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Ifrahim Nasir son of Abdul Karim R/0 Daggar Narai Tehsil Banda 

Daud Shah District Karak.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar and four others.
(Respondents)

Miss Roeeda Khan, 
Advocate For appellant.

Asif Masood Ali Shah, 
Deputy District Attorney For respondents.

Rozina Rehman 

Fareeha Paul
Member (J) 

Member (E)

JUDGMENT

ROZINA REHMAN. MEMBER fJT The appellant has invoked the

jurisdiction of this Tribunal through above titled appeal with the prayer

as copied below:

“On acceptance of this appeal the impugned order dated

18.03.2021 may kindly be set aside and the appellant may kindly

be allowed back benefits of intervening period of service with

effect from 26.12.2017 to 12.06.2019. ”

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

Constable and after appointment, he performed his duty with full

devotion and dedication. He was transferred to District Kohat on
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14.02.2014 and posted at Digital Lab Crimes Kidnapping Cell. While 

performing his duty at District Kohat, he was dismissed from service 

on 26.12.2017. He filed Service Appeal which was allowed with 

direction to conduct a de-novo inquiry vide judgment dated 

15.02.2019. Consequently appellant was reinstated on 12.06.2019 

and the punishment was converted into forfeiture of service for two 

years. He submitted departmental appeal which was allowed to the 

extent of forfeiture of two years service. He then filed mercy petition 

to the extent of back benefits which was rejected, hence, the present

service appeal.

We have heard Miss Roeeda Khan Advocate learned3.

counsel for appellant and Asif Masood Ali Shah learned Deputy

District Attorney for respondents and have gone through the record

and the proceedings of the case in minute particulars.

Miss Roeeda Khan Advocate learned counsel appearing on4.

behalf of appellant inter-alia submitted that the appellant was not

treated in accordance with law and his rights secured and guaranteed

under the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 were

badly violated. Learned counsel further argued that the appellant was

exonerated from the charges leveled against him but even then back

benefits to the extent of intervening period were not granted 

therefore, requested for acceptance of the instant service appeal.

5. Conversely, learned AAG submitted that appellant had committed

gross professional misconduct and was proceeded against 

departmentally, therefore, major punishment of dismissal from service

was imposed by the competent authority. It was contended that the
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appellant was treated in accordance with law and proper order was 

passed after fulfillment of all codal formalities.

From perusal of the record, we have come to the conclusion 

that the appellant was proceeded against departmentally on the 

allegations that he while posted at Counter Kidnapping Cell had 

misused the authority and major penalty of dismissal from service was 

imposed upon him on 26.12.2017. He filed Service Appeal 

No.278/2018 which was allowed; appellant was reinstated in service

6.

with direction to respondents to issue fresh charge sheet with

statement of allegations and to conduct de-novo inquiry within a

period of 90 days from the receipt of copy of judgment. In compliance

with the judgment of this Tribunal, de-novo inquiry was properly

conducted. As per charge sheet, allegations against the present

appellant were that he fraudulently wrote mobile number

03109004679 on proforma and handed over to another person. From

the inquiry report it is evident that the allegations leveled against the

appellant did not prove and he was recommended to be absolved

from the charges leveled against him. In view of the available record, 

the competent authority i.e. DPO Karak did not agree with the 

findings of the inquiry officer and he while reinstating the appellant in 

service permanently converted his punishment into forfeiture of
I

service for two years while absence period was treated as leave 

without pay on the ground that the appellant leaked secret 

information being posted at a responsible post at Crimes Kidnapping 

Cell, Kohat. Feeling aggrieved, he filed departmental appeal which 

was allowed by Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region on 25.06.2020



4-
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punishment order and restored his two

against the order, 

without pay but the

years
service. He then fifed 

whereby, intervening peri 

same was filed bei

mercy petition 

nod was counted as leave

eing time barred. From the entire record it is evidentthat the allegations I
eveled against the 

ecord is clear and th
appellant were never proved, 

ere is no bad entry. He was dismissed
His service r

from service in the absence of 

order was later

forfeited i

cogent and reliable evidence which
on set aside. Again, his 

in the absence of strong evidence
two years service was

and his appeal was
accepted. He was punished for no fault. We also would differ 

contention of the learned MG about time of limitation, 

involves a continuous cause of action.

with the

as the issue 

involving monetary loss to the 

appellant, hence, no limitation runs against the instant case. There is

nothing in black & white which could show that any secret while

posted at a responsible seat was ever leaked by the appellant.

therefore, he is entitled to all back benefits and accordingly instant 

service appeal is accepted as prayed for. Parties are left to bear their 

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED.
31.05.2022

(Far4eha Paul) 
Member (E)
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ORDER
Appellant present through counsel.31.05.2022

Asif Masood All Shah learned Deputy District Attorney 

for respondents present. Arguments heard and record 

perused.
y

Vide our judgment of today of this Tribunal placed on

file, instant service appeal is accepted as prayed for. Parties

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

record room.

ANNOUNCED.
31.05.2022

(Fare^ha Paul) 
Member (E)
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\Learned AddI, A.G be reminded about the omission 

and for submission of re ply/co rnments within extended 

time of 10 days.
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Miss Roeeda Khan, Advocate for the appellant present. Mr. 

Shabir Ahmad, H.C alongwith Mr. Muhammad Rasheed, Deputy 

District Attorney for the respondents present and submitted 

reply/comments which are placed on file and copy of the same is 

handed over to the learned counsel for the appellant. Adjourned. 

To come up for rejoinder, if any, as well as arguments before the 

D.B on 08.02.2022.

10.11.2021

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (J)

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments25.06.2021

heard.

It is there in the second last paragraph of the impugned 

order that the enquiry officer has recommended that the 

allegations levelled against the accused/appellant were not 

proved and also recommended him to be absolved from the 

charges. However, the competent authority in the concluding 

Paragraph of the impugned order did not agree with the 

recommendations of the enquiry officer and imposed penalty of 

forfeiture of service for two years against the appellant and 

absence period was treated as leave without pay. Under Rule'14 

of the Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011, on receipt of 

report from the inquiry officer or inquiry committee, as the case 

may be, an order to be passed by the competent authority. Sub­

rule 3 of Rule ibid provides that where the charge or charges 

have not been proved, the competent authority shall exonerate 

the accused by an order in writing, or it shall follow the 

procedure as given in sub-rule(6) of the rules ibid. Obviously, the 

respondent No. 4 despite absence of proof of the charge in the 

enquiry did not exonerate the appellant and as such he was 

required to proceed further within the meaning of sub-rule-6. 

However, the impugned order as to compliance of sub-rule 6 is 

silent. If the respondents remained unsuccessful to rebut the 

position as discussed before, the question as to voidness of 

impugned order with plea of there being no limitation against 

such order is likely to arise. Therefore, the appeal is admitted 

for regular hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit security 

and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to 

: the respondents for submission of written reply/comments in 

( office within 10 days of the receipt of notices, positively. If the 

written reply/comments are not submitted within the stipulated 

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

compliance. File to come up for arguments on 10.11.2021 before 

the D.B.

^ , rroeess Fa© ^8ecu,

j1^1
>1V,-

Chairman



Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

I

/2021Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Ifrahim Nasir resubmitted today by Roeeda Khan 

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

Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

06/05/20211-

-------- ejj
REGISTRAR

r
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be put2-

up there on

CHAIRMAN



Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments25.06.2021
heard.

It is there in the second last paragraph of the impugned 

order that the enquiry officer has recommended that the 

allegations levelled against the accused/appellant were not 

proved and also recommended him to be absolved from the 

charges. However, the competent authority in the concluding 

Paragraph of the impugned order did not agree with the 

recommendations of the enquiry officer and imposed penalty of 

forfeiture of service for two years against the apiDellant and 

absence period was treated as leave without pay. Under Rule 14 

of the Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011, on receipt of 

report from the inquiry officer or inquiry committee, as the case 

may be, an order to be passed by the competent authority. Sub­

rule 3 of Rule ibid provides that where the charge or charges 

have not been proved, the competent authority shall exonerate 

the accused by an order in writing, or it shall follow the 

procedure as given in sub-rule(6) of the rules ibid. Obviously, the 

respondent No. 4 despite absence of proof of the charge in the 

enquiry did not exonerate the appellant and as such he was 

required to proceed further within the meaning of sub-rule-6. 

However, the impugned order as to compliance of sub-rule 6 is

I
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silent. If the respondents remained unsuccessful to rebut the
IryipurtB^cdL

position as discussed before, the question as to voidness ol^with 

plea of there being no limitation against such order is likely to 

arise. Therefore, the appeal is admitted for regular hearing. The
0
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appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee within 

10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents for 

submission of written reply/comments in office within 10 days of 

the receipt of notices, positively. If the written reply/comments 

are not submitted within the stipulated time, the office shall 

submit the file with a report of non-compliance. File to come up 

for arguments on 10.11.2021 before the D.B.

•6^

Chairman
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The appeal of Mr. Ifrahim Nasir son of Abdul Karim Daggar Narai District Karak received 

today i.e. on 23.04.2021 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel 

for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Note given on the late page of the memorandum of appeal is unsigned.
2- Page no. 15 and 18 of the memo of appeal are illegible which may be replaced by 

legible/better one.

332--- /S.T,No.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

of2021Service Appeal No.

Ifrahim Nasir

VERSUS

Police Department

INDEX
PagesAnnexureDescription of documentsS.No.

Grounds of Appeal1.
Affidavit2.

LAddress of the parties3.
Condonation of Delay 
Application_____________
Copy of Judgment______

Copy of Inquiry Report

4.

“A”
\

5.
“B”6.
“C”Copy of order dated 

12/06/2019
7.

“D”Copy of Departmental 
Appeal

8.

“E”Copy of order dated 
06/07/2020
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“F” & 
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Copy of Mercy Petition & 
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TtFFORF THE KHYBFR PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR. •Oiyber PakhtifPiJiwa 

Service rribdnal

of 2021Service Appeal No. Diary INoT

Date<>

Ifrahim Nasir Son of Abdul Karim R/o Daggar Narai Tehsil 

Banda Daud Shah District Karak.
Appellant

VERSUS

1) The Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

2) The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

3) The regional Police Officer Kohat, Regional Kohat.

4) The District Police office Karak.

5) The District Police Officer Kohat.

Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF KHYBFR PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 AGAINST THE
-------------------------18/^)3/2021IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
r-nTUMTlNirATED TO TDF APPELLANT ON

WHFRBV THE DEPARTMENTAL
for back benefits of

ledlijo-dcty 24/03/2021
APPEAL_________________
INTERVENING PERIOD OF SERVICE WITH
EFFECT FROM 26/12/2017 TO 12/06/20M OF THE
APPFT T ANT HAS BEEN REJECTED ON NO

Re-sul>,i,itted to -dW 
and nUd. ^ HOOD GROUNDS.

Registirar Prayer;

On aceeptance of this appeal the impugned 

order dated 18/03/2021 may kindly be set aside and 

the Appellant may kindly be allowed back benefits 

of intervening period of service with effect from 

26/12/2017, to 12/06/201^ along with back benefits.
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Resnectfullv Sheweth:

FACTS

1. That the Appellant has been appointed as Constable on 

2009 with Respondent Department and after appointment 

perform his duty with full devotion and no complaint 

whatsoever has been made against the Appellant.

14/02/2014 the Appellant has been transferred to 

District Kohat and posted at digital Lab crimes kidnapping 

cell.

2. That on

while performing his duty at District Kohat the3. That
Appellant has been dismissed from service on 26/12/2017 

against which the Appellant filed Service Appeal No. 

278/18 in this Hon' able Court which has been accepted on

15/02/2019 for denov inquiry. (Copy of Judgment is

attached as Annexure-A).

4. That on compliance of the Judgment of this Hon' able 

Court an inquiry has been conducted against the Appellant 

whereby now allegation has been proved against the 

Appellant. (Copy of inquiry report is attached as Annexure-

B).

5. That after conducted the said inquiry the Appellant has 

been reinstated on 12/06/2019 as well as the punishment 

awarded to him is converted into forfeiture of service for 

two years as well as his absence period is treated is leave 

without pay. (Copy of the order dated 12/06/2019 is 

attached as Annexure-C).

6. That the Appellant submitted Departmental Appeal against 

the order dated 12/06/2019 to the extent of forfeiture of



service as well as leave with pay. (Copy of Departmental 

Appeal is attached as Annexure-D).

7. That on 06/07/2020 the order dated 12/06/2019 has been 

set aside to the extent of forfeiture of two years service. 

(Copy of order is attached as Annexure E).

8. That the Appellant filed mercy petition against the order 

dated 06/07/2020 to the extent of the intervening period is 

treated as leave without pay. Which has been rejected on 

18/03/2021 communicated to the Appellant on 24/03/2021. 

(Copy of mercy petition and rejection order is attached as 

Annexure F & G).

9. That feeling aggrieved the Appellant preferred the instant 

service appeal before this Hon' able Tribunal on the 

following grounds inter alia.

GROUNDS:

That the Appellant has not been treated in accordance with 

law and hence his rights secured and guaranteed under the 

Constitution of 1973 were badly violated.
That the Appellant has been exonerated from the charge 

level against the Appellant and no allegation has been 

proved against the Appellant by the inquiry officer.

A.

B.

C. That no reason has been mentioned in the impugned order.

D. That the Appellant has been legally entitle for the back 

benefits of intervening period.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that On acceptanee 

of this appeal the impugned order dated 18/03/2021 may



kindly be set aside and the Appellant may kindly be allowed 

back benefits of intervening period of service with effect from 

26/12/2017, to 12/06/20ia along with back benefits.
Any other relief not specifically asked for may also 

graciously be extended in favor of the Appellant in the 

circumstances of the case.

APPELLANT

THROUGH

ROEEDA KHAN
Advocate High Court Peshawar

Note:
As per information furnished by my client no such like appeal for 

the same Petitioner, upon the same subject matter his earlier been 

filed, prior to the instant one, before this Hon' able Tribunal.

Advocate



BEFORE THE HON ABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Ifrahim Nasir Son of Abdul Karim R/o Daggar Narai Tehsil 
Banda Daud Shah District Karak.

Appellant

VERSUS

The Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar & others.

AFFIDAVIT

Ifrahim Nasir Son of Abdul Karim R/o Daggar Narai Tehsil 

Banda Daud Shah District Karak, do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare that all the contents of the instant appeal are true and

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has
Court.been concealed

Identify 

Roeed^%M 

Advocate High Court Peshawar
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

of2021Service Appeal No.

Ifrahim Nasir Son of Abdul Karim R/o Daggar Narai Tehsil 
Banda Daud Shah District Karak.

Appellant

VERSUS

The Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar & others.
ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES

PETITIONER
Ifrahim Nasir Son of Abdul Karim R/o Daggar Narai Tehsil 
Banda Daud Shah District Karak.

Appellant

VERSUS
1) The Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

2) The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

3) The regional Police Officer Kohat, Regional Kohat.

4) The District Police office Karak.

5) The District Police Officer Kohat.

APPELLANT

THROUG 

ROEEDA KHAn ADVOCATE 

HIGH COURT Peshawar

I
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BEFORE THE HONABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

72021Service Appeal No.

VERSUS Police DepartmentAfrahim Nasir

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF
DELAY (IF ANY)

Respectfully Sheweth:

That the applicant file the instant appeal in this 

Hon'ble Court, in which no date has been fixed for 

hearing so far.

1)

That the final impugned order dated 18/03/2021 has 

been communicated to the Appellant on 24/03/2021.
2)

That there many Judgment of the superior Court t 

that cases should be decided on merit rather then 

on technicality.

3)

That there are many Judgment of the superior Court 

as well as specific provision of law that no 

limitation run against financial matter.

4)

it is, therefore, humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this application the delay in filing of 

appeal may kindly be condone.

Appellant
Through

Roeeda Khan 

Advocate,
High Court Peshawar
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SMQRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAT..
PESHAWAR

S'SERVICE APPEAL NO. 278/2018
/ \\i

Date of institution ... 28.02.2018 
Date of judgment ... 15.02.2019

1 \i \w,

Iff ahim Nasir S/o Abdul Karim
Rfo Daggar Nari Tehsil Banda Daud Shah District Karak.

(Apppllant)

VERSUS

1. The Secretary Home and Tribal Affairs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Palditunkhwa, Peshawar.

* 3. The Regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat.
vj4. The District Police Officer Karalc. A 

•^5. The District Police Officer, Kohat.
(Respondents)

TldE KHYBERAPPEAL UNDER. SECTION-4 OF
PAKPITUNKI-fWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST ’
TITE ORDER BEARING NO. 4Q171/PA lENDST. NOi 40] 72-
76/PA DATED 26.12.2017. WHEREBY THE SERVICES OF
TI-IE APPELLANT VOBRE DISMISSED.

Mr. Mehboob Ali Klian Dagai, Advocate
Mr. Riaz Ahmad Paindaldieil, Assistant Advocate General

For appellant. 
For respondents.

Mr. MUHAMMAD AMINKHAN KUNDI 
MR. I-IUSSAIN SHAI-I

.. MEMBER (.TUDICIAL)
.. MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

.lUDGMENT

I' MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI. MEMBER: - Counsel for the

appellant present. Mr. Riaz Alimad Paindaldieil, Assistant Awocate Genera] for 

the respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Brief facts of the case as per present service appeal are that the appellant2.

joined the Police Department as Constable in tlie year 2009 at District Karak.

Later on he was detailed for duty at Crimes Kidnapping Cell District Kohat vide
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order dated 14.02.2014. The appellknt imposed major penalty of dismissal 

from service by the District Police Officer Kobat vide order dated 26.12.2017

was.i'

the allegations that he while posted at Counter Kidnapping Cell (Digital Lab) 

Kohat has misused the authority and fraudulently mentioned cell No. 

900469 on a prescribed proforma of CDR submitted by SHO PS MRS 

ascertaining missing mobile tluougn IME Number 3542020792286g4 vide 

reported DD No. 3 dated 23,08.2017. The appellant filed departmental appeal 

on 28.12.2017 to the Regional Police Officer Kohat which 

14.02.2018 hence, the present service appeal on 28.02.2018.

3. Respondents were summoned who contested the appeal by filing of 

written reply/comments.

on

0310-

for

was rejected on

4, Learned counsel for the appellant contended that the 

appointed as Constable at District Karak but later 

detailed/posted for duty at Kohat at Counter Kidnapping

appellant was

on he was temporarily

Cel! (Digital Lab)

- ^ ^ Kohat vide order dated 14.02.2014, It was further contended that after posting at

Kohat the appellant was also receiving salary from Karak as the appellant was 

never permanently posted/adjusted at Kohat therefore, the competent authority 

of the appellant was District Police Officer Karak but the District Police Officer

Kohat framed charge shdet/state: nent of allegation and issued show-cause notice 

against the appellant that he ffgadulently written cell number 0310-900469 

proforma and handed over to other person. It was further contended that the 

District Police Officer Kohat also appointed/deputed DSP Lachi (Kohat) for 

• inquiry.' It was further contended that after so-called inquiry proceedings, the 

a.ppellant was imposed major penalty of dismissal from service by the District 

Police Officer Kohat vide order dated 26.12.2017. It was further contended that 

of departmental proceedings the appellant was receiving salary from

on
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‘.t. District ICarak and was only temporarily posted/detailed to District Kohat for 

duty therefore, it was vehemently contended that District Police Officer Kohat

was not the competent authority to issue charge .sheet, statement of allegation.

show-cause notice as well as to award major penalty to the appellant rather

District Police Officer Karak was competent autlrority therefore, the inquiry

proceedings on the direction of District Police Officer Kohat as well as the

punishment awarded to the appellant was passed by the incompetent authority

therefore, the same is illegal and liable to be set-aside. It was further contended

that neither the appellant was associated in the inquiry proceedings nor the 

appellant was provided opportunity of cross examination, personal hearing and 

defence and the appellant was condemned unheard therefore, the impugned 

order is illegal and liable to be set-aside. ■ ,

5. On the other hand, learned Assistant Advocate General for the

respondents opposed the contention of learned counsel for the appellant and 

contended that the appellant was posted at Counter Kidnapping Cell (Digital
V

^ Lab) Police Regional Headquarter and assigned important/sensitive job i.e to

^ascertain Crime Data AnalysiSi CDR etc and provision to investigating officer

to work out the criminal cases. It was further contended that one Mst. Nafeesa

Aqil reported regarding loss of iier mobile set and report was entered vide daily

|olice Station MRS Kohat in order to trace out 

the missing mobile set and sent to the appellant with IMEI No. 

,354202079228684. It was further contended that the a.ppellant fraudulently, 

malafidely and his personal gain mentioned cell No. O31O-9O046791 in the said 

proforma, got CDR and issued to an unauthorized person and misused his 

authority. It was further contended that the appellant was properly charge sheet 

;Apd regular inquiry was also conducted against the appellant wherpin the

diary No. 3 dated 23.08.2017,
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appellant was found guilty of the charge and on the basis of inquiry, the

appellant was rightly imposed major penalty of dismissal from service. It was 

frirther contended that all the codal formalities including opportunity of cross 

examination, personal hearing and defence was provided and the appellant had 

committed offence of misconduct within District Kohat tlrerefore, District 

Police Officer Kohat was the competent authority and he has rightly imposed

the major penalty and prayed for dismissal of appeal.

Perusal of the record reveals that the appellant was appointed as6.

Constable in District Karak in the year 2009, later on he was nominated for

posting , at Counter Kidnapping Cell (Digital Lab) Kohat vide order dated

14.02.2014 and was serving in Kohat when the departmental proceeding was

initiated against the appellant on the basis of aforesaid allegation. The record

further reveals that inquiry was conducted and the inquiry officer has also

No. 801 during, the ■ inquiryrecorded statement of one Qammar Abbas

^ proceeding, but the statement of the said Qammar Abbas No. 801 recorded by 

r\ the inquiry officer available on the record shows that the inquiry officer has not

provided opportunity of cross -examination to the appellant. Meaning thereby

that the appellant was deprivid from the right of cross examination, by the 

inquiry officer and was condj sinned unheard which has rendered the whole 

proceeding illegal and liable to be set-aside. As such, we partially accept the 

appeal, set-aside the impugned order, reinstate the appellant in service with, the 

direction to respondent No. 3'i.e The regional Police Officer, Kohat Region, 

Kohat to direct the concerned District Police Officer, who is the competent 

authority of the appellant to issue fresh charge sheet, statement of allegation to

the appellant and conduct a de-novo inquiry through inquiry officer in the mode 

Lnd manner prescribed under the Police Rules, 1975 including the opportunity..
lij
GO
K-;'‘1.
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f' IP
of cross examination, show-cause notice, personal hearing and defence to tlie

appellant within a period of 90 days from receipt of copy of judgment. The 

issue of back benefits will be subject to the outcome of decision of de-novo 

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

room.

ANNOUNCED

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

15.02.2019

(HUSSAIN SHAH) 
MEMBER

Niiijujf:- af vVc

tts-f-cr:;:- ......... .

7 b _____

...

.........
....../

2

OiiSS cf C;;

l^afc or D-e: ND...............
i '■

•• r . •
■■O' C -P3



il3>" No.
4aated. 17 - :: /2019

•'!. f mq

%-
FINDING

Kindly refer to Charge Sheet No 194/PA(Enqt. dated 23.05.2018. Issued to 

Constabie Kiahiin Nasir No 543 Police Unes, Karah

ALLEGATIONS

As per charge Sheet allegations me tfetaoter oMcrat fraudulently urdtfefL 
TObrte No Q31Q-9QQ4679 on pmtorma and hamled omr to ottrer person. Hfs this act is

against service d/scip/«ie and amount to gross miscoiKluct^

iln light Of the above allegations, the undersigned summoned the defaulter 
officiial for enquiry and statement on 23.05 2019. The defaulter official appeared before the 

untSeiSigned on 24 .05.2019 and heard in person

In order to ascertain the actual facts, the undersigned summoned computer 
Operators of Counter Ktonapping Geil (Digital Lab) Kohat namely CkmsIaWe iHamW Nawaz 
No. 543 and Constable Qamar Abbas No. 801 for enquiry and statements vide thfe offioe 

206rHqtPA1 dated 24,05.2019. The defaulter official Ifrahim Nasir was also calledsignal NO'
for cross examination and statement. The undersigned hoard each Prrfice official inditolng 
defaulter official in person, crossed examined, and recorded their statements, placed on fBe.

RTATPMENT OF A^AHIM NASIR NO. S43

The defaulter official stated in his written statement that he nelthei- wrote the 
mobile No 0310-90046791 on the CDR requisition Proforma nor handed over the same to 
any other official for entry. The defaulter official denied the ailegaBons leveted against h&n.

rtTaTEWENT OF HAfllHD NAWAZ NO. S63

Consiable Hamid Nawaz slated In his written statement that he had only 
written the IMEI No. 354202079228684 on Ihe CDR requisfikin form specified for offioe use 

‘ and "simtlarlv in toe diary register at Serial No. 1378 of 01^1 La^

gTATCMENT OF QAMAR ABBAS NO. 801

Constable Qamar Abbas No. 801 staled In his^itten^teten^t he had 
the*r^uest of Constable Afrabim Nasir No. S43 and Hamkfwritten mobile number on 

Nawaz when both the Constables returned from DSP City office Kohat offioe.

CMntiiRY QFFICaANALYSlS

During course of enquiry, the ondersignad cross examtned fire detaulter 
ntfif.toii Constable Qamar Abbas No. B01 and Hamid Nawaz No. 563 and also perused the 
relevant record on file. According to the COR requisition tonri and Diary Reglsiar of Digital 
Lab. mobile No. 0310-90046791ttoial 12-dgits) were wraten whkJi are excess and Incorf^



0^ 3ubscribei- could not tie proctW^certained (Photocopies of GDR form and 0p. 
^Diary Register attached].

€
Moreover, during cross examination, it came to fight that all the three computer 

operators were usirtg one and same Email address and password for tog4n and doing their 

routine Officiat aclivilies This Email and Passv/ord can be accessed from Andriod Mobile 

Phone anytime and anywhere too.

Constable Qamar Abbas No. 801 outright failed to convince the undersigned 

regarding insertion of mobile number in the COR proforma on the request of Constable
Afrahim Nasir No. 543. Constable Qainar Abbas No. 601 atso failed to produce any tangibte^
and solid evidences in support of his written arguments during cross examinationfquestions.

Furthermore, in the initial Daily Diary report No. 18, dated 10.10.2017 PS 

Muhammad Riaz Shaheed Kohat, one Mst Nafeesa Aqeel d/o Muhammad Aqeel r/o Kohat 
reported about his missing mobile phone mentioning IMEI No. 354202079228684 which was 

subsequently forwarded to CDR digital lab for recoveiy. Later on. report on the above 

mentioned IMEI received as "Nil" from quarter concerned and the complainant Nafeesa 

Aqeel did not make any complaint against any offidal to high ups. Additionally, it is worth 

mentioning here that SHO PS MRS Kohat did riot single out any particular Computer 
Operator of digital lab in his aforementioned dally diary report nor any preliminary enquiry in 

this connectTon was conducted prior to the departmental proceeding against defaulter 
offlcial. The undersigned also procured the Service record Of defaulter official and perused. 

No single bad entry was found except the previous orte.

CONCLUSION

In view of the position explained above and adopting all legal and procedural 
formalities, the undersigned reached to the conctusion that jhefe written statement of one 

officiat against the defauiter official without any solid proof cannot be considered as gospel
* irt.ih thft'refnre. the allegations leveled against the .defaulter official Ifrahim Nasir did not
' oroverhence he is recommended to be absotvid from the (^arges level^gainst him. _

Finding report submitted, please. O^y

Dy^upenntendenl of Police, 
Hqrs, Karak

im

>...
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ORDER

My this order will dispose of the denovo Departmental Inquiry against Constable Ifrahim Nasir 

No. 543 of this district Police.

Facts are that Constable Ifrahim No. 543 while posting at Crimes Kidnapping cell District Kohat 

issued with the allegation that the said Constable fraudently written mobile No. 03109004679 

proforma and handed over to other person. Upon which he was issued with charge sheet and statement of 

allegation and after the completion of inquiry process he was awarded major punishment of dismissal 

from service.

unwas

Upon which he submitted service appeal No. 278/2018 in the Service Tribunal Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar after the rejection of his appeal by the W/RPO Kohat as well as CPO Peshawar 

the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide his order announced dated 15/02/2019 called 

the case back for denovo inquiry according with law and rules and the issue of back benefits will be 

subject to the outcome of denovo proceedings.

In compliance of Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar Judgment quoted above and 

approval from the W/IGP E&I LAB KP Peshawar vide his office letter No. 145/CPO/LAB/C&E dated 

09/05/2019 he was reinstated provisionally in service and was also issued with fresh charge sheet and the 

above mention allegation for the purpose of denovo inquiry and Mr. Amjid Ali SDPO Karak 

appointed as Inquiry Officer to conduct denovo inquiry against him and to submit his findings and his 

stipulated period.

The inquiry officer reported that the mere written stated of one official against the defaulter 

official without any solid proof cannot be considered as gospel truth therefore, the allegation level against 

him were not proved hence the inquiry officer recommended him to be absolved from the charges.

Keeping in view of the available record and facts on file and perusal all the relevant documents I 

did not agree with the finding report of the inquiry officer he is found guilty of the charge he leak secret 

information being posted at respectable post at crime kidnapping self District Kohat. However, putting 

lenient lieu on his family therefore, I Nausher Khan Muhammad, District Police Officer Karak as 

competent authority under the police Rules, 1975 amended in 2014, he is reinstated in service 

permanently and the punishment awarded to him is converted into forfcuiture of service for two years and 

his absence period is treated as leave without pay.

wassame

District Police Officer Karak

OB NO. 263 
Dated 12/06/2019
Office of the District Police Officer Karak 
No. 240-4l/PA/(Eriq) Karak the dated 12/06/2019

Copy of the above submitted for favor of information to:-

1. The Registrar Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar with to his office order 

quoted above.
2. The Inspector General of Police inquiry and Inspection internal accountability branch KPK 

Peshawar with WR to his office letter No. 1745 CPO/LAB C&E dated 09/05/2019.

District Police Officer Karak
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My this Order will dispose off the denovo departmental enquiry against 

Constable Ifrahim Nasir No. 543 of this district Police,
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Facts are that Constable Ifrahim Nasir No. 543 while posted at Crimes

issued with the allegations that the said ConstableKidnapping Cell District Kolial was 
fraudulently written mobile No. 0310-9004679 on proforma and handed over to other person..

Sheet and Statement of allegations and iftor theUpon which he was issued with charge 
compleiion of enquiry process, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal fiom service

the Service Tribun.nlUpon vdiich he submitted service appeal No. 278/2018 jn 

Khybe^Pakbtunkhwa Peshawar after the rejection of his 

CPO F’eshawar

15.02.2019 called the case back for de-novo enquiry
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re-instated provisionally in service and

above mentioned allegations for theissued with fresh Charge Sheet on the same 
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in the stipulated period.
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purpose
conduct denovo enquiry against him and to submit his findings

written slalcmcnt of one official 

considered as gospel Iruih, 

proved. Hence, the Enquiry Ofiicer

The Enquiry Officer reported that the mere
solid proof cannot-beagainst the defaulter official wilhoufany

allegations leveled against him were not ■jtherefore, the 
recommended him to be absolved from the charges
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file and perusal o' all theKeeping in view of the available record and facts on 
relevant documei.ts, I did not agree with the findings report of the Enquiry Officer, he is Rrund

He leaked secret information being posted at responsible post at Cr.moo

view on his family, Ihciefore, !. Naushor
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guilty of the charges 
Kidnapping Cell District Kohal, however, pulling lenient <:

competent authority under the Police Rules
Mohmand District Police Officer, Karak asKhan

1975 (amended in 2014), he is reinstated in service

converted into forfeiture of service for 02 years

permanently and the punishmeiit awarded 

and his absence period is trealod is
to him is i

leave without pay.
C-t

43 ,. . -w/f, . ........ ,.
District Police Officer-^arak

•dOB No, ,
Dated 120^9
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POIJCE^OFFICEl^KARM

i
;

/2019.Nop-k47a - 6'/ _/PA(Enq). Karak the dated ___
submitted for fa(/our of information Id;-Copy of above is

The Registrar, Service Tribunal Khyber 
order quoted above. _
The Inspector General of Police Enquiry & Inspec ion. 
Branch Khyber Pakhtunkhwa ^ Peshawar w/i to 
1745/CPO/IAB/C&E dated 09.05.20

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vAi to ms office
1

Internal Accountability
office letlm' No,2. his

!9 4,

'A-- - ...........^
District Poiice.Officer, Kaiak
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To

The worthy Deputy Inspector General of Police, 
Kohat Region, Kohat.m

Through: Proper Channel 

Subject MERCY PETITION

Respected sir.

With great veneration , the appellant submits mercy petition against the order of 

learned District Police officer, Karak dated 12.06.2019 vide which penalty of forfeiture of 

Service for two (02) years was imposed on appellant and the absence period (actually 

intervening period) was treated as leave without pay.

FACTS.

1. That appellant was enlisted as constable In district Karak Police. In the year-2017, the 

appellant was detailed for duty at Crimes Kidnapping Cell Kohat. A CDR of mobile phone

No. 0310-900469 was issued without request placed by any Police officer. 

2. That the remaining staff of the cell was from Kohat district therefore, appellant 

made a scapegoat and departmental proceedings on charges of issuance of 

unauthorized CDR were initiated against appellant by District Police officer Kohat

was

despite the facts, the appellant was on the strength of District Police Karak.

3. The departmental proceedings initiated against appellant culminated in dismissal from 

service of appellant vide order dated 22.12.2017 passed by District Police Officer, Kohat.

4. That the departmental appeal of appellant was also rejected, however, the service 

appeal of appellant was partially accepted. The dismissal from service order was set 

aside with directions of de-nove proceeding by competent authority i.e DPO Karak.

5. That appellant was re-instated in service and fresh enquiry was conducted wherein the 

enquiry officer made recommendations of exoneration of appellant but learned DPO 

Karak passed the impugned order, hence this departmental appeal on the following 

grounds.

GROUNDS.

a. That the impugned order has wrongly been passed. Learned DPO Karak has no reasons 

which disagreeing with recommendations of enquiry officer. Furthermore, no final show

notice was issued to appellant that the authority is imposing penalty on appellant.

b. That according to findings of enquiry officer the charge was groundless; therefore, 

award of penalty to appellant without holding inquiry through another officer is against 

the law and rules.

c. That the lower authority has wrongly treated the absence period (actually intervening 

period) as leave without pay because appellant was compulsorily ousted from service. 

Again appellant had not joined profitable job during the intervening period rather

cause

/



appellant spent much while defendirtg^he ^arges before the service tribunal. 

Therefore^ the appellant is entitled for full benefits of the intervening period, 

d. That the impugned order has been passed without taking into account the ground 

realities. The charge was found groundless by the enquiry officer, therefore, award of 

penalty to appellant was not tenable.

It is, therefore, requested that the impugned order may be set aside and the 

intervening period may be treated on duty, please.

*

Yours obediently.

Constable Afrahim Nasir No. 543 
District Police, Karak

£1
w.
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KOHAT REGION

ORDER

This order will dispose of a Departmental appeal, moved by Constable Ifrahim Nasir No. 

543 of Karak District Police against the punishment order, passed by DPO Karak vide OB No. 

26of Karak District Police against the punishment order, passed by DPO Karak vide OB No. 26, 

dated 12/06/2019 after conducting denove enquiry on the directions of KP Service Tribunal . he 

was awarded minor punishment of forfeiture of two years approved service on the allegation of 

handing over CDR record of unauthorized person.

His preferred an appeal to the undersigned upon which comments were obtained from 

DPO Karak and his service documents were perused. He was also heard in person in Orderly 

Room, held on 25/06/2020. During hearing, he advanced plausible explanation in his defense.

I have gone through the available record and came to the conclusion that the punishment
theorders seems to be very harsh as compared to allegations and the EO is also not

a lenient view, the punishment order andcharges in his findings report. Therefore, by 

restore his two years forfeited service. He is warned to be careful in future.

Order Announced

25/06/2020

(TAYYEB HAFEEZ) PSP 
Region Police Officer, 
Kohat Region

No. 6873/EC, dated Kohat the 6/7/2020.

Copy to DPO Karak information and necessary action w/r to his Officde

. His service Roll and Fauji Missal is returneddatedMemo No.

here.

(TAYYEB HAFEEZ) PSP 

Region Police Officer, 

Kohat Region
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IT̂ To

The worthy Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhunkwa, Peshawar.

Through: Proper Channel

Subject MERCY PETITIOIM

Respected sir,

With great veneration, the petitioner submits the MECRY petition against the order

of learned District Police officer, Karak awarding penalty of forfeiture of two years approved
I

service and the absence period was treated as leave without pay. The learned Regional Police 

officer, Kohat set-aside the penalty of forfeiture of two years approved service while no 

decision was made with regard to intervening period.

FACTS.

1. That the petitioner enlisted in Police department in 2009 as Constable and posted in 

district Karak.

2. That in 2014, the petitioner was transferred to Kohat District and posted at Digital Lab 

(Regional Centralized Mobile Tracking System Kohat).

3. That the petitioner performed has official obligations with utmost dedication and 

honesty during the entire period of posting at Digital Lab.

4. That the petitioner was issued Charge Sheet by the DPO Kohat for wrongly official
I

correspondence and awarded major penalty of dismissal from service.

5. That the petitioner was restored /reinstated by the service Tribunal and declared the 

whole enquiry proceedings as null and void and order for De-nov Enquiry.

6. That the petitioner was "Exonerated" in De-nov enquiry by the Enquiry officer, hov;ever, 

the DPO Karak, without any reasons and Justification awarded the petitioner the 

penalty of two years approved service and treated the intervening period as leave 
without pay. |

7. That the Regional Police Officer Kohat set-aside the penalty of two year approved 

service, however, rio decision was made with regard to intervening period, hence this 

petition on the following ground.

GROUNDS.

a. That the petitioner was wrongly implicated in the baseless official correspondence
!

having no footing to stand.

b. That the petitioner has been re-instated by the Service Tribunal and declared innocent 

in the de-nov enquiry by the Enquiry Officer, copy annexed.



f

That the petitioner belongs to a very poor family having small offspring. The petitioner 

pursues his case in the court for years by lending money from people.

That the petitioner has became overburdened due to debt and have meager salary to 

support his family.

That considering the intervening period of petitioner as leave without pay is unjust and 

unfair because the petitioner was given punishment for uncommitted sin and the 

appellate authority has set-aside the punishment of approved service hence not giving 

the benefit of intervening period to the petitioner is violation of the natural justice.

That the petitioner has not given any complaint to his senior officer and worked up to 

the expectation of high ups hence retains an unblemished service record.

c.

d.

e.

f.

PRAYERS.

In view of the above, it is. therefore, humbly requested that the petitioner may

kindly be given the benefit of intervening period of (leave without pay) into EARNED LEAVE.

PLEASE.

Yours obediently, 
Constable Ifrahim Nasir No. 543 

Investigation Wing, Karak :
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/ To The Regional Police officer, 
Kohat

M F.RCY PETITION.Subject:
Memo:

Please refer to your office Memo: No. 3219/EC, dated 10.03.2021.
The Competent Authority has examined and filed the revision pclilion submitted by 

Constable Ifralilni Nasir No. 543 of Kohat district Police against the punishment of intervening 

period was counted as leave without pay awoided by DPO, Karok vide GB No. 263, dated 

12.06,2019, being time barred.
Tlie applicant may please be infomicd accordingly.

;iUL-HASSAN)(SYED
Registrar,

For Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhvva, Pesliawar.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TBIBUHAL, PESMAWAM

Service Appeal No. 4995/2021 
Ifrahlrn Nasir

Secretary Home & Tribai Affairs, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa &■ others Respondents

INDEX
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

_ SER-yiCE TI|gBI[JNA.I>. PF.Jggt A W A TO
%

Service Appeal No. 4995/2021 
ffrahim Mastr Appellant

Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs 
Khyber Pakhtunkhvva & others Respondents

PARAWfSE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS.
Respectfully Sheweth:-
Parawise comments are submitted as under:-

Preliminary Obsectiorts:-

That the appellant has got no cause of action.

The appellant has got no locus standi.

Hi. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties. 

That the appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act.

iiai the appeal is bad in eyes of law and not maintainable.

Tliaf the appellant has not approached the honorable Tribunal with clean 

hands.

vii. That the appeal is barred by law & limitation,

viii. That the appeal is fiot maintainable in the present form.

Facts:-

!.

n.

IV,

iV,

V!.

That the appellant concealed the real facts from Honorable Tribunal. 

Recruitment of appellant as constable in Police department pertains to 

record, itence no comments.

Coi-rect. Ij'ie appellant was transferred from district Karak and posted at 

cJi-strict Kohat under tiie command of respondent No. 5.

The appellant had committed a gross professional misconduct during official 

duty and was proceeded departmentaliy by respondent No. 2. He was held 

guilty of the charges during enquiry and a major punishment of dismissal 

from service was imposed on the appellant by competent authorities.

The inquiry officer has submitted tiis finding / inquiry report to the competent 

authority and the respondent No, 4 by exercising powers conferred upon him 

passed the order dated 12.06.2019, wherein by taking a lenient view a minor 

punishment of forfeiture of two years-service was awarded. Further, the 

intervening period was treated as leave without pay. The appellant filed a 

departmental appeal to ttie respondent No. 3 and the punishment i.e 

forfeiture of approved service was restored and the appellant was v\/arned to 

be careful in future. Copies of orders are Annexure A&B.

1.

3.

4,



5. As replied above, the respondent No. 4 while taking a lenient view, imposed 

a minor punishment of forfeiture of two years service. The intervening period 

was treated as leave without pay on the principal of “No work no pay”.
I he depaumentai apj.)eai of the appellant was allowed by respondent No. 3 

to the exterit of reritoration of forfeiture of two years service and he was 

vv^arned to be careful in future.

Pertains to record.

The appellant had filed the rcjvision / mercy petition before the respondent 

No. 2, which was badly time barred and rejected on cogent reasons in 

accordance with facts^

The appellant is estopped to file the instant appeal for his own act and 

barred by limitation.

6.

7.

8.

9.

A. IriGorrect, the appellant has been treated by respondents in accordance with 

law / rules.

Incorrect, the charges have been established against the appellant but the 

respondent No. 4 while taking lenient view awarded minor punishment. The 

appellant has not performed during intervening period, therefore, appellate 

authority maintained the saine without pay under the rules, 

incorrect, the impugned orders passed by respondent No. 2, 3 S 4 are legal , 

based on justice and in accordance v/ith law / rules.

incorreci., the appellant is not entitled for financial back benefit during the 

period remained out of service for his ovm conduct on the principal of “No 

work no pay”.

D

C,

D.

Pa-ay er:

In view of the above, it is prayed that the appeal being devoid of merits and 
limitation may graciously be dismissed with costs, please.

Inspectc^\3enlr3i of Police, 

Khyber ^akhtunkl'swa, 
(Ffespondqnt No. 2)

omeTAs Deptt: 
Govt^tK-iiyb^Pakhtunkhwa 

■(Respondent No.1)
V.

3l'
Regional Poiiryfe Officer,DislHef.»Po4ce Officer, 

Kohiit
(Respondent No. 5)

Kofi
(F^espondent No. 3}

A

JrDistrict PpIic(rC^fficer, 
Karak

(Respondent No. 4)



BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHY8ER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE T24IEUMA)U FESMAWAH

Service appeal No. 4995/2021 
Ifrahim Nasir Appellant

VERSUS

Secretary Home & TAs, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT!

f We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are correct and 

true to the best of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has been concealed from 

this Hon; Tribunal.

Secretary, Home & TAs, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

(Respondent No. 1)

inspector deneral of Police, 
Khyber/pakhtunkhwa, 

(Respondent No. 2)

\
Regional Police Officer^ 

Kohrat
(Respondent No. 3)

OiiftMPolice Officer, 
^ Karak 
(Respondent No.,4)

A
ml Police Officer,Dist

hat
(Resfrondent No. 5)
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My this Order will dispose off the denovo departmental enquiry, against 
Constable Ifrahim Nasir No. 543 ofthis district Police. ’ ' v - ' -

Facts are that Constable Ifrahim Nasir No. .543 while' posted at' Crimes. 
Kidnapping Cell District Kohat was issued with the allegations that the said Constable 

fraudulently written mobile No. 0310-9004679 on proforma and handed over to other, person.

Upon which he was issued with charge Sheet and Statement of. allegations, and after, the ■ 

completion of enquiry process, he was awarded major punishment of disrnissal from service.'

Upon which he submitted service appeal No; 278/2018'in the Service Tribunal.. . . . 

■ ■ Khybe.r Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar after the rejection of his appeal by the yV/RPO Kohat as well 
■ . CPO Peshawar. The Service Tribunal KP, Peshawar vide .his order announced dated . 

15.02.2019 called the case back for de-novo enquiry accordance with law and rules and the 

issue of back benefit will be subject to the outcome of denovo proceedings.

/

• V

as^

with the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa' PeshawarIn compliance
and approval from the W/IGP E&l, lAB KP Peshawar vide hi^ .officejudgment quoted above 

letter N0.1745/CPO/IAB/C&E dated 09.05.2019, he was re-instated provisionally in sen/ice. and 

also issued with fresh Charge Sheet on the same above mentioned allegations for the 

of denovo enquiry and Mr. Amjid Ali SDPO Karak was appointed as Enquiry Officer to
was

purpose
conduct denovo enquiry against him and to submit his findings in the stipulated period

written statement of one officialThe Enquiry Officer reported that the mere

against the defaulter official without any 
therefore, the allegations leveled agalnsl him were not proved. Hence, the Enquiry Officer

recommended him to be absolved from the charges.

solid proof cannot be considered as gospel truth

of the available record and facts on file and perusal of all the
is found

Keeping in view
1 did not agree with the findings report of the Enquiry Officer, herelevant documents

guilty of the charges. He leaked secret information being posted at responsible post at Crimes
Kidnapping Cell District Kohat, however, putting lenient view on his family, therefore, 1, Nausher

Khan Mohmand District Police Officer, Karak as competent, authority under the Police Rules

1975 (amended in 2014), he is reinstated in service permanently and the punishment awarded
is treated isis converted into forfeiture of service for 02 years and his absence periodto him 

leave without pay.

O'.N'f

OB No. District Police Officep-Karak5737^19Dated_______
nPFir.F OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. KARAK

/PA(Enq), Karak the dated /2019.

Copy of above is submitted for favour of information to:-

The Registrar, Service
The'inspectofoeneral of Police Enquiry 8. Inspection Internal Accountability 

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar w/r to his office letter no.

DistricLPolice-OfficeTTKarak

Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar w/r to his office1.

2.
Branch Khyber 
1745/CPO/IAB/C&E dated 09.05.2019.
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This order will dispose of a departmental appcsal, • moved by 

Ex-Constable ifrahirn Nasir No. 818 of Kohat district Police against , the 

punishment order, passed by DPO Kohat vide OB No. 109(3, dated 22,12.2017, 

whereby he was awarded major punishment of Dismissal from seryice .for the
allegations of handing over CDR to an authorized person illegally.

W*

preferred appeal to the undersignetl, upon which comments 

were obtained from DPO Kohat and his service record was perused, :

i have gone through the available record.: and came; to the
cdnclusidn that the allegations leveled against the appellant are proved>nd «ie 

punishment order passed by DPO Kohat is correct. Hence, h,s appeal cemg 

devoid of merits is hereby rejected.

Order Announced 
14.02.2018

He
(

Ml\ ,C
’/V^; ,

R^iional Police Officei, 
..^■^Kohat Region.

// /FC dated Kohat the 8.

to the District
to his office Memo. No. 651/LB, dated 08.01.2018,

v^The District Police Officer, Karak

No.

(c his service record is
2.
returned herewith.

H
!;■

■■

^OKicll Regional Police Officer, 
Kohat Region

)

? ,

Office'
Ik)

)#■



All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar 
KPK Service Tribunal and not 
any official by name.

khVber pakhtunkWa
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Ph:- 091-9212281 
Fax:- 091-9213262/ST Dated / , /2022No.

To:

The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

SUBJECT:- JUDGMENT IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 4995/2021, IFRAHIM NASIR 
VERSUS THE SECRETARY HOME AND TRIBAL AFFAIRS,
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR ETC.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of order dated 31.05.2022, 
d by this Tribunal in the above mentioned ^^PpSatfor compliance.passe

Enel. As above.

(wi^EEM AKHT/^y 

REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 
PESHAWAR.



All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar 
KPK Service Tribimal and not 
any official by name.

khVber pakhtunkWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Ph:- 091-9212281 
Fax:- 091-9213262/ST Dated / 12022No.

To;

The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

-wC;

SUBJECT:- JUDGMENT IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 4995/2021, IFRAHIM NASIR 
VERSUS THE SECRETARY HOME AND TRIBAL AFFAIRS,
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. PESHAWAR ETC.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of order dated 31.05.2022, 
d by this Tribunal in the above mentioned^^jC'^ for compliance.passe

Enel. As above.

(V^SeM AKH'lSl^) 

REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 
PESHAWAR.
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