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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR,
(Camp Court, D.I.Khan)

Appeal No. 5779/2020

...01.06.2020Date of Institution

22.11.2021Date of Decision

Qayum Nawaz son of Liaqat Ali, Ex-constable No. 1003, Caste Chughtai, R/0 
Muryali Mor, Tehsil and District, Dera Ismail Khan.

... (Appellant)

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs 
Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and three others.

...(Respondents)
Present.

Mr. Sadam Hussain Zakori, 
Advocate For appellant.

Mr. Muhammad Rasheed, 
Deputy District Attorney, For respondents.

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER(J)

MR. AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN,

JUDGMENT

/
AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN, CHAIRMAN;- The appellant through the appeal

prescribed above in the heading has invoked the jurisdiction of this Tribunal

seeking relief based on the prayer copied herein below:-

"!t is, therefore, requested to set aside the impugned orders and 

to reinstate the appellant in his service with all his back benefits."

The facts of the case giving rise to the present appeal precisely include 

that the appellant while serving as Constable having belt No. 1003 under 

control of respondents with about 19 years of mature service, when posted at 

Police Sation Kirri Khaisor, D.i.Khan, was proceeded against under the 

Efficiency & Discipline Rules; and consequently, major penalty of dismissal'/
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from service was imiDOsed upon him. According to the statement of allegations 

attached with the charge sheet, there was only allegation against him that he 

while posted at P.S/Kirri Khaisore D.I.Khan, was reported vide Mad No. 18 

dated 05.02.2018 of P.S/Kirri Khaisor as absent from lawful duties w.e.from 

05.02.2018 till date i.e. 14.06.2018 without any leave/ permission from the high- 

An enquiry was conducted into the said charge and report was submitted 

by the enquiry officer with findings that there was no valid reason with the 

Constable Qayum Nawaz about his absence and he did not appear before the 

enquiry officer intentionally. A final show cause notice was given to the 

appellant^in furtherance of the said enquiry report who submitted his reply to 

the competent authority. Ultimately, he was awarded with major punishment of 

dismissal from service by order dated 31.10.2018 since date of his absence i.e. 

05.02.2018, issued by respondent No. 4. The departmental appeal against the 

said order was filed before respondent No. 3 being higher authority which'was 

also dismissed, upholding the order of the competent authority. Revision 

Petition was submitted to the respondent No. 2 which was also rejected.

ups.

Consequently, the appellant filed the present appeal with prayer as noted

above.

Notices of the appeal were given to the respondents. They joined the3.

proceedings and submitted their written reply with several legal and factual

objections, refuting the claim of the appellant and asserted for dismissal of

appeal with cost being meritless.

We have heard arguments and perused the record.4.

Learned counsel for the appellant argued that the entire disciplinary5.

proceedings conducted against the appellant are against the due process of

law. The appellant was condemned unheard and the competent authority

without determination as to legality of the enquiry report proceeded vide
• /I
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impugned order setting therein the ground of punishment beyond the scope of ' (
■I

charge sheet and statement of allegations served upon the appellant. The



'f
charge of absence against the appellant was not proved in accordance with 

law. Thus, the appellant was not liable to be punished on such unfounded 

ground. The mentioning in the impugned order about involvement of the 

appellant in criminal case being beyond the scope of charge sheet, was not 

workable for consideration to award punishment to the appellant. Moreover, 

the appellant was acquitted from the charge by the competent court of law 

after facing the trial. He prayed for acceptance of the appeal with the relief set

up in the prayer.

It was argued on behalf of the respondents that the appellant was 

lawfully proceeded against on account of his wilful absence. He was found

6.

involved in criminal case involving moral turpitude and his mere involvement in

such a case was sufficient to make him unfit for police service. The competent

authority decided to impose the major penalty upon him after due

consideration of the material collected through proper enquiry. Learned Deputy

District Attorney concluded his arguments with the submission that the appeal

being meritless and time barred is not maintainable and is liable to be

dismissed with cost.

As far as the ground of disciplinary proceedings conducted against the7.

appellant is concerned, it is rooted in the charge of his wilful absence from duty

since 05.02.2018 onward till the order dated 31.10.2018 as to his dismissal

from service. The copy of enquiry report submitted by Deputy Superintendent

of Police Saddar Circle D.I.Khan was annexed with the appeal as well as

comments of the respondents. Accordingly, he was served with notice of the

disciplinary proceedings on 02.07.2018 through Naib SRC requiring him to

submit his reply before the DSP Circle (Enquiry Officer). The enquiry officer

based his findings about absence of the appellant on his information received

from Police Station Kirri Khaisor and counted the period of absence as about

four months. In pursuance to said information, the enquiry officer expressed
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his opinion in the manner that the/period-of absence of said constable is too 

much and he remained absent without leave and permission of the high-ups 

having no plausible reason of his such absence. The enquiry officer further 

noted that this was the reason that said constable despite repeated notices 

did not submit reply to the charge sheet before the DSP Saddar Circle. With 

aforementioned observations, the enquiry officer concluded that Constable 

Qayum Nawaz No. 1003 having no plausible reason of his absence, does not 

appear intentionally before the enquiry officer for enquiry. So, proceeding ex- 

parte against the appellant, the enquiry officer recommended major penalty 

against him. The said enquiry report with its given facade is nothing more

According to order sheets of the enquiry 

proceedings annexed with the enquiry report, appellant purportedly received 

the charge sheet on 19.06.2018 and he was asked to submit the reply before 

the DSP Saddar Circle. Order sheet dated 19.06.2018 as well as two other

than an ornamental exercise.

seem to have beenorder sheets one prior and the other later in date

recorded by the Reader of the enquiry officer/(DSP Sadar Circle). Due to

admitted contact in-between Reader of the enquiry officer and the appellant.

the enquiry officer was supposed to apprise the competent authority that the

appellant despite notice did not turn up to show cause of his absence. Both the

Competent Authority and the Inquiry Officer were ignorant of the fact that the

ground of wilful absence does not make part of the grounds provided for

punishment in Police Rules, 1975. Needless to say that a police officer including

constable are civil servants of the province within the meaning of definition of

civil servants under Section 2(b) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servant Act,

1973. If the special rules in force for the police service are deficient to provide

the ground for disciplinary action on the ground of wilful absence against a civil

servant, then the general/E&D Rules will become applicable in stich a case.

Rule 9 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011
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provides a self-contained procedure for action on account of wilful absence as 

well as the penalty in pursuance to the action taken there-under. Accordingly, it 

is provided that in case of wilful absence from duty by a government servant 

for seven days or more days, a notice shall be issued by competent authority 

through registered acknowledgement on his home address directing him to 

duty within fifteen days of the issuance of the notice. If the same is 

received back as undelivered or no response is received from the absentee

resume

within the stipulated time, a notice shall be published in at least two 

newspapers directing him to resume duty within fifteen days of the publication 

of that notice, failing which an ex-parte decision shall be taken against that 

absentee. On expiry of the stipulated period given in the notice, major penalty 

of removal from service may be imposed upon such government servant. The

disciplinary proceedings based on the charge sheet and statement of 

allegations followed by the enquiry report by DSP Saddar Circle do not disclose

the compliance of Rule 9 ibid. Needless to say that no proper notice as

required under Rule 9 ibid was given through registered post and served upon

the appellant. If we presume the charge sheet and statement of allegations as

notice of wilful absence with further presumption that the same were received

by him as per note of the Reader of DSP Saddar Circle, the further course of

action was to proceed for publication of the same notice in two newspapers as

provided in Rules 9 ibid, when the appellant did not turn up. However, the

respondents omitted to proceed as such. So, the action of the respondent

department on purported wilful absence of the appellant is not tenable under

the facts and law. The disciplinary proceedings conduced in the particular

manner were unbefittingly relied upon by the competent authority for

imposition of major penalty and similarly by the appellate authority and the

revisional authority in case of the appellant for its upholding the impugned

order in appeal and revision. So, all the orders including the impugned-order
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awarding major punishment of dismissal from service and the appellate 

revisional order are liable to be set aside.

We are not oblivious of the reply of the respondents about second8.

enquiry on allegations of recovery of narcotics and registration of criminal case 

conducted by Superintendent of Police (Rural) D.I.Khan. Suffice it to say that 

the said second enquiry report as annexed with the reply of the respondents 

discloses from the very outset that it was completed in pursuance to directives 

of the DPO, D.I.Khan (respondent No. 4). The allegations as described in the 

said enquiry report reveal that the appellant while posted at P.S Kirri Khaisor 

D.I.Khan was booked in a criminal case vide FIR No. 517 dated 27.05.2018

under Section 9-B CNSA of P.S Cantt on account of recovery of 15 grams

Shisha/Ice and 315 grams Chars from his personal possession. The statement

of proceedings in the said enquiry report reveals that the appellant was traced

and summoned with great difficulty. The charge sheet and summary of

allegations were served upon him; he was heard in detail; he submitted his

written reply; he was asked the question regarding his absence which he

replied. His reply is appended which is self-explanatory. The case file of FIR No.

517 datd 27.05.2018 registered against the accused constable was studied

thoroughly by the enquiry officer i.e. S.P (Rural) D.I.Khan. He summoned and

heard in detail the 10, the SHO and marginal witnesses of the recovery memo

and recorded their fresh statements and the same were placed on file. After

recording other things from here and there in his enquiry report, the enquiry

officer came with a conclusion as copied below:-

"There are more than sufficient irrefutabie substantial 

documentary, circumstantial and ocular evidences on the enquiry 

file which prove that Constable Qayyum Nawaz No. 1003 is a 

habitual narcotics-seller. The recovery of 15 gram of Amphetamine 

(Ice or Shesha in local parlance) and 315 grams Chars from -his 

direct possession vide case FIR No. 517, dated 27.05.2018, 

registered u/s 9- in Police Station Cantt, D.I.Khah, has been



. % 7

proved. Being involved in this obnoxious social evil, he is earning a 

bad name for police department for which we claim zero 

tolerance."

In pursuance to the above conclusion, the enquiry officer recommended 

that major punishment of dismissal from police service may be awarded to the 

appellant. Additionally, he recommended that a copy of the enquiry report may 

be sent to S.P Investigation, D.LKhan with the directives to consider it a part of 

investigation and append it with judicial file of the case for the kind perusal of

9.

the concerned court of trial, if agreed.

The said enquiry report alongwith dismissal order, appellate order and 

copy of FIR have been annexed with the reply of the respondents but the 

charge sheet and summary of allegations purported to have been served upon 

the appellant by the enquiry officer, were not annexed with the reply. So, the 

presumption of absence of any such charge sheet and summary of allegations

10.

is viable. No,need to say anything more about the second enquiry report when

the accused was acquitted of the charge of recovery of narcotics at trial on

account of the case registered vide FIR No, 517 dated 27,05.2018 u/s 9-B

CNSA Police Station. Cantt, D.LKhan,

For what has gone above, the appeal at hands is accepted by setting11.

aside the impugned orders and the appellant is reinstated in service with all

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

record room.

<.

LTAN TAREEN)(AHM,
Chairman

(Camp Court, D.LKhan)
h.A A

I(SALAH-.UD-DIN)
Member(J)

(Camp Court, D.LKhan)

ANNOUNCED
22.11.2021
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Order or other proceedings' with signature of Judge or Magistrate and 
that of parties where necessary.

Date of 
Order or 
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S.No. ot 
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s
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

(Camp Court, D.I.Khan)

Present

Mr. Sadam Hussain Zakori. 
Advocate For appellant

Mr. Muhammad Rasheed, 
Deputy District Attorney 
Alongwith Khalil Khan, S.I(Legal)

For respondents

Vide our detailed judgment of today, the appeal at hands is22.11.2021

accepted by setting aside the impugned orders and the appellant is

reinstated in service with all back benefits. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

QL/’ hS
CltcrifSian

Camp court, D.I.Khan
(Salah-ud-Din)

Member(J)
Camp Court, D.I.Khan

ANNOUNCED
22.11.2021
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Appellant with counsel present.27.10.2021

Mr. Asif Masood All Shah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith 
'' ' ■ '

Mr. Khalil Khan SJ CLegaO'for respondents present.

■-5^.

I

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment; 

granted. To come up for arguments on4^^X7-2021 before D.B at 

Camp Court, D.I. Khan.

\

(ROZINA REHMAN) 
MEMBER (j)

CAMP COURT, D.I KHAN

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)

CAMP COURT, D.I KHAN

\0 :
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Learned counsel for the ‘ appellant present. Mr. Usman Ghani, 

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Khalil Khan, SI (Legal) for the respondents 

present. ■

28.09.2021

Representative of the respondents submitted Parawise reply, which

is placed on file. To come up for rejoinder, if any and arguments before

the D.B at Camp Court, D.I Khan4.a»r

I
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) 
CAMP COUR D.I KHAN



23.11.2020 Appellant in person and Muhammad Jan alongwith Khalil 
Khan SI legal for respondents present.

Written reply/comments on behalf of respondents was not 
submitted. Representative of respondents seeks time to file 

written reply/comments. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 23.12.2020 before S.B at Camp Court, D.I. 

Khan.

■'V

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Camp Court, D.I. Khan

i.s
-t*

lr^-

23.02.2021 Appellant in person present.

Riaz Khan Paindakhel learned Assistant AG alongwith 

Khalil SI for respondents present.
Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not submitted. 
Representative of respondents requested for time to submit 

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

on 24.05.2021 before S.B at Camp Court, D.I Khan.

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Camp Court, D.I Khan
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m FORM OF ORDER SHEET
!'!

Court of

72020Case No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

IS.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Qayyum Nawaz resubmitted today by Mr. 

Saddam Hussain Zakori Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register 

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

15/06/20201-

_ ^ REGISTRAR
This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench at D.I.Khan 

preliminary hearing to be put up there on ^

for2-

CHAIRMAN

24.09.2020 Counsel for appellant present. Preliminary 

arguments heard. File perused.

Points raised need consideration. Admitted to

regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The
I .

appellant is directedj to deposit security and process 

fee within 10 days, j Thereafter notices be issued to 

respondents for written reply/comments. To come up
I

for written reply/comments on 23.11.2020 before S.B
,r.V

■}<{}•J at Camp Couit, D.I.Khan.

(Roana 
/ MerhbV (J)

Ca KipCo u 1^ D. I. K h a nI
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^^^ppeal of Mr. Qayyum Nawaz son of Liaqat Ali Ex-Constable Ex Constable No. 1003 

District Police D.I.Khan received today i.e. on 01.06.2020 is incomplete on the following score 

which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 

days.

1- Copies of departmental appeal and revision petition mentioned in the memo of appeal 
are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

2- Two more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect 
may also be submitted with the appeal

uLi- ys.T,No.

Dt. ^ 72020.

REGISTRAR 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Mr. Sadam Hussal lAdV. D.I.Khan

IS
V

I-/

/.r



BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE XmBUNAL, 
KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA

Appeal No. of 2020

Qayyum Nawaz VERSUS Government of KP and others

APPEAL U/S 4 OF KP CIVIL SERVANT ACT. 1973

INDEX

P ^ars.

im mmm wmmm
4.Application for Condonation of DelayMm

X- 6Grounds of Appeal With Affidavit

1-Memo of Addresses of Partiesm Copy of the FIR #517 DATED 27.05.2018 u/S 
9(b)CNSA Police Station Cantt: DIKhan A

mn Copy ofthe Judgment &.Ordcr of Acquittal of 
the ASJ-VI, DIKhan DatedlO.08.2019 B

Copies of Charge Sheet and statement of 
allegationm 22--13CI

Id Copy of the inquiry officer report in relationship 
of absent from duty 2MD

a Copy ofthe final show cause notice of the 
respondent No.4 and its reply 7S-ME&F

Copy ofthe dismissal order Dated 31.10.2018 of 
the respondent No.4 g Ap^ it a5^.M.Xel^ C

M Copy of the respondent No.3 order Dated ^ 
15.03.2019’t c^j ^ PihW-tPlUhKf 2-^.11/IM

Copy of the Respondent No.2 order Dated 
07.01.2020 received on 03.03.2020 2^I8i

11 31Court Fee

Wakalatnama in favour of Sadam Hussain Zakori 
Advocate High Court_______________ - 32

Yours Humble Appellant 
Through

adaniUfisLnin^ikori

Ady^atc-liiw>-Cou it

f

. V
:•
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BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 
KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA

Service Tribunal Appeal No:_ 
Qayyum Nawaz

of2020
VERSUS Government of KP & Others

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 1973 KP

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING
OF THE INSTANT APPEAL

Respectfully Sheweth,

That the appellant humbly submits as below;

1. That the appellant is going to institute the above titled appeal before this honourable 
Tribunal today.

2. Tliat the impugned Office Order No. S/379-85/20 dated 07.01.2020 of the respondent No.2 
was handed over to the appellant on 03.03.2020 for which the appellant was under statutory 
duty to institute the instant appeal within next 30 days i.e., up till 03.04.2020. However, 
due to the COVID-I9 pandemic the entire country went into lockdown and the mundane 
affairs of the state were badly affected. The Honourable Peshawar High Court also declared 
holidays for all its subordinate bourts and tribunals on 23.03.2020. Now The Honourable 
Peshawar High Court has once again ordered that all the subordinate courts and tribunals 
will once again re-open for the litigants for all purposes from 01'06.2020. Due to this fact 
the instant appeal of the appellant is within time.

Hence, it is requested to consider the instant appeal of the appellant within the statutory period 
and condone the delay occasioned in filing the instant appeal which was beyond the control of 
the appellant.

Your humble Appellant
Qayyum Nawaz

Ex-Constable, No. 1003^ 
Dera Ismail K+tarr /

Dated im?el

S^dam Hi^sain ^kori 
AdvocatelTig

irouj

I Qayyum Nawaz do hereby solemnly; affirm and declare that the contents of this Appeal 

are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed 
from this Tribunal and this is the lone Appeal on the subject.

: ■

Deponent
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.f BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL, V

KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA
;

Khyber Pakhtiikhwa 
Service Xribunalof2020Service Tribunal Appeal No:

4/73Oiary No.

Dated

Qayyum Nawaz S/O Liaqat Ali, Ex-Constable, No. 1003, Caste Chughtai, R/o 

Muryali Mor, Tehsil & District Dera Ismail Khan

(Appellant)

VERSUS

i
1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tribal 

Affairs Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

2. Inspector Genera! of Police, (IGP)Khyber Pakhtunlchwa, Peshawar

3. Regional Police Officer, (RPO), Dera Ismail Khan Range, District Dera 
Ismail Khan

4. District Police Officer, (DPO), Office District Dera Ismail Khan

(Respondents)

')

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, \9li(
KP AGAINST THE BELOW ORDERS

ledto-^^yIF"

. Of The Respondent No.2 Office Order No. S/379-85/20 dated 07.0L2020
Vide Which The Revision Petition Of The Appellant Was Rejected

2. Of The Respondent No.3 Office Order No.1215/Es Dated 13.03.2019
Vide Which The Departmental Appeal Of The Appellant Was Rejected

3. Of The Respondent No,4 Office Order No,1513 Dated 31.10.2018

Note: THE IMPUGNED OFFICE ORDER OF TFIE RESPONDENT NO.2 WAS
lANDED OVER TO TFIE APPELEANI^ ON 03.03.2020 HENCE THE .

INSTANT APPEAL IS WITHIN NEXT 30 DAYS OF 'FHE STA'fU'rORY
PERIOD

... -



Respectfully Sheweth,

BRIEF FACTS:

1. That the addresses of the parties written above for the purpose of services 
may be deemed sufficient.

2. That the appellant was initially appointed as Constable in the department of 
the respondents and was posted at Dera Ismail Khan having nineteen(19) 
years of mature service.

3. That the appellant was lastly posted at Police Station Kirri Khaisor, Dera 
Ismail Khan, as Constable, No. 1003.

4. That there were two allegations levelled against , the appellant by the 
respondent department i.e., absent from duty since 05.02.2018 till dismissal 
from service Dated 31.10.2019, and registration of FIR #517 DATED 
27.05.2018 u/S 9(b)CNSA Police Station Cantt: DlKhan. Copy of the FIR 
#517 DATED 27.05.2018 u/S 9(b}CNSA Police Station Cantt: DlKhan is
attached as Annexure-A.

5. That the appellant was acquitted of the said FIR on 10.08.2019. Copy of the 
Judsment & Order of Acquittal of the ASJ-Vl, DlKhan DatedI0.08.20I9 is
attached as Annexure-B.

6. That the respondent No.4 charge sheeted the appellant under the allegation 
of absent from duty and also issued statement of allegation for the same, 
only. Copies of Charge Sheet and statement of allegation are attached as
Annexure’C.

1. That the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Saddar Circle, DlKhan without 
providing any opportunity of personal hearing, right of cross-examination, 
recording of my written statement etc submitted its inquiry report in the 
office of the respondent No.4. Copy of the inquiry officer report in 
relationship of absent from duty is attached as Annexure-D.

8. That, thereafter, the respondent No.4 in the light of the said inquiry officer 
report issued final show cause notice to the appellant. The appellant 
submitted his reply within the given time. Copy of the final show cause 
notice of the respondent No. 4 and its reply are attached as Annexure-E&F,
respectively.

9. That, however, despite of the facts the respondent No.4 issued the impugned 
order Dated 31.10.2018 of the dismissal from service of the appellant. Copy 
of'the dismissal order Dated 31.10.2018 of the respondent No.4 is atlached
as Annexure-G.

10.That feeling aggrieved, the appellant preferred an appeal to the respondent 
No.3 against the order Dated 31.10.2018. Flowever, the respondent No.3 
vide its impugned order Dated 15.03.2019 filed the appeal of the appellant. 
Copy of the respondent No.3 order Dated 15.03.2019 is attached as
Annexiire-H.



77.That, once again feeling’aggrieved, the appellant preferred a Revision 
Petition before the respondent No.2. However, the Revision Petition of the 
appellant met the same fate and was rejected on 07.01.2020. However, the 
said order was intimated to the appellant on 03.03.2020. Copy of the 
Respondent No.2 order Dated 07.01.2020 received on 03.03.2020 is
attached as Annexure-I.

12.That feeling aggrieved by the order Dated 07.01.2020 and the other 
impugned orders the appellant is now left with no other option but to invoke 
the jurisdiction of this Honourable Tribunal inter alia on the following 
grounds;

GROUNDS:

1. That the impugned orders are against the law and facts hence, not tenable in 
the eyes of law

2. That no charge sheet and statement of allegation is provided to the appellant 
in relationship of the above mentioned FIR.

3. That both the inquiries are conducted not by independent officers, but were 
subordinate to the respondent No.4 which is against the law and natural 
justice.

4. That the enquiry officer who was deputed for the purpose of allegation of
absent from duty never examined any official of the Police Station Kirri K ^ >
Khaisor, Tehsil Paharpur, District DlKhan, who could produce the relevant 
record of the PS and depose and exhibit the same nor was thus the appellant 
given the right of cross-examination. Hence, fair trial and due process was 
not given to the appellant which was my vested and fundamental right 
enshrined in the Constitution of Pakistan, 1973.

5. That the inquiry officer who was deputed for the purpose of allegations of 
absent from duty didn’t allow the appellant an opportunity of personal 
hearing. The appellant was only called upon by the said enquiry officer but 
was directed to sit outside his office and was never associated during the 
proceedings.

6. That the inquiry officer who was deputed for the purpose of allegations of 
absent from duty has allegedly mentioned in his enquiry report that the 
appellant was twice summoned for the proceedings of the inquii7. However, 
according to him I allegedly didn’t appear, and has twice referred to Naib- 
SRC report, but not once his statement is recorded to this effect to 

substantiate his stance.

7. That no charge sheet or statement of allegation was ever served upon the 
appellant in relationship to the above cited FIR. Even, the enquiry officer 
never summoned the appellant in this connection and entire proceeding was 
conducted in the appellant’s absentia.

8. That according to the Police Rules, 1975, amended in 2014, there are two 
kinds of proceedings against an employee, i.e., 1). Summary Police
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Proceedings. 2). GeneraWoltce Proceedings. As per the said rules it was 
mandatory upon the competent authority to first make a specific order as to 
what kind of proceedings it is going to adopt so that the accused mind is 
clear about the same. However, no such order is ever made by the 
respondent No.4, and it is the celebrated principle of law that any deviation 
from law would render the most sacred proceedings null and void. Hence, 
the entire edifice would crumble to the ground and the entire proceeding is 
nullity in the eyes of law.

9. That the respondent No.4 in his impugned order of dismissal from service 
Dated 31.10.2018 has mentioned in clear and unambiguous language the 
words “Orderly Room”. As per the said rules an employee who is called for 
in Orderly Room can’t be awarded major punishment of any kind.

10. That the appellant has never absented from-duty and the allegation of absent 
from duty is baseless and the appellant is already acquitted from the above 
mentioned FIR and that was the reason the appellant in his reply to the Final 
Show Cause Notice requested the respondent No.4 to postpone the decision 
till the final outcome of the said FIR by the competent Judicial Forum.

1 l.That even otherwise, the respondent No.4, being the competent authority, in 
his Final Show Cause Notice, attached as Annexure-E, has not expressly 
mentioned the kind of Major Punishment. Hence, Major Punishment of 
dismissal from service could not be given to the appellant without taking on 
guard the appellant.

12. That it is by now time and again held by the Superior Courts of the land that 
an employee can’t be awarded major penalty of dismissal from service on 
the basis of wilful absentism, rather could only be awarded minor penalties.

13. That even otherwise, even if the allegation of absent from duty of the 
appellant was proved to be correct yet the appellant had lot of earned leaves 
to his name and those leaves could have been adjusted towards the same. 
Throughout my long career of nineteen(19) years 1 have never remained 
absent from duty not there is any allegation of miss conduct against the 
appellant. This speaks volumn about the great career of the appellant.

14. That the appellant had nineteen years of long career to his badge and with 
one slip of pen the respondents have ruined the entire career. The appellant 
has served the department and the citizens of this country at the stake of his 
life and has been in life danger situations many times in his career.

15. That appellant was entitled to fair trial under the article lOA of the 
Constitution of Pakistan, 1973 and other statutory and case laws which was 
never provided to him. In case this Honourable Tribunal comes to the 
conclusion that the instant appeal is time barred then the appellant also seeks 
the condonation of delay which was occasioned due to the revision petition 
filed before the respondent No.2 and the submission of the order Dated 
07.01.2020 of the respondent No.2 to the appellant on 03.03.2020 and due to 
this fact the instant appeal may kindly be considered within time.

16. That the facts mentioned above may please be considered sufficient grounds 
for the acceptance of the instant appeal, however, the counsel of the 
appellant may please be allowed to raise additional grounds for the success 
of the instant appeal.

A



HENCE, IT IS, THEREFORE, REQUESTED TO SET ASIDE THE 

IMPUGNED ORDERS AND TO REINSTATE THE APPELLANT IN HIS 

SERVICE WITH ALL HIS BACK BENEFITS.

Your humble Appellant
Qayyum Nawaz

Ex-Constable,
Dera Ismail-'K^^ap/

Dated / 2020
Sadam nussankZakori

Advocate High Court

'1AFFIDAVIT

1 Qayyum Nawaz do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the contents 

of this Appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

and nothing has been concealed from this Tribunal and this is the lone 

Appeal on the subject.

Deponent

CERTIFIED AT D.LKHAN

That the parawise content of the instant appeal are true and correct and it is the lone petition on 
the subject matter

I

Qayyum Nawaz,...(Appellant)

«

\
-

/■
f'i- i



y BEFORE THE PROVINCIAL SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 

KHYBERPAKHTUNKHWA

of 2020Appeal No.

VERSUS Government of KP and othersQayyum Nawaz

APPEAL U/S 4 OF KP CIVIL SERVANT ACT, 1973

MEMO OF ADDRESS

Qayyum Nawaz S/O Liaqat AH, Ex-Constable, No. 1003, Caste Chughtai, R/o 

Muryali Mor, Tehsil & District Dera Ismail Khan

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tribal 
Affairs Department, Khyber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar

2. Inspector General of Police, (IGP)Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

3. Regional Police Officer, (RPO), Dera Ismail Khan Range, District Dera 
Ismail Khan

4. District Police Officer, (DPO), Office District Dera Ismail Khan

(Respondents)

Your humble Appiillant

(Qayyum waz r-:-
.

Dateda-l / 2020 Co^sel
Sadam Hussain Zakori 
Advocate High Court 
Dera Ismail Khan r
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1 ■ JUD6MEHT VEimRBS BY :

STTAkm Ullah Khan
Additional Sessions Tudge-VI,

D j.ICHAN

In sessions case No.52A/*II of 2018 
. PutinCourton 12.11.2018

By STATE
i

Through complainant
I .

FahimiMumtaz Khan, S.H.Ot- !

i^[ !
Against
'/Accused

■/

V ;
x>-.

G27

■ Qayyum Nawaz son ofLiaqat Ali, caste Chughtai, aged 

about 45/46 years, resident of Muryali Turn, D.I.Khan

In
Case F.LRNo.517 dated 27.05.2018 

Under Section 9-B of CNSA 

Police Station Cantonment, D.I.Khan.l A
2 2>

^ \ !/•
i: 5\ state represented by: Mr. Zafar Ali Khan, APP for the

State
'■c

i•-) 5^'
■ ^.'J

. i

Accused represented by

Mr. Farooq Akhtar, Advocate

I

Decided on Saturday 10“' August. 2019

■0^^. Complainant Faheem Mumtaz IQian recovered and 

took into poss(;iSsion 15 grams ice and 315 grams 

chars from the personal possession of accusedc-V'V

1 1 P a g e

1
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• /

'/

named above and booked'him 

No.517 dated 25.07.2018

vide case F.I.R 

under Section i 9-B of 

CNSA of Police Staticin Cantonment, D.I.Khan.
r

> t ■

2. Brief facts of the i- I prosecution case . are that '
' ■ I ' ■ v- —■ . ■

coiiplainant during search and strike operation in
Ihej area, at thb relevant date and time,! when

reached the spot, a| person who on
I . .' 'I

police party, tried jto slipped

: !
seeing the

iaway, but was
overpowered tactfully. The said person disused

his name as Qayyum Nawaz and fromhis right hand

a plastic envelope . having ice was recovered 

which on weighment came to 15 grams, 

search another , plastic 

recovered from armpit having chars, 

weighment came to 315 

arrested. Hence, ibid F.I.R.

A

On further

envelope was s also

which on

The accusedgrams..

3. After interrogation and investigation 

submitted and accused was 

appeared and provisions of Section 265.-C 

complied With. Charge was framed, to whick he 

did not plead guilty and claim trial.

cfiallan was

summoned, :who
ii

cf.p.c

*<■

I-'W\
2 i Pia. g



/ •

4. In order to prove the case Prosecution produced 

and examined PWs [against the accused. The gist of

the prosecution evidence as deposed by each of
\ the PWs is as under:

PW-l /s : Muhammad Jaimeei

constable-S34S, deposed that ke\.is
' 5

• . f

margiir^al witness o? recovery memo Ex

I
i

)

P\aJ i/lj V(de\^ which the irivestiyatiny 

Officer took into possession, one plastic 

envelope containing ice (when weighed

Ait was IS grams) and contraband of 

chars (when weighed it 

grams)j which

was . Sis' K

was taken into

possession by the S.H.O concerned 

the spot. One gram ice was separated

and sealed into parcel~tL for analysis 

while

at

remaining i4 grams was sealed 

into parcel-Z, five grams chars was

separated and sealed into parcl~3

while the regaining 3X0 was sealed 

into
• i

by affixingparcel-4- the

In''

3=j P a g/e

- •



•r.* >.'-v

•»I ■ V<.

/I'.

■'h:/

^vvc>no^rd^^^ of'. Z.A of tnne.^ a.nd outev" 
) ■ 

Side of the all. the four parcels. After

the arrival of lr\.charge Ivwesti^atl

Police Station Cantonmentj he had

also shov/n in\ the site plan at point
: \ ■ i

prepared foy the Investigating

Officer. His statement under Section
. ' ' ' ' ■

Cr.P.C wds also recorded bg the

Investigating Officer at the spot He
I

accompanied with the S.H.O 

throughout., the proceeding (from 

personal search to arrest and all 

proceedings). He is eyewitness of the

ion

No.4j

was

1>.^ r
fi

i

occurrence.

t PVJ-Z is of Taweer Ahmad ASI/lhv

who deposed that Copy of F.l.R was
\

‘ \

handed'over to him^ who proceeded

the spot and prepared site plan on the 

pointation ot S.H.O which is Bx.PW- 

Z/^. S.H.O was present on spot. The 

S.H.O showed him the parcels already

4:1 Page
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;
sealed hy him and handed over

\ \
N

accused to : him. He recorded the

statement of S.H.O and the PWs. He

returned ha'ck to ■ Police Station 'and

interrogated the . accused. On -the
s

i.. i '
following da^ihe produced the accused

before Hlaqd Magistrate for'physical

Icustody vide his application Ex.PW-
,1

Z/Z. Custody was refused the accused-

\
:

A,1

was sent to ^ Jail and he recorded , the

statement of accused under section

Cr.P.C: after received of IFSL
\

1
report he placed it on file and Ex.Pw-

Z/3. After completion of investigation 

he handed over the case file to S.H.O. •(

PW-3 IS . Muhammad Amin-t

!:'h
ZX03j who deposed that on receipt'of 

murasiluj sent by complainant Faheem
i ^

Mumtaz Khanj S.H.Oj brought,, by
i

constable Muhammad Nadeem-ZSXj 

he correctly incorporated its contents

.f

P a /e

. I
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\

1/

!^to F./.R ; which is 

correctly bears his signature and 'is Ex

i
correct ■ and ' V'.'

i'

/' •/

PA.

PW-4 . Eaheevn MumtaZj S.H.Oj
■[ ■

who deposed that he 

and strike

was on search

operation along with other
I

police pairty including lady constable 

and reaching the place

a person who on

on of
1

occurrence, he found
/'

[Seeing the}v\; tried to /escape but was 

a plastic

shopper was. recovered froM his right, 

hand which include

overpowered. On his search

A
w

is- grams ICE. \On 

further body search, plastic shopper 

was recovered from his pit arm

[pocket, which contained chars

weighing 3ls person. On cursory 

interrogation, the accused facing trial

stated that he has purchased the 

from

ICE

one Ahamd Fraz son of S'arfraz. 

imurasila on the spot.He drafted.

6 1
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P'.vf i •
!

which. IS. Ek.PW ^/tLj which is correct

and correctiy bears his signature. '.He 

arrested, thei accused and. issued ^his
i

card of arrcsf wkicW is Ex.PW 4/2.. jHe
' f

, fl

prepared the recovery
' ■' ' ■ L ■ .. I

Ex.PW 1/1 vide which he separated

01 gram of ICE for the purpose of ESL 

and sealed the same into parcel ~1 

while the remaining 14 into parcel-Z. 

He also separated 5 grams of chars 

and sealed into parcel~1 while the 

. remaining 310. sealed into parcel-Z
i

by affixing monograms of ZA. He also

obtained

memo t'.e.j

i

\.

A

signature . of marginal 

witnesses on site plan. Murasila

/
I(

was

sent to -Police Station for registration 

of f.l.R through constable Muhammad 

Nadeem 131.
1

At the arrival \of

investigating Officer the spot, heon

handed over the accused, the

contrabands and the concerned



\

r~~:v
J

f V/
v-l \

\documents to him. . Investigating

Officer also prepared site plan on his

pointation. After completion of 

.investigatior-j he submitted complete

challan, the skme placed, on file, hie
1' '

was examined bg the ■ Investigating
'■ ■ - i

Officer on the spot.

■

r\

5. Thereafter, learned APP for the State; closed -a
prosecution evidence.

6. Statement of accused facing trial was recorded 

under Section 342 Cr.P.C wherein he prpfessed 

innocence, however, he neither wished to be

examined on Oath under Section 340 (2) CriP.C nor

wished tO’produce defence witnesses..

7. Arguments heard and record perused.

8. The findings of this Court are as follows:

(i) It contended when complainant along with other
i

police officials reached at the spot the accused 

tried to move but he was tactfully controlled. He :

disclosed his name and was then searched.

k



\

■ ^--5,/ .
■^^phetainine/ice 

from plastic

of 16 gram was recovered 

nght hand and 350

recovered from plastic

envelop in his ri
gram cannabis/charas 

envelop in his ■ ysrm pit pocket, 

witness offecove

■

(ii) PW-1
ry memo stated that the 

The Investigating
Office, reached 20

PW/I„vee(ig.,h,g Officer stated ttiath 

at the spot at 02:30

place was heavy populated.
/

nee.

e reached
pm. The SHO wasnot.present

at the spot. The SHO did

rather shown to hi 

for his

^ot handed over parcel
iin. He did 7^

not open the parcel 

did notsatisfaction, fie 

application to the For
scribed the 

ensic Science Laboratory.
PW-4 complainant 

mentioned PW-1 i
stated that he 

in murasila. The 

writing rather

did not

murasila was 

written on his
not in his hand 

dictation. He could not thename of person who

were difference inwrote it. There
writings of

murasila and card of airre 

time of
St. He could not tell the

arrival of Investigating Officer
S-t the

associated to.the 

of occurrence

spot. No private person was

recovery memo. The place
was;

9 I Page -
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i
1

thickly populated. No sale purchase test 

conducted. He could not tell who sent and took
i

■ [ .

the sample to the Forensic Science Laboratory
■

and who was in custody of it during that period.

The abbreviation jof his name was FM rather ZA.
^ ■ ■ 1''' ' . !

(hi) So, , no direct or Circumstantial evidence is as

was
A

i !
such to ;connect the accused, with the

‘

commission: of offence. Alleged recoveries of
;

narcotic substance are not proved against him. 

There are material contradictions in ^ the
■

statements of prosecution witnesses who are not

worthy of reliance. Safe custody of sample/s 

before sending for analysis is also not
\

established. Parcel/s of recovered narcotic are

sealed with :the monogram without clarification

or explanation of whom it. is related. There is

delay in sending Probability exists that the

accused is falsely implicated in the parcel/s to 

Forensic Science Laboratory. The existing 

evidence does not link the accused with the 

commission:of\Offence. The mode and manner of 

arrest of accused and recoveries without



%
%

i
'■

y *:.\

independent witness/s'are-doubtfol. Only one
i

doubt in criminal case, like the one in the
i'

present case, h|as always been considered 

enough for giving benefit to the aci:used.

/■

It is,; therefore, concluded on the basis of
} :

aforementioned factual and legal position of the case,

that: there are contradictions on major issues between

the PWs. As the prosecution has failed to prove its case
: I :■ ■

beyond reasonable doubt then the benefit of doubt is to
!

be extended to the accused.

Hence,; the accused namely Oayum Nawaz is acquitted 

from the charges leveled against him. He is on bail so his
.is

sureties are discharged from their liabilities. The case 

. property be kept intact till the expiry of period of 

appeal/revision and then disposed of according to law.

i

Announced;
Saturday 10^^ August, 2019

< —'—-

Shakir Ullah Khan 

Additional Sessions ]udge-VI, 
D.I.Khan.

'"l.r.r & jAidg'. Vl

!i •

i
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ORDER 

Saturday 10*^ August, 2019

(

Accused^Oiiyyum Nawaz is present! on bail. 
APP for! the State also present. !

Arguments heard and record gone through.
;

Vide my detailed judgment of today, placed
j " ■ ■ ;

on file, consisting of _1 Ij pages, the accused facing trial
■ i ■ : ■ '

acquitted from the charges levelled against him; He is on 

bail so,:his sureties are discharged from the liabilities of 

the bail bonds. Case property, be destroyed but after, 
the: expiry of period of appeal/revision. Record be 

transmitted back while file of this Court be consigned to 

the record room after its completion and compilation.

I

Announced:
Saturday 10*^ August, 2019 C ■%

\
- V> • CSS'O'?

Shakir Ullah Khan
Additional Sessions JudgerVI 

D.LKhan ;
iV
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p\^Y\e^j( Uyte. W:yh
CHARGE SHEET/7 vV-, ■•~t iii

pa.h,un.hwa

..ajor penalty as :u;;j::w(B;7f'7e Sa°t

:dill1^AND WHEREAS, I
would call for a i

rules.

AND THEREFORE as required by Police Rules 6{1) of the aforesaid 

hereby charge you Constable 

on the basis !of the statement attached

|:|l!I district police officer Dera Ismail Khan at
Qay_Yum Nawaz No.inC)3 with the misconduct 

to this Charge Sheet.
ii
iiiiiii\ \ i-Riii

AND, I, hereby direct you further under rules, 6{i)(B) of the said rules to 

put in written defence within 7-days of receipt of this Charge, Sheet 

proposed action should not be taken against you and also stale at the 

wtietheryou desire to be iieard in person or otherwise.

\i as to why the 

same time

iii!
AND, in case 

without sufficient cause, it would be presumed that 

that Ex-parte.e proceeding will be initiated against you

your reply is not received withiih the prescribed period,

you have no defence to offer and

• ! T?
! . ; t!' .iiii^ r-i;

:.

!:ii
•iS;

J'l/ ii
/

iii'i

mDistric/PoJi^.Offi^r, 
^ D(^a Isrnaff'Khan'^

fll'.

iii

■ i

I, ii:liii
il

ii!
!j |i

il)iiT

I;

if!
hiC/ •t



PJSCjPLIIMARY AHTioN
' TK

)
(

^STRICT POI irp OFFICER Dora l'•;rnail 
_ opinion that you. Cm7sf;,hin '

yourself liable to- hp nrn/-->^wr;rT~----- ^—
acts/omissions within the rneaninq of Khvh""'d
amendGd-201,4. ^hyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules- 1975

Vk.7 ^^uthorily am of the 
rendered

Khan as a competent 
Oayvum Nawaz Nn have

I .'-Y'd-

■§JATEMENT of Ai 1 FO/^TlON
■Sii, Vou while posted

05.02.2018 of PS/Kirri
Oo.02,2018 till date 
part amounts to gross

at PS/Kirri Khaisore UI Khan 
Khaisore, absented yourself from 

without any leave/permission 
■■ misconduct whicli i

vide Mad No.18;dated 
lawful duties w.e from 

nyoun 7Klr

Hence the statement of aileg
ation;

■ I ui-d ]2.

accused vyith 
__ Dera ismail 
enquiry underprop(-)r departmental

3,

of the ordinance 
accused, record its findings

recommendations ^

ion

and
as to punishment or

;■• 'I.

;
N.

•^pera Istei 

6- /2018

INo. 2 ' /i;C Dated Dl Khan ihc; ■

/d / /
Copy to;

[d/nitiati,;5^?^^^- 

Hakhtunkhwa

o1.
—Oera Ispiail Khan THp

P0I.C0 f

enquiry within 10^days,l7Sr7r°''’'

enquiry officer/7^ 
provision of Khyber 

with the direction to' 
apers containing

! .■

complete the 
are enclosed. 
Senstableaayyum. 
C O on the date, time 
proceeding.

2-. _ pages
Nawaz Nn.mnqand place fixed tw'y-i^p crfe'Th

' purpose of enquiry ; dp d

I
!Distri 

fs D/ra .Ismail
i-Police Oft

fff '7^ r;f--

• ■ :i:

c;7lr •/....
i'r:■ -I

a•M

1
f'-'r ;r

f - ft
r:f: ;r ■ 

■ . r, .
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Ahw^c^ £■:i

FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE
„<v.

. ■•i-if.-'-c. -

I, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. Dl Khan as competent authority 
under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 amended-2014, do hereby 
served you Constable Qayyum Nawaz No.1003 as follow.

1.(i) That consequent upon the completion of enquiry conducted against you 
by the Enquiry Officer for which you were given opportunity of hearing 
vide this office communicator No. 2092-93/EC, dated 14.06.2018.

(ii) On going through the findings and recommendations of the enquiry 
officer, the material on record and other connected papers including 
your defence before the Enquiry Officer.

1 am satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omis^ons 
specified of the said rules. / • ^

You while posted at PS/Kirri Khaisore Dl Khan, vide Mad No(18 dated 
05.02.2018 of PS/Kiri^ Khaisore, absented yourself from lawful duties 
w.e.from 05.02.2018j^fill date without any leave/permissionwom the 
high-ups. \

As a result thereof, I, DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. Dl Khan as 
competent authority have tentatively decided to impose upon you the 
penalty of Major punishment of the said rules.

• 2.

3. You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the aforesaid 
penalty should not be imposed upon you. AY

4. If no reply to this notice is received within 7-days, of its deliver, in the 
normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you have no 
defence to put in and in that case an ex-parte action shall be taken 
against you.

5. The copy of finding of the enquiry officer Is enclosed.

Officer, 
era Ismail Khan



To,

The District PohcerOfficer, 
Dera Ismail Khan.'
The competent authority.

REPLY TO THE FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICIT

Re.specTed Sir.

I have received the final show cause iiotice issued by youi- uood 

self, wherein I have been directed to submit my reply w'ithin sePen days. hicl 

nr;-' reply is a.s under:-

(i) Thai the inquiry was conducted against me, .wJw'.rein I hav- 

suiani'Lted my reply to the charge sheet hut no oppoiTiinily o. 

personal hearing was given to ine, as I was only called in the oi'lim

and was never associated during the proceeding.s and was asked P

sit'Outside ti;e room, r

(ii) That my basic request was that pending trial ol' the case r.I.ih r\Kg.;'71, inq'ui:-y_against me may b^.,:-idjouined sine die. as 1 have 

denied my involvement in the said criniinal case, whicit. is yet to 

be proved in the,trial before competent Couri and prior !o thni 

action against me w'iil amount to convicth'u -itrior to trial, as if i 

am acquitted O''; .the charges leveled, against me then how 

dismissal from service can be recti fed, therefore. I am st.il: 

requesting your good-selt to keep pending the proceedings again.si 

me. till the decision of the trial of the case to meet the end.s ol

\i 7;;in'

ni^-

.justice.

That your good-seirsatisfaclion trom ihe.iccord ihal i 1

conducted the loilowing .'icls/omissions specified sjf iho said i'l.iie

are nrenurture and prior to the ccnckision of trial iichir 

• competetii Cnurh



That the aJieged recovery of narcotics from m-e.vide cast:

No.571 dated 27.05.2018 under Section 9 (b) CNS/-\, Police 

. Station ■Cantt;, D.I.Khan is in the process of trial and no resnij 

whatsoever has come out as yet, therefore., prior to the decisiom 

holding me to be involved in the criminal-tict is against nainral 

justice and law.

-2) Sir, your tentative decision to. impose major punishment upon 

is respectfully not in accordance with law, because-1 am accused

me

Of an offence and-beifig favorite child of the law the pendulum 

should tilt towards me, as the competent Court has not yet found
■ c ,

guilty of the charges leveled against me, so .why 

deparrmentally a major penalty is being imposed upon me and my 

request to keep nending the departmental proceedings till declsio;; 

ot the competent Couit seems to be-just in accordance witl'i 

because tomorrow my dismissal may not be reverted in case 1 

acquitted of the charges.

That as I have requested the penalty should not be imposed upon 

me till the decision of the competent Court, which is the only 

‘legal and Icgica! reply on my behalf because Ihe’charge.s are yet !o 

be proved against me.

me

am

o) ,

If

• I
4) Thai I also request for personal hearing to meet the ends <if.

justice
/'

ii i.s, ti^ereiore, humbly prayed that departmcniai proceedings against 

be.either filed or be kept pending till the decision of the competent Cour 

in the interest of justice.

inc

YomaHd^iniblc-

Dated 16.0^,2018. (Qayuml^ Naway) 
Constable No..i005, ‘

Police Line, 0.1.[khan.

A





ORDERr This order is aimed to dispose-off two departmental enquiriesTff' 
proceedings against Constable Qavvum Nawaz NQ.IQn:^ of this 

on the following charges:-

1) , That he while posted at PS/Kirri Khaisore

05.02.2018. absented himself from lawful duties 

without any leave/permission from the high ups.

.1^ •
District Police

vide DD N6.18, dated 

w.e.frdm 05.02.2018 ^to date

2) .That he while posted at PS/Kirri Khaisore D1 Khan; the iocai Police 

of PS/Cantt DI Khan recovered 315-grams Charas and; 15-grams jce from 

possession and registered a case vide FiR No.517. dated 27.05.2018 u/s 
9(B)CNSA.Police Station Cantt: Dl Khan.

his

The defaulter constable was served with charge sheets/statements’ 
of allegations separately. An enquiry 

Afsar Khan SDPQ/Saddar Cirrip Dl Khan
conducted into the matter through Mr. 

and Mr. Salim Ria? SP/Rnrai
.Division Dl., Khan under Police Rules-1975 ammended-201:4.

Officers submitted in their finding reports in which they are stated that the 

charges of misconduct stand proved against the delinquent above named official 

and recommended for Major Punishment of Dismissal from Police Servir.P<:

was

The Enquiry

i

He was also served with Final Show Cause Notices and reply of 
Final Show Cause received which 

satisfactory. The reply of another Final Show 

received so far. He was

one
was examined thoroughly and,found

Cause Notice has not been 
not appeared in the Orderly Room due to his absence.

un-

A
fM

7^
From the perusal of the relevant records, findings of'the Enquiry

satisfied that the charges of misconduct stand proved against him 
beyond any shadow of doubt.

Officers, i am V
In the light of above, I, ZAHOOR BABER. P.SP District Police 

Officer, Dera Ismail Khan, an exercise of power conferred upon me under Police 

Ruies-1975 with amended 2014

::MaJor Punishment of Dismissal from the Police Service” from the date of

absence i.e. 05.02,2018.
ORDER ANNQUNCFn 
OB No. /.K*/ :?
Dated-

award Constable Qavvum Nawaz Nn moR

x''

/,/ V /.
{ZA BER) PSP

r, Officer,

V --------‘'■6 '

:dt Ki, Si 4^^

I
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OFFICE OF THE 

REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

DERA ISMAIL KHAN 

REGION
/ES, Dated Dl Khan the [3/03/2019

ORDER lS--02~

My this order will dispose-of the departmental appeal preferred by Ex Constable Qayyum Nawaz, No. 
1003 of District D! Khan wherein he has prayed for setting aside the order of major punishment of 
Dismissal from service imposed upon him by DPO Dl Khan vide OB No. 1513 dated 31.10.2018 after 
found hirn guilty of the following allegations:-

1) That he while posted at Police Station Kirri Khesore DIKhan, absented himself from performance 
of duty without any leave or reasonable cause w.e. from 05.02.2018 till the date of dismissal order i.e. 
31.10.2018 (268 days)

2) That the local police of Police Station Cantt DIKhan recovered 315-grams Charas and 15-grams 
Ice from his possession and registered case vide FIR No. 517 dated 27.05.2018 U/S 9(B)CNSA of Police 
Station Cantt DIKhan. —

His service record, inquiry papers and comments were received from DPO DIKhan which was perused 
and it was found that separate enquiries in the above cases were conducted by Mr. Saleem Riaz, SP 
Saddar Division Dl Khan & Mr. Afsar Khan, DSP Saddar Circle Dl Khan, who submitted their findings 
reports stating therein that the allegations of high handedness stand proved and recommended him for 
awarding major punishment, hence, in the light of recommendations of Enquiry Officers, the Competent 
Authority has passed the punishment order dated 31.10.2018.

Aggrieved from the impugned order passed by DPO DIKhan, the appellant submitted the instant appeal 
on 30.11.2018 which was sent to DPO DIKhan for comments and to provide his service record vide this 
office memo: No. 4027/ES dated 30.11.2018. The DPO DIKhan has submitted the comments and 
record of the appellant vide his office memo: No. 4466/EC dated 19.12.2018, wherein the appeal of the 
appellant was properly defended on cogent grounds.

service

During perusal of his service record, it was found that the appellant has'served Police Force for about 19 
years. He was awarded minor punishment of Fine for one time & major punishment under 
consideration.

The undersigned also provided him opportunity of personal hearing. Therefore I, FEROZE SHAH, PSP, 
Regional Police Officer, DIKhan, in exercise of powers vested in me under Rule 11 clause 4(a) of Khyber 
PakhtUnkhwa Police Rule.s.l975 (amended 2014) find! no substance in his appeal and uphold the 
punishment order passed by DPO DIKhan. His appeal is hereby filed.

ORDER ANNOUNCED

(FEROZE SHAH)PSP 
Regional Police Officer

Dera Ismail Khan^
No. /S/S' /ES

Copy of above is submitted to the DPO Dl Klian for information neces-sary action
4466/EC dated 19.12.2018 aiongwith Ol-Service Rci! & Gl-lnquiry^^^^with reference to his office memo: No.

File of the appellant

(FERO%HAH)PJP Q

REGiO..AL P^CUg -
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ORDER

Tins Older is hereby passed In dispose of Revision I’cfition
under Rule t I-A of Khyber

I'^ifhtunkhwa Police Ruicd975 (amended 2014) siilimiUed 

i>c;!fioncr was dismissed fiom
by Ex-EC Qayyum N;nviiv, i\t). ifl03. '('he 

w.e.f 05,02,201<S:by Oislrict Police Officer, DIKiian vide OB No, 
I0,2018on the allegations of absence from duly w.e,r05.02.20!8 (ill date of di,smissal from

service
15 I A ,dated 31

serriee. i.c, 3!,10.2018 for a period of 208 days and the local Police of Police Station 
mcovere<t 315^granis Charas and 15-gram foe IVom Ihs possession ;

27.65,2018 u/s 0 (B)CNSA Police Station Cantt: OiKhan, His appeal

Canll: DtKhan 
and registered a case vide l-'IR No, 517, 

was filed by Regional Police
^(b((ccr. DIKli,')^ vide order Eixi.st: No, 12I4/P:S, dated 13,03,2019
5#7'^-'='=‘"'8 <'f Appclla(c Boaid w.is htid on 0,06,2019 whoroin pclilionor wa,. heard in person, 

’ I'hn ing l-icarang pclitionor conlcndcd that he is innocent an.l Jris case is under process in Use corn I,

(OC

Ihc petitioner has been released on bail in case FIR No, ,517, dated 27,05.2018 n/.s 
9[M)(:NSA Policc-Slation CanU: DIRhan by ,bc court of Addl: Session .-udgc-IV, Dera Ismai! Khan vide 
,!iid<;inc,n( dalcd 27,05,2018, His \ca,'-L is under trial in the court. The i5oard recornniends iha; criminal 
pvncccdmgs and departmental proceedings arc two separate-matters. Therefore, the Board decided that liis 
petition is hereby rejected.

i!
•i..

ifice of the DPO/O.I.Ktiah
f79

n, Z2.-0(....
I lir.s order is i,ssue,d witti tire a|iprnv;ii byDie Competent Authority. EGDy..

D j
(ZAIB IJELAM KMAN)

AIG./Bstablishnicnt.
For Inspector General of Police.' 

Khyber P-ikhtunkhvva, 
Peshawar.

■h.-V,.-'

■j

No /20.

: ( opy of Ihc al'.i,ive is forwarded to die:
• J ;■

F. Regional Police Officer, OlKhan. One Service Roll ami one 1-auii Mi.ssai of d-.e

Fx-!T: received vide your ofnee Memo: No. 2796/KS. dated 31.05.2019 is relumed hcrcwiih for 
yair olTicc I'ccord. ;

Hi.stncI Polie.c Ofllccr, F)i than,

3. PSO to l(}P/K.hyber Pakh| rnkbwa. CPO Peshawar.

, ?
;ib>'!ve named t

i

No-..3-2>2
Ce,p(j P ^.>b/aK}-a: . . I

4, PA 1,0 Addl: iGP,/H()rs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesluiwar, ^

PA to F)IG/l IQr.s: Khyber .-akhtunkhwa, Peshawar, 

n, PA to AlO/Lcgal, Khyber Pakhlunkh 

7. Office Snpdt: R-IV CPO Peshawar. -

(:S rM-. l7- -l---- /<

f,!•

M A?2. ZS90/BS, 4 ■
i

(•
O'5.

- 1-
wa, Peshawar.
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3BAR COUNCIL Ml' "
i ; SADAM HUSS/^IN ZAKORI

; Advocate 
, bc-14-4591
j Date of issue: November 2017 
i Valid upto: November2020

J >

"

V-

\ i c—k m
I? 'Vy Acling Secretary 

^ KP Bar^ouncil

y A K A L A T N A IVI A
(Power of attorney)

. Before the
+

iwUfff\
------Plaintiff/ApplicanVAppellan

^Petitioner/Complainant 
Decree-holder

Defendant/Respondent/Accused 
Jud^ent-debtor

u
</ /< VERSUS

i
’kIYm'Ja73Offence/SuiVAppeal/Application/Writ M

FOR:
U 7

I/We hereby appoint SADAM HUSSAIN ZAKQRt ADVOCJXTP 
according to the following terms & conditions:- HIGH COURT. DIKHAN

I. As my / our counsel in the above mentioned“rtMra® applicaHons to the Cou7by™iLL7and°verifyTng pSings, by

- ”pp-««
as I / we were present

Ae^thersWe" <^osts payable by

r7afn7o77ayabLXtfe7Sde"’'"" be entitled to

■ Mm mT7 ° ™ Attending the Court on every hearing and to inform-
. failur^to so MoTmL -«P°n-ble for any loss caused to me through my /

5. I / we^shali make special arrangements.for travel in case my / our hearing is held in anv
sMd :Te"n7s.'‘’,“" '

6. I/we undertake to , 
be held responsible in 
failure to appear / attend the

7. I / -we also undertake to pay his full professional fees before the conclusion of the case. In 
«se Ms full fee is not paid the counsel can withdraw his vakalatnama from the above

8. My / our counsel is also authorized to 
whenever my/our counsel thinks to do

3.

our-

appear in the above matter before the Court, my / our counsef shall not
the matter is dismissed / disposed off ex-party due to my / our 
case.

case

®rigage and appoint any other pleader ,or counsel
so.

DATED:/O^ ^

Signature / thumb impression of ClientAccepted By:

SADA. SSA /(<
ADVOCATE
Mob# 0341-9283883

RT, DJ.KHAN



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

tia
Service Appeal No. 5779/2020

r. Qayyum Nawaz s/o Liaqat Ali, Ex-Constable No. 1003, Caste Chugtai r/o Muryali Mor, 
Tehsil & District Dera Ismail KhanI . ...(Appellant)I

Versus

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs Department,
...(Respondents)Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar & others

PARAWISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1,2,3 & 4.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS
1. That the appellant has got no cause of action.
2. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder/non-joinder of necessary parties.
3. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
4. That the appellant has not come to the Honourable Tribunal with clean hands.
5. That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct.
6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from the Honourable Tribunal.

BRIEF FACTS

1. Pertains to record, needs no comments.
2. Pertains to record, needs no comments.
3. Pertains to record, needs no comments.
4. Correct to the extent that two separate departmental enquiries were initiated 

against appellant on the following allegations.
i. Absence from duty since 05.02.2019 till dismissal from service dated 

31.10.2019.
ii. Registration of Case FIR No. 517 dated 27.05.2018 u/s 9(B)CNSA PS/Cantt 

DIKhan, wherein 315 grams Charas and 15 Grams Ice were recovered from the 
possession of appellant.

5. Pertains to record. The acquittal was due to benefit of doubt and not honorary. 
Moreover departmental and judicial proceeding are separate proceedings and may 
result differently.

6. That two separate departmental enquiries were conducted on the allegations 
mentioned in Para-4 above.
Correct to the extent that enquiry on the allegations of absence from duty was 
conducted by SDPO Saddar DIKhan whereas 2"‘* enquiry' on the allegations of 
recovery of Narcotics and registration of criminal case was conducted by SP Rural 
DIKhan. Wherein all the opportunities of defence and cross-examination were 
awarded to appellant. Copies Annexure & B”.
Pertains to record.

9. The allegations of gross misconduct i.e. long absence from duty i.e. absence since 
5.2.18 till dismissal and recovery of contrabands were established, therefore 
appellant was dismissed from service vide order dated 31.10.2019. Copy 
Annexure

10. Correct to the extent of rejection of departmental appeal on the basis of agent 
material proof.

11. Correct to the extent of rejection Revision Petition.
12. That the instant appeal is badly time barred and meritless, therefore liable to be 

dismissed on the following grounds

7.

8.

£«’



GROUNDS

1. Incorrect. All the proceeding were conducted in accordance with Facts and Rules.
2. Incorrect. Proper charge sheet was issued and appellant submitted written reply 

dated 26.06.2018. Copy of Charge Sheet, Summary of Allegations and reply are 
Annexure **D, E, F”

3. Incorrect. The enquiries were conducted in accordance with law & rules and the 
allegations were proved against the appellant during probe.

4. The appellant remained absent from 05.02.2018 till dismissed from service dated 
31.10.2019 and failed to join the enquiry.

5. Incorrect. As stated above in Para-4 of reply on grounds of appeal.
6. As stated in Para-4 reply on Grounds of appeal.
7. Incorrect. Proper charge sheet alongwith summary of allegations was issued and 

appellant submitted reply which were already Annexure “D, E & F”.
8. Incorrect. In summary proceedings there is no need of enquiry officer where in 

instant case proper charge sheet was issued and enquiry officer 
nominated/deputed.

9. Incorrect. Appellant was summoned from personnel hearing as per Rules before 
passing impugned order.

10. Incorrect. Appellant was charge sheet from two separate allegations i.e. absence 
from duty since 05.02.2018 till dismissal dated 31.10.2019 and involvement in 
criminal case with recovery of Narcotics.

11. Incorrect.
12. The para is misconceived.
13. There were allegations of absence from more than one and a half year, moreover 

he was involved in Narcotics case, a menace against society, and brought bad name 
to the department.

14. Incorrect. As sated above. Repetition of same allegation.
15. Incorrect. The appellant deliberately failed to join the departmental enquiries. The 

remaining Para is also incorrect.
16. The Respondents also seek permission to produce additional documents/ evidence 

at the time of arguments.

PRAYER

In view of above, it is humbly prayed that on acceptance of Parawise Comments 
the instant appeal may kindly be dismissed being badly time barred and meritless.

9v.p
ProvinciaWoli^ Officer

Khyber Pakhmi^wa, Peshawar 
(RespondepuNo. 1 &2)

Regional Policy Officer
Dera Ismail Khan 
(Respondent No.3)



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PAKHTUNKHW A; PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 5779/2020

Qayyum Nawaz s/o Liaqat Ali, Ex-Constable No. 1003, Caste Chugtai 
r/o Muryali Mor, Tehsil & District Dera Ismail Khan ...(Appellant)

Versus

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs Department,
...(Respondents)Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar & others

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

We, the respondents do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents, of Comments/Written reply to Appeal are true & correct to the best of our 

knowledge and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Provincia^olice Officer
Khyber Pakmunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respcmdent No. 1 &2)

Regional Police Officer
Dera Ismail Khan 
(Respondent No.3)

x*
f'v

J^ .



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 5779/2020

Qayyum Nawaz s/o Liaqat Ali, Ex-Constable No. 1003, Caste Chugtai 
r/o Muryali Mor, Tehsil & District Dera Ismail Khan ...(Appellant)

Versus

Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs Department,
...(Respondents)Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar & others

AUTHORITY

We, the respondents do hereby authorised Inspector/Legal, DIKhan to 

appear before the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, on our behalf. 

He is also authorised to produce/ withdraw any application or documents in the 

interest of Respondents and the Police Department.

ProvinciaJ^olice Officer
Khyber Palmtunl^wa, Peshawar 

(ResptmdenpNo. 1 &2)

Regional Pol^e Officer
Dera Ismail Khan 
(Respondent No.3)

DistrictPplicKO
ei

(Resp^

A
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'W (• iOFFICKOFTHi: 
SUFFlirNTENDENT OF POLICE, 

RURAL mVISION, DERA ISMAIL KHAN

;•
- - j:

/2()18.Dated' DlKhan the a'7

' 1 IThe District Police Orficcr. 
Dcra Isniai! Khan

o;

1

1) I SC 1 PUNA R Y ACnON AGAINSI CONSIAPLF QAYVUiVlSiilijcci:
NAWAZ NO. 1003. '

Kindly icier to llic order Ibr enquiry issued^Aide r-lndsl; No, 2019-20/1K.'. datedMcnio;

1)6.06.2018.

Kospecied Sir.

In pursuance ol' your kind directives, tlic undersigned completed enquirv in the 

a.bove cited ease. Its stepwise tletail is given below:

Al-id'KiA ! IONS:

/
"i

’A

(C.kmslablc Oayyum Nawaz No. 1003 while posted at PS Kiiri Khaisore 10.1.Khan, 

ilic local police of PS Ci'anit D.l.Khan, recovered 15-gi'ains Shesha lee and 315-grams Chars from 

his |■iers^■)nal possession and regisicred a case vide h'lR No. 517. dated 27,05.2018 u/s 9-BCNS.A 

P-ilice Siaiu'u ('anil. This act on his part amonnis to gi'oss misconduct, negligence & lack of 

inieresi towards ihe perh.)nnanec id'orilcial duly which is punishable under the rules., - 

iJbi i'KR FROM SP INVFS I jUA'I'ION: ■

The W'orthv SP Investigation, D.l.Khan, tiddressed a letter to VVhirthv DPO. 

D.l.khan. \ ide his ol'llce No. 65-i6/ln\'. dated 2<S,05.2018. and.Daily Crime Daii'y dated 28.06.2018 

I'or iiiiiiaiiiig a ilepartinental proceeding agtiirist tlie accused Constable. Copy ofthe letter and Dail\' 

e'l inic Dairv is attaeiied which is sell-explanatory,

STSPCNSiON ORDER: -

loev
56

Ihe W'orthy DPO. D.l,.Khan,- issued a strspension order regarding the accused 

Consitihle QayyLiin Nawaz No.1003 and closed him to Police l.ines.,D.l,Khan, vide Tndst; No. 

2027-29'TC- tlaled 06.06.201 8. (Coiyv alt;iclied).

ABS!iiNTIA OP CONSTAIil.F Oavvinri Ninvii/ NO. 1003:

lie remained absent lioni his lawful duty w.c.from 05.02,2018 to 15.06.2018 i-c for 

a pericHl of (.id months and 10 days from PS Kirri Khtiisore and agtiin remained absent vide DD 

■No.81 tiaietl 19,06,2018 til! 22.06.2018. from Police Lanes lor 03 days withoLit any leave or 

permission or intimation, lienee, during this lime he was contacted once ;uid again to ioin the 

erii.|uiry process but in \'ain.

\.\5e'oeWie
A'
oo

"I
'1

;
poVi'-'-

:;ff (>l-PA(;F OP PAY:

In ihis conlcxt. his salary was slopped vide_()H No. 28d. dated 22.02,2018 (eopv

a;t;ieiied).

RpU

liilHIl .'iima



2

!»iU)CKi';n[Nc;s: '■>

• • "IThe accused Constable Qayyum Nawaz was U'aced and siiminoncd with great 

diriicuity.; I lie Charge Sheet and summary of allegations were sei ved upon him; he was heaixl in 

detail; he submitted liis written, reply; he wxis asked a question regarding his absence which he 

•leplied. llis reply is tippended which is sell-explahtUory. The case Hie of bill No. 517. dated 

27.05.201 k. registered u/s 9-r3CNSA in PS (.'anil against the ticcused Constable, was studied 

ilioroughi). riie lO, the SI 10 and the marginal w'ilncsses of the recovery memo were also 

summoned aiul heard in deltiil. Their al'rcsh statements were got recorded and placed on lllc. Copies 

ol'all .the rele\’aiU doeurnenis have been placed on I'lle. Mis previous service recoixi was obtained 
and ])laced on file. loo.

US 1 OF PROOl S INCKIMiNA I'lNG CONSTABLls QAYYUM NAWAZ, NO lonv

• ./

I'lll No. 517, dated 27.05.2018, u/s 9-BCNSA, PS Cantt.

Kecover'y inemo, leslilied by 03 marginal witnesses, showing the recovery of 15 

gram of Amphetamine (Ice or Shesha) and 315grams Chars, from the direct 
possession o('(.'onslablc.

.Afresh statements ofmarginal witnesses 

aiul Mohammad..lamil No.,83.48 • - of the reco\'ery memo.

Slalemenl olThe Sbl.O. baheem Mumla/,. of PS Cantt.

Ihe bSb report No. 135'42/f''Si:.. dated 19.06.2018 conlirmed that the material 

reco.vercd from the possession of O^bvyurn Nawni/. was Amphetaihinc {called Ice 

Shesha in local parlance) and Chars.

Statement olThc JO/ASI I'anvecr Ahmad.

Site plan ol'the place of occurrence.

Card of arrest in respect of Constable Qayyum Nawxiz.

I'lR No.516. daletl 27,05.2018, u/s 4-PO/9--AC'NSA PS Cantt auainst accused 
h4ohammad Asif.

I
1

2) f.
I ;
!1

Constable Mohammad Nadeem No. 131 ■ Q

b)
5i

or

■I6}

7)

8)

V)

.4,

ITH:VI()IJ.S SKRVICK RKCORI) OF CONSI'ABUs QAYYUM NAWAZ INO. 1003; i C .'db

I'bilc of l.-ailistment 24.04.1999
I oial Service 19 year and 02 month 

i’a'ssedKccruil Course 

bducation 

Cooil bnlries 

Bad briti'ics 

iMajor Punishment 

I ,c<i\'e witliout |:)ay

B.A .1.

c; ••
02

01 Minor Punishments
Nil

i.25 days

f

: i'

I
iliiJL
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l A I KlVIKN'l OF ACCIJSFI) CONSTAJH.E Oavyiim N;nva/ NO. 1003:

1 ic (.Icniccl ihc allcgalioiis levelled against him in ease I'lR No. 517. da-vd 

27.(15.20.18. u/s 9-lK.'NSA. i’S Canll. D-.l.lChan. l-]e contended that he would prove in the eouri liiiii • 

the i IR registered against him was wrohgand talse. l lis stalemeiU is annexed and sell-exiilanalors.

I lo',ve\ er. in a separate brief statement (attached), he accepted his absentia for 04 months and 10

' '3

days I'roni liis ol'lkial ckilies. without any leave or permission iVoni the high-ups.

CONCLUSIOIV:
ii
IThere are more than sufficient irrefnfahle substantial docuinentary, 

circiimstantial and ocular evidences on the enquiry file ndiich prove that Constable 

Qayyuni N<nvaz. No. 1003 is a habitual narcofics-seller. The recovery of 15 grattt of 

Amphetamine (Ice or Shesha in local pqrlancefand 315 grams Chars from his 

direct possession vide case TllCNo. 517, dated 27.05.201H, registered u/s 9-BCNSA 

in Toiice Station Cantt, D.I.Khan, has been proved. Heing involved in this 

obnoxious social evil, he is earning a bad name for police department for which 

claim zero tolerance. .

It

MH
I

:
i

we
ji! hi

S i?

RCCOMAdEND/l TfONS: ri
Keeping the above facts and figures in view it is recommended that:

(i) ‘ Constable Qayyum Nawaz No. 1003 may please he awarded a

“Major Punishinenf of disinissul from the police

services

!

■ i'.

t^ .•

A copy of this enquiry may please be sent to . Worthy SP Investigation, 

D.I.Khan, with the directives to consider it a part of investigation and 

append /7 to the judicial file of the case for the kind perusal of the 

concerned court of trial, if agreed.

l:.

.j

.'t-

Knchiscd ( ) pii()crs b-

V • Ii-
1".NlV- (

Rural Division. 
Dera Ismail Khan

i
\\



&
t

>
J> /

&-■/ I:’;1 />
«ti

/ tyf\ c.
!

> it //

/(J
y / -

\
/iTu- /

^ / f?2^ 

// ^ '^'

■\

I
/i/y o?-oy^ ll^'^tir

y* IIp

‘ ■ y ,.'

■ K ii.^i'«;n
1y/•I/ kJJ- (Fy//. - f^'V ft-Oy/ ^ ^ <y l-“?rity (y s.-j.y cy

■1 y ^ ■ ^ y u-
(™

m

;'v
1/d j.■• >,/) 1

/ <f'// </ ,. .yy-'-',.y

:r:i!r

lyt'C: r/-• ./-• =< \r Ai',; /I/

y ^0 ''■■"'

y-] yyr--''’J>^ /c'/
O.P ...}

I- , !
I/'•‘^/c/fS" !•-,}

i/'([yy \y-^...y 1.((/ -■•■

^'1 >(y
./// y-'

yy? yya
■ V'-'c- y iV .--

■fy/y
y) ' \

/4-
r^'-

j~y ■y y.
y/(j-.. y

? ;!'
yr.

■/,.

i:s ;/ a yyy/')- Jij?•-^v- ir: ■ty' c- y! “ '(K. >d.ky__:^ ^ p
/ X y^='y

••;■

^ (y y

JyIc yy^2} f 9 \ y^; ryP- r y^ ■M7'> J/■) .jy-
Wy\ if

c ;r
c.,-- I •’ ,v''C--.y-" )y yy y'-.V-,.yyy •..

y •;1.

^ '..  J ^^/y/Iv

Qr ■:■

[ /'>17> M) yy y- (<-;f-...-■>

Iv-,.^/ .y\,>■

/ ^rj
V *•7 1i(l. ly

I y
iW/ sice1 4' ^ d7’’ yz “■■'/---------------------y

7’(
y,{

// '-M- cV/<S
\

«!K1'‘ '



,) ■■

■S .p / 
.-, i:l-

6'

.. /^■"

/ i ■
0I0 1i>

/
ii .0 j <■

_j) -! (jy-i^S-<.S Z/^--' u:t

/
-I

^■) I/; /- 
U 6'--’ I \.Ly/I/ sz%/i'Ik \

jfy) .yrj Oj^^yy^ "Gj.y;
1 10-?./,7 I/

..yv./ ,k' r z^-' .7k y
f 61^ ^ _y ly-

(/ /'/• f
i'jA^6i?...') 7

(, a-/cf •^) r.
G.

/ h..?■' 1- Is,y '...4O ') 4 /'J :\;-•
'■' 79/ .- zL-)_y' k\

li ill m
fil. :%,-7 ;oC IfifiJ ■'. '.'Xz> ; ■• xz- [/■'/ i/r- x' :,•? 1/<-’r

■ ■. '-yy //I

■I,

'■7 f
j:; y fy. y 

(]"'
V

/ y f■3.yyy ■nC./>' O ^ '' 'i4'r *C- «rrl-8-)y<i

5 /7, ^ 
• '-

■/. (>•- ,J
c.<.x / • / 7 t:

c:'y-77/v-‘'
■^/

■’■i' '7 j-^^y/ o-^ y y-'
C.. t;

li / / !c:
w''<)> C-

iS'jyyii AHyh'
!l

; - I>1 I,-- ■'4^-^ .J > ■;

y >

yy-oy aj /3
c~; y y />r j /y yyx(.y z yA 'V ,• y-

*7 J -y' [__0 ,) 1/ . :. '•'.’'

7t•/ TLr /' , / (LJAl^'"4•; — —yx r-7
. .Xz 

;■

'■-  ̂lyp 'f>

t.'..

-j
V 7 y'

7, ]AJ/ ’jlA"
..-•' '.X ' -S

<1- j y- zL >/
•X'/ C.-y i,v -7jsA A (.,J / y7 ; ••■■ .'•.7 -

{Aky
;■7 7- r’ p\ 7

V'^/-/ oAz !]l■X'

,J -v X ;;: ■'

77 (J y/
's- I yj

yy/i//$ 

X /'k^ u-^i jyk

7 y cZi-i'

•;$
f / t>kMxty/-.^ / S’

Jj(y-)
/gI"

r- r'
I I'-X^Vy: . iX' h

/ )■•.; 71)
ry]y^y t-). A \/'A \.X

^•v

■ a■ /k A mw
o

\
,,.A 3>* A'

lu



!

i it

i

!•
(



'I : ..•t»■

/(/Iv >4^' "44^^4 \J
Ik y

■)rW';4 ■ t-

S’JP'-«.?(::> y-y'' ')
■ ^r- ..4,•••’

r/y ■'(4
/•i V;y yjV.i'l‘yy/- ^ ' T' ^

..i'

44 i..yw \
0 \OtI- \

to •'tv'
"X,<

'»Su*Vv-v-'*' 
-n-\sion

!'
Ruv-'

-i.

mI1!.
VIS

a

. ?

r

/-

\
1

I

i
1

t

•3

I



r--'
t- r'
t y'

/" - <^ .

iorai^'''-/^ Jr-

f /-^♦

«rf^:r (
0>if tr',-)

n 3BT~~^

J -■

' Jl'C Vj-*>),'Z:^//'^

1^
j r!

9&I^CaIsA
,;(•<'/A ■ ^-y

%

__ -v4'u^y>^’y>^=A;^L/6v4.iii>i/ij^4t^z:; r5^>, ti. .-k-

-■^Uf' -

y J'
2.

1
>. -V-; . ;

'•i.

1^! '. ♦ ; I jllanw

61^4'^' lii{

b \^'/j ^‘ / A \ /^Jj^cy- y/. y•■***..

I

•ric

y y t‘^(j^‘^yyW:m
WyytA 4:! 'Vi .,>. i-.

■ yc^ \'I

i~\ ./or
b- Uy '«i

I \[ •;: ■piby»i
\y>

c y
•.ir- '!

a>
0 duj^- ^x/tr yy

'j/y/y' ■ ■
\

'V

y'cy. :y I
I <

11y : \
\y(J. z-' C/-;^ y/X/A^r: C] "■ n \ •, •

y/foyy///j: ■ ' ^
f- /A- L ^|ii^fp:

«IK '
. /y .‘t

rJ \
/y^/ JlZy -' f wykb nx^A-yA-t^•oyc//

rA'-rxXcX y
j 1/ ■:

^y-

' *:i|r

t- '
:

fI-4
■ Jr ff~y ¥y ;! I

^y'(y> i
r'

• ._y•nr/y/
/ ■

o
O'-y.A

■ //y^X c/'-'UJ
j/yy/b.

;y

\

■ ■ ^ /

\

\»
AliiV

\

::v;:ir
*‘ ;t: -rr.*:*'

\
I r

>-n



iOilli* r-' * ',7.'"

)
O R D E HI! 4?^ ii

This order is airhed to dispose-off two departmental 
proceedings against Constable Qavvurn Nawaz No.1QQ3 nf this District Police

on the following charges:-

That he while posted'at PS/Kirri Khaisore 
05.02.2018, absented himself from lawful, duties 
without any leave/permission from the high

enquiries/
. > f

1) vide DD No,18. dated 
w.e.from 05.02.2018 to date

ups.r
■l \ ,

2) That he while posted at PS/Kirri Khaisore Dl Khan the local Police
recovered 315-grams Charas and 15-grams Ice from his 

possession and registered a 'case vide FIR No.517, dated 27.05.2018 u/s 
9(B)CNSA Police Station Cantt; Dl Khan.

of PS/Cantt Di Khan

The defaulter constable 
of allegations separately. An enquiry 

Afsar Khan SDPO/Saddar Circle Dl Khan 

Division Dl Khan under Police Rules-1975

was served with charge sheets/statements 
was

r
conducted into the matter through Mr. 

apdJVLr. Salim Riaz SP/Rnrai

amrnended-2014. The Enquiry 
Officers submitted in their finding reports in which they are stated that the 

charges of misconduct stand proved against the delinquent above 

and recommended for Major Punishment of ni.gmiQcni fro
named official 

m Police Services. ^ 'mi-:'
-Ji

He was also served with Final Show Cause Notices and reply of one 
Final Show Cause received which was examined thoroughly and found un

satisfactory. The reply of another Final Show Cause Notice' has not been 

received so far. He was not appeared in the Orderly Room due to his absence.
‘ ';V.--■■■•?■

From the perusal of the relevant records Ip-:;.]findings of the Enquiry 

I proved against him
Officers, i am

, beyond any shadow of doubt.
satisfied that the charges of misconduct stand ;

• i
I: I.

I'.c;
In the light of above, I, ZAHOOR 

Oflicer, Dera Ismail Khan, ,

Rules-1975 with amended 2014, ,

“MajoLPimi^ent of Dismissal from

absence i.e, 05.02.2018.
ORDER ANNOlJNriFn 
OB /.^r/
Dated .1/..../^^

MBER. PSP. District Police
ah exercise of power conferred upon me under Police

award Constable Qavyum Nawa? .'1No,1003
the PolicG Servtcp” from the date of

l ■-

....

y-'i ■ •

(ZAHbcigrB^BER)

,-^istrict Police Officer, 
VjkT)era Ismail Khan '

PSP
.•:1

1
I

lili
}■'

S11 /

fiii ,aiii I

w!!?!



CHARGE SHEET
( ■

■:

, Whereas, I am satisfied that a forma! enquiry as contemplated by Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 amerided-2()14 is necessary and expedient. \

■I1j

AN!) WHERtAS. I am of the view tiiat liie allegation if established would call for a 
major penalty as defined in rules-4(i)(B) of the aforesaid rules!

I

i

AND THEREFORE, as required by Police Rules 6{1) of the aforesaid 

I DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER Dera Ismail Khan hereby charge you Constable 

Qn.YYum Nawaz No.1003 with the misconduct on the basis of the statement attached 
to-this Charge Sheet.

1ii;:
ri'.';- ■ '^1I ii
' I

!,:
j

AND, I, hereby’direct you further under rules 6{i)(B) of the said rules to 

put in written defence within 7-days of receipt of this Charge Sheet as to why the 

proposed action should not be taken against you and also state at the same time 
wfiether you desire to be heard in person or otfierwise.

;

■V

A-
1 ■

■Ti':
• .;v

i>
AND, in case, your reply is not received within the prescribed period, 

without sulficient cause, it would'.be presumed thoi you have no defence to offer and 

thni bx-partee proceeding will t)e iniliatecJ agi.iinst you.

-t

^ iPyi.-
; ■ t*

;

■ •!'. • - I

1>■1
r-:

I y 1. •IVb.-; 3

J ^ I'l

Diot! ic.t' PoIic,G Officer, 
Dera IsfnairKhari''

!■

' ii

i
/•* . t:

I i-M;

'A*! •

•4 . '

\
:
;
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.1

ACYiOM
' :

’I. DISTRiCT POIJCIH Of-l-iCER. Dera Ismail Khan as a competent 
^3uthofily am of the opinion that you Constable Qavvurn Navva2i Nu.1003 have 

■•^'•rendered yourself liable to be procecoded againsi and committed the following 
acts/omissions within the meariirig^ of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 
amended-201'1.

ST ATEMENT OF ALLEGATION
4'

IYou while posted at PS/Kirri Kfiaisore L)l Khan, vide Mad No.18 dated- 
05.02.2.018 of PS/Kirri KTiaisore, absented yoursoif from lawful duties w.e.from 
05.02.2018 till date-without any leave/permission iiom Wva liigh-ups. This act on'your 
part amounts-lo'gross misconducl w'hicfi is punishable iruler the rules.

;i.

!
b'i'l ienee the statement of allegation-.

;
For the purpose of scrutinizing'ihe conduct .(p'f the/rsaid accused with 

reference to the.above allegation
■iJi;2,

I Dera Ismail
Klian is appointed as enquiiy officer io cchduct (.neper depafimenlal enquiry under 
Police Rules 1975 airiended-201-'-i.

■'t

i ; V,--'. ;u ,!
,■ P ■ '

.1
.1

I<
The f^nquiry officer shall in accordance wiih the provision of the ordinance, 

provide reasonable opportunity of the hearing to the accused, record its findings and 
make, within ten days of the receipt of this order recommendations as to punishment or 
other appropriate action against the accused. r

. 3.

The accused and a w'ell conversant representative of the department shall 
join the proceedings on Tie date lime and place fixed by tiie enquiry officers.

• T.

:;/
/ »

District Police Olficeri 
Dera Ismail Khan

/ Hi 2' f

f j
i'H]

No /bC Deled Di Khan Ihe y /2018
• Dopy to: •' I • .-i| i'v ■

1. Dera Ismail Khan. The enquiry officer 
for initiating proceeding against tlie defaulier under the provision of Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Police IRules 1975 c!rnend'..'d-2014, with the direction to 
complete tlie enquiry witfiin 'l0-days. i.:n(.iuiry papers containing 
are enclosed.
Con*>table Qavyum Nawaz No.1003 withT ie direction to appeal' before the 
b.O on the dale, time and place lixec byniK.: P.O, for the purpose of enquiry 
proceeding.

/ ;

i
• ipT -r 

• ■ bUM :pages

2.
■;

■I:!■)
:• [■ :j

0- ■■ •/ ;
i.District Police Offlcef, 

Ddra Isrriail’Kfian
,

' 1 .
I

: Tj t.,'

1

.T»mi,niiMwiytfiMMimuiK.
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POLICI- OFFICER
; .^non\Y am of (ho-opinion ^701'““^'......

'OiuJered yourself liahle 
_ ^Jt'ls/oinissions within the 

* ?3mondad-2014.

• 'S
Oom Ismaii Khan ^

. , Vou .CoLL:iliLb!E^,CLai'yum Nawa?
o be procoedod ;.u,air)s( and conmiitfed the 

'neanmcj of (he Khyber l^akhUnikhwa

as ii competent 
■NU.1Q03 hav/P 

following 
Police Rules 1975

r

^AIEMent of al legation
ili

l./b̂ 0. 0.,.018 k' 2"-
- os 02,2018 (ill dale wilheet any loave^ 7ao.ri',? n “ «-® rron,

P-. amounls lo groas in.condua, wh.cl^ la

iifi/ V
i;*

on your

Hence (he statement of allegation

|eference to (he above aliegalion accused with
<''an ,s yppoinled as enquiry ____Dera Isiriail
olice Rules 1975 ;]Miended-2()14 *' '■fopailmenial enquiry under

i

7\\

'\ IH
2, ■ 7:' ■I 4; • 4-,V7. ••

• '. UvM: i-7.iii
MT

3,
ornvid,; reason2,ie"o7ortumty' or'ihe'l.ear^to'ih 5°'''"''”' “'‘''iPaPPe.

Ike., wrlhin len days o( the roceiol I s ? aecused, record its findings and
ilher fippropriale action against the accnsed"'-^' '^°‘'°P'P'‘-Pkkalions as to punishment or

!
;:«

. \rvc

'0:
4, I be accused a.nv)
join Ifio puDceedings •^7on 1'

77i : 1
■ nd;; 77

77
. i

/} \// '7.
Distrij?{ PoIife^l^rfiT^
■^pfera Isfriail KfraVi 

fLf X"'- /2018 '

^^gainsl Ihrrde'fmdk^unde?^^ enquiry officer

Pules 1975 amended 2014 ' of Khyber
enqu„y „„hin lOalays, &iquiry papers'corllain^ ^Apag^

appear before the 
pufpose of enquiry

77
. No, 7.o<^Z- 13, /EC Doled Dl Khan Ihe 

Copy to; - y I.

1. ~--------_
or iriiliatincj proceedinq

Pakblunidivva Police 
complete the

i; 17
7̂
\;

are er)closed.
gS^nstalXtLQfiyyiim Nawa? tJ
E.O on the date, li ------
proceeding.

2.
,. _p.1003 _with Ine direction in
l'">e and p!,-ico fixed l,y ||„, p.o,

i

■k)I .• !•
itR,

Clislrii Police
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CAUSAE Jig^Xj Q |:

K,,,S?SgSSIi™B, ^ ,<,.„ as conipefenl: authoiilv/
/

\. (') ThcU/ 1
- / j ""> / !

by the Enquiry orHcerfo;;^;; ;
VK-le'this orfice -

, againsf yoi.i •.
■ comiriunicator

going KiroLigl, U,e (indings 
^-’nicei, (he material

(<<) Oil
recommendalions of Ihn

V, -, , c 'ecoirj 'anrj other ‘
\oiii defence before (lie Enqui.y officer. '

ericioiry 
connected papers including

\' ;^'n satisHed that you ..have 
-'pGcifieci of the said rules.

'^ou while posted at

cominiffed (he following acfs/ornissior
IS

ncn'>o,-wo r, ES/Kirri Khainorcj 
y^.g.,2010 of PS/Kir^i Khaisore 
ygd'om 05.02.20'i8/til| date w 
c'nn-up.s.

,DI Kfvan, vide Mad No. 18 datprl 

-ul any leave/pennission Irorn t|-ie
•).. As y result tliereof, / nrrmirr nr^i

01 Khriii ,
I'c imfjose upon you (lie

as
of the said rules

‘‘^dcired i(..> sliow r 
' 'rMi.)osecl u|:ion you.

'f'ou■...’

'•’re, therefore,- , 
penalty should not be

rio'rm-!r'^'^ ''e'^eived wifhin

sir^f’Ltc'r
-‘gainst you.

'^ause as to why the afoi 'esaid
d.

caJays of its deliver in dip 
presumed that yoii have 

an ex-parte. aclion shall
DC'

be fakei

5. The copy of finding of the eenquiry officer is enclosed.

I,
/... ..-ScP ic^G Q fli c 9 y

Ismail Khan
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t FINAL 3HOW CAUSE NOTICL■ b

ii •

^ POLICE OFFICER, Dl Khan as competent authority

under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Fkufes 1975 amended-2014, do hereby 

served you Constable Qayyurn Nawaz Nq.1003 as follo\A/.

■; ■

• UVrr:
i:
K:

I hat consequent upon the completion of enquiry conducted against you 
by the Enquiry Officer for which you were given opportunity of hearing 
vide this office communicator No. 2019-20/EC, dated 06.06.2018.

On going through the findings and recommendations of the enquiry 
officer, the material on record and other connected papers including 
your defence before the Enquiry Officer.

I am satisfied that you have committed the following acts/omissions 
specified of ttie said rules.

I
r.

i
[; Ik
ki i:

ril:X

I?;

:•a;

u;That you while posted at PS/Kirri Khaisore Dl Khan, the local Police of 
PS/Cantt [)l. Khari recovered 315-grarns Charas and 15-grams Ice from your 
possession and registered a case vide FIR No.517, dated 27.05.2018 u/s ' 
9(B)CNSA Police Station Cantt Dl Khan.

i ■
■f ;

;ii'
!
I' > :

2 As a result thereof, f, D/STR/CT POLICE OFFICER. DIKhan 
competent authority have tentatively decided to impose upon you the 
penalty of Major punishment of the said rules.

You are,' therefore, required to show cause as to why the aforesaid 
penalty stiould not be imposed upon you, ' -

If no reply to this notice is received-within 7-days of its deliver, in the 
normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you.have 
defence to put in and in that case an ex-parte action shall be taken.' 
against you.

The copy of finding of the enquiry officer is enclosed

as
■pi-

i.

3,^ .
i
'i.

•4, :
no

I

i

•; •5.I

l;

i

/
. Dis ice Officer,

Dera Ismail Khan
//

OT
'7/7 /A/ly ...../A.
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To.\

The Disii'ici Police OlTicei;. 
Dera Isinail K-haii, - ' 
The competent authorit).

. & .
RIcPLY TO Till;: FINAL SHOW CAUSi: NO I'IC!i.Subjecv-

Respecled .Sir.

I lia\'e received the final show cause notice issued h\ \oui aood-

self. wherein 1 ha\'e been directed to submit m_v reply within se\’en days, lo which

ii:

' Is 
■ 1

: \

my iTph’ is as undei :-
. \

(i) That the iiu|uir>' was conducted aeain.si me. wherein I hrwe

submitted my I'epK' to the charge sheet but no opportuni[\' of

personal hearing was gi\'en lo me. as J was only ctilled in the office

and was never associated during the proceedings and was asked lo as
sit outside the-rooin.

(ii) That my basic request was that pendiiig trial of the ca;>e F I.R 05. .,n
- i\'o.571. iiKiuiiA' against-me may be tidjourned sine die. ;is I have

denied my inWab'Cment in ifie said.criminal case, which is \x't to

be proved in the trial before competent Court and prior to that an\ 

action tigainst me w-il! airiount to conviction prior to trial, as if 1
\T

,vjO
oO

am acquitted of the charges leveled against me then how niv\
disniissal from service can be rectified, therelbre. I am still

requesting youi' good-sell to keep pending the proceeLlinas amiinst 

me till the decision of the trial of the ca.se lo meet tlie ends of

■5

i ustice,

i hat your good-self satisfaction from the record fiat 1 have

conducted the lollowing acis/oinissions specifed of the said rules

are premature and prior to the conclusion of trial belbrc ■

competent Couit. .

j



Thai llie alleged i-ecover) of iiarcolics fi'oni me vide case' 

F.l.R No.571 dated 27.05-2018 under'Section 9 (b) CNSA. Police 

Station Canlt:, D.i.Khan is in the process ol' trial and no I'esult 

whatsoever has come out as yet. Iheiclbre. prior to the decision.

«« \

\
♦ • \

holding me Jo be involved in the criminal act is against natural V

Juslice.,and law.

2) Sir. your tentative decision to impose maior punishment upon me

is respectfully not in accordtince wilh.lawe because 1 ;im accused ’.-'Jv

of an offence and being favorile child of the law the pendulum

should till towards me. as the competent'Cotirl has not vet found

me .guilt) of the' charges lex-eled tigainst so whyme.

departmenlally a major penalty is being imposed upon me and mv

request to keep pending the departmental proceedings till decision

of the competent Court seems to be just in-accordance with law 

because tomorrow my dismissal may not be icvericd in case 1 am 

acquitted of the charges.

3) That as i have requested the penally should not be imposed upon 

me till the decision of the competent Court, which is the only- 

legal and logical reply on my behalf because the charges are vci lo

be pioved against me.

That I also request for personal hearing to meet the ends of 

justice. . '

It is. therefore, humbly prayed that departmental proceedings auainsl 

be either nied or be kept pending till the decision of the competent Court 

in the interest ofjuslice.

4)

me

Ymu-._,l-!umble. .. .>*'N

\Dated 16.07.2018. (Qayumb Nawaz) 
Constable No. 1003. 

Police Line. D.i.Khan.

/

ML'-IPw '■'4>

S!liJi
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! OFFICE OFTHE 
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

□ ERA ISMAIL KHAN . 
REGION , ,

i •:
*(

15/03/2019 ■theyes, DlKhnni'iO- [DatecL\

Liii.; order will dispose-of the departnnental appeal preferred by Ex Constable Q.ayyum Nawaz, No. 
: :C; of District Dl Khan vyhereip he,has prayed for setting aside the order of major punishment of 
:::s:r;3sal from service irntjosed upon hiry by DPO Dl'Khan vide OB Mo, 1513 dated 31.10.2018 after 
:oLind him guilty of the following allegations:- • '

’ "hat he while poste 
of duty witliout any leave 
;;i,10.2018 (263 days)

, t
} -

I

il
d at Police Station Kirri Khesore DIKhan, absented himself from performance 
or reasonable cause w..e. from 05.02.2018 tili the date of dismissal order.i.e.

That the local police of Police Station Cantt DIKhan recovered 315-grams Charas and 15-grams 
[■■re i>-ont Ids possession ank registered caU vide FIR No. 517 dated 27.05.2018 U/S 9(B)CNSA of Police 

i Station Cantt DIKhan. i ‘ • ■ , • ....
' -I ■ ' . ■ ■'

Mis service record, inquiry| papers and comments were received from DPO DIKhan which was perused 
; and it vyas found that separate enquiries ih theiabove cases were conducted by Mr. Saleem Riaz, SP 

Saddar Division Dl Khan Mr. Afsar Khan, DSPjSaddar Circle Dl.Khan, who submitted their findings 
, reports stating therein that the alle^ation^ of high handedness stand proved and recommended him for 

awarding major punishmetyt,;hence;jin the light of recommendations of Enquiry OfOcers, the Competent 
; Authority has passed the punishment ord^r dated 31.10.2018. . • •
■ • i : I ■ ■

n.ggi'ieved from the impugned ofderipassed by pPO DIKhan, the'appellant submitted the instant appeal 
ni 30.11,2013 which was .sent to DPO DIKhan for comments and to' provide his service record vide titis 

. V inen;o: Mo. h027/ES dated 30.11.2018. The DPO DIKhan has submitted tlie comments and service , 
reco'ri of the appellant vide his office merno: No. 4466/EC dated 15,12.2018, wherein the appeal of the 
appellant was properly defended on cogerit grounds. , ,

I uiiring perusal of his servic)e record, it was found that the appellant has'served Police Force for about 19
I year:;. He was awarded minor punishment of Fine for one time & major punishment under

consideration.,

-

I

EA\

•u

f m.
'iTz;

/;
■

I

undersigned also provided, hinnopportunity of personal hearing, .Therefore I, FCROZE SHAH, PS[>, 
Regional Police Officer, DIKhan, in exercise of powers vested in me under Rule 11 clause 4(a) of Kiiybor 
l’al<htunkhv-/a Police Rules'. 1975 (amended 2014) finda no substance in his appeal and uphold the 
punishment order passed by DPO DIKhan. ^Ffis appeal is hereby filed.

i ^ 1. • ' • • ■
ORDER ANNOUNCED' ' i ■' . '

The

/ .
lFEHOZESHAH)PSP- 

RftGioNAL Police Officer 
Dera Ismail Khan^

;
■ , \

my /ES

Cop'/j of abovejis'submitted to the DPO Di Khan' for information w necessary action 
: , wii.h i-cference to his officeime;mo; No. 4466/E(: dated 19.12.20lS aiongwith Ol-Servke Rcii & Ol-lnquiry/Z' 

File of the appellant, i( ■ 'r , j i ' - ---

No,
i

I

, .-...f v-s

il ...»

') ____ ''V.i , / . !»«'• J

■-SSStsfe .v;.E«a^F
HEGlOhALPOLI^EEO’FriCEB .. .fP . ..

••I,- r

)
nisii: rflfltR: Officer



3
KHITBER PAKfiTUBKlArA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
All cominunicalions should be 
addressed to the Registrar KPK Service 
Tribunal and not any official by name.

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

Dated: /2021

To

The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
D.l Khan.

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 5779/2020. MR. QAYUM NAWAZ .

lam directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
22.11.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

End: As above

REGISTRAR
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR


