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PESHAWAR

'Service Appeal No. 1522/2019

Date of Institution ... 31.10.2019
Date of Decision .. 31.08.2021

Khushnoor Khan Constable No. 189, District Police Chitral.
(Appellant) |
. VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and three others.

(Respondents)
© Mr. YASIR SALEEM, , | ‘
Advocate | ----  For appellant.
MR. MUHAMMAD ADEEL BUTT, = _ _
Additional Advocate General i --- For respondents.
MR. SALAH-UD-DIN --- MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
--- MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) ' A

MR. ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

JUDGMENT: | o S

- SALAH UD- DIN, MEMBER -

! . :/" . Brlef facts formlng background of the instant appeal are
~ that the appe!!ant was serving as Constable in District Police

Chi_tral. " That the appellant was 'pro'ceeded against
. depa_rtm_entai!y on ,the_ra!legat'ions that he had received an
ameunt of Rs. 86000/- from one Farid Ullah S/o Yadgar Khan
resident of Torkoh District Chitral, who was serving in Frontier
Constabulary Peshawar, fer appointment of his relatives. On
- conclusion _of the inquiry, vide order dated 13.10.2011, the
cdmpetent Authority imposed major penalty of dism'issal from
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service upon the appellant. The departmental appeal of the

. appe!'la_‘nt was also dismissed, therefore, he' filed _Ser'\_/ice '

Appeal bearing No. 189/2012 before this Tribunal. Vide
judgment dated 07.02.2019 passed by this Tribunal, the
appeal was allowed by setting-aside the impugned penalty

awarded to the ap'pellan't_ and the respondents was directed to

. conduct de-novo inquiry into the matter. It was also held that

the issue dof back benefits shall be subject to the outcome of

de-novo inquiry. On conclusion of de-novo inquiry, vide order

dated 11 06. 2019 passed by the competent Authonty, the
'appellant was relnstated into serwce, ‘however the perlod of

his absence_ from duty was considered as leave of kind due.

The appellant being aggrieved of decision of the competent

'Authorlty to the extent of con5|der|ng the absence period from

duty as a Ieave of kind due, preferred departmental appeal
thever the same was also declined vide order dated
30.09.2019. The appellant has now‘approached this Tribunal
through filing of the instant Serv:ce Appeal for redressal of his

’gnevance

2. Notice was issued to respondents, who submitted their

comments.

3. 'L_earned' counsel for the appellant has contended tha’t
dUring the de-novo inquiry, the appellant was found innocent
and he was reinstated into service; that as the appellant was
not found. 'guilty’ of the aIIegations leveled against him,
therefore the respondents were not justified in’ treatmg the
penod of his absence from duty as leave of kind due for the
reasons that the absence of the appellant from duty was not

~due to any fault of the appellant, rather his wrongful dismissal

‘from service was the reason for his absence from duty, that

the appellant has not remained gainfully employed in any
service during the intervening period, therefore, there was no
valid reasons to consider the period of his absence as leave of

“the kind due; that upon reinstatement of the appellant, he is
~ entitled to all back benefits, therefore, the impugned order is




| ® liable to be modified and the appellant may be held entitled to
| o all back benefits. |

4. ‘Conversely, learned Additional Advocate General for the

- respondents h'as contende-d' that as the ‘appellant did not

perform any duty during the period of his absence from duty,

. thereforé,- Ony ;h’eﬁbasis of principle of no work no pay, the said

| befiod'has rightly been treated as leave of kind due; that the
"appeél of the appellant has also been rightly dismissed.

5. Arguments heard and record perused.

-~ . 6 A perusal Of the i‘nqui‘ry rebort as évailéble on the recofd
| : wQUId- showl that the a‘ppéllant was not found guilty of the

allegations leveled against him. Vide order dated 11.06.2019,
the ~competent Authority ordered re-instatement of the

appellant into sér_vice, however the period of His absence from

duty was ordered to be considered as leave of kind due. There
are numerous rulings of august Supreme Court of Pakistan,
_ wherein it has been held that the grant of back benefits to an
- ‘emp'loyée,' ':whb was reihstated by a court/tribdnal or -the
vdepartnient was a rule and denial of such benefits ‘was an
- exception. Nothing is available on the record that the absence
V[‘A - A _from duty was due to any fault of the appellant, rather the
! ‘ ~wrongful dismissal of the éppéllant from service was the sole
reason of his absence from duty. The appellant was not found
guilty during the de-novo inquiry, therefore, he was entitled to
all back benefits anéijthe competent Authority was not justified
in holding the intervening period of absence of the éppellan’t :

" as leave of kind due, particularly when nothing is available on
the record, which could show that the appellant had remained

- gainfully employed in any service during the period of his

“absence from duty.

7. While deciding the previous Service Appeal, filed by the
s .
i T appellant, the Tribunal vide its judgment dated 07.02.2019

- had s_e_t—aiSide the impugned order of dismissal of the appellant
by re-instating the appellant into service and it was directed

~ that de-novo inquiry be conducted strictly in accordance with
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law ‘and rules and that the issue of back benefits shall be
- subject' to the outcome of de-novo indUiry. The respondents in '
: théif wisdom have interpreted the said judgment in their own
way and have mainly alleged in their comments that the de-
novo inquiry was ordered by the Tribunal only for determining

- the back benefits of the appellant; that the appellant has not
. per_forrh'ed any" duty during the period of his dismissal from.
" . service, the‘refore, the Authority has rightly considered the
period of his absence from duty as leave of kind due. The

- stance so taken by the respondents in their comments is

. -.J:'t,otal'ly;n_‘iisconceivé,d,hehce not tenable.

8. In'view of the above discussion,' the appeal in hand is

"~ allowed by modifying the impugned order dated 11.06.2019

- and the appellant is held entitled to all back benefits. Parties
are’left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the

. record.

~ ANNOUNCED | ,
- 31.08.2021 )

(SACAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

" (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
" MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)




ORDER
31.08.2021

-' Appella‘nt_ alongwith  his ‘counsel Mr. Yasir .Saleem,
Advocate, present. Mr. Sher Mohsan-ul-Mulk, Inspector (Legal) -

“alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate
General for the" respondents present Arguments heard and .-
A record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately piace_d on
file, the appeal in hand is allowed by modifying the impugned

Aorder dated 11.06.2019 and the appellant is held ent|tled to all
“back benefits. Parties are left to bear their own costs F|Ie be ‘

con5|gned to the record.
ANNOUNCED

£ 31.08.2021

\%&(JW (SATAH-UD-DIN)

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) o MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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08.06.2021

Appeilant. alongwith his counsel Mr, Yasir Saleem,

Advocate, present. Mr. 'SherMohsan—uI.-Mqu, Inspector (Legal) .
alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate

- General for the respondents present.

Comments/reply subm|tted on behalf of the respondents

~and copy of the same handed over to learned counsel for the

~appellant. Learned counsel for theeppelllant sought adjournment -

on the ground that he want to submit rejoinder. Adjourned To‘
come up for rejoinder as well as arguments before the D.B on
31. 08.2021. |

U},\/ | A —
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) (SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) A MEMBER (JUDICIAL)




:22.09.20'20' : Appel!ant*'in' per‘s‘c:)i‘hn'.f and Addl. AG alongwith Waseem

g Abbas, Constable for the respondents present. |
Respbhdents have - ndt furnished the requisite

reply/comments_ desbite last o-pportunity. The matter is,

therefore, posted tO‘UD._.B‘ for arguments on 14.12.2020, before L/

Chair n

i4.1é.2020 Counsel for appeilant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak learned
Addl. AG for respondents present.
Due to COVID;19 the case is adjourned for the same on

" 08.03.2021 before DB. " |

- Lo ',08.03.2021 -~ Junior to.c0uns:ei‘fq_r;appellan't présent.

~ Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General
- alongwith Sher Muhsin ul Mulk Inspector for respondents
present. ' '

Due to non-availability of D.B, case is adjourned to
08.06.2021 for the same as before.
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24.03.2020 Due to public holidays on account of Covid-19, the case
| is adjourned. To come up for the same on 16.06.2020 before
S.B.
Reader
16.06.2020 Clerk of counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah

‘ Khattak, Addltlonal AG for the respondents present.
Neither written reply on behalf of respondents submitted
nor representatave of the department is present, therefore,
notices be issued to the respondents with the direction to |
direct the representative to attend the court and submit
written reply on the next date. Adjourned to 28.07.2020

fdr written reply/comments but as a last chance before

'S.B. > S

A (MUHAMMAD AMI 'KHAN KUNDI)
MEMBER
28.07.2020 . Junior to counse! for the appellant present Nemo for the
' respondents
Kewn -
Fresh notices be issued to ,for submission of reply/
comments on 22.09.2020 by way of last opportumty,;;i;;i«/-_*j
N

Chairman



© 18.12.2019

,07"02'2020 Counsel for the appellant present and states that the .

Counsel for the appéllant present.

Contends that while deciding Appeal No. 189/2012 in favour
of the appellant this Tribunal hag observed that the issue of back
benefits shall be subjéct to outcome of denovo enquiry. On the
other hand, through order dated 11.06.2019 the alleged'absence

period of appellant has been considered as leave of the kind due -

~ despite his exoneration in denovo enquiry.

J | | ,
Subject to all just exceptions instant appeal is admitted to

regular hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit security and

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

respondents. To come up for written reply/comments on -

07.02.2020 before S.B.

e

Chairman”

appellant could not deposit security and process fee within

stipulated time due to some domestic problem. He submitted

an application for extension of time to-deposit the same.

Application is allowed and appellant is directed to

deposit the requisite fee within three working days.

Thereafter, notices be issued to the respondents. To corne -

up for written reply/comments on  24.03.2020 before S.B.

(Ahmad Hassan)
. Member




Form- A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of '
~ Case No.- 1522/2019

S.No.

Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge :
proceedings ' :
o1 2 3
1- 13/11/2019 The appeal of Mr. Khushnoor-Khan resubmitted today by Mr. Ya_s_lr a
' Saleem Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put up to
the Worthy Chairman for proper order pléase.
| REGISTRAR™Y 21|19
{ Lf fn )) q ) This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearihg to be

put up thére on 1’8117/))%. ,




. The apbeal of Mr. Khushnoor Khan Constable No. 189 District Police Chitral received fodéy

i.e. on'31.10.2019 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the

appellant for completlon and resubmission within 15 days. .

1- Copy of departmental appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placéd
on it. ' _

2- Page No. 23 of the appeal is missing.

No. (913 st
Dt‘. {r[[--— /2019,

REGISTRAR - o .
SERVICE TRIBUNAL .

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Yasir Saleem Adv. Pesh.
é‘/ﬁ/ | LT
rOZ




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No.{$39/2019

Khushnoor Khan, Constable No. 189, District Police Chitral.

VERSUS

(Appellant)

N

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home, Khyber
Pakhtunhwa, Peshawar and others.

INDEX

(Respondents)

eal

Copy of Charge Sheet and A

Statement of Allegations <. A
3. | Copies of the Enquiry Report B&C -

and Show Cause Notice dated

02-08-2011° 72-2
4. | Copy of the Order dated 13- D )

10-2011 9
5. Copies of the Departimental E&F

Appeal dated 23-11-2011 and

rejection order dated 31-12-

2011 10 17
6. | Copies of the service appeal G&H )

No. 189/2012 and Order and _

Judgment dated 07.02.2019 1299
7. Copy of Order dated [

03.04.2019 922
8. Copies of the inquiry report J & K

and order dated 11.06.2019. QY- 95
9. Copy of the rejection order L )

dated 30.09.2019 R4
10. | Vakalatnama OF

Qf%{é lant
Through (7%
YASIR SALEEM

Advocate High Court
Office FR, 4 Forth Floor
Bilour Plaza Peshawar Cantt.
Cell: 0331-8892589
Email: yasirsaleemadvocate/@gmail.com
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Appeal No.1$9.4,/2019

(U]

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

fayber Faintuidhwes
Service Eribumai

(Appellant)
VERSUS

. Govt. vof Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Seé-retary_ Home,

Khyber Pakhtunhwa, Peshawar.

. -‘Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
. Deputy Inspector General of Pohce Malakand Region, Saidu

Sharif Swat. .
District Police Ofﬁcer, Chitral.
" ' ' (Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the Order dated
11.06.2019, whercby the intervening period of the
appellant has been treated a kind of leave due (after the
de-novo inquiry), against which the departmental
appeal has been rejected vide ordcr dated 30.09. 201q
Lommunuatcd to the appclhnt on 02.10.2019. )

Praver in Appeal: -

“On acceptance of this appeal the original order dated
11.06.2019 to the extent of treating absence period
(intervening -period) as leave of kind due, and the
appellate order dated 30.09.2019 may please be sct-aside
and the appellant may be re-instated in service along-
with all back benefits and he may also be allowed full
 pay for the whole period he was kept out of service.

Réspectfully Submitted:

Re-suibmitte
and fNed. d to

—d*ny That the appellant was enlisted as Constable in the District

PO’]ICC Chitral in the year 2007, ever since his appointment the
appelhnt was performing his duties with full devotion and

“there was no complaint whatsoever regarding his performarnice.

That while serving in District Police Chitral, one Farid Ullah
who was a Sepoy in Frontier Constabulary and with whom the

~appellant was having private dispute, lodged a false and -
baseless complaint that the appellant took money from him .

fk
BPiasy No. _ﬂ_.b_.

W;_/J__‘Lw

Khushnoor Khan Constable No. 189, District Police Chitral.




. 4 ’
P .
‘

*

[

for recruiting his 02 relatives in Police Department and that he
never recruited his relatives nor returned the money.

That on the basis of the said baseless complaint, on 07-06-
2011, the appellant was served with charge sheet and
statement of allegations containing false and baseless
allegations of receiving Rs. 86,000/~ from one Farid Ullah S/O
Yadgar Khan R/O Torkoh, Chitral, as bribe money for the
appointment of his relatives. The appellant duly replied the
charge sheet and rejected the allegations leveled against him.
(Copy of Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations is
attached as Annexure ‘A’)

That thereafter a partial enquiry was conducted: and the
enquiry officer without taking into consideration, the
appellant’s defence quite illegally recommended the appellant
for major penalty. Thereafter the appellant was served with
show cause notice, which he duly replied and refuted the false
and baseless allegation. (Copies of the Enquiry Report and
Show Cause Notice dated 02-08-2011 is attached as
Annexure ‘B’ and ‘C’).

That on the recommendation of the enquiry committee, the
competent authority without applying his prudent mind, vide
order dated 13-10-2011 awarded the appellant the major
penalty of dismissal from service. (Copy of the Order dated
13-10-2011 is attached as Annexure ‘D’).

That on 23-11-2011 the appellant filed Departmental Appeal,
against his dismissal order which was rejected vide order dated
31-12-2011, however, it was never communicated to the
appellant. (Copies of the Departmental Appeal dated 23-11-
2011 and rejection order dated 31-12-2011 are attached as
Annexure ‘E’ & ‘F’)

That the Appellant also filed Service Appeal No. 189/-P/20i2
before this Honorable Tribunal which was allowed vide Order
and Judgment dated 07.02.2019 and the appellant was re-
instated in service and the department was directed to conduct
de-novo inquiry. (Copies of the service appeal No. 189/2012
and Order and Judgment dated 07.02.2019 are attached as
Annexure ‘G’ & ‘H’)

That in compliance of the order and judgment of this
Honorable Tribunal dated 07.02.2019 the appellant was re-
instated in service for the purpose of de-novo inquiry vide
order dated 03.04.2019. (Copy of Order dated 03.04.2019 is

attached as Annexure ‘).




9. That thereafter de-novo inquiry was conducted and in the light
of recommendations of inquiry officer, the appellant is re-
‘instated in service, however, the intervening period (which has
been termed as “absence period”) was treated and a kind of
leave due vide order dated 11.06.2019. (Copies of the inquiry
report and order dated 11.06.2019 are attached as Annexure
& k)

10. That keeping aggrieved from the order dated 11.06.2019 the
appellant submitted his departmental appeal, however the
same was also rejected vide appellate order dated 30.09.2019
communicated to the appellant on 02.10.2019. (Copy of the

rejection order dated 30.09.2019 is attached as Annexure
‘L!)

11. That the impugned order dated 11.06.2019 and 30.10.2019
are illegal, unlawful against law and facts hence liable to be

set aside inter alia on the following grounds:-

Grounds of Appeal:

A. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance
with law thus his right secured and guaranteed by law
are badly violated.

B. That the appeilant has been re-instated upon the
recommendation of inquiry officer who shows the
innocence of the appellant.

C. That since it has been established during the de-novo
proceedings that the appellant had not committed any
misconduct then it means that he was quite iliegally kept |
out of service for no fault on his part. Thus keeping in
view the facts the appellant is entitled full pay for the
intervening period i.e, from the dated of his dismissal
till his re-instatement. -

| D. That the Respondent while agreeing with the findings of
the inquiry officer in the re-instatement order of the
appellant termed the intervening period as “absence
period” which is wrong for the reason that the appellant
due to his dismissal from service was kept out of
service. Had the appellant been remain absent from
duties during service then the word “absence period”
would have been appropriate.

E. That the appellant had not committed any act or

omission during his past service which could have been
termed as misconduct and same has also been

L




established in the de-novo proceedings and quite evident
from the inquiry report. Thus it is the fundamental right
of the appellant to be paid fully for the period he was
kept out of service.

F. That the appellant belongs to a poor family and during
the intervening period he was jobless and not in any sort
of gainful employment, so on this ground too the
appellant is entitled for full pay. -

G. That the appellant seeks the permission of this
Honorable Tribunal to rely on additional grounds at the
hearing of this appeal.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this
appeal the original order dated 11.06.2019 to the extent of
treating absence period (intervening period) as leave of
kind due, and the appellate order dated 30.09.2019 may
please be set-aside and the appellant may be re-instated in
service along-with all back benefit and he may also be
allowed full pay for the whole period he was kept out of

service.
oF

Appel‘lant

Through

_ T

YA ALEEM
Advocate Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT
[t is hereby solemnly atfirm and declare on oath that
the contents of the above appeal are true and correct to the
best of my knowledge and beligf and that nothing has been
kept back or concealed from thig]Honourable Tribunal.
W

eponent




CHARGE SHEET

h : 1, Abdur Rashld D1stnct Pollcc Oiﬁcer Chitral, as competent authonty,
hereby chzu ge you, Constable Khush Noor No 67 posted Pollce Line, Chitral as follow:-

.’

@ That you bemg in; Pohce sewme as Constable have reccived RS. 86000/- :

- frorﬁ one. Faridullah s/o Yadgar Khan'. .t/o Torkoh,” Chltral “servirfg Frontier Constabulaly,
: Peshawar as brlbe for thc appomtment of hlS relatives. ,

(11) B y Teason: of the above, yom. appear . 10 be gmity of misconduct under

‘sectlon 3 Cof Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special Power) Ordinance 2000 and.

. ‘Constablc I\hushNom No 67" R
L Pohce me Clutral C/ O L O Pohcc Lme,‘

‘No. /J)’ - J'L'i !ﬁ%%ﬂléd Chitﬁxl the 7 //5 (2()11

h'wc lendqu )oulsclf hable to all or'any-of the penaltxes specified in thc said ordinance.

You are, therefore, requuecl to submit your written defence within 7 days .
;OFI.hL, reczipt of this (“hcm_c. Sheet to lhc. anuny Officer. s

© Your written dcfencc if . any should reach thc Enqoiry: Officer wuhm the.

pu.mc.d period, Failing which it shall be presumed clnl you havé no delencc to put in and in that

. .case exparte act10n w1ll be taken agamst you

Intnnate whether'you des1re to be heard in person or otherwise.

A statement of allegatlons 1s encloscd

' (ABDUR RASHID)
District Police Officer,
" Chitral -

_ Copy o :
DSP/SDPO/Chiwal, 5 - ‘ o
DSP/Hqrs, Chitral - -
X Inspector Legal Chitral: S _
/ L.O Polige Lme, C,h1tral L ]

: 45'9"!\’ -



DISCIPLINARY AC’I‘ION o

Abdu: Rashld DlStllCl Pohcc Officer, Chitral being a
‘ compelent auth\)r\ty, vxdc NWF P Removal fiom Service (Special Power) Ordinance .

2000.. am of the. opinion that Constable Khush Noor No.67 posted: Police Line

.Chitral has rendered hnnself habie to be proceeded’ agamst departmentally as he
- commifted .the following. acts’ of ‘omission within the meaning of Section 3 of
. . NWFP Removal from Servlce (Spemal Power) Ordinancg, 20G0.

- STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS: R : .
- s #: That®he’beingsin Pohce Service “as. Constdble have' received; Rs
86000/- from one Fandullah s/o Yadgar Khan 1/o-T. orkoh, Chitral serving in Fronticr )

. ‘Constabulary, Peshawar as bribe mr the appomtment ¢l the r*lauves of the abovc named
Sepoy of I"rontler Constabulary P .
For the purpose scmtml/.m&, the conduct of the said dclmqucnl o

officer with the reference -of above allegations, Mr. Abdul Hamid SDPO Chitral & -

Mr.- Sher Ahmad Inspector Legal -Chitral, are appointed as Enquiry Oflicers to
conduu proper departmental enquiry ai,ambl him under relevant rules and laws. -

, ‘The Enquiry Officer shall; in accordance with the prov:smns of
the rclcvam rules and laws, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing’ to. the

* delinquent officer,. record his findings and make within supulated period of the
~-receipt of this order, recommendatlons as: to pumshment or other appropriate acnon '
. aﬂamst the clelmqucnt ofﬁccr .
The delmquent ofﬁcer and a well convc:sant representative ol
: depal‘tment (M1 Muhseenul Mutk:SI Legal, Chitral) shall join the proceedmg on the
. date, time and placc fixed by the Enquu‘y Ofticers.”

f\..w.—&L__———A

| - (ABIDUR RASHID)
_ . PCS T
" District Police Officer,

L * Chitral

No.7;9,-,f D N1, Dated Chiwal the. 7 /4 /2011,

Copy of above: d]ongwnh relevant pdper is forwarded Ior ',

miounduon cmd necessary action to:-

1. Mr. Abdul Hamid SDPO" Chitral and Mr., Shet Ahmad Inspector chal N
* Chitral” with- the “direction to initiate departmental- proceedmg against the
delinquent ‘officer under - the provmon of NWFP Rcmoval from SCI‘VICL

(Special Power) Ordinance, 2000, - ,

. Mr. Muhseenul Mulk SI Legal ChltraI (Depar’cmental chresentanve)
DSP/Hgrs: Chitral .-
RVLO I’ohce Line Chltral

i

3.
4

A
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNIZHWA -

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR - -

Appeal No. *

/2012

VER! US

INDLX ’

Khushnoor Khan E‘(-Constable No. 67 District Pohce Chl’m

(App cllant)

Govt. of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Lhrough Secremry Home Khyber :
Pakhtunhwa Peshawar and others. -

(Respdndents).

Memo of Appeal . 1-4
Charge Sheet and Statement ‘A 5-6
of Allegations .
Engquiry Report and Show B &C 7-8 -
| Cause Notice  dated o
02-08-2011 ' ' B
Order dated 13-10-2011 D - 9"
Departmental Appeal dated E&F 10-12
23-11-2011 "and . rejection o
order dated 31-12-2011 .
| Vakalatnama _ 13
Appe]lant
Through‘ ///
. o (IJAZ AN WAR)
’ Advocate Peshawar _
FR-3 fourth floor Bilour Plazu

Saddar road Peshawar Cantt
03339107225(091) 5272054 -




BEFORE T iE KHYBER PAIdl'l UNICHWA
SERVICK TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR ‘

. _ ‘ " Khushnoor Khan Ex- Constablu No. 67, District Police Chitral.
: . . - (Appellant)
S : VERSUS |

1. Govt. of Kther Pakhtu th{hwa through Secretary Home
" Khyber Pakhtunhwa, Peshawar.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawzu :
. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Salﬁu{‘~ :
- Shanf Swat.

4. District-Police Officer, Chltral

L N

- _ (RcspohdelrtS)

Appeal under Section‘4 of the Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa
Service Tribunal Act, 1974 read with Section 10 of the.
Khyber Pakbtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special
Powers) Ordinance, 2000 against the Order dated 13-
10-2011, whereby the appellant was awarded major
penalty of “dismissal from service” against which
his Departmental Appeal dated 23-11-2011 was rejected

. vide order dated 31-12-2011, commumcatcd to the
. o anpnllant on 01 02- 2012.

Prayer in Appeal: - | ' v

' : - On ‘muptance of thxs appe'll the original order, dated

L . 13-10-2011, and the appellate order dated 31- 12-2015 \ndl

B B - s;may please be set-uside and the appellant may be
... .. re-instated in service W1th all ‘back benefits.

' . ' ) . . e

. Respectfullv Submitted:

.- That the ppellant was enlisted as Constable in the DlSu.Ct '
- Police Chitral in the year 2007, ever since his appointment the”
sppellant wes performing his duties with full devotion and
{here was no complaint whatsoever regarding his performance.

4

Coa
(SR

2. ‘That while serving in Dns’mct Police C]mmi ‘one Farid Ullah
‘ who was a Sepoy in Frontier Constabulaw and with whom the
A ‘ appellant was having private dispute, lodged a false and

: : - baseless complaint that The appefiant took money from hirm

P
*




~

’,

: A N j . . ) ’ " B '- A' . .- -
for recruiting his 02 relatives.in Police Department and that he

never recruited his relatives.nor returned the money.
That on the basis of the said baseles s'c'omplaint on 07-06-
2011, ther appellant was suvad awith  chaige thLl and
statement of  allegations -, containing false. and™ baseless
allegations of receiving Rs. 86,900/- “from one Farid Ullah 3/O
Vadgar Khan R/O Torkoh, Chitral; as bribe mioney iu the
appointment of his relatives. ““116 appellant duly. replicd- e
charge sheet and rejected the aj jlegations. leveled agains, him..
(Copy of Charge &h eet and btatenmt of Aleodu«n) is

- attached as Annexure A S

That thereafter a pcnual ent uny qu conouctvd and the i
enquiry officer without taking into  consideration, e
appetiant’s difence quite illczally recon, wiided thic appeltan
for major penalty. Thereaftzr the appeham was served with

show cause notice, which he Auly replied and refuted the faizc

Cand bascless allegation. (Copres ol the Cnquiry -Report and

Show Cause Notice dated 02- (3-2011 1s attached as Anmexure -
‘B and ‘C). ..
“That on-the recommendation - of ii!’u'uilquhy comnmuitice, the
competent, authority without applying his prudent 1aind, vide
order dated 13-10-2011 awardpd the appellant the linajor

penalty of dismissal from service. (Copy.of the Order dated

H 10-20171 18 mmclﬂcd as /\m.':xmc T) ) ' ‘

That on 2311- 2011 the annelx:nt 1ed‘Depa:r'tm¢ntét] Ap;;@l,

“against his-disrissal order which was rgjected vide order dated.
31-12-2011; . howevet, -it “was never . Communicated . 16" fhe. "~ .
- appellant.” The appellant timie and again- enquired abrut b i‘s" 7

appeal however, he was given.no information Tastty on 2?
January, 2012 hL, came to knew thal hix appeal is rejectes vide

- order dated 31-12-2011,. the’ dpp?llant again approauneu the

~Department  that™ his rejection order- be copveyed ‘to Mim,

however, he was told that it will be conveyed to Swrvice '
Tribunal when you will file service appedl,  lastly, the
appellant managed to get « copy of the rejection order on

1-02-2012.  (Copies of the Departmental Appeal date d

,43 11-2011 and rejection order dated 31-12- 2011 are attached

as Annexure ‘E’ & ‘F7)

That the impugned order dated - 13 10- ’)011 and 31- 1-3 ’011

- are illegal, unlawful against law-and facts hence liable to be- -

set aside interealia on the f'o'i](,w]ng or oungh -




Grounds of Appeal: 4 - .

. _ A. That the aopellant has not been treated in accordance ‘
T B S - with law thus his right secured and guaranteed by 1aw”
' are badly violated.

B. That the appellant never received any amount from the
said person in fact it was concocted story which was '
prepared just to take revenge from the appellant as the
appellant was having a prlvate ‘dispute with " the .
complainant. Thus awarditig ‘major pumshmenl based
on false complaint is 1 'ITe,gaT"ancT void.” ) oE

C. That during the enquiry. proceeding Enquiry Committee
' acted in arbitrary manuer. The appellant has not been
provided proper opportunity to defend himself. It is
pertinent to mention that the appellant has brought this
fact before the Enquiry Committee that he is having a -

P . | 2 private dispute with the complainant -and that he
o S (complainarit) has given him Waming of dire s
- ~ consequences. Thus the enquiry Committee was

~ required by law to probe into this matter also, however, ,
. the enquiry officer never bother to inquire about thIS‘
-\ very important fact and gave his findings on surmises

and-conjectures. Thus the whole encuiry proceedings
are defective in the eye of law.

’ - D. That the competent .authorit’y before awarding
. punishment to the appellant was required by law to -
. : provide findings of enquiry to the appellant along with
show cause notice, however, the appellant was only
served with show cause notice and the enquiry findings -
were never communicated to the appellant. It 1s also . .
pertinent to mention that the competent authority quite *“¢
illegally mentioned in the dismissal order that copy of
the enquiry report be issued to him. Thus not providing
findings of enquiry before awardiiig punishment is
“illegal,” unfawful “and has  aemed ﬂ]C “appellant
- opportunity to defend himself properiy. :

’  E. That the Enquiry Committee had himself stated in .~
‘ findings that the complainant was a senior Govt servant, -

more educated than the appellant while the éppellant

" 'was a junior most constable and how could & jumor.
most constable recruit someone in T)OhCC Department,
however, they never considered this fact before
recommendmg ‘him for™ major, puiishment nor the
competent authority applied his prudent mind before
awarding the appellant major penaity and illegally
dismissed the appellant from service.”

’




é&ed |

F. That it is also pertinent to mentioned that the enquiry
Committee also suggested: that the competent authority -
of the complamnant mzay be addressed to “take necessary
action against him., However, no further action was

~ taken thereof “against the complainant that shows -
malafidely on their part. :

 G. That the appellant was not allowed to cross examine the
witnesses those may have deposed agaust him.

H. That the appellant has mnot been given proper .
opportunity ~of personal hearlng, thus condemned -
- unheard. ’

I. That the appellant has more than four years spotless

~ career at his credit however his service record has not
been considered while awarding him such a harsh
penalt v of dismissal from service.

That the appellant is jobless since his illegal dlcmlseal: |
from servu,e

Com
.

f

K. That the. appellant seeks the permission of this
‘Honorable Tribunal to rely on additional grounds at the
hcarmg of this appeal.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on- aJceptance of this
appeal the original order, dated 13-10-2011, and the appellate
order dated 31-12-2011, may please be set-aside and the appellant
may be re-instated in service w:th all back benefits of
service, '

App,cllant
\
Through . /\ \
—
IJAZ ANWAR KHAN

Advocate Peshawar -

. ATFIDAVIT
I, Khushnoor Kheni, Ex-Constable No. 67, District
- Police Chitral, do hereby solemnly affirre and declare that .
the contents of the above dppeal are true :nd correct to the
~ best of my knowledge and belief and that nothing has been |
kept back or concealed from this Honourable Tribunal.

Depornent

I3




 BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKEWA\¢.
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR | o

Appeal NOI l po12 B | . :,l;@m,m g’lj/ﬁm

Khushnoor Khan Ex-Constable No 67, D1str10t Police Chltral
e (Appellant)
VERSUS : - :

1. Govt." of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home, -
- Khyber Pakhtunhwa, Peshawar. :
2. Provincial Police Ofﬁccr Khyber Pakhtunkhiwa, Peshawar.

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Saidu
Sharif Swat..

4. District Police Ofﬁcer, Chitral._ ‘
L (Respondents)

Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
~ Service Tribunai Act, 1974 read with Section 10 of the =
Khyber Pakﬂtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special
Powers) Ordinance, 2000 against the Order dated 13-
10-2011, whereby the appellant ‘'was _awarded major

penalty of “dismissal frem service” against which
his Departmextal Appeal dated 23-11 -2011 was rejected

vide order dated 31-12-2011, communicated to the
appellant on 01-02 2012. '

' Praver in Appeal: -

'..,,@z,; m«éﬁﬁ} o On acceptance of tlns appeal the original order, dated
13 10-2011, and the appellate order dated 31- 12-2011,

w&a AL may please be set-aside and the appellant may be
/ re-instated in servnce with all back benefits.

i .Respectfullv Submitted:

1. That the appellant was enlisted as Constable in the District

A .~ Police Chitral in the year 2007, ever since hig appointment the
TR
54

X
i

~...appellant was performing his duties with full devotion and
= thhere was no complaint whatsoever regarding his performance.

- That while serving in District Police Chitral, one Farid Ullah
who was a Sepoy in Frontier Constabulary and with whom the
appellant was having private dispute, lodged a false and
baseless complaint that the appellant took ‘money from him




Appeal No, 189/2012 -

Date of Instltutlon 07.02.2012
Ddte of Decrslon 07 02. 2019

Khushnoor Khan, Ex- Constable No 67 DlStI‘lCt Polrce Ch1tral

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and three others. - , (Respondents)

-

Mr.Yasir Saleem
Advocate ' : --- - _For appellant

Mr. Muhammad Riaz Khan Pamdakhel
Assistant Advocate-General - , -

MR. AHMAD hASSAN : ---
MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI ---

d UD GMENT

AHMAD HASSAN, MEMBER.- Arguments of the learned counsel fo" the

parties heard and record perused

ARGUMENTS

2. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that he was appointed as
Constable in District Pohce Chitral in 2007. On the. alleg'mons of takmg 1llegal
P T glatrﬁcatron dlscrplmary proceedmgs were conducted agamst h1m and thereafter
ma]or penalty or dlsmlssal trom service was 1mposed on hun vide 1mpugned order
dated 13.10. 2011 He preferred deparlmental appeal on 23 11.2011, which was
rejected on 31.12.2011 but the order was never commumcated to the appellant. He

got ‘the copy of the rejection order of his departmental appeal on 01.02.2012

followed by present service appeal. Enquiry was not conducted in ‘mode and

: manner prescribed in the rules. Though statements of the complainant and other
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Y cdncerhéd dfﬁ‘ciai Weré.'feégrQed bﬁt._no-"d—é'ti"e"‘tlw.é_'s;:;j_rlgnjtioned on those statements.
| B was‘.also ncig clzlear whether those sfatéments were réc'orded in the presenc'e: ofthe
- .c1p|$ella11t or otherw1se Moreover“ the ‘enquiry éftlcer instead of prov:dmg .
: oppmtumty of Cross examination to the appellant resorfed to a novel way of Cross
,exqm‘mat;on himself after fram.mg qUestxons. It was a serious departure from the '
‘ rUleg and "n‘(.:)t tenable in the:éyes of law. Thbﬁgh sﬂow'ca_t_use ‘rlotice:was.-écrved_ on -
]tlje_ ép‘pel-lan_t. but cbpy of énqﬁiry report was-not annexed with the show. (':aus'eu

notice. Reliance was placed o:‘_lj'clase_law repléi'ted as 1993 PLC C.§ 10

-

~-

3. On the other hand _leeimed 'Assi”syantAdvocate‘ General arguéd that

departmental proceedings ere initiatéd against the appellant and after observance

of all codal formalities major punishment was awarded to him.

CONCLUSION

4. - Upon scrutiny of recora it transpired that though disciplinary pi'oceedingé
were instituted against the 1ppellant but md_]OI‘ penalty of dismissal from service
\'v*\s awarded w1lhout fulﬁllment ot codal ionmalmcs We have .eiamméd the.
statelvnpn.ts annexed with the enquiry report but it is not clear whether these
.'stqt'ementls _wér;: recorded in the presence of the appel]ant or not? Mqrgover,
'ins-tea-td of pfbvidirlg of cross examination to the apbellant, the enquiry officer
i
framed que$tionsl§vith regard to t_he process of cross examination. Howéyer,'this
“action on the part of the enqﬁiry officer was clear deviation from the procedure
iai:d do“;ﬁ in the ru'leAs. Théugh show cause notice’ was served on the ap’péllant but

| coy of enquxry report was not annexed Wlth the same which is the basic rlght of

the accused to enable him to offer propel defensc Attention is mvntod to 1993




PLC C:S 10 that non-supply of enddiry i’epolt to the accused amounts to-denial of

prO\ttdlng him reasonable opportunity of defense
Learned counsel for, the appellant further argued that he was kept in the

quarterguard for forty days and enquiry proceedlngs were conducted at the back of

the - appellant It is evident from an application addressed to the Chlef Minister,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and[ annexed with the paraw1se comments of the
nespondents On the p1ev1ous datc of hearing, the respondents w.ere dtrected to
produce complete record of c'lqu1ry and turther clarlﬁcatlon whether he was
associated with the enquiry proceedings or otherwxsc" No such record was made
available by the respondents on the lda*e of heating. In” view of g‘armg
discrepancies, lapses and 1llegaht. s committed by the respondents there 1s

sufficient justification to conduct de-novo enquiry in this case

6.~ As .a sequel to ab,ove the appeal is accepted impugned order dated
13.10.2011 is set aside and the appellant is reinstated in service. The respondents
are directed to conduct de-novo enquiry. within a period of ninety day.'s. strictly in
" : ] o .

accordance with law and rules after the date of receipt of this judgment. The issue

T

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

LS ! -
left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room

2 | (AHMAD HASSAN)
/ . MEMBER
%/MWMM %ﬂ by ﬁ
stsmttsn JEmET
447}7,_._- —

(MUHAMMAD AMINKHANKUNDI) o
MEMBEli‘{umber of WOTrds e
Comylng Fet e AO T -
'>/ R
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ORDER." |

]n comp]mncc of the! arder of honorable Scchc lnbunal Khybcr

I’akhtunkhwa I’cshawcu dated 07.02.2019 in vancc /\ppca] No. 189/2017 litlcd"_l"
Ex-Constable Khosh Noor Khan Ne.57 V/S Govt; of I\hybm Pakhtunkhwa ctc and -
letter of the office of worthy Inspector General of Police, Khvbcr I’aldnunkh-wa ,
Peshawar vide No. ! 138/I,cgd[ dated 08.03.2019 Iix- C‘onstdblc Khosh Noor Khan is
hereby  re-instated in scervice for the pmposu 0l clunovo cnquiry, allotted

constabulary No.189 and posted (o Police Lincs Chitral.

2
i

‘ Chitral
" No. a 3/«,2_ 50/1 i-11 ddtcd Chl[l al 1h( CL)/‘SZ1 /20
Copy ol abovc is submitied for in For matlon Lo -

The Agsistant lnspcctm General of Pohcc, Ix,g,al‘ l\hybc.r Pakhtunkhwa’, .
PCQh’WV.II o
The Assistant Inspu.lo: General  of ]’olié'c ‘Establishment, Khyber:
I’akhlun]\hwa Pcshawal

DSP/HQ

RIV/LO |

Pay Officel

Pay O'Fﬁlccr, : ' - ' ¢

OHC [forOB . . : e B
C.O ‘§ccur1t‘5|/ Clarence S P //_ .

- . st'tnct/P’ulr\ ficer,
> /m"*/‘d? L

[N

GO ~1 O\ AW

Dlstrxct Police off:cer, PRt
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. (,(msmblt. Khoxh Noor Khan was re-ifstated in service for the pmpusc, ol Denovo

_ ln"compli'dnce of the order OfzHonorable: Service Tribunal Khy)u
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, daied (7.02.2019, in service. apy mal No.189/2012 titled
Ex- Constable Khosh 1 \]pc)t Km«n VS Government ‘of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar ctc and letter o:F the office of the worthy lnsbc;ctor General of Police,

Khyber Pal<htL1nI<1‘ml‘fa Phshawal' ':vidc No.1138/l.cpal dalcd L 08.03.2019  Lx-

|
c,nquuy vide this ()!llcc oxdu NJ 2342- SO/E-IT dated 03 042019 and Denove .

enquiry was initiated mcomphance _of the above mentioned court order and letier of

Worthy Inspector Gener'c|11 of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,. Peshawar vide

No.1448/CPONAB/C &E, "dated 15.04.2019.

After - compln.llon ol i‘hc DLnOVn, cnquuy in light of 1hc_

wconnmndatlon of the Dcnovc £ nquny ()ﬂlu,l md lthu of wor thy 1GP Khybu L

S
N

IakhmnI(hw'l Peshawar \'ud( No: 16S9/CPONAR dated 20.05.2019 Constable

Loxmducd as a kmd ()[ lmvc, due.

1
:
|
|
I
'
1

|

Khosh Noor- (th No. 189 is lL-.l]Std{Ld in service “and his absence period s

/”
: /
~— | ' ' /

——— L/
!

District Police officer,
ik e

No. 7% 7 Wit ndmd Chitral the ///o((/zu

Opy of above is sibmitted for mlo;malmn to-

|

1. Assistant Inspuclm LJanmI of Police,” Internal /-\c:coum.abilhy Branch,
" Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. '
2. The Regional Police Gfficer, 'vlcliakcm(l d[ Salciu Sharil Swat.
3..DAO Chitral "..: : S
4. DSP/HQ P
5. Pay Ofticer
SORILO
7. EC

Difh’lct Pohce Oﬂ‘:cer,
Glhstml} 2)/(

/

8. OHC for OB




. OF FICE OF THE
‘ RFGIO’\IAL PULICE OFFICER, MALA
“ ’ : SAIDU SHARIF:SWAT.

Ph: (0946-9240381-88 & Fax No. 0946-9240390

Emuail: dipmdlakand@yairco.con
]

_ o
ORDER: ‘
Tl'llS cnder will dispose off appea! of Constable Khosh Noor No. 189 oﬁ‘g—] 'g—al'
District for back beneft ‘ ;f : 7:;” :

Brief faCto of the case are that Constable I(hosh Noox No. 189 oantra] Distr :ct

was proceeded against departmentally on a serious allegation of malpractice and fraudulently received

Rs. 8@000/--f|0ﬁ1 one FC Sepoy Faridullah to recruit his two re]atives -'in Police Department in Chitral

" District. Propel depattmental enquiry was conducted by the enquuy team and submitted finding report /

recomlmended that allegatlon levelled‘dJamst the Constable Khosh Noor hdS been proved and found guilty.

Hence recommended f0| major pumshment The District Police Off'cel ‘Chitral-issued him Final Show

Cause Notice and hca1d him in person, but his reply was not satisfactory. l‘he;efom he was dtsmxsscd ﬁom

service by District Pol'ce Officer.Chitral with effect from 10/10/2011. His appeal was-rejected:by this :

‘office puv;ously ’Hence he moved app\.al in Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar vide-Service

Appeal No. 189/2012. The Selwcur Tribunal vide Judgment dated 07/02/3019 decided that “the impugned

orderdated 13/10/201 ]| is set asidz and the appellant is réinstated in service. The respondents are directed

to conduct denovo enqz'firy with a norind of ninety days strictly in accordance with law and rules afier-the

date of receipt of this judgmem H”c issue of back benefits shall be subjecz lo the outcome of the denovo

enquny After ploceeamgs of denovo enquiry. the DPO, Chmai vide Order No. 3976-82/E-I. dated '

1

1 1:06/(.019 reinstated h}lm into service and the period he spent out of sefvice was treated as leave duc to

_him, 120 days on full pay, 60 days.on half pay and the remaining 2576 days as leave without pay vide his
 office order No. 4084-97/EB, dated 14¢/6/2019.

" He was called in Orderly Room on 17/09/%2019 and heard him in person. His case .

has been perused and found that the anpellant duty period / service befo‘re dismissal from service was 3 '

years, 9 months and 2 days accmdmg to which as per leave rules, ledve due (184-days) at his credit as order
passed by the District Police Of‘r"cul Chitral No. 4084-97/EB, dated ]4/06/19 Salary of which has alrea

been paid, hence filed:

¢ ~ L
Order anncunced.

EE ' (VILHAMMAD .
o : Regional }

| Copy of above for information: dndxnecessaly action to District’ Pollce Officer,

Chitral wnth 1efelence to his offise Memo! No. 5362/E- Il dated 01/08/2019. anuuy file of the above

named Corstable is returned herewith for record in your office. C,,.—,,p&/&, P a/fmt/ f//(/

* k¥ * /\A/\ '\I\/\/\/\/\/\/\/\* Rk */\AA/\/\/\I\/\/\A/\A/\ Asdehorok

g ficer,
u Sharif Swat

NO \05 } % ; ..‘...,‘.M.Ma'weg' n, Sa\
‘Dated 'E,IO 0 X : note. ' : Wﬁ\ \
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| VERSUS

&)o L/t 0/ /‘< p/'<\ L Detendant
|

V

Respondent
tAccused ' '

Appeal/Revision/Suit/Application/Petition/Case No. ol

Fixed l‘(_) r

[/We, the undersigned, do hereby nominate and appoint

YASIR SALEEM, ;,,

Jawad Ur Rahman & Pirzada Muhammad Tayab /\mm Advovates

as my true and lawful attorney. for me in my name and on my behall o appear, plead. act,

and answer in the above Court or any Court to which the business is wansferred in the

above matter and is agreed fto sign and file penitions. An appeal, statements, accounts,

exhibits. Compromises or other documents whatsoever. i connection with the said matter

or any malter arising there from and also ta apply Tor and receive all documents or copies

of documents, depositions ete, and to apply for and issue summons and other writs or sub- A
poena and (o apply for and get issued und arrest. attachment or other exegutions. warrants o :
or order and to conduct any proceeding that may arise there oul: and o apply for and

receive payment of any or all sums or submit for the above matter 1o arbitration. and to

employee any other Legal Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and

- authorizes hereby conferred on the Advocale wiie rever he may think fit to do so. any other
lawyer may be uppointed by my said counscl o umduu the case who shall have the same
powers.

AND 10 all acts Jegally necessary:to manage and conduct the said case in all
respects. whether herein specified or not. as may be proper and expedient.

AND [/we hereby agree 10 ratify and confirm all lowtul acts done on my/our behall
under or by virtue of this power or of the usual practice in such matter.

PROVIDED always. that I/we undertake at ume ol calling ol the case by the
Court/my authorized agent shall inform the Advocate and make him appear in Court. il the
case may be dismissed in defaull, il it be proceeded ex-parte the said counsel shall not be : |
held responsible for the same. All costs awarded in Favour shall be the right of the counsel
or his nominee. and it awarded against shall be paiable by me/us

|

. i : : K . |

IN WITNESS whereol f/we have hercto signed al AT -

the _davto : __the vear |

Executant/Executants

Accepted subject o llu terms regarding le

”

Hawa(i Ur Rchman | | - YASIRSALEEM

. Advocates High Court. Peshawar
Pirzada Mnhamqu Tayab Amin ADN OURTES. LEGAL ADYISURS, y
SERVICE & LAROU l\i,.\\\(\!\\{i TANY )
P10 Dotk !I‘Ili Piloer Plaza, Sadd Heshosa {Tanit :

e iy avile o emaileom

e N AR T

Conmer No 033 TSSU2AS gl v




e E FORE THE KHYBER‘”PUKHTUN KHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAL
- PESHAWAR. -

Service Appeal No. 1522 /2019

’ - "~ Khushnoor Khan Constable No.189, District Police Chitral.
| - - : .(Appellant)
| - , VERSUS '
1. Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home, Khyber
| Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. :
. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat
. District Police Officer, Chitral. '

(Respondents)
A Index .
~S. No. Description of Documents | Annex | Page No.
1 | Parawise Comments . . 1to3
2 Authority Letter. ' - -4
/ 3 | Affidavit 5
: 4 | Counter Affidavit. - 6 .
5 | Service record A 7
| 6 _|Dismissal order no.19568- 72/E -1I,dated | B -8
. ©113.10.20211 | |
7 | Courtorder C 9
8 Re-instatement order No.2342- 50/E -11, D 10
dated03.04.2019 -
9 Order after de- -novo Enquiry regardmg E 11
" | back benefits vide N0.3976-82/E-11, dated
11.06.2019

Pollce Officer,
Chltral 7{, )
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.

Appeal No. 1522/2019

Khushnoor Khan Constable No.189, District Police Chitral.
(Appellant)
VERSUS
1. Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home, Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat.
4. District Police Officer, Chitral.

W

(Respondents)
Parawise Comments. ’

Preliminary objection.

1. That the instant appeal is not maintainable in the eyes of law.
2. That the appellant has not come to the Court with clean hands.
3. That the appellant has got no locus standi to file the instant appeal.

On facts. _ _

1. That Para No.l is admitted as correct to the extent of the appointment of the
appellant in district Police Chitral in the year 2007. The appellant has been
proceeded against departmentally and dismissed on the charge of fraud/corruption
(gross misconduct) which is evident from his service record. (Copy attached as
annexure.......... “A™)

2. That Para NO.2 is admitted as correct to the extent of charging the appellant by

- one Farid Ullah on the ground that the appellant has taken money from him for
recruiting his two relatives in police department and that he never recruited his
relatives nor returned the money, but the appellant failed to establish the alleged
private dispute between him and the complainant.

3. That Para No.3 is admitted as correct to the extent of initiation of departmental
proceeding against the appellant on the basis of the allegations mentioned therein.

4. That Para No.4 is not admitted as correct, the appellant had been proceeded
against impartially on the basis of solid and cogent. evidences, following all the
legal and codal formalities the Enquiry Officer recommended the appellant for .
major punishment. Thus the departmental proceeding ended with a logical result.

5. That Para No.5 is incorrect, the competent authority after considering the relevant
documents and other collected evidence and hearifig the appellant personally with
full chance of defence, found him guilty without any shadow of doubt, issued
order of dismissal of the appellant, which is evident from the dismissal order
No.19568-72/E-I1 dated 13.10.2011.... (Copy attached as annexure........~ “B”).

6. That Para No.6 is admitted as correct to the extent of rejection of the departmental

appeal of the appellant, all the orders have been duly conveyed to the appellant .

well in time.

{ . 7. That Para No.7 is admltted as correct to the extent that the appellant has been re-
| ' instated on the order of the honorable Service Tribunal and de-novo enquiry was




(2)

- ‘conducted on the direction of the honorable Service Tribunal to determlne only

back benefits of the appellant ( Copy of Court Order attached as annexure ........ :
“C”) ) . . .
That Para No.8 is incorrect, the appellant has been re-instated on the order'of the

“honorable Service Tribunal, while the de-novo enquiry was initiated only for the .
purpose of determining the back benefits of the appellant wh1ch was clear

direction of the honorable Service Tribunal. .
That Para No.9 is incorrect, the appellant was re-instated on the order of the

honorable Service Tribunal vide order No2342:50/E-I1 dated 03.04.2019 of the

“office of Respondent No.4, (Copy attached as annexure...... “D”), while the de-

'novo enquiry was- initiated on the direction of the honorable Serviee‘Tribunal for

A the only purpose of determining the back benefits. that on the recommendation of

- . the Enquiry Officer, the period during which the appellant remained out of service

has rightly been treated as a kind of leave due vide order No.3976-82/E-II dated
11.06.2019 of the office of Respondent No.4 (Copy attached as annexure......
GGE’?)

10. That Para No. 10 is‘ admitted as correct to the extent of rej'ection of his

- departmental appeal, however the order has been communicated to the appellant
well in time. '

11. That both the Orders dated 11:06.2019 and 30.10.2019 being lawful and legal are

binding on the appellant.

- On Grounds :

A. Incorrect. No right of the appellant has been Inﬁ'mged rather the appellant has .

B.

been treated well in accordance with law. .
Incorrect. The appellant has not been reinstated on the basxs of any

- recommendation of Enquiry Officer or on the basis of his innocence, rather the -

appellant has been re-instated in compliance of the order of the honorable Service-

‘Tribunal dated 07.02.2019 vide Order No.2342-50/E-II, dated 03.04.2019.

Pertinent to mention here that as per order of the honorable Service Tribunal the
de-novo enquiry was conducted only for the purpose of back benefits.

- Operational part of the Order of the honorable Service Tribunal is reproduced as

under:
“The Respondents are directed to conduct de-novo 'enquiry within-a period of
ninety days strictly in accordance with law and rules after the date of receipt of

- this judgment, the issue of back benefits shall be subject to the outcome of the de-

novo enquiry”

It is crystal clear that the de-novo enqulry was conducted only for the
determination of back benefits.

. Incorrect. The issue of dismissal of the appellant has already been dec1ded by thc ',‘

honorable Service Tribunal and duly implemented by the respondents, while the
de-novo enquiry was initiated on the direction of the honorable Service Tribunal
only to determine the back benefits of the appellant. As the appellant being out of
service (dismissed) has not served the state as Govt: Servent. T herefore he is not
entitled for full pay. - ‘

. That the appellant has not been re-instated on the basis of any recommenda‘uon of _

Enquiry Officer, rather he has been re-instated directly on the direction of the

. honorable Service Tribunal. The period during which the appellant remained




Prayer!

2. Provincial Police Officer,- '
~ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. /&.% /\

. Deputy Inspector General of Police, ' Regional

o8

dismissed from Service has rightly been termed as “absence period” as the

appellant had been dismissed on well established -grounds after completion of all - -

codal and legal formalities and during that period (bemg dlsmlssed) the appellant |

- has not served the state.
. That the misconduct committed by the appellant. has already been proved w1thout
-any shadow of doubt and the honorable Service Tribunal after cons1der1ng all the

facts and evidences has decided the case and has also been 1mplemented by the

, Respondents therefore the point can’t . be re- ag1tated The de-novo ehquiry was

only for the purpose of back benefits which is clear from the order of” the_
honorable Service Tribunal dated 07.02.2019.

. That everyone is equal in the eyes of law, the appellant has rightly been treated in~

accordance with law and rule of justice. Therefore on no ground the appellant is |
entitled for full pay.

.. That the Defendant seeks the permission of the honorable Trrbunal to rely onh

additional grounds during the proceeding.

In light of the facts stated above it is humbly prayed that the appeal in hand -
~ may be dismissed. ‘ : :

."_Govt' of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through ' 5}
: Secretary Home, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ... '

Kh her Paid m‘«*‘wa |

Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat. MalaKand %
- Saidu\Sha \\-‘-'JNM

. V‘Distr.ict Police Officer, Chitral. ' ‘ \ Tt 5 .. -

o
e
\0

\5\(\0\ éRﬁs%ondents)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA SERV]CE TRIBUNAL

M

Service Appeal No. 1522 /2019

w

Khushnoor Khan Constable No.189, District Police Chitral. T
' (Appellant) M
VERSUS | e
Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home Khyber

- Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.’
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat
Dlstrlct Police Offlcer Chitral. : S

' (Resp'ond_ents o

Authority Letter.,

Wasim Abbas N61049 Focal Person, legal Branch of District Police Chltrallls ‘hereby_

authorized/deputed to proceed to the office of Govt: Pleader, Service Tribunal, KPK, -
Peshawar in connection with the vetting of Execution Petition No. 1522/2019 titled -
" Khushnoor Khan Constable No.189,, District Police Chitral Vs Govt: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
through Secretary Home, KhyberPakhtunkhwa and others. ;

Secretary Home, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pe aWar

Govt: of'Khyber.P.akhtunkhwa through’ —_.D:: ‘

: . Khybeér Pakhtun!&_hw
Provincial Police Officer, _ -, (] a
A Y

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.___ WM

Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat.

District Police Officer, Chitral.

(Respo.nd‘ents)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

# 74 PESHAWAR. ™

Sgrvi_te App eal No. 1522 [2019

Khushnoor Khan Constable No 189, District Police Chitral.
S (Appellant]
VERSUS
1. Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home, Khyber
4 Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat.
4. District Police Officer, Chitral. :

w

(Respondents .

o Affidavit

l,'Shér Muhsin ul Mulk, Inspector Legal, District Police Chitral, do here by solemnly -
affirm & state on oath that the whole contents of these comments are true and correct to
the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from' the August
Court

Inspector L gai Chitral
Cell No.03450990054

itional Advocate_' General,
ber Pakhtunkhwa,.Service Tribunal
Peshawar -

g

‘.{ . ‘l‘
LT



w

. -Deputy Inspector General of Police,
Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat.

BEFORE THE KHYBER PUKHTUN KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.

. Service Appeal No. 1522[2019 |

Khushnoor Khan Constable No.189, Dlstrlct Pohce Chitral. =
(Appellant)
VERSUS

. Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. -
: ‘Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Saidu Sharlf Swat -

Dlstrlct Police Off1cer Chitral.
(Respondents

Connter Affidavit,

”Verlfled that the contents of ParaWISe comments/ reply are true and correct and‘-' g
‘ 'notmg have been concealed from the tribunal. '

."'Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through -

Secretary Home Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

. Provincial Po]ite Officer, a
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. ]

District Police Officer, Chitral.

(Respondents) |
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ORDER . - | | 1

. My this order will d1spose off an enquiry under Removal ﬁom
Service (Special Power) Ordinance’ 7000 against delinquent constablc
Khosh Noor Khan No. 67 of district Police Chitral, under Section 3 of
Removal from Service (Spwml Power) Ordmancc 2000.

- Brief facts regarding the initiation of the enquiry are that on

14.05.2011 one Farid Ullah " S/O" yangar Khan R/Q Torkhow a sepoy in-
Frontier constabulary in his apphcatmn to'the under signed lodged complaint
‘against the delinquent Constable that to recruit his two relatives in Police
Force he had obtained Rs.. 86000/~ and that neither he recruited his relative
and nor returned the amount. On this application preliminary enquiry was |
coitducted by DSP/Hqrs Chitral with found the application true justifying for
_ proper Departmemdl action.” Therefore he was Charge Sheeted along with
‘Summary of Allegation and an Enquiry Committee comprising Abdul
Hamid Khan SDPO Chltml and .Inspector Legal Mr. Sher Ahmad was
constituted. The anulrv Commlltce after proper Enquiry found him guilty
of misconduct and its detailed . {inding, recommended him for major
punishment He was produced before the under signed. Iz was issued final
Show Cause Notice bint his reply was not satisfactory. He was again
produced in orderly room held on 10.10. 2011 The under signed perused the
cnqulry file and his service record.. IICdld the delinquen FC in detail. IHe
-again failed to convmu the under: 10ncd regarding the eaquiry proceeding
and, about his innocence. /\ﬁm pulsumcr»hls facts and p-oofs on record, I
lave.come to the COHC]UblOl‘l lhdt the charges against the accused Commblc
have. proved beyond any: rea.sonab}e doubt The act and charge against the
accused Official. bzing s\,llous Whlc‘l course a bad name to the Force. The
" official has got a bad 1cpumuon -and charge against him being proved
Lhmefmc upholding the .enquiry’ Committee I order his dismissal from
service. with effect {rom 10 10. 7011 Copy of this order «nd cnquiry repom
e issuad to him.
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?Khushnoor Khan EX-Constable No 67 Dlstnct Police Ch1tra1

o

VBER PAKHTUNKHWA NS/
\\ n)rr\\pA- 7

(Appellant)
‘ VERSUS

Govt of Khyber Bakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home
" “Khyber Pakhtuntiwa, Peshawat. - - - LT
- Provincial Police Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunlchwa Peshawar. ' o

. 3, Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Saxdu '

Sharif Swat.. . | o
D1smct Pollce Ofﬁcer Ch1tra1

(Respondents)

. Appeal under Sectlon 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

I Service. Trlbunal Act, 1974 read with Section 10 of the .

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Specml‘ ‘,
 Powers) Ordinante, 2000 ‘against thie Order dated - 13-, :

. 10-2011, w_h,e_r,eby fhe appellant was awarded major .

B if-:;.f-'.l
-4

. , Prayer in Appeal

Resgectfu.lly Submltte - .‘

1.

- appellant on 01-02-2012

frem_service” against which -
© his Departmental A rdated 23-11-2011 was rejected - .
“vide order dated 31-12-20_11 communicated to - the R

L]

‘ - -

. On qeceptance: of this appeal the original order, dated"?:}; RN
3-10-2011, and the appellate order dated 31-12-2011, "

nay please be set-aside and the appellant may be ;
e-mstated in semce with all back benefits.

That the appellant was enhsted as Constable in the D1str1ct C A

: Police Chitral in the year 2007, ever since his appointment the - 7

appellant was performing his' duties with full devotion and . $§ector
ere was no complamt whatsoever regardmg his performance. 'Leceﬂ, C‘“"*‘ 2

That while serving in DlStI’lCt Pohce Chltral one Fand Ullah

‘who was a Sepoy in Frontier Constabulary and vvith whom the

Cawg appellant was having private dispute, lodged a- false and ol
SR baseless complamt that the appellant took - money from hlm.’-'




. {AppealNo ;_1 89/20 1 2

”Date ofrnsutuuon 07, 02 2012

Date of Declslon B 07 02 2019 -

~_'_;thushnoor Khan Ex-Constable No 67 Dtstrlct Pohce Chital,

‘ i "Govemment of K.hyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary Home, Khyber
‘ ":_Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and three others el (Respondents)

M:Yas'rr Saleem,- : R N :
Advocate R oY ;"‘.","i'f---: For appellant. PN
; iMr Muharnmad Rlaz Khan Pamdakhel B i AT PS T

'Assrstant Advocate General TR T _--%--'.;-;iff'-'For reSpOndentsf

MLt N
S

MR AHMADHASSAN, . . ’l'-’;f‘-_’,-,f--MEMBER(BxecuuV%) L
o MUHAMMADAMINKHANKUNDI =+ MEMBER(udicidlhy bR

SCj"g ‘{'v"‘ b

JUDGMENT

AWAD HASSAN MEER Argmnents of the learned counsel for the L ,

. partles heard and record perused :
i o
ARGUMENTS et e e

. _2 Learned counsel for the appellant argued that he was appomted as a

‘A Constable in D1str1ct Pohce, Chltral in 2007 On the allegatlons of takmg 1llegal

, gtatxﬁcatlon dlsc1plmary proceedmgs were conducted agaxnst him and thereafter-.- ; L
maJor penalty ot dtsmlssal from servxce was 1rnposed on hun vide 1mpugned order,.;. :b o

| l-'jdated 13. 10 2011 .He preferred departmental appeal on 23.11 ’7011 Whlch was - -

: 1ejected on 31 12. 2011 but the order was never. communlcated to the appellant He .

§."

' got the 00py of the reJectxon order of his' departmental appeal on 01 02. 2012.

.- a'




- exammatton lnmself after frammg quest1ons It was a serious dearture frorn the

] mles and not tenable in- the eyes of law Though show cause notice was - served on

- -the appellant but copy of enqulry report wae‘. not annexed with the show cause

o ‘_ ‘,nottce Rehance was placed on case law reported ds 1993 PLC C.§ 10!

r“‘,.«-

On the other hand learned Assrstant Advocate General argued that

o .'departmental proceedmgs Were initiated agamst the appellant and after observance

' of all'bodal formal1t1es ma_] or- pumshment was awarded to him.

CONCLUSION

poe

Upon scrutmy of record it transplred that though d1501pl1nary pr oceedmgs

R v ‘..

" . were 1nstttuted agamst the appellant but major penalty of dismissal from serv1ce

7 was awarded w1thout fulf’tllment of codal tormalltles We have exammed the

” ~i"nstead" of providing of cross -exainination-to the appellant, the enquiry officer”

. :framed 'questions with regard- to the process of cross examination. Howeyer this

:','actlon on the part of the enqutry ofﬁcer was clear deviation from the procedure

. co?/ of enqutry report was not annexed w1th the same which is the basrc nght of

B % < { ) X
. et ‘l“- i\‘ y'}}uxWﬂ:
m‘f}lbf s Teibunah.

A,statetnents annexed With_ the _.'enqulry' report but 1t is not clear whet,her'these S

-.Iatd down in the rules Though show cause nottce was served on the appellant but 5

' _'.:'stat'enients ‘were recorded -in, the. presence of th"e. appellant or not? Moreover, =



. .-"1“0 thatnon- pply. of ienqulry repo

R provxd 1 g h1m reasonabl‘ opportumty of defense

\

e'accused amounts to-denial of*

L :-_the appellant It IS ewdent from an apphcatmn addressed to the Chxef Mmlster -

_'.!’.Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and annexed w1th the paraW1se comments of theff'ﬂv

1espondents On the prevxous date of hearmg, the respondents were. d1rected to

L

-

P roduce complete record °f enquy and further clanﬁcatxon whether he was

o ."'.assocnated Wlth the enquxry proceedmgs or other\mse'? ‘No such record was made Lol

: aw.xlable by the respondents Qi the date nf hearmg In" view of glanng'- :

.d‘SCYCPaHCICS lapses and 1llegalit1es comm1tted by the respondents there 1s

T sufﬁc1ent _;ustxﬁcatlon to conduct de-novo enqulry in thxs case.

6. As a sequel to above the appeal is accepted impugned order datedi R

.' 13 10 2011 is set as1de and lThe appellant is relnstated if service. The respondents

'- .

. aré dlrected to conduct de—novo dnquiry. W1thm a period of ninety days stnetly m-"-,_" -

R A

"-"f»-_,;acgordance thll law and rules after the date of rece1pt of this Judgment The 1ssu'é‘f-_ R

o - of back beneﬁt< shall be Slle ot to the oufcome” of the- demxry Partles are

‘lett to bear theu' own 'costs Flle be con31gned to- the record room.

o, " (AHMAD HASSAN) -~
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%MW%@ éZ
mtmww-- /Q'—?f 7

(MUHAI\_/IMAD AMIYH
ANNOUNCED -' Nmm%umber of Vvoa‘es_..-._,, ép’? ﬁ
6%02 2019 ' i . o ~-C0@jingFec . /C’ __ .
- S R 'Total /} ‘

. --Name of Cﬁ? it




[O,, : AAV\’V\QF("'Wel 1._Du-

vy )

" ORDER, - - 2 o ' -
o In comphdncc of the mucr of hon(udbfc Smwcc lrlbunal Ki‘ybcr'
Pakhtunkhwa, F’cshdwcn dated 07.02. 7019 n Service Appcal "No. !&9/7()17 (:Hcd‘ '
Lix- -Constable Khash Noor Khan Na.57 v/ Govt:! oH\hybm I’akhtunl\ 'uv» ctc and
letter ot" the office of worthy insp(.c,tm General 0‘!’ Police, I\h) ber Pardwtunkhwa
‘Peshawar v:dc No.1 ]38/Lcnal daled 08 03.2019 Ix-Constable I\hosh Nom Khan is

hereby  re-instated  in service  for (ha PUrpose ol denove CrqLry, aHol[eﬁ_i

constabulary No.189 and-posled Lo Police [_.,fIVWCS Chil’ral.-

//
Dlstrrct FPolice ofrrtfcr,
: CI;nl;a!

" No. RSﬁ;-ga/l 0 dated Chitra (he az/ofg 12019,

Copy ofabnvc is :ullmlucd Fm mf'omntmn lo -

L. The Assistant lnspc' tor General o f’oll_u,, ..cgaf. Khybci' Pakhtunkhwa -

Peshawar, e o
The  Assistant Inspector’ General of Police, Establishment, Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, ' T ; '

DSP/ITQ '

RI/LO i

Pay Officer

Pay Officer : . ‘ .

: OHC for OB . o S P
8 C.0O Sccuu{y Clarcnce : ' ) —

to

NQMAW

e e e ——————
& N B



cf1s‘

’ AMMQ’MMTQ uE oo .

-
|
: ! -
4 #i LompER, T e - ' , TS
: In compliance of the order of IHonorgble. Servict Fribimal K hyber ™
Pakhunkhwa, Peshawar, dated 07.02.2019, in service appeal No. tn0:2002 utied
e Fx- Constable Khosh: Noor Khan V3 Government of Khybér i’:_ei!ihtunkh\w
) f‘ ' - Peshawar etc and letter of the office of the 'worihy Ainspcctoi‘ Generi of ‘!Siazlic&,
" B Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar vide No.1138/Lepgal  daled ():.\'2..:"{}.2‘()]9 Tox-
A,-" ~ Constable iKhosh Noor Khan was re-instated in gervice lor the purpose ol 1Denovo
. . A .
cnquiry vide this office order N_<3.2342-50{L‘,-Il dated OB.(’M.?.O_I‘) .:,a}'x’ci enave .
« enquiry was initiated incompliance of the above mentioned court -;)r(’:ﬁ and feter of \
4- o ° . ' :W(wthy 'Insp,ector Gencral of Poli'ce, Kh_))bf:r Pakhtunkhwa, - I’z:x‘i*.a'v\:ur» vide e
, ' ' No.1448/CPOMAB/C &, dated 15.04.2019. '
| : | o ‘ Aflter - comp!letion 'goi’ s:hc"Dcn-ov'cv enquiry in’ "righijol‘ e

recommendation of the Denove Enquiry Officer and fetter of waorthy 1GE K

¢

Pyboer

Pakhwnkhwa, Peshawar vide No. 1659/CPOMAB dated 20.05.201 Constabic
[Chosh Noor 1(]1211:1 No.i89 is re-instuted in service and his absente pesiod i

cansidercd as a kind of leave due.

J

o0 District Police officnr,

Faad SFN
b
e rheRr

fated Chitval the //./'&’(5/2(]19.

: bN(): 3z 9'75“3»2/1{-1-1? ol

opy of above is submitied for infommation to:-

1. Assistant Inspecior Gen
Khyber Pakhtunkhwe feshawar. . ‘

2. The Regional Police Gilicer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat, K o
3. DAO Chiual ' , ‘ - |
4. DSPHQ : S

©5. Pay Officer . A ,

S RINO ’ - , _ ‘
7. 12C : ; e . o
8. OHC for OB - . - _— ' o :
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al of Police, Internal Accountalility




