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proceedings

2

T S S = o coem =

17/1/2023

Order 6r.{\3thcr_proceedings with signature of judge
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Asim presented today
by Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak Advocate. [t is fixed for
preliminary hearing  before  Single 8Bench  at  Peshawar

on_ _. Parcha Peshi is given to appellant/counsel.

By the order of Chairman

—
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TEFOBE THE nonoumm SERVICE TBIBUNAL  KHYBER

PAKHTUNKIIWA PESHAWAB

‘Appeal No. 153 o 202;' '

. Muhammad Asun Ex constable No. 536 R/o Esak Chontra Tehsﬂ'
and Dlstnct Karak. “

1)

Prov111c1a1 ‘Police Officer, Govemmem: of Khyber_'-'
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2)  Additional Inspector General of Police, Ellte Force |
" Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. . L
3 Deputy Commandant Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa -
_ Peshawar. .
4)  Commandant Ellte Foree , Khyber .Pakhtu_nl(hwa '
" Peshawar '
| RESPONDENTS
INDEX |
S.No. | Description of documents | Annexure | Pages
1. Memo of Appeal w1th
' verification : , Yy -¥
2. -] Application for . -
. condonation of delay - oo L3
3. | Addresses of the parties | 4
4. Affidavit o : K
4. | Copy of acquittal order A he=W
5. | Copy of dismissal order B . | \b
6. Copy of Departmental| C&D |y} Ta |
Appeal and rejection order : RS /|

Through %
- Kabir Ullah Khattak
| g ‘Rooeda Khan -

- Advocates High Court |
Peshawar




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
- PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR, |
o Appéal No. . b/? .of‘ZOZ% o | | -

. -Muharmﬁad ‘Asim' Ex"_éé'ﬁéfable No. 536 R/o 'Esak Chontra Tehsil :
- and District Karak: - IR T

eveeresse APPELLANT |

‘ 'VERSUS | o
1) Provincial Police Officer, Government of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. ) |

2) Additional Inép'ector, General. of Police;' Elite F'Qrc_e_
-~ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. )

3) ,D’epﬁty _Comrﬁandant Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar. -~ - , AP

4)  Commandant. Elite ~Force Khyber  Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar . o

" +tssivese: RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK |
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1974 AGAINST
THE ORDER DATED 05/01/2021 WHEREBY
THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED
MAJOR PUNISHMENT - OF DISSMISSAL,
FROM SERVICE AGAINST WHICH THE
- APPELLANT . FILED DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL _ON_ 17.11.2022 WHICH. WAS
REJECTED ON_ 09.12.2022 WHICH WAS -
- COMMMUNICATED TO_THE - APPELLANT

ON 21/12/2022, -

PRAYER:

On acceptance of this Service Appeal? the impugned order
dated 05/01/2021, 09/12/2022 may



.,".

(Z) B

kindly be set as1de and the appellant may klndly be

; remstated in service with full wages and beneﬁts

Any other remedy which relief cleemed appropriate 3

_in the circuxristances of the casé, not specially ask |

for, may also-be granted to the appellant:

ShOrf-Fao{quew rw&fo-fh.ewwamb '

_- Be_sp_e.ctful lg;she weﬂ;\: |

Me/a&mde,r

The.appellant respectfully submits as under:

D

)

,3)'

*_ appellant in' which the appellant was gfrested and

That_'the appellant has been initially appointed as

. Constable in Police Department sitice leng time. '

That after appointment the appellant perfermec_l .

-his'duty‘ with great zeal zest and devotion and no - -

complaint what so ever has been made against the

- appellant

That the appellant 'Whil‘e posted on deputation to .

Elite - Force - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar a

. false and Ifabrica‘ted, case FIR No. 608 dated
125/0/2020 U/S 302,324/34 PPC Police Stafion .-
" District -Karak has been lodged against -the _

later on acquittal .in the instant -case on

| | 11/10/2022 (Copy of acqutttal order is attached |

. as Annexure A)
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6) -

. as Annexure—B)

(3

| That the appellant was dlsmlssed from Service on -

the ground of the above mentton crtrmnal case on’

05/01/2021 (Copy of d1smlssal order is attached '

That afer acqutttal of the above mentloned case- L

- the appellant filed Departmental Appeal on

17/11/2022 which was re_]ected on 09/12/2022
wh1ch is communicated to the appellant on f _
21/ 12/2022. (Copy of Departmental Appeal and ]

rejecuon order are attached as Annexure C& D)

That the appellant now files the instant Service :

Appeal before this Hon able Serwce Tnbunal

“ intet alia on the followmg grounds

" GROUNDS OF APPEAL

-~ A). That the resp_ondentS have :not treated ‘the

> appellant in accordance W_’itl'l law rjn:le's, and I_

- policy \tfhich is a clear 'cut'- violation- of -

o .Arti_c_le—()él of the' Constitution of the Tslamic ,' |
.Republic of’ Paklstan 1973 tlle'refote the -

impu‘gned order is not aastainal)le in the eyes Il
oftaw. . | |

: B) That the ,ilmpugnedlorder of dismi‘s_s_al from-

-‘-servic'e of the appellant tnas pa_ssed' on

105/01/2021  which _is = passed "by the




w

incompetent authorrty whrch comes under the

', defrmtron of void order

. That no charge sheet no statement of allegation

* . has been issued or served to the Iappella:nt which "~

D).

is a clear cut violation of IRule_—OG (i) (a) of Police -
Rules - 1975. .

That the appellant has not been susp'ended ‘bif :

. the respondent * Department '_ before the .

E)-

dismissal order- which is against the lanv and
rules. |

That the res‘pondent Department should- be

waited for the decision of the criminal case

accordmg to law and rules

That no Departmental or regular inquiry was p, |

' conducted by the respondent Department

G)

: ._J)_T

agamst the appellant and no show cause

notice has been 1ssued or served to the

| appellant

That the appellant has already be. acqurtted

from the charge leveled agamst him. . i_ |

Any other grounds will be raised at the time:
of arguments Wlth prior perrmss1on of thlS

~ Hon! able Trlbunal




It 1s lherefore most }%mbly pmyed on acceptance
of this Serv1ce Appeal the 1mpugned orders dated, 3

- 05/01/2021, 09/12/2022 may kmdly be st aside and the -

appellant may kindly be remstated in serwce W1th full ;

-wages and beneﬁts

Any -other remedy whlch thiS august trlbunal '
deems fit that’ may also onward granted in favor of

_appellapt. L a,’;

Bppellan® <

Thrbugl:.//f X
o ﬁlab Khattak.
. . R ’ & . *

Roeeda Khan .
~ Advocates, High Court,
Peshawar.




Appeal No.

Muhammad Asun Ex constable
and D1str1ct Karak :

1)

2
3

. BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE

_ hb\.

IBRUNAL KHYBER
PAKBTUNKHWA PESIIAWAR -

—___of 2022

No. 536 R/o Esak Chontra Tehsil

APPELLANT

VERSUS

Prov1n01al Pohce Officer, Glrovernmelht' of Khybér ‘

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

‘Add1t10na1 Inspector. General of Pohce Ehte Force

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawa1

Deputy Commandant Ehte Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa'

Peshawar

Commandant “Elite - Force Khyberll Pakhtunkhwa

~ Peshawar

eessesenens RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY (IF
ANY). L _ :

: Resnectflillv Sheweth:

.

3

That the pet1t10ner/appellant has filed the accompamed
appeal today in which no date has yet been fixed.

That pentwner/appellant has a good prlma facie case
and  is hopeful for 1ts success and the grounds.

'menuoned in appeal may be treated s mtegral part of

thlS apphcation

That the 'impugned_orde'r of éianissal'f-'rdna service of

 the appellant was passed on 05/01/2021 _v_'x'rhich'is passed |
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6).

7)

_ condoned in the mterest of ju ﬁr

by the i 1ncornpetent authorrty Wthh comes under the

" definition of void order.

‘That no limitation ¢an run .against a'void ord_et.

That after acqu1ttal of the above mstant case. the

appellant filed a Departmental Appeal on 17/ 11/2022 _ |

* which ‘was rejected on 09/12/2022 wh1ch
'commumcated to the appellant on 21/ 12/2022

That there are many Judgmeni: of the Supreme' Court
that cases should be decrded on merit rather than on
techmcahty | |

‘That t.here are specific provision of law as well as

'Judgment of Supreme Court that limitation has been

counted from: the date of comrnumcanon

It s, therefore most . humbly prayed that on |

acceptance of this apphcat.lon the delay 1f any may be -

—Z

-»

Petitioner /Appellant

T

" Through / _
I abir Ullah Khattak
Rooeda Khan o

Advocatcs, High Court
Peshawar .




aemmm; THE nomoumu: SEI:\VICE TRIBUNAL mmmn

- Appeal No.

PAKHTUNIIHWA PESI[AWAB

__of 2()22 .

Muhammad Asim Ex constable No. 536 R/o Esak Chontra Tehsﬂ
and D1stnct Karak. -

B
-~ Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

..l...‘.. APPEMNT
VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Government. of Khyber_ -

2)  Additional Inspector General of Pohce Elite Force .
: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3)  Deputy Commandant Elite Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
: Peshawar. -
4) . Commandant Elrte F_orce Khyber Pakhtunkhwa o
" Peshawar - - | ' - -
o BESPONDENTS
ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES
Appellant
Muhammad Asnn Ex constable No 536 R/o Esak Chontra
. Tehsil and District Karak
Respondents : - o
1)  Provincial Police Officer, (Jovernment of Khyber
- Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2) .Additional Inspector General of Pollce Ehte Force
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. _
3) Deputy Comrnandant Ehte Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
- Peshawar.
4)

Commandant . Elite Eorce Khyber Pakhtu

Peshawar

. Appe =)
Through / ,// :
abir Ullah Khattak

_,V/

Rooeda Khan o




BEFORE ’

n THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KRYBER
;o PAK R

'A_ﬁpea.l No.

Muhammad Asim.Ex constable No 536

HTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

of2022 - . -

R/o Esak Chontra Tehsil

‘and District: Karak
 essvenes APPELLANT

VERSUS
1) Provincial Police Ofﬁcer Govemment of Khyber
o 'Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
2) Add1t1ona1 Inspector General of Pohce Elite Force =

. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3)  Deputy Commandant Ehte Force. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa'
- Peshawar,

4y

I, Muhammad Asim Ex constable No. 536 Rlo Esak Chontra o

Commandant Blite Force - ‘Khyber 'Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar . | L

. oonooeuo-ot RESP“NDENTS

AFFIDAVIT

Tehsil and District Karak do hereby solemnly affirm-and declare:
on oath that the content of the - above application are true and
correct to the best of - my knowledge and belief and nothing has -

been kept secret and conce‘?dzﬁom thla Hon’ ble Tnbunal

‘ ‘ == DEPONENTI
Ident1f1edﬁ%/% IR

Kab1r Ullah Khattak

Roe

an_—

Advocates I_-Iihgh Court Peshawar
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THE COURT OF ’I'UFAIL AHMAD AUDY SESSIONS TUDGEIL, KARAK

P of Opder |

" The Statg Vs Asim etc .,

(Sessmn trial Nc 52 /7 of 2022) . -

oceedings

5 -
i

Date of Order

of Proceedings

Order / P;oceed,ngs o

3

o Y

1/10/202%

E\.‘}

B

Accosey Munazrmad Asiin produced in cu stcady'wh ile’

"vm‘*:m ’”‘uid Kabmr oL’ bail being exemptec* through- :

counsei m’eser\t Comnlamant absmt Yousaf ]amal

u Sr. Publi e PIDM)CU’EO“ for the State presen’t Ar&uments '

on apphc‘atmn u/ S 265 K Cr PC already heard.

Through this Or er 1 mtend to chspose of the -

pphca ion Submltteu by’ accabed for then acqumdl

under section. 263«K (,r PC.

Accuqed facmg trial are charged case F I R No. 608

. gated 28 “Q.fl@”{, L.nue* section 302/ 3241'1" ?PC ot

; Pol1c-=- Station Sablrabad sttr:cf Karak

Srief facts of ‘ne case ar° that on 28 09 2020 at 2; 39

hours, compiamdnt Mul*a,mmad Suleman brought the
dead boay of his bro therMuhammad Fidak and an * -

injured to the Emergené—'-y' Room of KDA Hospital

Karak wherein he reportéd the matter to police that at

the time of occurrence. he alongwith his deceased

hrother "Vi.uhemnn aq Fidak had gone to music program

org m; ized Ly

geremony where u;her puople were also present At -

22.3.0. muta accused ASIm and Muhmmad Kashif |

duly armed dmved 1‘here: and on seeing them, both of

*hem started ng, and with the firing of aucused

* Asim Khan his brother got it and died at the spot

while from their -ﬁring ore Asmat Ullah present in the

said marriage ceremony was also hit and. got injuries,

whereas he {complatnam) and other people present -
" there escaped unhurt. Mq_twe of the offence disc] osed

in the FIR to be previous i-will bétwgen the parties.

Lal Badshah on eve of marriage.
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~ Thus, case was reg1stered :against the aoeused vide FIR g |
'No 608, referred to above

‘ On eompletion \of the lIlVBStlg&T.lOl’l challan was - . |

Submltted agau,;st the - accused. Accused were :

summer:d, acc—dsed Muhammad Asim produced in

custody while aoeused Muhammad Kashlf on baﬂ o

present. opres of the - relévant documents were'

handed Over to aeeused irs comphance of section 265-

- C (1) CrpC. Formal charge was framed agamst the_'

accused; however they pleaded not guilty and claimed’

trial,. therefore, Ithe prosecutlon was directed to

produce its eﬂdenee Prosecut1on has so far exammed_ .

(08) PWS in support of 1ts case. After Whlvh an
apphcat;on .under section 265-}{\». Cr.PC was'submitted

on behalf of accused facifig trial for their acquittal. .

' Arguments’ on vtllhe' application '.U/S 265-K Cr. PC ~

already heard and record serused with due as;sistanee" '

From perusal of the rei,ord it transplres that the
OCCurrence as mentloned n the FIR 1s oceurred at late
mght tlme while no source of l1ght- has beer -
mentloned by complalr ant in ‘his initial report
therefore, element of rmsxdentlﬁcatton of aecused
facmg trial cannot be ruled out'in the present case.

Moreover, complainant’ has not mentioned  the

description of weapons ofoffence used by the accused -

facing trial at ;the time commission of offence in his

“report Ex.PW-3/1; hence create doubt regarding the

presence, of complalinantf‘ on the spot at the rélevant
time - of oocurreooe. (Reliance 1s placed; on 2015
PCrLJ 554, 2017 PCrIJ Note 2 &-,;0_17 PCrL}
Noté 148)’ - |

......

stated that both the aCCUSt d faemg trlal had also made )

_ firing on hnn be51de OI his: deceased brothel but-

4
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. . 1 fortunatel
d o 11102051 y he was escaoed unhurt Whﬂe his other -
age-3 : : brother got hit and dled on the spot. As per site plan,"

complainant and both the accused charged in present. -

© case, ‘were in oiose pronmlty with each otber while - _'
| there is no hmdranoe inter-se, between the accused

" party and eo*nplamant but strangely he had not

| sustamed any soratoh wt at to say. about any firearm - |
mjury, desplte the fact the t he was at the mercy of the
-both the accused faolrrJ trial, who were havmg

weapons ‘with them and 1ade ﬁrmg as per report of

- complainant. It i 1s adrmtted fact that. complamant has -
never took the plea of takmg shelter at the relevant
time for his safety in his report Ex.PW-3/1, so it does
not appeal to a prudent mind that two assaﬂants who
were mentally and physicélly well prepared to take the

life of brother of the complamant would spare him on

| the spot, who Was at their mercy. and also would take
the chance to leave ev1deﬂoe behmd them or to 1eave
a risk of revenge in future. All these olrcumstanees
pointed to he faot that eontplamant was niot présent on
the seo_t at the time of occvirrence. (Retiance_ is placed

,\\ N | om2osMID1G3S) & -

\ yp B I ' 9. | As per reeo1d neither eye WltnessfPW Adncm nor eye

\\‘i\\" : | w1tness/PWl Adil were shéwn as the identifiers of the-

dead body of the decease] on the inqtlest' report EXI

PW-3/4 and dlso on Post-mortem r_epot't, while ‘as per
record, they both were! present at - the _tinoe of
preparatioh | thosé do”",uments : whiel't gives
presumption of thelr absence from the " spot & at the’
time of report also. (Rellance is made on 2020

o ~ PCrLJ Note 100) |
/\'o . 10. PW-1 who escorted the de‘ad body to hospital for P‘VI

&S

‘examination stated in h1s ¢ross that he was present-in

emergency of hospltal wl en 1nJured was brought to
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11.10.2022

1.

‘hospital at 1710 hours, while as per record, occurrence -
3 .
. Was took p}ace at 2230 hours Similarly, he also stated

. | s
- i-Cross that he ]p.a.nded OVer. PM report and MLC to |

1.O at about -22%10 hours ;after an hour or half hoor

) whlle as Der "eco1d oocurrence took place at 2230

hours and 1n1t1a] report W %s draﬁed at 2310 hours. So

\

“ it shows that hlS e\fldenco is not hne w1th record as--
: avaﬂable in oabeﬁle PW 3 who draﬁed murasﬂa Ex- '

- PW- 3 adlmtted in his £ross fhiat he had not cited -
‘injured Asmiat Ullah as "1der of report ‘as made by - o

complainant Whﬂe he was best Wltness of the

occurence, whﬂe also euirmtted n evydenoe that he"

had not wntten report of mjured Asmat-Ullah at the

relevam - iime ashe had! statec that he along mthl-"
complainant was hit by firing of some onlmown"'-
Dersons, whioh';.imeans Tﬂiat .injur'ed of the same
occ-urrenoe was'!- having , oonfradictory : informzlttion-. N
regarding the occurrence but with malaﬁde intention.
his 1nformatlon was 1grored at the relevant time;
hence - create reasonablo doubt with -respect . 10, |
authenumtv of *eport- made by complainant agamst the
accused “facing’ tr1al PW-3 also adm1tted in his
ev1dence rogardmg over ‘Jvntmg made by h1m in the
report i.e. EX PW 3/1 (o also made the report of :
complainais as doubtml

T

Prosecutlon n the presen’ case also produced m_]ured

witness of the occurrenc as PW 8 and in cross he - -

" stated that itwas dark whe.;n the occurrenoe took -placo. '

He alsc admitted- that at the relevant time most of the

people were armed W th weapons - while some'

‘proclaimed offendero duvy armed were also present

there. He adm1tted in his tv1dence that he had not seen -

the accused facmg tnal at the time of fmng as well as

in sa1d music event He ¢learly stated in his evidence
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_ that he does not charge anyone for oomm1ss1on of .

_ offence. as'he had not e:en anyone committed the

oifenee while al s0 admﬁ ed the fact that huge ﬁrmc
i

was made by abaoondeh}, p*lo* to fire shots which

- caused injuries to him. The ev1denoe of star W1tnebs of

l

the prosecutlon ‘ls totally contrary 0 the case of

-prosecution agamst the aceused facing t:rlal as his

ev1denee completely shattered the case prosecunon

Iagamst the accused facmg trial.
To summarize tllle dlSCU‘*SlOI‘l above, this court has 3
reached the oonclusmn the alleged occurrence has not |
- taken place as brought or record, and it seems that it
'was an unseen and un-wa_tnessed ocourrenoe wherein -
~the unfortunate F;idak, bf(_'_iither of'the oomplainant has -_
lost his life, wllioh' the ;ﬁal*oseoution has miserably | |
-failed to prove agamst tl" accused faoing trial. Tt is .
adrmtted faot on the reeorl that no confess1on is made | |
e1the1 of the aocused faomg trial before the oompetent'
court and ho reoovery or dlsoovery was made on their
| pomtatlon -although the*i'I had remained in police
custody. It is golden prmc1ple of administration of |

criminal Jus‘rme that prose‘ cution is bound to prove its

case beyond_any-lshadow iof doubt. If any reasonable

doubt arises, the benefit of the eame must _be‘extended

to accused not as graoe ar concession, but as amatter

of right, Similarly, it is aleo well-cstablished principle -
of criminal juetioe that there is no need of so maﬁy e

doubts in the proeecution';fease; rather, any reasonable .

doubt arising out of the présecution evidence, pricking

the judicious mind is su’ef';'ﬁcient_ for acquittal - of the

accused, whereas, the cae in hand is pregnant with

‘ jumble- of doubts and in}ﬁrmities_. Complainant and

other witnesses of the complainant 4re not appearing

. hefare the canrt even thawioh. thev were directed manv
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R ' . times for,appaarizﬁgb@{om the court for rec,orfhng their
a Ored; 11.10.2022 - '

&
et
~v

“evidence thr ugh bummc\n etc but fd}.led to-do 80,

-whicﬂ shom ﬂ’ldt they h wve lost their interest in the .

- NV prosecunon of fne acuuse.i facing trial.

P
U

r | . N . . .
Keeping in v igw the abox e-mentioned facts it is held

P ' o that fumthenp fwemugs i t’xr‘ ins; tant casewould be a

' -fut:le e%ermse uecaube he*e mtud not arzse any -

Q”Dljﬂbliit} of r;m"lcb]on,oi the. accused facing frial
P

from fhe avaﬂab‘ cord and evidence. .

14.- Tn wake of thé 101 egomg dtbwsmon *he al)p i tmn of .

YRS

265K Cr.PC is hereby atjceptea and accused facmp

e e et A i

- trial vnamely. Asnn and- v\ashlf is heteby acquittéd

(. - undef section 'z_bS"h Cr PC. Accused Asu‘n is in

. custody, so he be releasec. from jail if not required i in

any other Sase 'ﬁ"hllf‘ -accuhed Kashif ,';S on bail, se hiz
sureties are refeased from i 'ability' of theit bail bonds.
15. Case property be dispo: ced of - au,ordmg to law

howevc'r the same ahall Te *uam :ntact til} the expiry of -

!
|
5 .
! - _ Ima.ndatory penod‘ot _app;_aal/rewsmn.\ Police file be-
L - | . Iretumed aﬁong with 2 copy of this judgmént whereas
1\, AT file qf thisl Court be c0115;1.gned o the Record Roon
i , : . ,
|

after its compilanion & completion: ‘
\ Anwouncro: L
Sl It/10/2022 0 .Y
|

e

Additional Sessions Judge-Il/

- . v Karak.
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Office of the Deputy Commandant '
Ehte Force Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

EEe | - Date; ¢ < fsf 72028
T ~ . omDER - .

This order wxll d;spose of the departmental proceedmgs against Constable

Asnm Khan No.536, of- Dlstrlct Pollee Karak now on deputatlon to Elite Foree Khy ber
Pakhtunkhwa -

H' - As per mformauon report of DSP Elite Force Kohat vide No ?84"RJLF dated

26.09.2020, he was charged in case £IR No. 6&8 dated 25. 09 2020 U/s 302;’324:’34 PPC Police

Statlon Karak Dlstnct Karak and also remained absent from law full duty without: any
prlor penmssxon w.e. from 25.09.2020 10 08.12.2029 (Total 74 days).

_. He way issued Charge Sheet along,wuh Summary of Allegatlons v1de tlm oftice
No. 11356 61!EF dated 29. 09.2020 and the then LSP

as enquu'y officer. The Enquny Ofﬁeer recorded all thie statements but the said Con
to an

of enquiry, it was transpxred that he beedme ab:,eonder a.nd did 1ot join the i mveshgatxmﬁenqmry

process whlch show:, his 1nvolment in the said case. Smularly a Final Show C’IUSC uNoles was

issued to h1m but his reply was not recived in the stepulated period.

Therefore, I Za;b Ullah Khan, Deputy Commandant
~ Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar being competent authority, i

:_7"

service upon the defaulter official bemg_, involed ini a heinous crime. ..

Moreover his absen(.e pe1 iod i, 74 d']y:. 15 hereby nefaled db’_ leave witheut pay.

)

(ZAIB ULLAH KHAN)PSP
Deputy Commandant
Elite Force Khyber Pal(htunkhwa
Pe:;hawar

Y

_— Copy of the above A Torwalded to the:

1. District Police Oiheer Kcual\ for mtorrnatnon .
Deputy Supemnendent of Pollce Elite Force Kohat
Ri, Elite Force Khybe: P‘dkhtunkth Peshawar,
Acwuntant Ehte E ou,e Khyber Pak htunkhwa Peshawzu

' Incharg KOU’OHCKSRL Elite Foree Khyber Pakhtunkhwa P

eshawar '
FMC, hhte F orce along with complete enqulry file Encls (25) pages.

Ip\' ?\nip‘e woN

D\Orer R Elite 2020Winor or Muior Penatty 2020 dock

Ieave or . .-

Elite Force Kohat Region was appointed -

stakle failed -
pear before the enquiry ofﬁcel nor subm1tted any reply. of charge sheet. Durmg the COUI‘::C.

Elite Foree Khyber. -

impose rna)or penalty of d.lSI]’llSS‘rll from

__,l_lﬁ_._,lv____._ SR "_"“‘—_ - .
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1msp{i'sé:ot"';dcaénr&émal apped) submited by L

1 ‘ “e
o T e Saaad by - Command
ﬁihi‘siuném\oi-dismissni orderigsucd by Depuly Comn
LRGP T , K

ed 05, | dshe W i ocase ¥ 3. dated
‘tiil:t:td-nf‘..(.\l'.‘.’.ﬂ?.l ds- he was chargedt i case #IR No. 603 dl. ‘ 2
| o“ﬁ'_cs:‘_"'.itmiupi&f);téiricl Kaak. . C ERER . :

: ; K after perusal his appes is-hereby filed onth .
ce the competent authority atter perusal his appeal ishereby 8

wbes wme barred.

‘ -Sd—_. ) . e g . I

(MUHAMMAD WISAL FAKHAR SULTANE ;
e Addi: lnspector General of Police, o Nerioiald i R
Elite Force Khvher Pnkhmukhwa_Pcshnw:}fr.,'.{ 2% %; ¥4 1 -

v-

< 3 Copy ol aboveis. forwarded:

ppi»j:ﬁ;it'g;jdci’i}', nfRél i;e-f Elite Forcir, HQus: Peshawar.
OASLISRE Elige;Force; Peshawar.

' ER L. »

S vw iy A

" ENIC, iR Eovce. lopgwith conplete enquiry e En: (44 pages). . o]
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