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Nemo for appellant. Lawyers are on general strike.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional Advocate General 
for respondents present.

Notice be issued to appellant/counsel for 18.08.2022 for 
arguments before D.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

- 14.06.2022
A-

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court, A/Abad

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member (E) 

Camp Court, A/Abad

None for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Riaz 

Khan Paindakhel, Asst: AG for respondents present.
20'^^ Oct, 2022

Notices be issued to the appellant and his counsel 

through registered post. To come up for arguments on 

27.12.2022 before D.B.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Fareeha Paul)' 
Member(Executive)

f.

a



S.ANo. 11497/2020
%

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Ishfaq, 
KabiruHah Khattak, Additional Advocate

19.01.2022
S.I alongwith Mr.
General for the respondents present.

**

Representative of the respondents requested that time 

■may be granted for submission of written reply/comments on 

behalf of respondents. The request is acceded, however subject 
to payment of costs of Rs. 1000/-. Adjourned. To come up for 

submission of written reply/comments as well as costs of Rs. 
1000/- on behalf of respondents on 20.04.2022 before the S.B 

at Camp Court Abbottabad.

i

f-'..

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J) 

Camp Court A/Abad

•f

• : *

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Ahmad 

Ashfaq, S.I (legal) alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, 
Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.

Written reply on behalf of respondents submitted, 

which is placed on file and copy of the same handed over to 

learned counsel for the appellant.
The amount of cost of Rs. 1000/-, which was imposed

18.04.2022

by this Tribunal vide previous order sheet dated 19.01.2022
the respondents, deposited by representative of the 

respondents today, which is handed over to learned counsel
this respect his written

on

for the appellant and in 

endorsement obtained at the margin of order sheet.
!

5

Adjourned. To come up for rejoinder, if any, as well as 

arguments on 14.06.2022 before the D.B at Camp Court 

Abbottabad. 7^
(Salah-Ud-Din) 

Member (J)
Camp Court Abbottabad

-1
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24.09.2021 Mr. Mohammad Aslam Tanoli, Advocate, for the appellant 

present. Preliminary arguments heard.

Points raised; need consideration, hence the appeal is
^ limitation ^ \n^\ ^ all 

ellant is directed to deposit

;

admitted to 

legal and valid

security and process fee within 10 days, where-after notices be

regular hearing subject 

objections-^The appe

issued to the respondents for submission of written

reply/comments in office within 10 days after receipt of notices,Appellant Deposited
Secu|ity & Process Fs® ^positively. If the written reply/comments are not submitted

,^thin the stipulated time, the office shall submit the file with a 

report of non-compliance. File to come up for arguments before 

the D.B on 23.12.2021 at Camp Court Abbottabad.

- 0 ......

-
<*•

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 

CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

i

2 3.12.-'20 21 Learned counsel for the appeliant present. Mr. 

Ahmad Ashfaq, Senior Clerk alongwith Mr. Riaz Ahmed 

Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for the 

respondents present,

Respondents have failed to submit their written 

reply/comments even today, therefore, last opportunity 

given to the respondents with the direction to submit 

reply/comments on the next date positively, failing which 

their right for submission of reply/comments shall be 

deemed as struck off. To come up for submission of written 

reply/comments on 19.01.2022 before the S.B at Camp 

Court Abbottabad.

I i

7^.
(Salah-Ud~Din) 

Member (J.)
Camp Court Abbottabad

V

-s -
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

A.
‘ V /2020Case No.-

; »
Date of order 
proceedings

‘ Order or'othec.proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Farraukh Mehmood presented today by Mr. 

Muhammad Aslam Tanoli Advocate may be entered in the Institution 

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

02/10/20201-
•v

..y
______ —^ wAaA/1

REGISTRAir ^

This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench at A.Abad for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on 2^2^^ o!^
2-

j • •

i

CHAIRMAN

ti-TS
II 1

si- 0 ■f-
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before the service tribunal khyber pakhtunkhwa

PESHAWAR.
SERVICE APPEL NO 11497 of 2020

Farcikh Mehmood s/o kola Khan (Ex. Constable No. 221 police 

department) r/o village Murad-abad P.O Sera-e_saleh Tehsll & 

District Haripur.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Pro vincial Police officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regiona I Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Off icer, Torghar.

Respondents

Page #of AnnexureDescription
Documents

S#

Comments / Reply 

Affidavit 
1
2

Annexure3

Deponent

4
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RFFQRE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.
SERVICE APPEL NO 11497 of 2020

Farakh Mehmood s/o kola Khan (Ex. Constable No. 221 police 

department) r/o village Murad-abad P.O Sera-e_saleh Tehsil & 

District Haripur.

Appellant

VERSUS

1) Provincial Police officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2) Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboffabad.
3) Districf Police Officer, Torghar.

Respondenfs

Replv/Comments On Behalf Of Respondent^ 

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:- 
PRELIMINARY OBJECTION:-

a) The appeal is not based on facts and appellant has got 

no cause of action or locus standi.

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

c) The appeal is bad Tor non- Joinder of necessary and mis

joinder of unnecessary, parties.

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

appeal.

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

f) The appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal 

with clean hands.

FACTS:-

T. The appellant was posted in district Haripur on loan 

basis DPO Haripur vide letter No. 2705/OASI dated 

02.05.2017 informed that the appellant while 

performing his official duties in district Haripur on loan



g)

basis, has absented himself from lawful duty on the 

following occosions:-
> 27.10.2016 fo 08.11.2016 (11 days).

> 08.02.2017 to till date of dismissal. (155 days)

He was dismissed from service vide O.B No. 290 

dated 12.07.2017 by the than DPO Torghar. The 

departmental appeal against dismissal order of the 

appellant was rejected by the Regional Police Officer, 

Hazara Region Abbotfabad. (Copy of Dismissal order is 

enclosed as Anne)(ure A).
2. The appellant approached the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, Camp Court, Abottabad through 

service appeal No. 254/2018, which was partially 

accepted and the appellant was reinstated in service 

vide judgment dated 21.05.2019. The tribunal directed 

the department to conduct Denovo enquiry. (Copy of 

court order is enclosed as annexure B).
3. The appellant was properly charge sheeted and he 

was given full opportunity of defense.

4. The appellanf deliberafely absenfed himself without 

any leave or permission hence he is not entitled for any 

benefif.
5. Incorrect, the appellant absented himself as such he 

could nof be traced to convey him his dismissal order

C.B No. 263 dated 28.08.2019. (Copy of dismissal order 

is enclosed as annexure C)

6. Incorrect, the absence of appellant was deliberate, he 

did not inform his seniors about illness of his brother. The 

appellant is a habitual absentee and irresponsible 

official wha does not care of rule / regulation or 

discipline that's why no sympathy could be extended. 

The penalty of dismissal is accordance with law and 

inevitable for such diligent officials.



(S)
4--

7. Correct to the extent he preterred departmental 

appeal before the respondent No. 02 which was 

meritless, hence rejected vide order dated 23228/PA 

dated 16.09.2020.(copy of rejection order is enciosed 

as annexure D).

GROUNDS:-

A. Incorrect. The impugned orders are legal, lawful and
4'"

tenable in the eye of law.
B, Incorrect. A propor enquiry was conducted and he

participate in theopportunity towas given 

proceedings.
C. Incorrect. The appellant was treated in accordance1

with law / rule and regulations.
D. Incorrect. The appellate authority has followed the 

jav^/ rule and regulations in deciding the appeal.

E. Incorrect.
F. Incorrect, The instant appeal is badly time barred.

4-,'

4--

4- -



&

4-

PRAYER:

In view of the above mentioned facts, the 

appeal In hand may kindly be dismissed being devoid of 

any legal force and badly time barred case.

Provincial Officer
Khyber Pakhfunkhwa Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 1)vy

\

Regional Polr^Officer 

Hazara Region Abbottabad 

(Respondent No. 2)

hJ
/}{

District Police Officer 

Torghar
(Respondent No. 3)

District Poilca 
Tprghar.

^ -

4



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.
SERVICE APPEL NO 11497 of 2020

Farakh Mehmood s/o kola Khan (Ex. Constable No. 221 police 

department) r/o village Murad-abad P.O Sera-e_saleh Tehsil & 

District Harlpur.

Appellant

VERSUS

1) Provincial Police officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2) Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

3) District Police Officer, Torghar.

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

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

suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.

Provincial/^Pbllce Officer
Peshawari/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

{Res(^^ndent No. 1)

Regiorral PoUce-Officer 

Hazara Region Abbottabad 

(Respondent No. 2]

/}

7

District Police Officer 

Torghar

Torahar.
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Constable Farukh Mehmood :Ng.456 of this district presently ^ 
performing his duty in Haripur District on loan basis absented himself from duty 

: ^.e.f 27-10-2016 to 08-11-2016 and 18-02-2017 to uptill now without any 

infonhation/permission of the competent authority .

. . District Police Officer, Haripur recommended him
. punishment i.e. Dismissed from 

dated, 02-05-2017.

5i

It •
1c

ii
1.

for major
service yide J^PO. Haripur Memo: No.2705/OASI

1

.? • ■■r

Keepmg in view, I Sardar Khan, District Police Officer, Torghar 

competent authority under Police Rule E & D rule 1975, is hereby agreed with the 

: repommendation of DPO Haripur, and he is he^by dismissed from service from the
date of received recommendation i.e. 02-05-20lf.

•!
■;

;

.
J ..

,Order announced ■*
t

.a
f ^f: OB No.aao /^7/2017 a■ f j 
; "'1

1
h

I '?■

District PV- .. :

Torghar
; ; Cdpy tethej- ■ii1.

i' ■:?1. Pay Officer, Torghar 

,2. SRG, Torghar 

3. OASI, Torghar

1
■1

i

District Police Officer
Torghar

• i!

r
I

:

i
•:

i;
!

.':p;
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNICHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,PESHAWAR
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD.

;
SeiTice Appeal No. 254/2018

i

Date of Institution ...23.02.2018

" Date of Decision'■ ...21.05.2019

, Farrukh Mehmood S/O Kala Khan (Ex-Constable No.414 Police Department) R/0 
' Village Muradabad, P.O. Sera-e~Saleh, Tehsil and.District Haripur.

(Appellant)t

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkliwa and two others.
f

(Respondents)
t

MR. MUHAMMAD ASLAM TANOLI, 
Advocate For appellant.r

f
MR.MUHAMMAD BILAL, 

: ■ Deputy District Attorney For respondents

MR. AHMAD HAS SAN
MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI

MEMBER(Executiv^)
MEMBER(Judicial) •i *

JUDGMENT
AA*

Arguments of the learned counselAHMAD HASSAN, MEMBER:-
•V ''Pmill•• )'■ parties heard and record perused.i-

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that after having rendered ten y^sljaw.^r

. ’ ARGUMENTS../■ ■r

I 2..

satisfactory service in Police Depai'tment, suddenly his elder brother fell ill. To 

Idok-after his ailing brother the appellant had nb other option but to reach hohie. 

Through Moharrir of the Police Station concerned, he submitted an'application for

grant of two months leave. The leave was not sanctioned. On 18.04.2017 another

application for leave was submitted by him but to no avail. The respondents did not

allow him to join, duty and was marked absent. In 2016, he was transferred/posted 

from District Haripur to District Torghar. On Ol.OSTOlV the appellant approached
L

A'

I
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the DPO for duty. However, he was informed that vide order dated 12.07.2017, he
/ I

; had been dismissed from service. w:e.f 0^.05.2017. He filed departmental appeal on 

: *17.08.2017, which was dismissed on 14.11.2017, hence, the present service appeal.
; !• ,!

He further argued that absence on the part of the appellant was not deliberate and

willful, rather was forced by the circumstances to stay away from duty and that too

applications for grant of leave were submitted in time but not decided by the 

respondents. Impugned order was void a:b-initio, arbitrary,: whimsical and unlawful ‘1

;
having been passed without observance of procedure laid down in Police Rules

1975. Major punishment was awarded without holding regular enquiry. In these
]

■circumstances, he was condemned unheard.

1

Learned Deputy District Attorney: argued that vide letter dated 02.05.2017 v ' 

DPO, Haripur informed DPO, Torghar that while performing duty in District 

.Haripur on loan basis, he remained absent from duty without permission of the

J.

I*

I

competent authority. In pursuance of the said letter DPO, Torghar awarded him:

major penalty of dismissal from service vide order dated 12.07.2017 after
A'; ■

observance of all codal formalities.
5 !

■y

..i 7CONCLUSION

The appellant an employee of District Police, Torghar was deputed
Pcs/?

; 7-perform duty in District Haripur on loan basis. While perforrping duty all of a

n
- 4.

a War;■

:■ i
■ 1

sudden his elder brother fell ill and perforce he had to reach home to provide timely

treatment to the ailing patient. Before leaving for home he had submitted an
$

application through Moharrir of the Police Station for grant of two months leave 

and was assured that leave would be sanctioned. On 18.04.2017 another application 

for two months extension in leave was submitted but was not sanctioned by the 

^ competent authority. On 01.08.2017, he reported for duty to the DPO, Torghar, 

where he was informed to have been dismissed from service vide order dated

i

4

¥
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I^v
12.07.2017.’In tfle impugned order a reference was made to a letter of DPO, Haripur

f

dated 02.05.2017, whereby it was recommended to impose major penalty onjthe 

appellant. Request of the DPO was honored by issuing the impugned order.

t

Im

t

■I
It is strange that major penalty of dismissal from service was awarded to the

^ appellant without resort to “the procedure laid down in
»

regular enquiry was conducted against the appellant and with a single stroke of pen, 

major penalty was awarded to him. Action on the part of respondents was patently 

void, illegal, unlawful and arbitrary. According to Article-10~A of the Constitution

the fundamental right of the appellant which

• i
•X a

Police Rules. 1975. No1-

t
U:.

:■ rh

wasf- opportunity of fair trial was 

deliberately and intentionally denied by the respondents. He was condemned
ib:-

; :l

ol1::'
4'

unheard. There are numerous judgments of the superior courts that before imposing 

major penalty regular enquir-y should be conducted.
it
It

■ 1

I' ■ As a sequel to above, the appeal is accepted, impugned orders dated 

, 12.0,7.2017 and 14.11.2017 are set aside and the appellant is reinstated in seryice. ,
I

The respondents are directed to conduct de-novo enquiry within a period of ninety 

days from the da^of receipt of this judgment. The issue of back benefits shall be 

' subject to the outcome of the de-novo enquiry. Parties are left to bear their own 

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

6.
i ■:

't I
I'

",

I

___X
Ni
IJ( \Tt/T(AHMAD HASSAN). 

Member
Camp Court Abbottabad.,r7/

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
Member

/ !■

*

ANNOUNCED
21.05.2019 I'

%
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•ORDER

:■>

This order would dispose off the departmental enquiry, conducted against Constable Farukh 

I^ehinood No.221 who had absented himself from his official duties without any leave or permission of 

the competent authority vide DD No.46 dated 27.10.2016 to DD No.48 dated 08.11.2016 (lldays).and 

vide DD No,23 dated 18.02.2017 to the date of dismissal ,i/e OB, No,290 dated 12/07/2017 (72 d^^s). 

(jl^onsequent upon order vide OB No.313 dated, 02-05-2019 of District Police Officer, Haripur he was
■ k.'- 2 • . ... '
I V awarded rtiajor punishment of dismissal from service by the than District Police Officer, Torghar vide
* i OB No.290 dated, 12.07.2017. He filed service appeal No.254/2018 before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Service Tribunal, Peshawar for his re-instatement in service which was accepted vide judgment dated
I

21.05.2019 with the directions to the respondents to conduct de-novo enquiry into the allegations

. \

K
•.

f-

l.
> .
i;

f

mentioned above.*
f

He was reinstated in service vide this office order OB No'201 dated, 14-06-2019 in the light qf

judgment ibid and the above named defaulter official was again charge sheeted vide this office Memo: 

N0.753-54/PA dated 21.06.2019 for the allegations of his willful absence from his official duties without 

any leave or permission of the competent authority, keeping in view the Para No.06 of the said judgment 

passed by Honorable Kbyber P^ditunkhwa, Service Tribunal, Peshawar in appeal No.254/2018.

Enquiry was entrusted-to Mr. Gul Zar Khan, DSP/Hqrs:. who conducted detail enquiry into the 

^ allegations and held him responsible / guilty for the allegations as envisaged in the charge sheet and
i statement of allegations. On 29.07.2019, he.submitted enquiry report in which he recommended the

defaulter Official for major punishment. On receiving the same he was served with Final Show Cause 

Notice vide this office Memo: No,855/PA dated, 01-08-2019 in response to which he did not submit his, 

I I, written reply as prior to this on 29.07.2019, vide DD No.l9 Police Lines he absented himself from his' 

official duties. Therefore, Final Show Cause Notice was delivered to him through a special'messenger at 

his home which was received by his brother namely Nadeem Shehzad s/o Kalo Khan r/o City Haripur and

■ .

i;
r ‘Z.

m t ■

4 I

Vy

v •
he assured that he will inform his brother Farukh Mehmood No.22l to appear in orderly room on 18-08-ri
2019 but he did not do so. Again on 23-08-2019 he was called vide this office letter No.944 through 

District Police Officer, Haripur to appear in orderly room on 28-08-2019 but he failed and did not come 

V forwardtO;defend himself.

¥■>
I

V

Iv After having gone through the record/enquiry file coupled with recommendation of the enquiry 

officer and evidence brought on record it came to surface that the period of treatment of his brother 

which'^as given to him in the years 2015, 2018 & 2019 and the period of his absence falls in the years 

2016 and 2017, as both illness and absence were happened in different time periods due to which hp was

k-M-
f t’ I: Janis Khan. District Police Officer. Torghar. being competent authority in exercise of the power 

vested in me under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 ( with amendment 2014) am constrained 
fI ' award him major punishment. Therefore, the defaulter official Farukh Mehmood No.221 is hereby 

' ‘ awarded major punishment of dismissed from service with immediate effect. His period of absence is 

treated as leave without pay. Order announced in absence of the defaulter official namely Farukh 

Mehmood No.221.

not entitled for commiseration. Therefore, keeping in view of what has being stated above, I. Mr. Hafiz

S/:'
’-5

/ Dated ,^g/c^/2Q19.OB No.
r'-,t

District Police Officer, 
Torghar

Copies to the :- •

1. SRC, Torghar
2. Pay Officer, Torghar. 1

. it-. C.'/

ii t
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OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD 

V. 0992-9310021-22 
0992-9310023 

r.rpohazara@gmail.com 
£) 0345-9560687 

NO: 7 /PA DATED l\ f /2020

ORDER

This order will dispose off departmental appeal under Rule 11-A of Khyber

PakhtunJdiwa Police Rules, 1975 submitted by Ex-Constable Farakli Mehmood No.221 of District
1-

Torghar (on lo^ basis to district Haripur) against the order of .punishment i.e. dismissal from 

service awarded by District Police Officer, Torghar vide OB N6:263 dated 28.08.2019. y

* ■. Brief facts leading to the punishment are that the appellant while performing ; 

his duty in District Haripur on loan basis, absented from duty 27.10.2016 to 08.11.2016 (11 days) & 

18.02.2017 to 12.07.2017 (total absencelSS days).

Consequently, appellant was awarded major punislunent of dismissal from 

service by DPO Torghar vide 290 dated 12-07-2017. He preferred departmental appeal to the 

Regional Police Officer, Hazara which, was filed by the appellate authority. Thereafter, the appellant 

intuited Service Appeal No.254/2018 in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal Camp Court 

Abbottabad against the punishment.' The Honorable Service Tribunal vide its Judgment dated 

21.05.2019 accepted the appeal, set aside the impugned orders and directed to conduct' denovo 

enquiry.
* As a result, DSP Hrqs Torghar was deputed to conduct de-novo enquiry. During 

the course of enquiry the allegations leveled against the appellant, were proved and EO 

recormnended him for major punislunent. He was heard in person, however he failed to advance any 

cogent reason in his defence. Consequently, DPO Torghar awarded him major punislunent of 

dismissal from service. Hence, tlie appellant submitted tiiis present appeal.

After receiving -his appeal, comments of DPO Torghar were sought and 

examined/perused. The undersigned called the official in OR and heard him in person. However the 

he failed to advanee any plausible, justification in his defence. Moreover, the instant appeal is badly 

time barred the appellant submitted the .appeal after lapse of 08 months and 21. days. Therefore, m 

exercise of the powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule 11 -4 (a) of Khyber Pakhtunlchwa 

Police Rules, 1975 the instant appeal is hereby filed with immediate effect.

i
Qazi Jamil ur Rchman (PSP) 

REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD

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

The District Police Officer, Torghar for information and necessary action with reference to 
his office Memo No 3456/GB dated 06-07-2020. Service Roll and Fuji Missal containing 
enquiry file of tile appellant is returned herewith'for record. ■

mailto:r.rpohazara@gmail.com
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SER\^Ci^-^

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No;..././.M.^ry

Farraukh Mehrjiood S/O Kola Khan (Ex-Constable No. 221 

Police Department) R/O Village Murad-abad, P.O. Sera-e- 
Salehjehsil & District Haripur.

Appellant
VERSUS

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

SERVICE APPEAL

INDEX

S/No Description of Document Ann-
exure

Page
No.

Appeal/Condonation Applicaion,
Copy of Judgment dated 21-05-2019
Charge Sheet & its reply.

01- f
lb -7s2. “A”

3. “B&C” /3 -/S
4. Order dated 28-08-2019 of DPO "D"
5. Copy of application dated 1T-05-2020

Medical Treatment Documents.__________
Departmental appeal & appeal rejection 
order dated 16-09-2020

" E"
6. n p?i

7: “G&H"

8. Wakalatnama

Through

(Mohchimad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
at Haripur

Dated:^-10-2020
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR i

Appeal No

Farraukh Mehmood S/O Kola Khan (Ex-Constable No. 221 

Police Department) R/O Village Murad-abad, P.O. Sera-e- 

Saleh, Tehsil & District Haripur.
Appellant

VERSUS

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

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL
ACT 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 28-08-2019 OF THE DISTRICT
POLICE OFFICER TORGHAR AND WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN
DISMISSED FROM SERVICE AND ORDER DATED 16-09-2020 OF THE
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER HAZARA REGION ABBOTTABAD
WHEREBY HIS DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL REJECTED.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTAN CE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL
IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 28-08-2019 AND 16-09-2020 OF
RESPONDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT
BE RE-INSTATED IN HIS SERVICE FROM THE DATE OF DISMISSAL
WITH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully sheweth,

That previously the appellant was dismissed from 

service by the. District Police Torghar vide order dated 

12-07-2017 with effect from 02-05-2017. The appellanf 

preferred a departmental appeal dated 17-08-2017 

before the Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, 

Abbottabad which was also rejected on 14-1.1-2017.



That aggrieved of aforementioned orders/ the 

appellant filed a service appeal No. 254/2018 before 

this Honourable KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar which 

was accepted and decided vide judgment and order 

dated 21-05-2019 and the appellant was re-instated in 

service with order of De-novo inquiry. (Copy of 

judgment/decision dated 21-05-2019 is annexed- “A”).

2.

That in the light of judgment/order dated 21-05-2019 of 

the Honorable KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar, 

appellant was taken on duty on 14-06-2019 by DPO 

Torghar and a Charge Sheet dated 21-06-2019 was 

issued to him which was replied in detail explaining all 

facts and circumstance of the matter. (Copies of 

Charge Sheet dated 21-06-2019 and its reply are 

attached as annexure “B & C”).

3.

That during this period no salary was given to the 

appellant despite he was deployed and he fully 

discharged his official duties. The appellant already 

under financial distresses due to his long 

unemployment from 2017 to 2019. Appellant had 

incurred handsome amount on litigation for his 

reinstatement in service. The period appellant spent at 

Torghar he was having not a single penny. Appellant 

had to pass his time by seeking loans from his fellow 

officials which appellant could not return til! this day. 

When appellant demanded salary, he was replied by 

his officer to proceed home and when his case was 

decided he would be informed. In these circumstances

4.



3

the appellant had to leave for his home a1 Haripur.
\

Appellant neither absented himself from duty on 29-07- 

2019 nor was any show cause notice sent to him at his 

home address as has been alleged in the dismissal 

, order. Appellant was never informed to appear before 

the competent authority for personal hearing. 

Appellant had provided the documents of his brother 

illness from 2015 to 2018. However, the DPO Torghar 

vide his order dated 28-08-2019 dismissed the appellant 

without taking into consideration his reply to Charge 

Sheet. (Copy of order 28-08-2019 is annexed as “D").

5. That though the appellant was dismissed from service 

vide order 28-08-2019 yet neither he was informed 

about his dismissal nor was such order issued or sent on 

his home address rather appellant went to Torghar on 

11-05-2020 and by presenting written application to 

DPO obtained copy of dismissal order dated 28-08-2019 

through personal efforts. (Copy of application dated 

11 -05-2020 is attached as annexure-“E”).

6. That absence of the appellant was not deliberate or 

intentional rather due to serious illness of his younger 

brother. Appellant regularly submitted applications 

alongwith medical certificates to his officers for grant of 

leave. Because of illness of his younger brother the 

appellant was unable to get himself married till today 

as he has to give him three times meal, medicines, bath 

and wash his clothes. In these circumstances the 

appellant deserved > to have been treated 

sympathetically and granted requested leave but



instead he was given harsh treatment and dismissed 

from services. Attached documents of the illness' and 

medical treatment of appellant’s brother will show his 

constrains. Appellant has rendered more than 10 years 

service and is the only bread earner of his family but is 

jobless since his dismissal. (Documents of medical 

treatment are attached as annexure “F”).

That appellant aggrieved of the orders of the District 

Police Officer Torghar preferred a departmental 

appeal before the Regional Police Officer Hazara 

Region Abbottabad which was rejected vide order 

dated 16-09-2020 (Copies of departmental appeal and 

order dated 16-09-2020 are attached as Annexure-“G 

& H"), hence instant service appeal before this 

Honourable Service Tribunal, inter alia, on the following 

as well as other grounds:-

7.

GROUNDS:

That impugned orders dated 28-08-2019 and 16-09-2020 of 

respondents are illegal, unlawful against the facts and 

circumstances of matter hence are liable to be set aside.

a)

That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted. No 

Show Cause Notice was issued. Copy of inquiry findings, if 

any, were not provided to the appellant. Even he was not 

afforded the opportunity of personal hearing.

b)

That the respondents have not treated the appellant in 

accordance with law, departmental rules & regulations
c)
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and policy on the subject and have acted in violation of 

Article-4 of the constitution of Islamic Republic of Palcistan 

1973 and unlawfully issued the impugned orders, which 

are unjust, unfair hence not sustainable in the eyes of law. 

That the appellate authority has also failed to abide by 

the law and even did not take into consideration the 

grounds incorporated in the memo of appeal. Even the 

penalty with which the appellant was awarded was 

illegal. Thus the impugned orders of respondents are 

contrary to the law as laid down in the KPK Police Rules 

1934, other departmental rules regulations read with 

section 24-A of General Clause Act 1897 read with Article 

1OA of Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

d)

e) That appellant never absented himself willfully 

deliberately from his duties rather he had to seek leave 

due to serious illness of his brother there being no one at 

home to look after him. Appellant’s genuine cause was 

not given any heed by respondents and he was punished 

for the circumstances beyond his control.

or

f) That instant appeal is well within time and this honorable 

Service Tribunal has got every jurisdiction to entertain and 

adjudicate upon the same.

PRAYER;

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant 

Service Appeal both the orders dated 28-08-2019 and 16-09- 

2020 of respondents may graciously be set aside and appellant 

be re-instated in service with all consequential service, back



A
benefits. Any other relief which this Honorable Service Tribunal 

deems fit may also be granted.

Through:

- Mohammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
At HaripurDated ^10-2020

VERIFICATION

It is verified that the contents of instant Service Appeal are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been concealed thereof.

Dated 2--10-2020
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Farraukh Mehmood S/O Kata Khan (Ex-Constable No. 221 

Police Department) R/O Village Murad-abad, P.O. Sera-e- 

Salehjehsil S. District Haripur.
Appellant

VERSUS

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

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT:

1, Farrukh Mehmood Ali S/O Kala Khan appellant do hereby 

solemnly declare and affirm on oath that the contents of the 

instant Service Appeal are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has be 

this Honourable Service Tribunal.
subpressed from

laff^ppellant
Depone

Dated; 0-2020

Identified By:

Mohammad Aslam Tanoli 
Advocate High Court 
At Haripur Appellant
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Farraukh Mehmood S/O Kala Khan (Ex-Constable No. 221 

Police Department) R/O Village Murad-abad, P.O. .Sera-e- 
Salehjehsil 5. District Haripur.

Appellant
VERSUS

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

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

/
It is certified that no such Appeal on the subject has ever been 

filed in this Honourable Service Tribunal or any other court prior 

to instant one.

. 1

I

Dated:2L-l 0-2020

: »

{

t
r

i



T BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Farraukh Mehmood S/O Kola Khan (Ex-Constable No. 221 Police 
Department) R/O Village Murad-abad, P.O. Sera-e-SalehJehsil & District

Appellant. Haripur.
VERSUS

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

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING SERVICE
APPEAL BEFORE THIS HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That appiicant/appellant has filed today a Service Appeal, which may be 
considered as part and parcel of this application, against order dated 28- 
08-2019 and 16-09-2020 passed by respondents, whereby respondents 
awarded the appellant with penalty of dismissal from service and the 
period he remained as leave without pay and his departmental as well as 
Mercy Appeal were rejected.

2. That as the orders of departmental authorities have been passed in 
violation and derogation of the statutory provisions governing the terms 
and condition of service of the appellant and facts of the case, therefore, 
causing a recurring cause of action to the applicant/appellant can be 
challenged and questioned irrespective of a time frame.

3. That though the appellant on receipt of order of the DPO Torghar had 
filed departmental appeal well in time but the DIG Hazara Region 
Abbottabad passed appeal rejection order on 16-09-2020. That appellant 
has rigorously been pursuing his case. Therefore, the delay, if any,.in filing 
instant service appeal is due to the forgoing reasons.

4. That instant application is being filed as an abundant caution for the 
condonation of delay, if any. The impugned orders are liable to be set 
aside in the interest of justice.

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptan^of Jhe instant application 
the delay, if any, in filing of titled appeal may graci bevxondoned.

eHgntAppli'
Through:

(Mohamm^^^iarn Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
HaripurDated:2_^l 0-2020

m
\

conteJ|^f|5^

correct to the best of my knoWl§.d^e..§ib,®®^^

Affidavit: X

It is verified that the 'application/ pppeai^re true and 
^nothing hasS^en suq^ssed.

Dated: 2^0-2020 D^onentApp

i
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BjEEORE_TI-nH KI lYBER PAKT m m\<.UWA SERVICE TRTBIJNAL.PESIIAWAR
CAMP COURT ABBOTTAll Art. ••.I ;

\Sen-ice Appeal l-!o. 254/20! 8•;

% 15
II ^ ?

/.vr
Dote oriiislitutibn ...23.02.2018

■

i Date of Decision ...21.05.2019 ''A

I'filiukh Melimood S/0 Dala Klinn (px-Constable No.4 14 Police Depaiiinent) R/0 
Village Miuadabac!, P,0, Sera^e-Salcbj Tdisi! and District Tlai ipiu'.

(Appeilanl)
!■

VDRSITS

Pi'OviiiGiai Pohee Ofticer, Kh3'l)er Paklilunkhwa and lA\k> pther^.
i'

... (Respondents)i

rrr-r*'

MUDAMMAP ASLAM 'I'AWOLt, 
AdA'oeate . ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^

MR.MUIIAkMAD BILAI..,
. Deputy District Attorney

MIC AHMAD HASSAN 
MR. MUIIAlVIfvfAD AMIM KHAN KUNl.-)!

For appellaiit.

For respondents

MEMDER(Execu! i ve) 
MEMBER(Judici;d)

flJDGtVItCNT

ATTb'^Al) tlASSAN, MEMBER:^ Argunienls of the learned counsel for the 

parties heard and record penisetl

ARGUMENTS.
/ 7'i.' ir^

\ 4:-j^.|^Learned counsel tor the appellant argued that after having rendered ten years

satistaciPry service in Police Department, suddenly his elder brother fell ill. Tom
ailing brother the appellant had no other option but to reach home.

‘•O

ThrouglrMohariir of the Police Station concerned, he submitted an application for 

grant of two months leave. Tlie leave was not sanctioned. On 18.04.2017 another

applicatioti for leave was/^ibmitte»d^)' hini but to no avail. The respondents did not 

allow him to join dutySinCi 

from District lkripui^^4l)pMpt Xprghar.

imeed absent. In 2016, he Avas transferred/posled

-'ll 01.08.20 {7 the appeilanl approached

i'
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iiironned tiiat yi(le order dated 12.07.2017, he

f 02.05.2017. He filed depailmeiUal appeal
' ' ' 1 , - '

.11.2017, Itence,, liie present service appeal.

nof deliberate and 

fioin duty;and that too 

l)iU. not decided hy the

void ab-initio, albitrary, whimsical and unlawful

laid down in Police Rules

awarded without holding regular enquiry. In these

the DPO for duty. However, he was 

bad been dismissed iVom sendee w.e.

17.08.2017^ wliicli was dismissed on M 

Me fiiiiher argued that absence on the part of the appellant

on

was

witlft.l, latlier was forced by the circumstances to stay away 

applications for grant of leave were submitted in time 

respandents. Impugned order was

tiaving been passed wilhont observance of procedureI

1975. Major pijnishment. was

lujheon;,

District Attorney argued that vide letter dated 02.05.2017Learned Deputy3.
DPO, Haripur informed DPO. Toigbar that while performing duty in District

frorri duty' without permission of the
i. . '

said letter DPO, Torghar awarded him

ITaripUr on loan basis, be remained absent 

competent aiithorjty. In pursuance of the 

major penalty of disiqissal IVom service vide
1;

order ^ dated 12.07.2017 after

\
L observance, of all ppdal formaldtcs

7 D ^ .CONCLUSION

of District Police, Torghar was

loan basis. While performing duty all of

d perforce he had to reach home to provide timely

for home he had submitted an 
:*

of the Police Station for grant of two months leave 

. On 18.0d.2017 another application 

submitted but was. not sanctioned by the 

c reporicd for duly to the DPO, TorgUar,

been'^ussed from service v|de order dated

the appellant an employee 

perform duty in District Haripur on 

sudden liis elder bfotlier fell ill 

treatment to the ailing patient. Before leaving 

application tlirouglv Moliartir

. T
\/

an

and Was assured thai leave Would be sanc'doneu 

for two months eJ<tensioi'ii m, leave was
• i ■■

competent authority; On bt.08<^^l 

Where he Was informed b!n|^e

i

rfh
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made to a letter of DPO, Haripur!2.07.2017. In Ihe impugned order a reference was

tlaietl 02.05.2017, wlieieby i( was recommended to impose major penalty on the 

appellanl. Request of the DPO was honored by issuing the impugned order...

is slrarige that major penalty of dismissal from service was awarded to tire 

appellant wllbont resort to the procedure laid down m Police Rules 1975. tlo 

wks cohdncicd against Ibe appellant and with a single stroke of pen.

5. It

regular enquiry

tlie pari of respondenls was patentlymajoi penalty was awarded to him. Action

awftil and athhrary. AGConiing to Ariicle-lO-A of the Constitution

on

void, illegal-, uni

opportunity of fair (rial was the fnndaniental rigid of Ibe appellant which 

intentionally denied by the respondents. He tvas

Avas
1

condemned
! deliberalely and

' mdveard. There are minierous judghients of the superior couiis that before imposing

: major penalty regular enquiry should he conducted.

sequel to above, the appeal is accepted, impugned orders dated 

set aside and the appellant is reinstated in service, 

conduct deuiovo enquiry within a period of ninety 

The issue of hack benefits shall be 

left to bear their own

As a6.

12.07.2017 and 14.11.2017 are 

The respondents are directed to 

days iiom the date of receipt of ibis judgment 

subiect to tlte outcome of the uc-novo eiujuiry. Patties ate

costs. Tile he consigned to tlie record room.
I

-\:-----
(AHMAD HASSAH) 

Member
Camp Court Abbottabad.

i;
iir

(MUJ.1^4m4d AMTN khan KHNDl) 
^ .Jnh^ember

Cercen T' be h're copyV\-

Al'WOUl'-lCED ^ 

2i.05.2019.

Sen dee•Y W



;*•%

i

•if

■\"v
■'fe’'-~-y'''’'

v\\'
OFFICE Of tHE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICFR, TORGHAR V..

CHARGE SHEET
I

1. I, Mr, Hafiz Jahis Khan, District Police Officer, Torghar as 

cohipetent authority hereby charge you Constable Farukli Melimood 

N0i221/S67 posted at Police lines Judbali for the allegation explained in 

the attached statement of allegations.

You appear to be guilty of misconduct under Khyber 

Pakhtunkh\A/a> Police Rules,1975 (with amendment 2014) and have 

rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in the 

said rules.

2.

(

I

You ^re therefore directed to submit your written defense 

within {07 ) Seven days on receipt of the charge sheet to the Enquiry . 

officer.

3.

;

;
iYour Written defense. If any, should reach the enquiry office 

Within the specified period, failing which it shall be presiimed that you 

have no defense to put in hand and in the case ex-parte action shall 

follow against you
A

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person or otherwise; 

Summary of allegation is also enclosed.

I

i

^ i*

5.
/6.

$

. .7

District Police C ifficer, 
Torghar

•V.

\

i:

i;

f

i.
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION'I- ■ >■

L Mr. Hafiz Janis Khan, Dislrici Police Officer, Torgliar as competent 

authority of the opinion that Constable Fanikli Melimood No.22i/567 posted at Police 

lilies, Jiidbah has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against departnientally as you
committed the following act/omission wiliiin the meaning under the ICliyber Paklilunkhwa,

Police Rules, 1975 ( with amendment 2014).

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONffy
You FarukJi Melimood No.221/567, had absented yourself from your

official duties without any leaVe or permission of the competent authority vide DD No.46 dated

27.10.2016 to DD No.48 dated 08d 1.2016 (11 days) arid vide DD No.23 dated 18.02.2017 to the 

date of dismissal i/e OB No.290 dated 12/07/2017 for the allegation mentioned above. 

Corisequent upon order vide OB No.313 dated, 02-05-2019 of District Police Officer, Haripur 

you were awarded iriajor punishment of dismissal from service by the than District Police 

Officer, dorgliar vide liis office order dated, 12.07.2017. After availing remedy of departmental 

appeal, your service appeal No.254/2018 before the Khyber Pakhlunldiwa, Service Tribunal, 

Peshawar Was accepted with the directions (o respondents to conduct de-novo enquiry into the 

allegations merttioned above. Heilce, you are again charge sheeted for the allegatiojiis of willful 

absence from official duties mentioned above, keeping in view, the Para No.06 of the judgment 

dated 21.05.2019 passed by Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkliwa, Service Tribunal, Peshawar in 

appeal No.254/2018, which tantamolints gross iiiiscoiiduct on your part.
I *

For the purpose of scnilinizing the conduct with reference to the above 

allegation, an Enquiry committee of the following is constituted.

i :

. ,
?/■;

i
i

Mr. Gtil Zar Khan PSr/Ilgrs: is deputed as Enqiiin^ Officer
The Enquiry Officer/Coinmitlee shall in accordance under the provision of 

the above mentioned rules, provid reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record 

finding and make within 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendation as to punishment 

or take other appropriate action against the accused.

The accused shall appear in the departmental proceedings on the date, time

and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer/Conmittee.

I

District Police Officer^
Torgliaf

iif

■ 1.
No. /PA, dated I'orgbar tlie 2019.

Copy of the above is forwarded to:-

Cortsliible Fartikh Melimood No.221/567 posted at Police lines Jiidbah 

with the direction to submit his written statement to the Enquiry Officer the receipt of this charge 

sheet/statement of allegations and also to appear before Enquiry Officer on the date, time and 

place fixed for purpose of departmental proceedings.

!

'! .

■ ;
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\ ORDER
^ T- —

This order would dispose off the depailnieiital enquiry, conducted against Constable Faiukh 
Melirnood 1^0.221 who Iiad absented himself fiom his official duties without any leave or permission of 

the competent authority vide DD No.46 dated 27.10.2016 to DD No.d8 dated 08.11.2016 (1 Idays) and 
vide DD No.23 dated 18.02.2017 to the date of dismissal i/e OB No.290 dated 12/07/2017 (72 days). 

Consequent upon order vide OB No.313 dated, 02-05-2019 of District Police Officer, Haripur he 

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service by the than District Police Officer, Torghar vide 

OB No.290 dated, 12.07.2017. Me filed sei-vice appeal No,254/2018 before the Kliyber Paklitunkhwa, 

Service Tribunalj Peshawar for his re-inslalement in service which was accepted vide Judgment dated 

21.05.2019 with the directions to the respondents to conduct de-novo enquiry into the allegations 
mentioned above.

T
■!

was

i He was reinstated in service vide this office order OB No.20l dated, ]4-06-2019 in the light of 

judgment ibid and the above named defaulter olTlcial was again chargesheeted vide this office )Aemo: 

No.753-54/PA dated 21.06.2019 for the allegations of his willful absence Trom his official duties without 

any leave or permission of the competent authority, keeping in view the Para No.06 of the said judgment 

passed by Honorable Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal, Peshawar in appeal No.254/2018.
Enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Gnl Zar Khan, DSP/Hqrs:. who conducted detail enquiry' into the 

allegations and held liim responsible / guilty for the allegations as envisaged in the charge sheet and 

statement of allegaliolis. On 29.07.2019, he submitted enquiry report in whicli he recommended the 
defaulter official for major punishment. On receiving the same he was served with Final Show Cause 

Notice vide this office Memo: No,855/PA dated, 01-08-2019 in respon-se lo which he did not submit his 

written reply as prior to this on 29.07.2019, vide DD No. 19 Police Lines he absented himself from his 
official duties. Therefore, Final Sliow Cause Notice was delivered to him through a special messenger at 

his home wliich was received by his brother namely Nadeein Shehzad s/o Kalo Khan i/o City ilaripur and 

he assured that he will inform his brother Farukh Mehmood No.221 lo appear in orderly room on 18-08- 

2019 btit he did not do so. Again on 23-08-2019 he was called vide this office letter No.944 through 

District Police Officer, Haripur to appear in orderly room on 28-08-2019 but he failed and did not come 

forward lo defend himself

After imVing gone tlfrough the record/enquiry file coupled with recomniendalion of the enquiry 1 
officer and evidence brought on record it canie to surface that the period of treatment of his brother ^ 

which was given to him in the years 2015, 2018 & 2019 and the period of his absence falls in the years 

2016 and 2017^ as both illness and absence were happened in different lime periods due to which he was ✓ 

not entitled for commiseration. Therefore, keeping in view of what has being stated above, I. Mr. Hafiz 

Janls Khan, District Police Officek, Tbreliar, being competent authority ii» exercise of the power 

vested in me under the Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa, Police Rules, 1975 ( willi amendmenl 2014) am constrained 

to award him major punishment. Therefore, the defaulter official Farukh Mehmood No.221 is hereby 

awarded major punishment of disinissed from service with immediate effect. His period of absence is ^ 

treated as leave without pay. Order announced in absence of the defaulter official namely Farukh 

Mehmood No.221.

^ !\ ■

I Dated QS^I <2,^/2019.OB No.

District Police Officer, 
Torghar

i.

Copies to the .

1. SRC^ Torghar
2. Pay Officer, Torghar.

■
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,(M.UUS. DPM. 
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ibx. Graded Psychiatrist Pakistan Army.
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Lab No 00L00694
Patient Name AMJAD
sex MALE 

? YEARS 
BLOOD 
QAZI CLINIC 
0906-2016

. AGE
NATURE OF SPECIMEN 
REFERRED BY 
DATE

BLOOD COMPLETE PICTURE

: 7.2 xro*9/! '
: ' 4.67 XI0-I2/I*

14.6 g/dl, y
: 44.5 % y •
; 95.5- FI

: 29.9
: 31.4 g/dl

304 XI0"9/L

WBC (Male 4.0- 11.0)
(Male 4.5-65)

. (Male 13-18)
(Male 40-54).

.(Male 76-.96)
. (Male 27 -32 )

(Male 30 -35 )
(Normal : 150 - 400 x 10^9/0

(Female 4,0- 11.0) 
(Female 3.8 - 5.0 V . 
(Female 11.5:16.5) 
(Fem.ale 37 - 47 ) 
.(Female ^6 - 96 )
(Female 27 - 
(Female 30 -• 35 }

yRBC
HAEMOGLOBIN
PCV

. MGV ..
MCH
MCHC
PLATELET COUNT

Pg f

DIFEERENTLAL>

. Neuirophils , 
. Lymphocytes 

Monocytes 
Eosinophils 
Easophils •

61 % 
29 % 
07 %

(55 - 70%)
(25 - 40%)
(02 - 08 %)

03 % , (O.I -06%)
(00-01%)- .

Metamyeloo'ies • 
Myelocytes 

• Promoelocyies 
Blasts Cells

0%
0%
0%'

, 0% .
0 %\

t
I

Result generated on MJiiDRAY .SOOOPlus Hematology Auto Ana'yser
•:I
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00100694 . 
AIWJAD 
? YEARS . 

MALE 
BLOOD 
QAZl CLINIC 
09-06-2016

Lab No 
Patient NameI

Age
Sex
Nature of Specimen •. 

' Referred By 
. Dale

REFERF.NCF RANGEJRESULTanalyte

i-60- I60 nig/di. f 96SERUM SUGAR ( R )

10 - ^Omg/'dl36SERUM UREA

X
V

I

/

r-.

i/

I
'y

•• ;
i )
'ii

■ i
f
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Df\ Nasir Mehmood
M.B.B.S, F.C.P.S 

Medical Specialist
D.H.Q. Hospital Maripur 
Reg.#; 25196
Clinic: Near Harmopn Laboratory

Sheranwaja Gate Haripur. ■ ^

■■ <

.1 A.
: 1♦t V

(6/:U^dJ

0346-6400049
j

)/
»

/
Pate:Sex;^Age;Pi’s Name:

Clinical Record I

( V

Q )

I
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J
/:/ /
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.> »1G f ISf 1 IF 0^ 1 f
i Patient's Name: Mr.amid 

Referred By: Maj. R. Dr. Kashif Nisar
{ Age& Sex: 35. Years, Male Dated: 25-08-2Q17

( p'

•• ■ •:■

Awake with eyes closed & cooperative
SYSTEM OF RECORDING
PROVOCATION OF PROCEDURE

interpretation

abnormal FINDINGS 

OTHERS

hyperventilation

This is an 24 channel digital EEG Record ba 10-20 toemational system of electrodes placementTT . . . 0^
Hyperventilation & Intermittent photic stimulation

'Oil;:

Sty oilTfe ' symmetO' present anterror rhythm

No generalized or focal epileptiform activin^ seen during resting & HV records.
is beta

ii

Eyes Movement and muscle artifacts in frontal & temporal areas Noted

Same as resting record 
Response was unremarkable

\
\IPS

impression 4NORMAL

CONCLUSION

Please correlate clinically

i

Muhammad Zarar
Sahhab Zulfiqar
Neurophysiology Technologist

:
Maj. R.'Dr. Kashif Nisar ;

• Consultant Psychiatrist
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Paiieni*sName... .ClLab No

ReferrcdBy >' Age/Sex

HEMATOLOGY REPORT ’

. Test Name Result Unit Reference Range

4,00-11,00
4.2-5.9
Malei3-19 F€maleI2-26 

40-50 .
80-90
27-34
20-35
150,000-40,000

WBCCount
R.B.CCount
Haemoglobin
PVC/HCT
MCV
MCH
MCBC
PldeletCount

/Cmm
miUion/cmm

g/dl
• . %

n■/

pg
g/dl

/ / zmm

Different Leukocyte Count (DLC)

Neutrophils
Lymphocytes
Monocytes

Eositiopinls

60 afterage of 02 years 

35 after age of 02 years 
:[ 04-09 

00-04

M up iolO 
F up. to 15

BloodESR N.

•^1
Sig^g •

zT

•V t

-5
.X

!

I
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0^PaiienVsNdme....... C Lab No

y.oReferredBy Age/Sex

HEMATOLOGY REPORT

Test Name ResuU Unit Reference Range

WBCCount /Cmm 4y00-lh00
.4.2-5.9
Malel3-19 Femalel2-16 
40-50 ' \ '
80-90 ‘ .

million/cmmR,B.CCount 
. Haemoglobin 

PVC/HCT 

• MCV 

MCH
mChc

: PlaeletCount

g/dl
%

ft
27-34
20-35

Pg
g/dl

/cmm lSOyOOO-40,000

Different Leukocyte Count (DLC)

Neutropluls
Lymphocytes

Monocytes
Eosiriopinls

% 60 afterage of 02 years 

35 afterage of 02 years%

% 04-09 . 
00-04.%

yy M up tolO 
Fup.toli■ /M cvY^^^BloodESR

—V^ltnlcal Labofaip'v •.f'l

Wi*
I

tfflMm

i



Avw ^^V^VYr^rl ^. Name o/9
V~------------ Specimen

BIOCHEMISTRY REPORT
Referred By ^9Lab No.

TEST RESULT I ujOT IRESULT I UNIT REFRANGE TEST REF RANGE

BLOOB GLUCOSE LEVELS CARDIAC ENZYMES
Glucose Fasting /SGOT(AST) .60-100i mg/di U/L Uptp: 38

;Glucose Random mg /dl LDH80 -160 U/L 160.-320

UVERFUNCTION TEST CK-NAC Mala; urIo: 190 
fsmalftJUsLtaJIO-U/L• .‘*A . .

a* 6 Uptol.O
After 1 week :5.Q

Bilirpbin (Total) mg/dl RENAL FUNCTION TEST ■
BlgMUreaBilirubin (Direct) •-r,..mg/dl Upto: 50mg/dlUpto: 0.4/

Bilirubin (Indirect) Malerup&a: 1.3 
Female: Uo to: 1 ll
Male: 3.5-7.2 
Femols;2.5-6.0

mg /dl Upto: 0.8 mg/dl

UricA6aiy|i'‘ 7ALT (SGPT)
Alkaline
Phosphatase

32. Upto: 43U/L mg /dls .t-
65--360;^ 

Children Upto: 730 zU/L Sodiurn., 135-145mmg/L

3g-5;s:;^ ^ota^lumA mmg/LAlbumin G/dl.. 3.5-5:5

G/p;Protein (Total) Calcium 8.5- 10.5mg /dl'

■4.5-3:p4;Globulins Adult: 2.5 - 5.0 
Children: 4.0-7.0

■.kQ/6\ ■■ Phosphorous mg/dl

CPK-MB 05-24U/L

^IProPRQFiLi^g- Amylaise Upto: 88U/l. .
> Desirable; <20U
Borderline: 200-240 

' High Rt^ >240
Cholesterol mg/di

Trigylcerides . 7mg/dl' 65-160
HDL Cholesterol WMala: > 35 

Female: >65nig /dl'
LDL Cholesterol mg/dl > 1/
VLDLCtioleste5m mg/dl

abdollau
. Cl'n'lcal LabO!<itory (R)

"1 ' Sbain SahU Road
High :r.'r»;ool Nv 3 ?«arf.OUf

Remarks

•I

Ssgna .si:I

Not for KS^ico legalRegret if there is aoy Typing Error .
I

itXoPin- itoTe]
[iSl [ojwstS Sjy.isS
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NameiAftflJAD iVlEHIVIOOD 
Age/Gender: 40 Years/Male 
Patient R. Dat: 30.08. 2017 
Referred by: Dr. KASHIF NISAR SB. 
Study ID:

CT SCAN OF BRAIN 
Clinical lndication:fits.
Technique: Axial images of the head without IV contrast were obtained and 
viewed on soft tissue and bone windows.
Findings:
G No evidence of intra or extra axial mass lesion. No evidence of mass effect or 

. midline shift. No evidence of hemorrhage and old or acute infract. Gray and 
white matter distribution is normal, no evidence of migrational abnormality. 
Ventricular and extraventricular CSF spaces are normal. No intra or extra- 
axial collections. Posterior fossa structures and visualized part of brain stem 
are normal. On bone window calvarium is normal, ho evidence of cortical 
breech and fracture and overlying soft tissue thickening. Visualized part of 
paranasal sinuses are normally pneumatized. Visualized part of orbital 
contents are with normal CT limit.

Impression;
Normal CT study through brain.

^7

&

DR WAJID AL!
CONSULTANT RADIOLOGIST

Thank you for this referral.

i
DRWAJID All ■ ■ 

fVIBBS^-FCPS
CONSULTANT RADIOLOGIST

Dr.^ARESHKUMAR 

iV!BBS,FCPS 

Consultant Radiologist

M.iVlol:
rVlBBS, DIVIRD, FCPSU) 
Consultant Radialogist KEMUMAYO Hospital, Lahore

Cell #0333-4233500
Email: wajidali24@gmail.com

;;

■> '--T'1.*.-;—•*

mailto:wajidali24@gmail.com
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peaalist, DHQHead of Deparlraent Senior District S
Teaching Hospital Haripur
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tU::i j. iv : :. i"
6Eiil^i;ljlQN^URA&LeKEglONAL POLICE OFFICER,

. y f l^AlARA REGION, AEfiOnABAD

■ DB^ARTMlNfAlSARPfeAL AGAlNST ORblR QB; NO.2^3:DATEb ^g-
oa;2QM0giTMi- BIStRiOt POLlGE:Ol=FltER:^WRGHAR WHEREBY
APillitANlHASiliBN:AWArdId THe MAJOR:pUNishment:of

A** t * :
;

i
fK

■

I ■

i i
1

5 . »
I't'

t
I

■ ,^

I"aiSMlBMkiFRQM>§ERVlGE^ : A V
[ <-• >

i'I ■I ;
P^AVM:6i\l AGmmANcB OfiUN^ANT beBMltMBNTAL APPEAL
fflgii/MRMWgbii^RDgR .Ofi NO^ aATlDi;38j08-20l9 MAV
KIN&L>^'J.BB2slEr:^A§M. AND APPELLANT BE RgWNSTATED /N H/S
mvlSE-Pp&M^J'rHE. DAfB: .DF DISMISSAL WITH ALL
CQMSBMBNflAL SEPVlCE BACK benefITS.

f

::
I
t
I

i

f
i

V

Re§p§GteGl §if,'
<

With ifidst P^ygr^ha^ th^ followihg few lines are-submitted for kind 

c6hsidaPGiti6h'6f ydur Highness dnd f’avorable order:-

4I

f

»
I
F

i!
1 !

h ■ ■ THdt in fdat fha appellant's parents are dead. His sisters bnd 

brbther dre hnarHed and living separately; Appetldnl’s one elder 

■ bt'othef “Anijdd Mehmood" is a patient of rriehtdl disease'since 

!sh§ and is fully dependent upon him. He is so sick that he - 

'’hihisalf Gdnhot eat and drink. Appellant has to look after hinh. 
For the reasidn appellant dduld not get him rharried till to'date.!

1

:

I I

I;

!1 . ;
t

I (
I Thdt dppeiignt belongs to District Police Tdrghar. Due to abov|e

officers fc&r
:
j

redsOh ih the year 2016, the appellant reguested his 

!his bbsl'ing dt District Hdripur so that he cdUld give time to his 

brd.thef's illness. Since 2016 appellant wds on loan to District
'y. . .1

Pbliafe HdfipUr. Due to-his-brother's illness,Mhe appellant gpf
,*•

sdncti^ned '-lb days ledVe frorfi 27-l0-2bl6 to 08-11-2016;

ThefedfleP on 18^02^2017'When appellant posted at PS Ghazi his
bfothfep fell seriously ill and the appellant submitted applicalion

fOf gfdhi of 02 months leave through his SHO and on Ihe

dsSUfdhce of his .SHO, he proceeded on leave. On expiry of 02
■nianth^-leave, healih of appellant’s brother dould not 'gaih

-, reaavery. and'then he applied for 2 Vi months leave exlension.
• ■ ' ' . *

Appellant wds assured that his leave would be got sanclioned. 
On expiry of leave, when; appellant reported for duty at PS 

Ghazi'oh 02^07^2017. he was told that he had been niarked
. !*.

I .
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absent fferri duty. The appellant tried to mdet the ,DPO Haripur 

ih but in vain. Then the appellant approached his DlMrict

torghdr :ahd reported for duty on 0l-08-Ml7; here he was 

Informed that his services had been disrnissed'on ] 2-07-2017/ 
thus he was Issued a copy of dismissal 'order on 01-08-2017. 

Appellant aggrieved of the said - order preferred a 

depdftmentaT appeal before the Regiohdl ; Police Officer, 

Hazard Region, Abbottabdd which was rejected.

That thereafter the appellant had to file service appeal No. 

254/2018 before the Honourable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal Peshawar which was accepted vide order dated 21- 

05^2019 and the appellant was re-instated in service directing 

the respondents for conducting De-Novo Inquiry. (Order dated 

^1^61^2519 !§ attaGhed as "A").

3

i

That ih the light of judgrrient/order dated 21 ^05-2019 of the 

Honorable KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar, the appellant 

taken oh duty on i4-06-2019 by respondent District Police 

Officer Torghdr and De-nOvo inquiry was entrusted to Gulzar 

\ Khan DSP/HqrS; The appellant was issued with d charge sheet 

-dated 21-06-2019 which was responded In detail explaining all 

faCb and circumstances of the case. (Copies of Charge Sheet 

21-64^2(319 ahd Ih reply are dtiached herewith "B&C").

4.)

was
'

That during this period no salary was given to the appellant 

despitb he fujly discharged his official duties. The appellant was 

already under financial distresses due to his long 

Unemploynienf from 2017 to July 2019. Further, appellant had 

incurred handsome amount on litigation for his reinstatement in 

service, the period appellant spent at TOrghdr he Was not

having, a single penny. Appellant had to pass his time by

seeking laans; from his tetlow officials; when appellant 

demanded salary. He was replied by his officers to proceed 

home and when his case was decided he would be informed. 

Ih these clfCUmstahces the appellant had to leave for his home 

df Haripur^ It is, incorrect that appellant ever absented himself 

tfom duty on 29-07-2019. It is incorrect that any show cause

I



:;r : •
■ :

i ;I

. »

; tiQ.tee Wdsissued to him br he was informed about the fate of
V

his IhqUiiVi It is also incorrect that any show cause notice wast

sOht to thb appellant at his home address which was received

.by'hi^ brother Nadeem. Shahzad. it is also incorrect that 

appellant Was ever informed through DPO Hdripur to appear 

.beforO the District Police Officer Torghdr for personal hearing. It 

is also incorrect that the appellant remained absent for 

medical treatment of his brother in the year 2016 and 2017 

whereas he has provided medical treatment documents for

1

i

ii

r

:
the . year 2015> 2018 & 2019 as has been mentioned in the 

disitiissdi order. Appellant had also provided the documents of 

his brother^ medical treatment for the- year 2016 and 2017. 

■Oobies df the same are, attached herewith for kind perusal

pjease and the original .papers will be produced at the time

personal hearing.

r

!■

f

r

.That dppejldnt was neither informed about his dismissal from 

’ service nor was dismissal order sent to him through any means. 

■ Ultimately appellant had to approach the DPO torghar with a 

written application dated Tl-05-2020 for providing Information 

^ about the fate of his inpuiry, whereupon the appellant was 

provided d Copy of dismissal order dated 28-08-2019, hence this 

departmentdl appeal: (Copies of appllcdtion Ohd dismissal 

Order are attached as "D&E).

6.

That no proper departmental inquiry conducted nor the 

■appellant was issued a show cause notice even he was not 

" afforded The opportunity of personal hearing and was 

"■aOndemhed Unheard:

i

dhdt it is incorrect that appellant ever remained absent from his 

btficial duties WithdfUt informaiion. The appeltant’s absence was 

not deliberate or will-full rather due to circumstances beyond
.-A''

his cdntroTdue to serious illness of his brolher. The appellant had 

applied for leave through Written applications by informing and 

with the permission of his officers he availed the ledve.

8:

r

I

I,

that in view of the aforementioned facts and circumstances of. 9:
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OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD 

V. 0992-9310021-22 
g 0992-9310023 

r.rpohazara@gmail.coiii 
© 0345-9560687 

NO: ^3gR^7/PA DATED/(4 / ^72020

mmmT-
f/

ORDER

This order will dispose off departmental appeal under Rule 11-A of Khyber 

Pakhlunkliwa Police Rules, 1975 submitted by Ex-Constable Farakh Mehmood No.221 of District 

Torghar (on loan basis to district Haripur) again.st the order of punishjuent \.q. dismissal from 

service awarded by District Police Officer, Torghar vide OB No.263 dated 28.08.2019.

Brief facts leading to the punishment are that the appellant while performing 

his duty in District Haripur on loan basis absented from duty 27.10.2016 to 08.11.2016 (11 days) & 

18.02.2017 to 12.07.2017 (total absencelSS days).

Consequently, appellant was awarded major punishment of dismissal from 

service by DPO Torghar vide 290 dated 12-07-2017. He preferred departmental appeal to the 

Regional Police Officer, Hazara which was filed by the appellate authority. Thereafter, the appellant 

intuited Service Appeal No.254/2018 in Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal Camp Court 

Abbottabad against the punishment. The Honorable Service Tribunal vide its Judgment dated 

21.05.2019 accepted the appeal, set aside the impugned orders and directed to conduct denovo 

enquiry.

As a result, DSP Hrqs Torghar was deputed to conduct de-novo enquiry. During 

the course of enquiry the allegations leveled against the appellant. were proved and EO 

recominiended him for major punishment. He was heard in person, however he failed to advance any 

cogent reason in his defence. Consequently, DPO Torghar awarded him major punishment of 

dismissal from service. Hence, the appellant submitted this present appeal.

After receiving his appeal, comments of DPO Torghar were sought and 

examined/perused. The undersigned called the official in OR and heard him in person. However the 

he failed to advance any plausible justification in his defence. Moreover, the instant appeal is badly 

time barred the appellant submitted the appeal after lapse of 08 months and 21 days. Therefore, in 

exercise of the powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule 11-4 (a) of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Police Rul^ 1975 tlljgTnstant appe.al^hereby filed with immediate effect.

Qazi Jamil ur Rclinian (PSP) 
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD

cl Abbottabad the /2020.No..
CC.

The District Police Officer, Torghar for information and necessary action with reference to 
his office Memo No 3456/GB dated 06-07-2020. Service Roll and Fuji Missal containing 
enquiry file of the appellant is returned herewith for record.
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GSSPD.KP.SS*1777/2'RST-20,000 Form8-09.0S.18/PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal/P2

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDheiAL COMPLEX (OLD). KHYBER ROAD.

PESHAWAR:

No.

im.2.Appeal No of 20

Appellant/PetitionerI

............. Respondent
3^Respondent No.............................................. ........... ^

o
Notice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Sei-vice Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby
*on........
appellant/petitiondr i

% appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal
at 8,()0 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the 

r you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported byyour power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 

■ this Co^t at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on.the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed.to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post wiU be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeafis attached. Copyof appeaJ has already been sent to you vide this

'.dated................. ...........................

Given under my hand and the seal of this,Court, at Peshawar this

office Notice No......

> /
.....X.20 .xDayof............................................ .....................;

/^ CjSa*^ Cc0}'f~ fitj

V

Register,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service IVibunal, 

Peshawar.
Note; 1. The hours of attendance In the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.
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GS&PD.KP.SS-1777/2-RST-2b,000 Forms-09.05.18/PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal/P2

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD). KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.

No.

of 20 ^PaPji ^Appeal No.............................

>)r of
Appellant/Petitioner

Versus^^^
• O

l^spondent

Respondent No.

Notice to: \

JWHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby i that t^^said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal

..............at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the
appellant/p^itioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the. case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at lea«t seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

on,

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petitioh will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this addressj;^registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide this 

office Notice No, dated.

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this 

,±^20X)ayof...„

Pakhtun^wa Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.

, Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.. 
2. Always quote Case No. White making any correspondence.



GS&PD.KP.SS-1777/2-RST-20,000 Fo^B.05.18/PHC Jobs/Form A&8 Ser. Tribunai;P2 ■

B”
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHVBER ROAD,
PESHAWAR.

No. ima..:. of 20Appeal No.

....... l0O:e. h. J. ...Appellant/Petitioner

Versus
....^C.sA.'■...O...... ..Respondent

Respondent No.....^

S Wvoc^ .Notice to:

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 

irfa^d that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribimai
.......... at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the

appellant/i^titioner you are at liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at lef»et seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the piupose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeai4<^tached. C^py of appeal has already been sent to vou vide this

hereby^; 
*on.....Qi

dated.................................... ........

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this....Q;^../.^..

office Notice No,

2^ .Day of

L
Ren^ar,

I Ij Pakhti a Service Tribunal,
Peshawar.

Note; 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same that of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays. 
2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.


