall be afforded opportunity of hearing during the

proceedings. The issue of back benefits shall be subject to the outcome of de-

novo inquiry. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the

record room.

ANNOUNCED
29.09.2022

l

(F (Rozin^tehman) 
Memoer (J)Member (E)
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1^.09.2022 Appellant present in person.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional Advocatej General for 

respondents present.
I

Case was fixed for orders but certain points need jclarification, 

therefore, both the parties are directed to make sure the 'presence of 

their counsel for clarification of some points.

Adjourned to 29.09.2022 for re-arguments and ordersjbefore D.B.

i

i
.4

i

!

V

I

\
(Fareeha Raul) / (RoziHa-Rehman)

Member(J)Member{E)
s

t

’

ORDER !
i

29.09.2022 Appellant present through counsel.
!

Muhammad Jan, learned District Attorney for respondents
; •

present. Arguments heard. Record perused. 4
i

Vide our detailed judgment of today of jhis Tribunal 

placed on file, we are left with no option but-to paj'tiaiiy accept 

thisi appeal. Appellant is reinstated in service for de-inovo inquiry
• y

to be conducted within 60 days of the receipt; of copy of 

judgment. Needless to mention that the appelfant shall be 

afforded opportunity of hearing during the proceedings. The issue 

of back benefits shall be subject to the outcome of de-novo

\

)
inquiry. Parties are left to bear,their own costs. File’be consigned

to the record room. !

I
i

ANNOUNCED.
, 29.09.2022 i

Y
(Fareeha Paul) 

Member (E)
(R^ina RMmian) 

(Memben (J)
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24.03.2022 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak; 

Add!: AG alongwith, vMr. Amanullah, ASI for the respondents 

present.

Written reply on behalf of the respondents not submitted. 

Representative of the respondents seeks time tQ,„submit written 

reply/comments on the next date. Adjourned, to come up for 

written reply/comments on 22.06.2022 before S.B.

1

. (MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEM$ER(E)

i

22"^ June, 2022 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Naseerud Din Shah, 

alongwith Zewar Khan, Inspector i(Legal) for theAsstt. A.G 

respondents present.
t

Respondents have submitted reply/comrnents, which is 

placed on file. To come up for arguments on 08.09.2022 before the 

D.B.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

vLearnedoCOunsel for appellant present.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional Advocate; General for 

respondents present.

Arguments heard. To come up for order on 15.09.2022 before

08.09.2022

D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member(J)

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member(E)
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Counsel for the appellant present.02.12.2021

Learned counsel for the appellant submitted an application for 

grant of permission for deposit of Security and process fee. 
Request is acceded to and the security and process fee be 

Appe^^ deposited deposited within two days, thereafter notices be issued to the

respondents for submission of written reply/comments. To come 

- up’^for further proceedings on 25pi.2022 before p.3. \

r>

A

(MIAN MUHAMMAI 
MEMBER (E)

Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional Advocate General alongwith Mazhar Shah Senior 

Clerk for respondents present.

25.01.2022

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents are still 

awaited. Representative of respondents sought time for 

submission of reply/comments. Granted. To come up for 

reply/comments before the S.B on 24.03.2022.

.tiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

■1
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Ar
S.A No. 881/2020

Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary13.07.2021 •-

arguments heard.

Points raised need consideration. Subject to all just and

legal objections, including limitation, this appeal is admitted

The appellant is directed to deposit 

security and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices

for regular hearing.

. i

be issued to the respondents for submission of written

reply/comments in office within 10 days after receipt of

notices, positively. If the written reply/comments are not

submitted within the stipulated time, or extension .of time is

not sought through written application with sufficient cause,

the office shall submit the file with a report of non-

compliance. File to come up for arguments on 02.12.2021

before the D.B.

‘•V

;

n4
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Junior counsel for the appellant is present.
Since the Members of the High Court as well as of 

the District Bar Association, Peshawar, are observing 

strike today, therefore, learned senior counsel for 

appellant is not available today. Adjourned to 

06.01.2021 on which date to come up for preliminary 

hearing before S.B.

06.11.2020 \

.vv

(MuhammaaJHnral Kharr)' 
Member (Judicial)

Mr. Ja!al-ud-Dln, Advocate, for appellant is present. 

Mr. Noor Zannan Khattak, District Attorney, for the 

respondents is also present.

Let reply/comments of respondents be called before 

conducting of preliminary hearing. Adjourned to 06.04.2021

ents and

06.01.2021

on which date file to come up for reply/c^^ 

preliminary arguments before S.B.

(MUHAPlM^p JAMAL KHAN) 
MEMBER lAL)

06.04.2021 Due to demise of the learned Chairman, the Tribunal 

is non-functional, therefore, case is adjourned to 

13.07.2021 for the same as before.

A
eader
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- 22.06.2020 Counsel for the appellant present. Heard.

For clarification of few points, let pre-admission notice be 

issued to learned Additional Advocate General. Learned counsel 

is directed to make sure the presence of appellant on 19.08.2020 

before S.B.

f19.08.2020 Counsel for the appellant present, ^di^^^^gjfor 

respondents present.

Former requests for adjournment as he has not 

prepared the case.
Adjourned to 23.10.2020 before S.B. ^

A

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)

Mr. KabiruKah Khattak, Additional Advocate General for•

the respondents is present.
Since the Members of the High Court as well as of the 

District Bar Association Peshawar are observing strike today/ 
therefore, the case is adjourned to 06.11.2020 on which date 

to come up for preliminary arguments before S.B.

23.10.2020

c

(MuhammacrSaiTial Khan) 
Member (JuBiCfal)-__

r

i ■‘S •'



Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

.
/2020Case No.-

Date of order
t

proceedings
Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

2 31

The appeal of Mr. Naseeb Zada resubmitted today by Mr. Jalal-ud- 

Din Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to the 

Worthy Chairman for proper order please, decrease

06/02/20201-

REGISTRAR 6j>')
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be2

put Up there on r\
V

CHAIRilAN

16.03.2020 Nerio for the appellant. Lawyers community is on strike on the call 

of Pesha war Bar Association. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary 

hearing ( n 30.04.2020 before S.B.

Member

Post S cript
202016.03 Lcit(ir on, appellant appeared and requested for fixation early date of 

hearing. Request acceded^To come up for preliminary hearing on 

31.03.2020 before S.B.

Member

.. I V, ,



The appeal of Mr. Naseeb Daraz Ex Constable No.- 305, Distt Dir Upper received to-day i.e. on 
06.02.2020 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for ’ 
completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1. Annexures of the appeal may be flaged
2. Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

3/g /S.T,No.

/2020

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Jaial Ud Din Adv.
Peshawar

) iCIia4 \V)

\

k.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR. nI

•/2020Service Appeal No

VS Government & OthersNaseeb Daraz

I N D E X

S.No Documents Annexure Pages

1-4Grounds of Appeal along with affidavit1.

Addresses of parties2 5

A3 Copy of CNIC 6-7

Copy of Charge Sheet, Statement of 
allegations

B & C4. 8-9
DCopy of reply5 10-11

Copy of finding of inquiry report E6.
12-13

Copy of impugned dismissal office order 
dated 02,10.2018

F7. 14 /*
V.

Copy of departmental appeal, order dated 
29.01.2019, departmental revision and final 
order dated 07.01.2020

G,H,I& J8.
15-18

. 9. Wakalatnama 19

APPELLANT
THROUGH

JALALUDDI^r^ 

ADVOCATES, HIGH COURT 

PESHAWAR &
/■

saqibulIah khan
Advocate Peshawar

Flat No.16, Second Floor, Al- 
Syed Plaza, Abdara Chowk 
University Road, Peshawar. 
Cell #0333-9216527

-■V,

r



BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTOQN KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No /2020 i>er l*aichtisim:!’wa 
jj-vace 'I'nliniaiiil

a3zNaseeb Daraz (Ex-Constable Bearing Belt No.305), 
Son of Gul Faraz Khan,
R/0 Mohllah Akhagram Village Gurkand,
Post Office Akhagram, Tehsel Wari District Dir Upper

VERSUS

Vbiry N<».

APPELLANT.

1. Govt of Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa 
through Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat 
Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa Tehsil & District Peshawar.

2. Inspector General Police Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa 
Office Civil Secretariat, Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa,
Police Line Peshawar.

3. Additional LG Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa 
Office Head Quarter CPO, Civil Secretariat,
Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa, Police Line Peshawar.

4. District Police Officer (DPO), Dir Upper 
Office at Police Line Dir Upper

5. D.S.P Officer (DPO), Dir Upper, Office at Police Line Dir Upper
6. D.I.G Malakand Saidu Sharif District Swat

7. Regional Police Officer Malakand,
Office at Saidu Sharif, Swat RESPONDENTS.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT, 1973
AGAINST THE IMPUGNED OB N0.549 DATED 02.10.2018 ISSUED BY
RESPONDENT N0.4. WHEREBY THE SERVICE OF THE APPELLANT HAS
BEEN DISMISSED AS WELL AS AGAINST THE REJECTION ORDER OF
THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL DATED 29.01.2019 THEREAFTER FINAL
REFUSAL LETTER IN REVISION DATED 07.01.2010 OF THE
RESPONDENT N0.3. WHICH ARE ILLEGAL AND IN EFFECTIVE UPON
THE RIGHT OF THE APPELLANT AND THE IMPUGNED OFFICE ORDERS
OF DISMISSAL MAY PLEASE BE DECLARED AS NILL AND VOID AND
MAY PLEASE BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED
INTO SERVICE WITH THE ALL BACK BENEFITS.

F®
_^^^y^^l^YER IN APPEAL: On acceptance of this service appeal, the appellant 

tJ graciously be reinstated into service with all back benefits by set aside
the impugned order of dismissal dated 02.10.2018 as well as the 

5 departmental appeal dated 29.01.2019 and final order of rejection dated 

07.01.2020.

..-^1 RESPECTFULLY SHEWETK

^ 1. That the appellant was initially appointed as constable in the District 
Police Dir Upper vide appointment letter dated 04.12.2013 and rendered 

^ spotless services according to the satisfaction of Higher Ups and without 
any objection from any Quarter, received the monthly salaries regularly 
from the respondents. (Copy of CNIC annexed as A).

,v.

%•

V
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2. That thereafter, the appellant was sent for the basic recruitment course/ 
training at Recruitment training wing and almost complete their training 
period according to the satisfaction, of the High ups without any complaint 
or objection from any quarter and was appreciated by the high ups.

3. That while performing his duty at Upper Dir, the appellant received 
Charge sheet with statement of allegations on 02.01.2018 with the 
allegation that the appellant was absent from duty without prior approval 
from the competent authority. (Copy of Charge sheet and statement of 
allegation annexed as B & C).

4. That appellant submitted his reply to the charge sheet and statement of 
allegation leveled against him and requested for withdrawal of the charge 
sheet. (Copy of the reply annexed as D).

5. That on the strength of the alleged in the Charge sheet and statement of 
allegations, the respondent No.5 was appointed as inquiry officer who 
submitted his inquiry report to the higher authority and suggested to 
award minor punishment /plenty to the appellant vide inquiry report dated 
13.03.2018. (Copy of the Finding of inquiry report annexed as E).

6. That astonishing to note here that the respondent No.4 without touching 
and looked the finding of the finding of the inquiry officer /respondent 
No.5, the respondent No.4/ DPO Upper Dir dismissed the appellant from 
services vide dismissal order dated 02.10.2018. (Copy of the Impugned 
Office Order of dismissal dated 02.10.2018 F).

7. That against the impugned office order of dismissal, the Appellant 
preferred Departmental Appeal on 16.10.2018 to the respondent No.6, 
which was refused by respondent No.7 on 29.01.2019, however as per 
law, the appellant submitted departmental revision to the Respondent 
No.1 on 12.02.2019, which was too un-successfui and was rejected by 
the respondent No.2 vide rejection order dated 07.01.2020. (Copy of 
Departmental AppeaL rejection order of departmental appeal dated
29.01.2019, departmental reyision and final rejection order dated
07.01.2020 are annexed G.H,i & J).

8. That the appellant being aggrieved from the impugned dismissal order 
dated 02.10.2018 as well as from the impugned final rejection office order 
dated 07.01.2020 has approached this Hon’ able Tribunal on the following 

ground inter alia.

GROUNDS

a. That the order of dismissal of the .'appellant from services of the 
respondent No.4 dated 02.10.2018 as well as final departmental appeal 
dated 07.01.2020, are void, arbitrary, without jurisdiction, Coram-non- 
judice, illegal and without any lawful authority hence liable to set aside and 
the appellant is liable to be reinstated into services with all back benefits.



b. That the contents narrated in the .impugned order is baseless and the 
appellant was never absent from duty with such a long time but in fact was 
absent from duty since 22.05.2018 to 29.05.2018 for the treatment of her 
mother who was seriously ill and was brought to hospital at Timargara Dir 
for only 07 days, which permission was granted by the competent authority 
i.e. D.P.O, hence the major penalty imposed by the respondent No.4, is 
highly harsh and not sustainable in the eyes of law.

c. That the inquiry officer/ respondent No.5 in his finding recommended the 
competent authority for awarding minor punishment and plenty to the 
appellant but this aspect of the case has not been looked by the 
respondent No.4 and the appellant was terminated from services.

d. That the appellant condemn unheard furthermore the reply filed by the 
appellant was not considered by the respondents and awarded major 
punishment / plenty from dismissal from services hence on this grounds 
alone, the order of dismissal dated 02.10.2018 is premature and be liable 
set saide because the impugned office order of dismissal is against the 
police rules and natural justice and fair play.

e. That appellant never ever absent from the duty and appellant got 
permission for leave since 22.05.2018 to 29.05.2018 from the competent 
authority hence the appellant has been dismissed without serving any 

notice.

f. That the appellant has been proceeded against without any show cause 
notice, final show cause and without providing any opportunity of personal 
hearing and a chance of defense and thus the impugned order as well as 
the other impugned orders are against the rule of natural justice and fair 

play and propriety.

g. That impugned order of dismissal of the appellant has been issued without 
taking into consideration the finding of the inquiry officer which shows 
discrimination on the part of the respondents.

h. That the appellant has not committed any immoral crimes and does not 
come under the moral turpitude.

i. That only Charge sheet, statement of allegation and inquiry was 
conducted however no explanation notice served upon the appellant 
neither proper procedure of law has been adopted by the respondent, but 
the appellant has been dismissed vide impugned order dated 02.10.2018 
on the grounds of absentia etc which is against the natural justice, fair play 

and equity.

j. That the competent authority has wrongly declined to agreed with the 
recommendation of the inquiry officer and has disagreed without any 
rhyme and reasons which is miscarriage of Justice

k. That the appellant has got an utmost interest with police service to serve 
the nation and police and since his dismissal, the appellant is jobless.



..

I. That any other ground would be adduced by Appellant during arguments 
on the instant appeal with the permission of this Hon’ able.Tribunal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of this 
service appeal, the appellant may graciously be reinstated into service 
with all back benefits by set aside the impugned order of dismissal dated 
02.10.2018 as well as the departmental appeal dated 29.01.2019 and 
final order of rejection dated 07.01.2020. Any other relief not specifically 
asked by the Appellant may be pleased be granted to the Appellant in the 
circumstances.

APPELLANT *
THROUGH

JALALUDDIN
ADVOCATES, HIGH COURT
PESHAWAR &* .

SAQIBULLAH KHAN 
Advocate Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT:-

I, Naseeb Daraz (Ex-Constable Bearing Belt No.305), Son of Gul Faraz 
Khan, R/O Mohllah Akhagram Village Gurkand, Post Office Akhagram, 
Tehsel Wari District Dir Upper do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on 
Oath that the contents of the above Appeal are true and correct to the 
best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been kept secret from 
this Hon’ able Tribunal.

DEPONENT
IDENTIFY B

ATTESTED
jalal-Jd^
Advocate

Ifi pMic 1
S yo



BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTOON KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
i

PESHAWAR.

^-/2020Service Appeal No

Government & OthersVSNaseeb Daraz

MEMO OF ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

A PP ELL ANT.

Naseeb Daraz (Ex-Constable Bearing Beit No.305), 
Son of Gul Faraz Khan,
R/0 Mohllah Akhagram Village Gurkand,
Post Office Akhagram, Tehsel Wari District Dir Upper

RESPONDENTS.

Govt of Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa
through Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat
Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa Tehsil & District Peshawar.

1.

Inspector General Police Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa 
Office Civil Secretariat, Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa, 
Police Line Peshawar.

2.

Additional I.G Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa 
Office Head Quarter CPO, Civil Secretariat, 
Khyber Pukhtoonkhwa, Police Line Peshawar.

3.

District Police Officer (DPO), Dir Upper 
Office at Police Line Dir Upper

4.

D.S.P Officer (DPO), Dir Upper 
Office at Police Line Dir Upper

5.

D.I.G Malakand Saidu Sharif District Swat6.

Regional Police Officer Malakand 
-Office at Saidu Sharif, Swat

7.

THROUGH

JALAL
ADVOCATES, HIGH COURT 

PESHAWAR &

SAQIBULLAH KHAN 
Advocate Peshawar
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

V '

J, Pir Shahab Ali Shah District Police Officer, Dir Upper, as competent authority, is of 

the opinion that you recruit constable Naseeb Daraz No. 205 while posted at Police Lines, 
have rendered him liable to be proceeded against departmentaliy 

following acts/omission as defined in Riiic-2 (iii) of Police Rule 1975.
as you have committed the

,
STATEMENT OF AT.I.Fr.ATtniv A-.

Whereas recruit constable Maseeb Daraz No. 205 rvhilc posted at Police Lines, 
absented himself from his lawful duty with effect from 13.10.2017 to till'date without any

conducted through 

-- in absentia. So

t-

leave or prior permission from his superior. A preliminary enquiry 

Mr. Zahid Khan SDPO Dir and reported that he is guilty/ liable and habitual 
this amounts a gross misconduct on your part.

was

2. For the purpose of scrutinizing of the said accused with reference e to the
above allegations, Mr. Zafar Khan DSP HQrs is appointed as the Enquiry Officer under the 

said Rules.

The Enquiry Officer shall conduct proceeding in accordance with provision of 

Police Rule 1975 and shall provide reasonable opportunity of defence and hearing 

accused official, record its findings and make within fifteen days (15) days, of the receipt of

mis order, recommendation as to punishment or other appropriate action against the accused 
official. •;

to the

4. The accused official shall join the proceeding the date, time and place fixedon
by the Enquiry Officer.

(PJR SHAHAB ALI SHAH) 
District Police Officer, 

Dir Upper.

/201^.
No. - 1^0 /SB, Dated Dir Upper the

■ of the above is forwarded lo:-.
I. The Enquiry Officer for initiating proceeding against the accused official under Police 

Rule, 1975.

.2. Concerned defaulter official.

/

/
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OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 

DIR UPPER

ORDER

\\A

This order is passed on the Departmental Enquiry conducted against I
Constable Naseeb Darax No. 305 while posted in Police Lines, absented himself from his 

lawful duty w'.e,f 13.10.2017

recruit

to till datewithout . 
superior, so this amounts a gross misconduct/negligence

any leave or prior permission from his 

■ on his part.

in order to initiate proper Departmental Enquiry, Charge Sheet and Statement
01 allegations were served upon him. Mr. Zafar Khan, DSP HQrs was appointed as Enquiry

Ollicer. I he Enquiry onicer in its finding report stated that the dclaulter constable is guilty

nvl..h. or PR Id.q Pofiec Rules 1934 and recommended him for Dismissal f,.—Polic 

• Service.

On the receipt of the finding report and other connected papers the same was 

.nd omn., w„
K undcisigned, his guilt has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt.

Previous Service record of,defaulter constable 

that he was twice dismissed from

26.03.2015 arid OB No. 30, dated 18.01.2018.

. (tiic oiricial) shall as far as possible, avoid the 

orders after character and 

ofllcial.

was also perused, it was found
police service vide this office OB No. 282, dated

Iiii light of PR 16.9 Police Rules 1934. “they

constant infliction punishment, 
position of the officer punished. If the

pass their 
previous record of an 

misconduct proving 

awarded will

against whom charges have been proved, indicates continued 

police service, the punishment'ncon-igibiiity and complete unfitness from 

ordinarily be dismissaf".

i hcreforc I, Mian Nasib Jan, District Police Officer, Upper Dir i
in exercise 

and PoliceRules Rules-1975v “being competent aiithority keeping in view his
constant and perpetual bad

of absence i.e from 13 10 2017 Ex , """
I... 10.2017. bx-party action is taken as a result of his

absenteeism and the period of absence i.e 13.10.2017 to till date is treated

attitude towards police discipline. He is

non responsiveness 

as without pay.
Order announced.

OB No.

Dated: Q ^ .V-Q ■T)/20I8.

District Police Officer 
Dir Upper. h

V-.
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OFFICE OF THE 
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER, MALAKAND

AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT. ___
Ph: 0946-9240381-88 tfi: Fax No. 0946-9240390

Email: diemalnl<(ind(a)valioo.com

ORDER:

This order will dispose off appeal of Ex-Constable Naseeb DarazNo. 305 of Dir
Upper District for reinstatement in service.

Brief facts of the case are that Ex-Constable Naseeb Daraz No. 305 while posted 
in Police Lines was absented himself from his iawful duty with effect from 13/10/2017 to till the date of 

■ dismissal from Police service. He is also repatriated from Police 1 raining School, Kohat to his paienl 
District as unqualified due to absentia. In order to initiate proper departmental enquiry, Charge Sheet and 
Statement of allegations were served upon him vide his office memo; No. 29-30/SB, dated 02/01 /201 8. iVlr. 
Zafar Khan the then DSP HQrs was appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer in his finding report 
stated that the defaulter Constable is liable /guilty and recommended for major punishment. On the report 
of Director Police Training School, Kohat vide Memo: No. 312/HC, dated 24/05/2018, a separate 
Departmental enquiry was initiated against the defaulter Constable. Charge Sheet coupled with statement 
of allegation Was seiwed upon him vide his office memo: No. 3108-09/SB, dated 09/08/2018 and Mr. Sher 
Wazir Khan RI Police Line was appointed as enquiry officer. The enc[uiry officer in its finding report stated 
that the defaulter Constable is liable/ guilty and recommended for major punishment. On the receipt of the 
finding report and other connected papers the same was perused, a Final Show Cause Notice was served 

: upon him. The defaulter officer was also called in Orderly Room but he did not appear before the DPO. his 
guilt has been proved beyond any shadow of doubt. Previous Service record of defaulter Constable 
also peru.sed, it was found that he was twice dismissed from Police Service vide his o"ff cc OB No. 282. 
dated 26/03/2015 and OB No. 30, dated 18/01/2018. In the light of PR 16.9 Police Rules 1934 ^They (the 
official) shall as far as possible, avoid the constant infliction punishment, pass their orders after character 
and position of the officer punished. If the previous record of an official against whom charges have been 
proved, indicates continued misconduct proving incorrigibility and complete unfitness from Police Service, 
the punishment awarded will ordinarily be dismissal”. Therefore, in exercise of power vested to District 
Police Officer, Dir Upper under Police efficiency and discipline rules. Constable Naseeb Daraz No. 305 
was dismissed vide his office OB No. 549 dated 02/10/2018

was

He was called in Orderly Room on 23/01/2019 and heard him in person. The 
appellant coiild not produce any cogent reason in his defense. Hence, hi^ppeal is hereby filed.

Order announced.
i

d^SAEED) PSP 
1 Pol cc Officer, 

^akand, at Saidii Sharif Swat

(MUl-

No. ,/E,

/2019.Dated

Copy of above is forwarded to District Police Officer, Dir Upper for information 
and necessary action with reference to his office Memo: No. 4763/E, dated 20/11/20 i 8. The service record 
of the above named officer is returned herewith for record in your office.

• * * * * AA A A A AA A AA A-^ rN * * ♦ A A A A A AAA AAA A A + ♦ >K
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»- \ " ‘j OFFICE OF THE

i INSPEitTOR GE]>rERAL OF PpLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESFIAWAR.

419, dated Peshawar the

I

T

:i

<97-/;

ORDERs-'Tf <r &■

This order is hereby passed to dispose ofj Revision Petition under Rule 11-A of Khyber 
Pakht'unkhwa Police Iiu:e-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by Ex-FC Nasccb Daraz No. 305. The 

! petitioner was dismissed from service w.e.f 13.10.2017 b> District Police Officer, Dir Upper vide OB No. 
549, dated |02.10.2018 bn| the allegations of absence from ljuty w.e.f 13.10.2017 till date of dismissal from 

; !; service i.e.!o2.! 0.2018 1'oj tot^period of 11 months arid 2o| days. As per his previous service record he 

j was twice dismissed frbm' service vide OB No. 282, dated 26.03.2015 and OB No. 30, dated 18.01.2017. His
' ! I 1

appeal wa^ filed by Regional Police Officer, Malakand at Swat vide order Endst: No. 1425/E, dated 

29.01.2019.

i Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 06!.05.2019 wherein petitioner was heard in person.

: During hearing petitioner contended that his absence was not deliberate but his mother was ill.

; I Petitioner was heard in detail but he fai ed to advance any plausible explanation in rebuttal of

the charges. Eurlhermofe, perusal of his service dossier revealed that he bears patchy record of service. He
•| 'I ' '

earned 16 bad entries during his short service. He was repatriated from PTS Kohat as unqualified from
I .1 M 'I i

Recruit CourseUHe was earlier twice dismissed from service in the year 2015 & 2017 on the allegations of 

absence from duty which establishes that he is habitual absentee and there is no prospects of mending his 

i ways. His present absence is 11 months & 20 days. The DPO has rightly passed the order by fulfilling all 
codahformalities. 'fherefore, tlie Board decided that his petition is hereby rejected.

This order is issued with the approva by the Competent Authority.
Ill •

I:
(ZAIB ULLAM KHAN)

AIG/Establishment,
For Inspector General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar.

j

i

No. S/

! Copy of the above is forwarded |to the:

; 1. Regional Polibe Officer, Malakand at Sv/at. One Service Roll and Fauji Missal containing' ' ! 'I I
.Departmental enquiry file of the above named Ex-FC received vide your office Memo: No. 4660-
|61/E, dated 16;.04.2019 is

2. District Police Officer, Dir Upper. I

3. PSO to IGP/Kiyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar.

4. |PA to Addl:|IGP/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, I?eshawar.

5. IPA to DIG/HQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
6. |PA to AIG/Eegal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshavyar.

; 7. jOffice Supdt: E-IV CPO Peshawar. j I

I

j

:
1

j.!
I

i
]

;
J
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BEFORE THE COURT OF HONORABLE DISTRICT JUDGE.

PESHAWAR.
Rent Appeal. No m/2P21.

Lalbaz Khan S/o Shahbaz Khan,
R/o ShahnawazTown Pakha Ghulam, 

\Tehsil and District, Peshawar..... . APPELLANT/LANDLORD

VERSUS

M/s LMK Resources Pakistan Private limited
Office at Flat No. Floor, 55-C, Ufone/ PTET Tower, 
Jinnah Avenue Islamabad Presently office at Plot No.119, 
120,121, Industrial Estate,
Hayatabad Peshawar RESPONDENT/TENANT.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 15 OF THE KHYBER PUKHTUNKHWA
RENT RESTRICTION ORDINANCE 1959. AGAINST THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT AND ORDER DATED 12.01.2021 OF THE LEARNED
RENT CONTROLLER, TMR.KHURAM SHAHZAD^-1, PESHAWAR,
WHEREBY THE LEARNED RENT CONTROLLER. PESHAWAR
DISMISSED THE EVICTION APPLICATION OF THE APPELLANMT
/LANDLORD. IN FAVOR OF THE RESPONDENT/TENANT, WHICH
IS ILLEGAL. UNLAWFUL. AGAINST THE LAW AND AGREEMENT
EXECUTED BETWEEN THE PARTIES.

PRAYER IN APPEAL;-

Oji acceptance of this appeal, the impugned order/judgment 
dated 12.01.2021 of the Learned Rent Controller may please be 
set aside and in alternate the case may please be decree as 
prayer for. Any other relief which is proper and deemed in the 
circumstances of the instant case may also be granted in favor of 
the appellant/Landlord against the respondent / tenant.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:-

Facts of the instant Appeal are that;-.
1. That an eviction petition has been filed by the present appellant 

alongwith outstanding monthly defaulted rent since; May, 2019 to till 
expiry of the rent agreement dated 10.05.2019 for monthly rent of 
Rs. 1,50,000/.- and other expensive on renovation against the 
fespo.ndent/tenant for premises in-question-bearing NO;119,120,121 
Situated at Industrial estate Hayatabad Peshawar on grounds of

. personal bonafide needs before Learned Senior Civil Judge 
Peshawar, and the same was entrusted to Learned. Rent Controller- 
1, Peshawar for disposal.

2. That the respondent/tenant appeared before the Learned . Rent 
Controller, Peshawar and contested the case by filing a written reply 
to the application for. eviction petition and partially denied frbnh 
handover possession of the suit premises however, the respondents 
admitted the execution of the Rent deed and payment of cheque in 
advance as security.

3. That thereafter, the parties were directed to produce their evidence 
without, framing of issues by the learned Rent Controller Peshawar 
which is mandatory provision under the law to framed issues in the 
light of the pleadings of the parties, however the appeliant/landlord 
appeared as PW-1 and his partial statement was recorded.
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(a) Civil service^-

--Reinstatement in service—No 

specific allegation proved through
evidence—Orders of the competent 

authority as well as departmental 

appeal were on the basis that they 

agreed with the recommendation 

of the Inquiry Officer; they had 

not scrutinized the evidence - 

available bn the file themselves, 

but awarded major penalty of 

dismissal from service by relying 

upon the recommendation of the 

inquiry Officer and ignored the 

fact that no specific allegation 

through evidence was proved 

against the respondent-civil 

servant—Prosecution was duty 

Dound to prove the allegations for
which the respondent was charge 

- sheeted—Service Tribunal had 

rightly reinstated the respondent in 

service—Appeal was dismissed.
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?!N(^ Date of
,,. order 

proceedin;

Order or.other proceedings with signatui'e of judge cr Magistrate
i

s
1 • 2 3

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SER VICK TRTRT IN AT.
PESHAWAR. -

APPEAL.NO.i52/2015 9

(Qaisar Jamal-vs-District Police Officer Mardan and others).

17.06.2013 JUDGMENT

PIR B.4KHSH SPIAH : MEMBER • -

Appellant with counsef (Mr, Muhanpad Adam Khan, Advocate) 

and Mr. Muhammad Ghani, Sf alongwith Mr. Usman Ghani, Sr.GP for 

respondents present. .

Appointed as Constable on 15.11.2008, appellaiit was dismissed 

from service vide order dated 24.07.2014 on the ground of absence from 

dut}' which v/as stated to be 59 days in total. His departmental appeal was 

also rejected which according to the appellant was communicated to the 

appellant on 12.01.2015,- hence this appeal under Section-4 of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974, is within time.

2.

Arguments heard and record perused.

4. Learned counsel for the appellant subniitted that the impugned 

or^der is void as^no charge sheet was served upon the appellant, nor copy of

the enquiry report was provided to the appellant, an^us no opportunity o 

defensehas_^n provided to him. He further submitted that infact wife of

the appellant was seriously ill in which respect medical papers

%

are on
cc:V
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f
record, and. as parents of the appellant had. already died, there

take'his. spouse to the'hospital. He farther subihitted that problem 

of the appellant was not properly heard or considered by the respondent- 

department, therefore, the'impUgned orders may be set aside 

of justice.

was none

even to

in the interest

i-
• .

The appeal was resisted by learned Sr. GP who submitted that the 

appellant remained absent for fifty nine (59) days which absence 

willful absence, where-after all codal formalities of charge sheet and 

enquiry was fulfilled. He argued that absence of the appellant is proved 

record therefore the impugned order was rightly passed in accordance with

Ia\Y. ■ ^

6./ '

was
i.

on

I
I

We have considered pro & contra arguments of learned counsel for 

eh appellant, and learned Sr. GP and have carefully, perused the record-with 

their assistance. Copy of the charge sheet or enquiry report was not

7.1

>

appended with the written comments on .-behalf of official respondents. The

served with charge sheet and this denialappellant has denied that he 

has been stated even in his rejoinder. A careful perusal of the record shows

was
1:•

i

that plea of the appellant of illness of his wife has not been considered by 

the official respondents at all. Even if fit is admitted tliat absence'of the 

appellant firom duty is proved, the proVed, the penalty of dismissal from 

for fifty nine(59) absence seems'to be too .frirsh. As stated by 

learned counsel for the appellant that the appellant was appointed as 

constable on 15.ll.2O0S, therefore, the absence period might not exceed 

his entitlement for leave of the kind due and thus the-penalty of dismissal 

for absence of 59 days was toofrarsh. Fof the afore-stated reasons, the 

Tribunal while concluding that the penalty of the dismissal froiri service is 

harsh, is inclined to modify the . same. Hence he is reinstated into service

. :

service

i

:
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!
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and the penalty of dismissal from service is converted into ^stoppage of one 

increment for a period of two years .without cumulative effect. The 

intervening period.be treated as leave, of the kind due. Parties are left to 

bear their own cost. File be consigned to the record room.
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ANNOUNCED
17.06.2016'
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Before the ^yber pakhtunkhwa service
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

^Service Appeal No. 881 of 2020.

Nasib Daraz S/0 Gul Faraz Khan R/0 Akhgram,District Dir Upper Ex- Constable, No 305.

(Appellant)

Versus

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber 
Pakhtunkhaw Peshawar.

2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Additional IG Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
4. District Police Officer Dir Upper.
5. D.S.P Dir Upper.
6. ‘ DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
7. The Regional Police Officer,Malakand Devision At Swat.

(Respondents).

Index.

S: No. Documents Annexure Pages
1 Para wise Comments 1-3
2 • Power of Attorney 4
3 Affidavit 5
4 D.D Report -A- 6
5 Order -B- 7-8
6 Final Show Cause Notice -C- 9

Inspector Legal, 
Dir Upper.

. /



EFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTIJNKHWA SERVIGkS^^
f .o/.:TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR. '

/S'<¥v.
Service Appeal No. 881 of 2020. • f ; \:%\ ^

Nasib Daraz S/0 Gul Faraz Khah R/O^Alchgram,District Dir 

Ex- Constable, No 305.
v/- (Appellant)

Versus

1. The Government of Khyber P^tunkhwa through Chief Secretary 

Khyber Pakhtunkhaw Peshawar.
2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Additional IG Khyber Pakhtunlchwa.
4. District Police Officer Dir Upper.
5. D.S.P Dir Upper.
6. DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
7. The Regional Police Officer,Malakahd Devision At Swat.

(Respondents).

PARA WISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth :

Preliminary objections:

1. That the instant service Appeal is not maintainable in the 

present form and liable to be dismissed.
2. That the Appellant has got no cause of action and locus 

standi to file the instant Appeal.
3. That the Appellant is stopped due to his own conduct.
4. That the Appellant has concealed the material facts from 

the Honorable Service Tribunal.
5. That jurisdiction of this Honorable service Tribunal has 

wrongly been invoked.
6. That the Appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder 

of necessary parties.
7. That the Appeal is barred by law &limitation.

a



‘ t)N FACTS.

1) Pertains to the record hence need no comments.
2) Pertains to the record hence need no comments.
3) Pertains to the record hence need no comments.
4) Incorrect, the appellant remained absent from service 

since 13.10.2017 till to date without prior Permission 

from his Superior (D.D Report is annexed as A).
5) Incorrect, the appellant was terminated twicely on the 

basis of the same Allegations in 2015 & in 2016 but 

Keeping in view the poor family back ground the worthy 

Inspector General Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa reinstated 

the appellant vide order No 4235/2016 & 281/2019 and 

vide Order No 281-90( Order are annexed as B).
6) Incorrect, as mentioned in the preceding Para that the 

appellant was not intrested to serve the department more 

as he was twicely dismissed from service.
7) Incorrect, the appellant is a habitual absentee and is not 

liable to be reinstated into service for 3'^‘‘ time.
8) Incorrect, the appellant has not able to serve the 

department any more on the following Grounds.

GROUNDS.

A. Incorrect, the order of respondent No: 4 are valid and 

the departmental appeal is void as mentioned by the 

appellant.
B. Incorrect, that the impugned order is legal, lawful and 

in accordance with law/ rules and the appellant 

remained absent seven times in 2014 and the total 

absence is six months and 17 days and remained absent 

w.e.f 15.07.2016 till to date vide D.D No. 37 

datedl5.07.2016 and was unqualified repatriated to 

parent district.
C. Incorrect, the past record of the appellant is totally 

unsatisfactory and is not liable to be reinstated.
D. Incorrect, a proper departmental inquiry was initiated 

against the appellant and in this regard final show 

cause notice was issued to him vide DY No.3243/SB 

Dated 28.08.2018.



E. Incorrect, the appellant remained absent for many time 

as much clear from his serivce record.
F. Incorrect,the appellant was issued final show 

notice Vide No 3738 dated 09.10.2018 and reasonable 

opportunity was provided for his personal hearing but 

he failed to advance any plausible explanation in 

rebuttal of the charges (Final Show cause is annexed as

cause

C).
G. Incorrect, the impugned order is in accordance with 

law/rules and issued by the competent authority.
H. Incorrect, the appellant was dismissed from service due 

to misconduct, negligence, omission on his part.
I. Incorrect, the appellant was been served a proper show 

cause notice but he failed to defend himself
J. Incorrect, the competent authority rightly dismissed the 

appellant following the past record of the appellant.
K. Incorrect,the appellant has no interest in service as 

clear from his past record.
L. That any other grounds may be advanced by the 

respondents during arguments by the permission of this 

honorable tribunal.

Prayer.

Keeping in view the above facts and reasons, it is 

humbly prayed that the appeal being not 

maintainable may kindly be dismissed with costs, 

please.

Provincial Police Officer,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer,

Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

1.

7

Regional Police Officer,
Mp.takanri Rpginn.

Saidu Sharif, Swat

cS^3. District Police Officer, 

Upper Dir.
/■T’ , '
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^ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 881 of 2020.

Nasib Daraz S/0 Gul Faraz Khan R/0 Akhgram,District Dir Upper Ex- Constable, No 305.

(Appellant)

Versus

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber 
Pakhtunkhaw Peshawar.

2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
, 3. Additional IG Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

4. District Police Officer Dir Upper.
5. D.S.P Dir Upper.
6. DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
7. The Regional Police Officer,Malakand Devision At Swat.

(Respondents).

Power of Attorney

We, the undersigned do hereby authorized Zewar Khan Inspector Legal to 
appear on our behalfbefore the honorable Courtin the cited above case on each and every date.

He is also authorized to file para wise comments/ reply, prefer appeal and 
to submit the relevant documents before the court.

Respondents:

1. Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,

2. Regional Police Officer,
Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.

Regional Poftce Ohicetp
^r,nL^kand Reciiom
Saidu Sliarlf. Swat.

/

3. District Police Officer, 
Upper Dir

5?O
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r BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 881 of 2020.

Nasib Daraz S/0 Gul Faraz Khan R/0 Akhgram,District Dir Upper Ex- Constable, No 305.

(Appellant)

Versus

8. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber 
Pakhtunkhaw Peshawar.

9. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
10. Additional IG Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
11. District Police Officer Dir Upper.
12. D.S.P Dir Upper.
13. DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
14. The Regional Police Officer,Malakand Devision At Swat.

(Respondents).

Affidavit
I, Zewar Khan,Inspector/ Legal do hereby solemnly affirm and declared that the contents 

of parawise reply are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has 
been concealed frorn this honorable court.

DEPONENT
Zewar Khan Inspector Legal, 
Upper Dir,

?
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OFFICE OF THE
^TO'ECTOR GENEIUL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTONKHVVA
J

CENTiC-iL POLICE OFFICE, 
, -PESHAWAR. ,

q /16. dated Peshiuvar the

M

No. S/ /2016.

ORDER
This order is lierelry passed to dispose ol-depanmental appeal under Rule 11-AofKhyber

PaklUunkiiwa Police Ruje-1975 submitted by ExYlouslablc Na.sib Daraz No. 9S8. The 

appeliaru was awarded piuiishmcnl o{‘ dismissal from
dated 2fi,03.2015, onjoharges that ab.senee from duty ibr a period of06 tnonth.s 

ilc preferred appeal before tlio RPO, Malakand which

service by DPO, Dir Upper vide OB No.

and 17 days. ■
was e.xamined and liied / rejected

2S2

vide Order Hndsi: No. 7899/E, dated 08.10.20i5.

Meeting of Appca( Board was held on 28.04.2016, wherein the appellant tva.s ireard in 

INiM. 1 lie; t^ntiiiirY nrdVrs'warp Tils-n (iivHminrut n.,-. ,.,1 r r , ,
• - . - - -fcj, * W t ^ V«|.wi lliw

appellant was suffering IVo,n chnmic disease and on recovery he joined duties. He also provided 

medical documents. i

Keeping in view hi|i plea of illness and pathetic iamily condition, the board re-mstated 

him into servico and the iitlervening period including period of absence IVom dutv be considered 

■n service b„t not on du.y.;He will not be entitled for salary of the intervening period 

remain under special roport|for one year.

This order is issued with a]rprova! by the Competent Authority.

and will

(i\A,fKEB-UU-RAHlVlAN) 
rVlO / Eslablishinent.

I'or Inspector Genera! of Police, 
Kliyber PakhUiukhwa, Pcsha\>'ar. ^’4a.U^‘y^No. S/' i /IC\

t

Copy of above is Ibivvarded for information and necessary action to the-- 
-d. Regional Folice Oiliepr, Malakand Region, Swat.
2. District Poiioe Officer, Dir Upper.
3- PSO to IGP/Khyber Pbkhtimkhvva. CPO Peshawar.
4. PA to Addli rOP/HQr|: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

-V PA to DlG./HQrs: Khyber Pakhlunklrwa, Peshawar,
6. Office Siipdl: K-IV, CPO, Peshawar. '

f/C Central Registry Cell, (CRC).

--TX/rr-
1^0

7. c/CPO. ^ Ai jTt
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<-0

OFP^fCKOF'iHj;;
JiNvSFKOrOR GFNICRAL Oi<' iH)LlCi 

Km mR imkhtunkhw
PF„Sf!A>VA(>

/1 y, tialed Peshawar the ;P/-7 ^2019-

A"'

ORDF.R

Jhis order is hereby passed to, dispose of Revisi

Ruie-] 975 I (amended 2014)
-len Petition under Rule 11 

submitted by Ex-Fc Nasceb
RakutLinkhwa J’olice -A of Kiiybei' 

Oaraz No. 305. 'fhepetitioner disir.issed fromwas service w.e.f I 3„j10 2017 by Oistricl Police Orflrer- Dl 
I, tile allegations of absence from duty549, dated 02 10.2018 Fpper vidd OB No. 

date of dismij^sal fVom 

service record lie 

50, dated I 8,01 .j,01 7. {

: No. M35/r-, daled

!(•
on

y w.e.f 13.10.2017 tillservice 02 10.2018 for total period of 11i.e
nionthiS and 20 days. As per his previoustwice dismissed fromwas

service vide OB No. 282, dated 25.03.2015 and OB No
appeal was Bled by Regional Police OfOccr, Malakand at Swat vide order Pndst29.01.2019.

Meeting of Appellate Board was held
During hearing pecirioner contended tital bis absence 

iNtitioncr

06.0.5..2019 whereinon
petitioner was heard iii pcr.son.

was not delihepKc but lii.s mother wa.s ill.
ad«mee any plausible explanation in rebuttal or

dossier revealed that he bears palehy reeord or

was heard in detail but he failed 
the charges. Fuitheiporc, perusal of his service

to ;

earned i6 bad entries during his short 

Recruit Course, He

service, fie

unqualil-ied from;
on the alicgaiions of

service. Me was repalriated from PTS Kohat 
earlier twice dismis,sed from service in the year 201 5 & OQI 7

................ .. .1... 1. i. ............. .... '

ways. Hi.s present ah.scncc is 1 1

was

i-s no prosnccts oi’mending his

order hv..fdfili
months & 20 d:n,’s. The DPO h: 

codal formalities. Thd,-cfore. the Board decideti that His walu 'S rightly pas.scd the nil
':^vt! --on is licreby rejected,

"..s order is issued with ,he approval by (he Coo.pctcnt Authority.

QpJiiC£OF_THf;.DPol
o,y:.n / ■■

(/CvAiB OllaH KHaN) 
AIO/Establishmcnt, 

Inspector General of Police

Date .2-2— 1 a
URPERDIR d'or

922No. S/^.ca; j I'csiihiwnr.I.V)) ^

Copy of the above is forvvarj.(.-.d to the.'

C Regional Police Officer,::

Departmental enquiry fiie;ofihc above 

f 1 d.y d.'i’ed 1 4 O'l

Malakand at Swat. One Service
Roll and Fauji Missal 

oamed Px-FC received vide you.- ofiGe Me
oqnlaining 

;
mo: No. 4660-

0 if ivs'.

X'1I'r-f

2. District I'olico'Officer, Dii; Upper.

3. PSD to I(..lP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Pesliawar,

4. PA to Addl; IGP/HQrs: Khybcr Pakhlunkhw

5. PA to DtG/l [Qrs: Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa

6. PA lo AIG/Lcgal, Khyber Pakhlunkh 

2. Office Supdl; F-IV C:PO Pesl

\pj?a ]>lytc,
a, Peshawar, . 

, Pcshaw'ar. 

wa, Peshawar.

r'A-
,tr.' • .f

u'4lt i
08/£lawar, C

O'S/^/o 7.53 : 72
-'{I =1 '‘if:’'-

i.- p yU.ri' /-M-'g'

■-•■'V.2 C-.

G'. -
A

Af-y
■V'.

•:/



I
OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
DIR UPPER

Si

**********

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.
■fNo. *2? /SB, Dated Dir Upper the 2^? j 8 //2018.

41. Whereas, you recruit Constable Naseeb Daraz No. 305 while posted in Police Lines . 

committed gross misconduct as defined in section of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal 

from Service (Special power) Ordinance (2000) resultantly your was Charge 

Sheet/Statement of Allegation were issued and Mr. Zafar Khan DSP HQrs was 

appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper departmental enquiry.

42. Whereas, The Enquiry Officer finalized the Enquiry proceeding given you full 

opportunities of defence. The Enquiry Officer held you guilty of the charge leveled 

against you as per charge sheet.

43. And whereas. Ongoing through the finding and recommendation of Enquiry Officer. 

The material placed on record and other connected papers including your defence 

before the said Enquiry Officer. 1 am satisfied you have committed the misconduct 

and are guilty of the charge leveled against you as per statement allegation conveyed 

to you vide this Office Memo: No. 29-30/SB dated 02.01.2018 which stand proved 

and render you liable to be awarded punishment under section 3 of the said 

Ordinance.

44. Now therefore, I Mian Naseeb Jan, District Police Officer Dir Upper, as 

competent authority have tentatively decided to impose upon you, any one or More 

penalties, including the penalty of Dismissal form service under section 3 of the said 

Ordinance.

You are therefore,, required to show cause within seven days of the receipt of this 

notice, as to why the aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you, failing it 

shall be presumed that you have no defence to offer and ex- parte action shall be taken 

against you. M.eanwhile also intimate whether you desired to be heard in person or 

otherwise. ' ^ ^

II
1
I

I.'i

rA
Mi

r
1.
f.
!'i

?

'1

r

I

District I*oIice Officer, 
Dir Upper. ^I

0:

I
I
I-

L
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVTCF
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

_ServiceAppeaINo. 881 of2020.

Nasib Daraz S/0 Gul Faraz Khan R/0 Akhgram,District Dir Upper Ex- Constable, No 305.

(Appellant) A

Versus

The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber 
Pakhtunkhaw Peshawar. |

2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Ifesha
3. Additional IG Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
4. District Police Officer Dir Upper.
5. D.S.P Dir Upper.
6. DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
7. The Regional Police Officer,Malakand Devision At Swat.

1.

war.
SI

(Respondents).

Index.

S: No. Documents______
Para wise Comments

Annexure Pages
1-3

2 Power of Attorney 4
3 Affidavit 5
4 D.D Report -A- 6
5 Order -B- 7-8
6 Final Show Cause Notice -C- 21 9

!

Inspector Legal, 
Dir Upper.

V

i

SI

i

d



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTTJNKHWA SERYTCF
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 881 of 2020.

Nasib Daraz S/0 Gul Faraz Khan R/0 Akhg 

Ex- Constable, No 305.
ram,District Dir Upper

(Appellant)

Versus

1. The Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa thirough Chief Secretary
Khyber Pakhtunkhaw Peshawar. I

2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Additional IG Khyber Palchtunlchwa. ^
4. District Police Officer Dir Upper.
5. D.S.P Dir Upper. I
6. DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat. I
7. The Regional Police Officer,Malakand Devision At Swat.

(Respondents).

PARA WISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth : |
I

Preliminary objections:

1. That the instant service Appeal is riot maintainable in the 

present form and liable to be dismissed.
2. That the Appellant has got no cause of action and locus 

standi to file the instant Appeal. |
3. That the Appellant is stopped due to his own conduct.
4. That the Appellant has concealed the material facts from 

the Flonorable Service Tribunal.
5. That Jurisdiction of this Honorable iservice Tribunal has 

wrongly been invoked.
6. That the Appeal is bad due to mis-Jloinder and non-joinder

of necessary parties. ■
7. That the Appeal is barred by law &|limitation.



2.

ON FACTS.
H,

1) Pertains to the record hence need no comments.
2) Pertains to the record hence need no comments.
3) Pertains to the record hence need no comments.
4) Incorrect, the appellant remained absent from, service

since 13.10.2017 till to date without prior Permission 

from his Superior (D.D Report is annexed as A).
5) Incorrect, the appellant was terminated twicely on the 

basis of the same Allegations in 2015 & in 2016 but
Keeping in view the poor family bhck ground the worthy 

Inspector General Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa reinstated 

the appellant vide order No 4235/2016 & 281/2019 and 

vide Order No 281-90( Order are annexed as B).
6) Incorrect, as mentioned in the precfcding Para that the 

appellant was not intrested to serve Ithe department 

as he was twicely dismissed from service.
7) Incorrect, the appellant is a habitual absentee and is not 

liable to be reinstated into service for 3'^ time!
8) Incorrect, the appellant has not able to serve the

I

department any more on the following Grounds.

more

GROUNDS.

A. Incorrect, the order of respondent No: 4 are valid and 

the departmeptal appeal is void' as mentioned by the 

appellant.
B. Incorrect, that the impugned order is legal, lawful and

in accordance with law/ rule;s and the appellant 

remained absent seven times in 2014 and the total 

absence-is six months and 17 days and remained absent 

w.e.f 15.07.2016 till to date' vide D;D No. 37 

datedl5.07.2016 and was unqualified repatriated to 

parent district. |
C. Incorrect, the past record of the appellant is totally 

unsatisfactory and is not liable to; be reinstated.
D. Incorrect, a proper departmental inquiry was initiated 

against the appellant and in this regard final show 

cause notice was issued to him yide DY No.3243/SB 

Dated 28.08.2018.



E. Incorrect, the appellant remained absent for 

as much clear from his serivce record.
F. Incorrecfthe appellant was issued final show 

notice Vide No 3738 dated 09|.10.2018 and reasonable 

opportunity was provided for his personal hearing but 

he failed to advance any plausible explanation in
rebuttal of the charges (Final Show cause is annexed as 

C). ,
G. Incorrect, the impugned order is in accordance with 

law/rules and issued by the competent authority.
FI. Incorrect, the appellant was dismissed from service due 

to misconduct, negligence, omission on his part.
I. Incorrect, the appellant was been served a proper show 

cause notice but he failed to defend himself.
J. Incorrect, the competent authority rightly dismissed the 

appellant fodowing the past reebrd of the appellant.
K. Incorrect,the appellant has no; interest in service 

clear from his past record.
L. That any other grounds may be advanced by the

respondents during arguments by the permission of this 

honorable tribunal. I

many time
a ’ I—

cause

as

Prayer.

Keeping in view the above facts and reasons, it is
humbly prayed that the j appeal being
maintainable may kindly be dismissed with 

please. i

not
costs.

1. AProvincial Police-Officer, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,Peshawar. 

Regional Police Officer, 

Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

72.
I^egional Police Officei; 
I fy'ip.lakAnrl

Sairiu Sharif, Swat.
r»n.

c#3. District Police Officer, 
Upper Dir.

o



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAW14R.

Service Appeal No. 881 of 2020.

Nasib Daraz S/0 Gul Faraz Khan R/0 Akhgram,District Dir Upper Ex- Constable, No 305.

(Appellant)

Versus

1. The Government of Khybei- Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber 
Pakhtunkhaw Peshawar.

2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Additional IG Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
4. District Police Officer Dir Upper.
5. D.S.P Dir Upper. |
6. DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat. i
7. The Regional Policb Officer,Malakand Devision At Swat.

it
(Respondents).

Power of Attorney

We, the undersigned do hereby authorized Zewar Khan Inspector Legal to 
appear on our behalfbefore the honorable Courtin the cited above case on each and every date.

He is also authorized to file para wise comments/ reply, prefer appeal and 
to submit the relevant documents before the court. I

!

Respondents:

1. Provincial Police Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

PA

2. Regional Police Officer,
Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.

stugioiini I'onct? Ot’licep 
Rcc''io<u

Ss'td'.! Swav.

3. District Police Officer, 
Upper Dir

■7



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVTCE
(' /•

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 881 of 2020.

Nasib Daraz S/0 Gul Fara^Khan R/0 Akhgram,District Dir Upper Ex- Constable, No 305.

(Appellant)

Versus

8. The Goveniment of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Khyber 
Pakhtunkhaw Peshawar.

9. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Psshawar.
10. Additional IG Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. !
11. District Police Officer Dir Upper. , |
12. D.S.P Dir Upper. |
13. DIG Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat.
14. The Regional Police Officer,Malakand Devision At Swat.

(Respondents).

Affidavit

I, Zewar Khan,Inspector/ Legal do hereby solemnly affirm and declared that the contents 
of parawise reply are true and correct to the best of my know edge and belief and nothing has 
been concealed from this honorable court.

DEPONENT
Zewar Khdn Inspector Legal, 
Upper Dir.i

i

;
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/I OFFICE OF the ^
fkSFECTOK GENEIUL OF POLICF

ICJ'JYBER PAKHTUiNJCHWA
CENii?7VL POIJCE OFfICF 

I . PESHAWAR,.
^6, (Jaicd Pcsliiiwar the /^^20l(iNi.j. S/

ORDEiao

..........

‘ipp5.IJar!i. was ■

-S2. dated 26.03.2015.

I I -A 0/ FChybcr
submitted by Ex-C,,iiJ(ablc 

awarded puin.shnical i,f dismi,,.sai from Oaraz No. 9SS. The
o.-.oba,eatbatab_fromdt.:ir'""’"^^""^'"^^""“'

He prole,-red appeal before the RPO,
^'icie Order Hndst; No.

period ol 06 niomhs aixl 17 day.s. 

exajniried ajki Tied / rejectedMalakand vviiidh was
7K99/E, dated OS. 10.2015.

■Meeting of Appeal Board
was held on 2S.04.20J6; wherci

“ liie appelJatu ^vil;.s heard in
--------A 1-------------

lie also provided

PvTSQlh 1 lie timiiiirv ndners 
^ipj’^eJJcint was

W'f’ve nirn HVTtiiinna
aiiffering from chronic di

r'l.i, II11II III i j

"IMlisea.se and on recovery he joined dmio.5.medraai documents.

lYeeping in ' 

hnn into service and the i
*" *• - -I-- »d..,c„, *.

r’i'-in.siated
g period y absence lh,m dtuy be considc,-od 

enutIodtor.„la,,.;oi-,he inte.-vening pe„od and tvill

intervening period incliidin
■'■■-’"'‘"e but not on duty. J,le vt.,11 not be

• vciriaii'i endor .special ropon for ■ 
This order is issued with

one year.

twrova) by the Competent Aijihority.

*7cN )
u\b',S'

K£B-UR-KA1TMAiV) 
AJO/Bstablishineni, 

hor Z]|spec[ur General of Police
^^.liyberPakhlankJiw^^Pcshawai-l

3.

No. S/
/16. •!

k'opy of above iIS fonvarded for information 

Oilicer Malakand Region, Swat.
^nd necessary action to tiic;-Regional Poiiice

-■ Officer, Dir Upper.
PKO to IGP/Kitybe,- Paid,

PA to Addl; iOP/HQrs:

I0^3.
timkhwa, CPO Peshawar.

^ ^^'TberPakhiunkhwa, Peshawar.
7 ' Kliybcr Paidiinnidi.va, Pc.s'hawar

.Supdi: K-iV. CPO, Pe,5htnyar.

uniral Registry Cell, {'CRC)„ CPO,

•wt /nfoi'

U
dv?.7T, 2. r/c c
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0!?!?ICK()|i-|'MK

li'^«i'ECTpi< GENICRal OE Put iGL' 
KHYSiER PAKHTUNKGW.V ' ""

PP.SrH A W a f>
'-tHled Pe.shawai' tlie

\.J-i ■=5: No. S/mi f < •
.< ■;

Nils order i\s hereby passed
Petition undet Rule 

2014} submitted by Ex-FC
J^cilvutunkhwa J’oliec 11-A of KhyberRule-1975 (amended

Nasccl) Daraz No. 305. ppepetitioner was di.smissed fromPm sei'vice w.e.f ! 3„itif • 'f'2017 by DiMriet Police OrPeer D
the allegations of absence from duty

10.2018 for total period of 11

549, dated 02 10.2018 l-'pp'::r vidd OH No. 
date of dismiisal froin 

previous service record he

on
w.c.r 13,10,2017 till

months and 20 dayt As per his
service vide on No, 232, dated 25,07U,,5 and OR 

nPPem was filed hy Reptona, Police Ornce,.. Malahand

29,01.20! 9. '

p/'( service i.e. 02.

twice dismissed fromwas

No. 30. cfaied I8.0I.50!7. ) [i,s 

'^i-dcr Hndst; No.at Swat vide
1425/H. daicd

Meeting of AppeIla((^3oard
0r>.0.S.2|)!9 wherein petitioner 

'vas not dulinepue but his mother was III,
^•‘''fncanyplansiblc cxplanafion rebuitai of

was held on

contended that his absence
4 Nuring heaiing petitioner was heard ii- ner.son.

Pciltioncr vva.s beard in detail but he I'ailed
to

the charges, Furtlierniorc, peru.sal of Infs
•service do,ssier revealed' lhai he bca

'■s patchy record ofsei viee, l ie 

.ftes unquahhed lT(,im 

Ihc alicgaiion.s of

earned 16 bad entries during his short 

Recruit Course, He 

absence from duty which

service. Me was 
eaiiior twice dismissed fn.

repatriated from PTS Kohat
was i

the year 2015 & 20! 7
w.,vr „ V ,,. nnd there la :

i., ,,ivscnt ahacnce .,s I I month;; S, 20 days The IN’O ha
codal formalitica, Therefi,re, the Board decidoti

am service in
on

- no prosoccts of mending his 
ighily pas;;cd the order hv„!hj‘';||:.>

"" '!mtPi;;oe,i ;on ia;hereby rejected,

‘ppruval by (he Co
f bus order i.s i.ssned with the :

f'Hretcnt Authority.

Qr:hi,c£gF^THi''oPO 

'Oate i-2
; fV/ ■
; (^AH^ OlLAH KHaN) 
' '’^Rj/Rstablislimcnt, 

■orln.speciorCeneral
UPPER QIR .,J ot Pohec. ;

.... Voo,e:V'No. /

reopy of the above is rorvvarw, d to the: 

■ Regional Police Ofneer, Malakand 

Departmental cnquiity Hie of the abo

172^0,, now, ............... . .

tpi Wfi I.

ai Swat. One Seilvicc Roll 

’''C named P.x-l'C I'ccciveci vi

y-'v -oFOU,,

and Fauji Missal •^pntainiug 
vide yom- ofPre Memo: No. 4660-

' I < k i r*!-

mV
\ppo PiY

2- Oi.striet Police Officer, Dir Upper,

3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Pesliawar, j

4. PA to Addi: IGP/PIQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, I’eshawairi

5. PA to DIG/1 IQns: Kiiyber Pakhtunkhw 

fi. PA to AIG/r„eg:al, Khyher Pakhtunkhw

3- C-'fMce Supdt: fi-IV Cf'O Pe.Uiawar.

O 'A’/s/o ; S '

1^

t.

, . , J9S’ \lt r-a, Pesha\\'ai', 

a. Peshawar. -1 V
V-I) j

c (' i A-:

stv'-N

A
Y,

V

'n '.•A ( -
^pC. Lixjl

/ R--i
K ' •



OFFICE OF THE 
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

DIR UPPER
**********

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE.

Dir Upper the ‘2-^/83 3? /SB, Dated

41. Whereas, you recruit Constable Naseeb Daraz No. 305 while posted in Police Lines

committed gross misconduct as defined in section of tChyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal
from Service (Special power) Ordinance (2000) resultantly your was Charge

Sheet/Statement of Allegation were issued and Mr. Zafar fOian DSP HQrs 
. I

appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct proper departmental enquiry.
42. Wheieas, The Enquiry Officer finalized the Enquiry proceeding given you full 

opportunities of defence. The Enquiry Officer held you guilty of the charge leveled 

against you as per charge sheet.

'•K

was

i

43. And whereas, Ongoing through the finding and recommendation of Enquiry Officer. 

The material placed on record and other connected! papers including your defence 

befote the said Enquiry Officer. 1 am satisfied you have committed the misconduct 

and are guilty of the cha^-ge leveled against you as per statement allegation conveyed

to you vide this Office Memo: No. 29-30/SB dated 02.01.2018 which stand proved 

and render 

Ordinance.

44. Now therefore, I Mian Naseeb Jan,

you liable to be awarded punishment! under section 3 of the said

District I^olice Officer Dir Upper, as 
competent authority have tentatively decided to impdse upon you, any one or-More
penalties, including the penalty of Dismissal form service under section 3 of the said 

Ordinance. /I

You aie therefore, required to show cause within seven days of the receipt of this 

notice, as to why the aforesaid penalty should not be imposed upon you, failing it 
shall be presumed that you have no defence to offer and ex- parte action shall be taken
against you. Meanwhile also intimate whether you ddsired to be heard i ■in person or
otherwise.

- ■

W)
!

> District Police Officer, 
Dir Upper. M
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