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, BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL
S ° PESHAWAR
Appeal No. 48/2017
Date of Institution ... ~ 26.12.2016
Date of Decision ... 18 03.2019
Yasim son of Noor Muhammad Ex-Constable Belt No. 1130 R/O Bala
Nagar, Rawalpindi Road, Kohat. ‘ : . (Appellant)
VERSUS
District Police Officer, Kohat and two others. . ... (Respondents)
Present. |
 Mr. Khursheed Ahmad Shahan, _

Advocate. : ... For appellant
Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, :
Addl. Advocate General, ‘ ... Forrespondents..
MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, ... CHAIRMAN
MR. AHMAD HASSAN, - ... MEMBER

JUDGMENT B

HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, CHAIRMAN:- T

The appellant joined the service of Police Department in Kohat Region
on 31.08.2008 and was removed from service on 08.01.2014 on account of .~ __ ;,,{;'
absence w.e.f 09.10.2013 till the date of passing of the order. His - - z
departmental appeal and further review petition were also dismissed/rejected, ~ )
hence the appeal in hand. ' .
2. We have heard learned counsel for the appellant, learned Addl.

\ “Advocate General on behalf of the respondents and have also gone through o

the available record.




At the outset, learned AAG agitated objection regarding competency of -

appeal in hand on the ground that the departmental appeal of appellant was
preferred on 22.09.2015 i.e. WithAa delay of more thaﬁ 19 monthé. The said
appeal was decided on 16.3.2016 while a review petition was preferréd under
Rule-11-A of the Police Rules, 1975 which was rejected on 29.09.201_6,
Being barred by time. Learned AAG relied on judgment reported as 2015-
S‘CMR-165, 2011-SCMR-676 and contended that in case the departmental

appeal of a civil servant was barred by time his service appeal before the

Tribunal was also not competent. It was further contended that the appellant

was a habitual wrong doer and was earlier also dismissed from service on

21.09.2011. He was, however, reinstated subsequently on 13.12.2011 with

modification of punishment to reduction in pay for a period of three years-

(time scale).

Learned counsel for the appellant while attempting to controvert the
arguments of learned AAG referred to a judgment reported as 2008-SCMR-
1666 and contended that due to the illness of appellant, the period of absence

was condonable by the department.

o}

3. On carefully examining the record, it revealed that the.departmental

appeal of appellant was decided in negative on 16.3.20:16, also on the ground

of being barred by time. It is further a matter of record that after rejection of |

his review petition on 29.09.2016, that too on the ground of limitation, the

' appeal in hand was preferred on 26.12.2016 with a delay of about two -




months. An application for condonation of delay was though submitted
alongwith the appeal in hand but without any cogent reasoﬁ warranting the
condonation. Similarly, in para-7 of the memorandum of appeal it was noted
that t:he order of rejection of his review pétitioﬁ was received by the appellant
on 10-12 aays ago. This claim, however, would not justify the condonation of |
delay in submission of appeal o-wing to the fact that the appellant had not
even given the date of receipt of the order. Admittedly, the appellant failed to
submit any application for the purpose alongwith his departmental appeal ror'
the revision petition although he had taken the pretext of his illness in the
departmgntal representation dated 22.09.2015. On the contrary, it was not the
\case of appellant that he had applied fér any leave on medical grounds-during

the course of his absence from duty.

4. For what has been stated above, we find that the appellant remained
indolent all along in pursuing his legal remedies in time. The appeal in hand

is, therefore, dismissed hereby.

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be consigned to the

record room.
\

(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI)
CHAIRMAN

HMAD HASSAN)
MEMBER

ANNOUNCED

18.03.2019
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ﬁ, s _ .
Date of Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate
S.No. | order/ and that of parties where necessary.
proceedings
L 2 3
Present.
18.3.2019 Mr. Khursheed Ahmad Shahan,

For appellant
Advocate ~

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,

Addl. Advocate General

.. For respondents
with Ishaq Gul, DSP (Legal) ' '

Vide our detailed judgment of today, the appeal in hand is
dismissed.

Parties are left to bear their respective costs. File be

4
Chgl an

consigned to the rec

ANNOUNCED

18.3.2019




. 30.08.2018 Clerk of the counsel for appellant and Mr. Ziaullah,

Deputy District Attorney aloﬁgwith Mr. Arif Saleem, ASI for
the respondehts !p"re's"e'nt Clerk of the counsel for appellant
o . seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for record and

arguments on 15.10.2018 before D.8.

-

S (Ahm assan) . {Muhammad.Amin Khan Kundi)

Médmber . T Member

15.10.2018 . Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. 'Kabi‘rUIIah
Khattak learned Additional Advocate General for the respondent
present. Due to general strike of the bar, the case is adjourned. To
come up on 28.11.2018 before D.B

e

A

Mecember , ' : , Member .

28.11.2018 - Junior to counsel for the af)_pe]lant and Mr. Muhammad
. Riaz Painda Khel, Asstt. AG for fghe respondents present.

‘The former requests for adjournment due to indisposition
| - ~of learned senior counsel for the appellant. Adjourned to

"28.1.2019 for argumenté before the D.B.

. : Meiber

N ~\

28.01.2019 ; ~ Appellant in person present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, alongwith
‘ ' Mr. Ishaq Gul, DSP (Legal) for respondents present. Appellant seeks
adjouinment. Adjourned. Case to come’ up for arguments on

18.3.2019 before D.B. - | a | . i

E S P

(Ahmad Hassan) - (M. Hamid Mughal)
Member Member

e




R 7

12.02.2018 Appellant in person present. Mr.- Riaz Paindakhel,
- Assistant AG for the respondent present. Counsel for the appcllant
is not in altcndancc due to general strike of the bar. To come up

for rejoinder and arguments on 16.04.2018 bctore D.B.

SN
s . emve

‘16.04.21018 ) Counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG alongwith Mr.
Arif Saleem, ASI for respondents present. Counsel for the

appellant ‘seeks. adjournment. Adjourned To come up for

arguments on 03.07.2018 before D.B.

(Ahmadﬁas;n) : , (M. Amin Khan Kundi)
Member - : ' Member

HO3.07.2018“ Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan,
Deputy District Attorney aiongwith Mr. Arif Saleem, ASI for
the respondents present. Representative of the department is
directed to produce inquiry record of the appellant on or

P S - before the next date of hearing. Adjourned. To come up for

record and arguments on 30.08 201;8 before D.B

i M/‘

(Ahmad Hassan) (Muhammad Amin Kundl)
Member : Member




learned counsel for the appellant need consideration. The appeal

is admitted for- regular hearing subject to limitation and all
legal objections. The appcliant to deposit of security and
" process fee within 10 days thercalier notice be issued to the

'lcspondcnts for written rcply/commcnls for 13 11.2017

be[0r§§.B - | %W

{Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
Member -

13.11.2017 Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabir Ullah
Khattak, Additional Advocafe General alongwi‘th‘ Mr. Arif

~ Saleem, SI for the respondents present. Written, 'reply not

submitted. Requested for further adjournment. Adjourncd.

To come up for written reply/comments on 04.12.2017

before S.B. RN
(Gul Zeb Khan)
Member i
04.12.2017 ~ Appellant in person plcscnl Mr. QRN&:‘ ‘}N'v{\o\

: 5%{ Jh_&“éigmkAdVOCdlC General alonéwnh Arif

Saleem SI for 1(;spondems present. Written reply submitted.

To come up for rejoinder and arguments on 12 0? 7()16“:'

before D.B. RS A

(GLM%@

~Member (17)




Appetiant Depa i

s .

03.10.2017

ted

Service Appeal No. 48/2017

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak;

Assistant AG for the respondents also present. Preliminary

arguments heard. It ' was contended by the learned counsel for the -

appellant that the appellant was serving in Police Department and -

during his service departmental procceding was initiated against

him on the basis of his alleged absence for about one month. It was

further contended that infact the appellant was ill and due 1o illncss -

he could not attend duty. It was further contended that the
competent authority should have taken into consideration his
period 61’ absence i.e one month and should have imposed the
penalty 61’ stoppage of increment instead of remowval from service.
It was further contended that the dismissal order was passcd by the
compcetent authority from the date of his absence i.c retrospectively
and further contended that the absence period has also been
considered by competent authority as leave wAil'hout pay. Therefore,

the absence period was regularized by the competent authority.

Hence the impugned order i1s void ab-initio therefore, the limitation

does not run against the void order.

2. On the other hand lcarned Assistant Advocate General Mr.
Kabirullah Khattak, Assistant AG opposed the contention of
learncd counsel for the appellant and contended that the appellant
was absent from duty and could not justify his absence before the
compelcht authority thercforc, he was rightly dismissed from
service. It was further contended that after proper inquiry the
appellant was proved guilty of absence and the appellant has also
filed the present appeal alter limitation pertod, therefore, the

prescnt appeal is liable to be dismissed in limine.

3. No doubt the appeal is time barred but the alleged absence

period for which the appellant has been dismissed from service is

onc month and thec competent authority has imposed major penalty
P A

upon the appellant of removal from scrvice. Record further reveals

that the dismissal order has been passed by the competent authority

from the date of abscnce i.e retrospectively and the absence period
of the appellant has been treated as leave without pay therefore, the

same is regularized by the competent authority. Point raised by




------

10 ©15.06.2017 : ‘ g o Clerk‘to counse}l‘forthe appellant present and seeks.

r adj(')_Llrnn'ieht; l'.Adjou'rhed._x Lés'tt'_ opportunity given for

Chﬁﬁ'%

prellrnmary ﬁéaring_ fO’_i‘ 13072017 before S.B.

13.07.2017 ~ Appellant in person prpseht and requested for adjournment as
- his counsel is not in attendance today. Adjourned. Another last

opportunity is given for preliminary hearing for 09.08.2017 before S.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
Member
09.0872017 _ A Clerk to :c()unsel- for the appellant present and submitted an

- application - for adjournment. 'Adjourned. To come up for

preliminary hearing on 11.09.2017 before S.B.

(Ahmad Hassan)
Member
11.09.2017. Counsel for the appcllant present and requested for

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary hearing on

03.10.2017 before S.B.

. (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
' ‘ Member




Glorks 19 saunsel far the apnellont and Addl. AG for the
‘ esont, Clerk 19 sounsel for the appellant requests

03,08.2017 Gounsgl for the appellant and Addl, AG for respondents
present.  Counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment,

Adjourned for preliminary hearing (o 28.05.2017 before §.8,

25.05.2017 Appellant in person present and requested for adjournment.
Request accepted. To come up for preliminary hearing on

15.06.2017 before S.B.

(AH@A'D'H'ASS)A'N)

©o7 7 MEMBER




g .

20:02.2Q17 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Clerk to counsel for
the appellant requested for adjournﬁent. Request a_ccepté‘d.' To come
up for preliminary hearing on 09.03,2017 befére S.B. o |
(Aﬂmssw)
* MEMBER
09.03.2017 Learned counsel for appellant Mr. Khurshid Ahmad Shahan
b present. Preliminary arguments heard. At the \}ery outset cjue,stign of
limitation arose. Learned counsel for appellant ,scgk}sl' time. for preparation
on the point of limitation. Granted. In the meanwhile learned Additional
Advocate General office also be put on prg-adrﬁission notice on the
question of limitation. To come up for preliminary hearing on- 04.04.2017
before S.B. ' ‘
(ASHFAQUE TAJ)
MEVBER
04.04,2017 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for the
B - - respondents pre'senl‘..;.-,Qounsql;jfor‘;.“th-"agpellgn_‘; :Seeks o

-adjournment.. To come up 10r: preliminary hgaring.on: -

" 19.04.2017 before SB, v v




v . FormA |

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of ‘ 4
“CaseNo_ 43/2017
S.No. ,Dare oforder _ Orderorother proceedmgs wnth srgnature ofjudge or Maglstrate :
proceedings
T | 2 o 3
q 19/01/2017 : The appeal of Mr. Yasim Khan resubmitted today by
Mr. Khurshld Ahmad Shahan Advocate may be entered in the
|I"IStItUthl’1 Reglster and put up to the Worthy Chalrman for
proper order please. I '
S
: REGIS _—
2 2%/~ /7 ) This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing
to be put up there on 20,_ /. 20/ 7
| |
CHAJRMAN
!
3y 30.01.2017 ~Agent of counsel . present and requested for
adjournment as counsel for the appellant is not [in
attendance. Adjourned for; preliminary heariﬁg to’
20.2.2017 before S.B. - 5
,
Chéirman




A SO T e

A

The appeal of Mr. Yasim Khan son of Noor Muhammad Ex- Constable No. 1130 Kohat Police received
todAay i.e. on 26.12.2016 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Memorandum of appeal may be got signed by the appellant.

2- 'Annexures of the appeal may be attested..

3- Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.

4- Heading of the appeal is incomplete which may be completed. -
" 5- Departmental appeal having no date be dated.

6- Copy of appointment order mentioned in para-2 of the memo of appeal (Annexure-A) is.

not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
7- One more copy/set of the appeal along with annexures i.e complete in all respect may
’ also be submitted with the appeal. ‘ ‘

No. 2{{ 22 /ST, _ . .
ot LEIR_ 2016 ' S \
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

o PESHAWAR.
Khurshid Ahmad Shahan Adv. Pesh. “




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
.PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. (_»{ﬁ /201

YOS . it Appellant
Versus -
D.P.OKohat&others.......c.ccooivviiiiiiiinnn, Respondents

N T e,
AR LA

R R D T e e
“Description of Documents: ..

AL e R
S kTR,

1. |Service Appeal with affidavit | 1-6

2. | Application for condondtion of 7-9

v delay with affidavit _

3. | Addresses of parties 10 |70/

4. [Copy of the disciplinary action, A@ 11-12
charge sheet

5. |Copy of Show Cause Notice B | 13
6. {Copy of order of removal from C 14
. service dated 07.01.2014

7. | Copy of Departmental Representation D 15

| 8. | Copy of order dated 16.03.2016 E 16

| 9. |Copy of Appeal to IGP F 17
10. | Copy of order dated 29.09.2016 G 18
11. | Medical record 19-24
12. | Wakalatnama ' - 25

Dated __/12/2016




led

1

>4 ( | 1h service dated  08.01.2014 and

©

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No. /j Z /2074 Koy Pakhtukhwa
Diiary No. l :i“, ’2

YasimS/o Noor Muhammad, Ex-Constable Dated 7—6’/2’20/5
Belt No.1130 R/o Bala Nagar, Rawalpindi
RoAd, KONGT. ..t Appellant

Versus
»1.  District Police Officer, Kohat
2. Régionoi Police Officer Kohat Region.

v3.  Inspector General of Police .
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar........... Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, ACT,
:

19734 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER PASSED BY THE DPO/RESPONDENT NO.1 -

DATED 08.1.2014 AND SUBSEQUENTLY ORDERS PASSED BY THE DIG/RP0O/
RESPONDENT NO.2 AND IGP/RESPONDINT NO.3 DATED 16.3.2016 & 29.9.2016-

PRAYER
On acceptance of the instant appeal the | | \
o-day impugned order passed by the = \

- DPO/respondent No.1 of removal from

subsequently orders passed by the R.P.O,
/respondents No.2 and IGP ‘/respondent
No.3 dated 16.03.2016 & 29.09.2016




respectively whereby the appellant has
‘been removed from by the respondent
No.1 and the said order was upheld by
respondent No.2 & 3 may kindly be set
aside and be declared as null and void
and further directions may kindly be
passed to the respondents to reinstate the

appellant with all back benefits.

Respeclfullv Sheweth:

.

That the appellant is a law abiding citizen of

Pokis’rdn.

That the appellant was appointed as constable in
the Police Department on 31.08.2008. (Copy of the

document is attached as annexure “A").

That the disciplinary action was taken against the

appellant vide letter No.16286.87 dated 06.11.2013
and charge sheet dated 08.11.2013 was issued and
final show cause was issued on 04.12.2013 to the

appellant during the sever sickness of the appeliant.

(Copy of show cause nofice is attached as annexure

“B").

That one sided inquiry was conducted and the

appellant remoined;unheord and the appellant was

not joined in the said inquire. -




A.

(2.

That the disciplinary action was taken and the

removal  from service order was passed by the -

respondent - No.1 against the opbellcn’r_ on

08.01.2014. (Copy of order of removal from service is

- attached as annexure-“C").

That the appellant filed the Department appeal/
representation before the R;P.'O/respondent No.2 on
acquiring knowledge but the same was also
dismissed on 16.03.2016. (Copy of Departmental
Representation & order are attached as annexure
“D").

Tho’r the appellant approached to the I.G.P

(respondent No.3 through appeal in within week

time but the aforesaid orders were upheld on

29.09.2016; now the instant appeal on the following

amongst other grounds the order dated 29.09.2016

was issued to the appeliant 10/12 days ago.
——

GROUNDS:

That the impugned orders passed by the

respondents are against the law fact.

_Tho’r the appeliant remoined.»unheard ahd the

maximum of of audi ultrem patem has been violated

that no one should bé condemned unheard

That no misconduct has been committed by the

appeliant.




(4)

That the facts and circumstance of the case have

not been brought fo into the consideration.

That "rhe major penalty has been awarded to the
appellant and thereby spoiled the entire carrier of

the appellant.

That the orders passed by the respondents/
department are not legally speaking order and are

‘not tenable in the eye of law.

That no lawful procedure has been adopted while

poséing the impugned orders by the respondents.

. That the appellant has been discriminated as in such

like case, such like harsh order are not passed.

That the absence was not intentionally and
deliberate but due to the severe sickness of the

appellant and subsequently of his father.

It s, therefore most humbly prayed that on
acceptance of the instant appeal the impugnéd
order passed by the 'DPO/resp‘ondem Nb] do’red
08.01.2014 and subsequently orders possed by ‘rhe
D.l. G /%é)spondems No.&and IGP /respondent No.3
dafed - 16.03.2016 & 29.09.2016 whereby the

appellant has been removed from service by




respondent No.l‘;& the said orders were upheld by

respondent No.2 & 3 may kindly be set aside and be
declared as null and void and further directions may
kindly be passed to the respondents to reinstate the

appellant with all back benefits.

Any other relief may also be awarded deem fit

and proper.in the interest of justice.

Dated 10.12.2016
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -
: ' PESHAWAR
i - Service Appeal No:- -P/2016
Yasim Khan “Versus Police Department
e Appellant : o Respondent

R R O R R 2 S S PP

AFFIDAVIT

I Yaszm Khan S/o Noor Muhammad R/o Bhawal

Nagar, Pindi Road Kohat do hereby solemnly affirm and

declare on oath that the contents of this accompanying

Service Appeal are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from

this Honourable T ribunal.

fogir

DEPONENT
CNIC No:- 14301- 9001008 1

'd Shahan

s L Lama i o
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR
CM.No.____ /2016
In
Service Appeal No. /2016
) €0 11 1 2 FOU SN ,......‘...........-.Q...Appellant
Versus
D.P.O Kohat & others........ e tenereraeesiaeareeaneas Respondents

PETITION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY
"IN FILLING DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AS WELL
AS THE INSTANT APPEAL

Respecifully Sheweth:

1. That the captioned case is being filed before this
Honourable Court, in which no date of hearing has

yet been fiked

2. That the absence of the appellant from duty was
| not intentionally and deliberate but due to the

severe sickness of the appeliant and subsequently
of his father. |

3. That delay in filing departmental appeals and the
titted appeal if any, is neither wiliful nor deliberate

but due to reason mentioned above..



&

4.  That the appellant has been discriminated as in

such like case, such like harsh order are not passed.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on

- acceptance of this opplicoffoh, the delay, if any, in
filing department appeals as well as the above
titled appeal may kindly be condoned in the

interest of justice and fairplay

Through

Khursheed Ahmad Shahan

‘Dated 10.12.2016 Adch’eﬂ/’Hiih Court




BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR.
CM No:- -B/2016
In
Service Appeal No:- -P/2016
Yasim Khan Versus " Police Department
........... Petitioner T ....Respondent

¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢

AFFIDAVIT

I, Yasim kkan S/o Noor Muhdmmad R/o Bhawal

Nagar, Pindi Road, Kohat, do hereby solemnly affirm and

declare on oath that the contents of this accompanying

Application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge

and belief and nothing has been concealed from this

Honourable Tribunal. ,
‘ Yl

N

DEPONENT

éntified by , :
' ' CNIC No:- 14301-9001008-1

'Khurshag’Ahmad Shahan
Advocage, Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR
C.M. No. /2016
In
Service Appeal No. /2016
YOS e SUUPPURY Appellant
o Versus

D.P.O Kohat & OtETS. oo Respondents

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

PETITIONER:

Yasin S/o Noor Muhammad, Ex-Constable
Belt No.1130 R/o Bala Nagar, Rawalpindi
Road, Kohai

RESPONDENTS:
1.  District Police Officer, Kohat

2. - Regional Police Officer Kohat Region.

3. Inspector General of Police
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

Appellant
- Through |
Khyrsheed Ahmad Shahan
Dated 10.12.2016 Advocate High Court
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s ) DISCIPLINARY ACTION ﬁ&\u%
L : B MUHAMMND SALEEM, _ DISTRICT POLICE .
x OFFICER KOHAT as competent authorlty, am of the opinion that Constable '
-[fgj -~ Yasim Khan No. 1130 has rendered- zumself l1able to be proceeded agamst as

he .committed the followmg acts / omissi; pns under Police Rule 1975:-

STATEMENT ;y’F ALLEGATIONS
. , : _ You had absemnted yourself from official duty vide DD =
’»«.«w-- ’ ' ‘ . NO. 38 dated 05.09.2013 and reported arrival vide DD

» . ' - No. 34 -dated. 06.10.2013 without any leave or
K Y permission fr%n the competent authorlty

2. ‘ For the pulpdse of scrut1n1z1ng ‘the conduct of said

accused w1th reference to the above allegatlons Mr. Lal Farid Khan DSP City, .-

Kohat is appointed as enquiry officer. The enquiry officer shall in accordance
W1th prov1s1on of the Police Rule 1975, prov1de reasonable opportunity of
hearing to the accused official, record its findings and rnake within twenty five
~days of the receipt of this order recommendatlons as to pumshment or other‘

appropnate act1on against the accuser“*

-

~ The accused official shall join the proceeding on the

date, time and place fixed by the enquiry officer.

No/gQg5 & 7/PA, dated. L E - [/ /2015 -~

Copy of above is forwarded to:- : o |

1. Mr. Lal Farid Khan DSP City, Kohat:- The Enqun'y Officer for i
1n1t1at1ng nroceedings.against the accused under the provisions of f :
Police R:+ie-1975. - N |

2. Constabib Yasim Khan No. 1130:- The concerned ofﬁaal/

officer’s vith the directions to appear before the Enquiry officer, on ¥
the date, time and place fixed by the enqulry officer, for the
purpose of enquiry proceedings.

----------

N
e

B P [
FAPA Work ZOI]\FiQal, Show Causc Notice, Charge Sheel, Explanation, Order 200 C HARGE SH :E T 2013.doc




- 1-

| y e s o \Ne )
3 - CHAR_GE SHEET, e
: . o N _ |
v . :
[1\ ’ 1. , : : I MUHAMMAD SALEEM DISTRICT POLIC'*‘
L 2 OFFICER KOHAT, as competent authorlty, hereby charge you Constable
_ Yasxm Khan No. 113C committed the followmg 1rregu1ar1t1es -

) : . You hac! :w%ented yourself from official duty vide DD
b - . 'NO. 38 dated 05.09.2013 and reported arrival vide DD
- . T ' No.. 34 .dated 06.10.2013 without any 'leave or
f . permission from the competent authority. ‘

2. By reasons. 'of the .above, you appear to gullty of
-~ . misconduct under Pohce Rule 1975 and have rendered yourself hable to all or
o any of the penalt1es a

3. You are _therefore, requlred to submlt your written

defence within. O7days of the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry officer.
' Your written defense if any should reach the Enqulry

Officer Wlthln the specified period, fa111ng which it shall be presumed that you :

have no defense to put in and in that case ex- parte action shall be taken
- s against you. .

&

4. - A statement of allegation is enclosed.




.6 N Copy of finding of the enquiry'ofﬁcer_is encios_e.d._

Dated pé,% /2013 - -

e o o,
FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE v

1. N ‘I,‘, Muhammad Saleem, Dlstrlct Pohce Officer, Kohat as

~competent authonty under the Poh*e Rule 1075 serve you CONSTABLE,'_
: _YASIM KHAN NO. 1130 as fallow - '

"The consequent :ipon the completlon of onqumes conduum

) agamst you by the Enquiry Officer, Mx Lal Farid Khan DSP City Kohat.

2. - On going mroucrh the 11 indings and recommendations of fhc
Enqulry Offlcer the materials on the 1ecord and other connected papers, I aru
satlsﬁed that the charge agamst you is proved and you have' committed the
followmg acts/omission spemﬁed in Police Rule 1975. :

' “You had absented yourself from official duty vide DD NO. 58
dated - 05.09. 2013 and reported arr1val V1de DD No 34 dated
06.10:2013 (Total absence pemod of 31 days) wzthout any leave or

—_— .

permlsswn from the competent authority.”

3. - As a result thereof I AS competent authoutv, have ‘tentatively

dLClded to- impose upon you the pé nalty -of maJor pumshmem Lmdel Pohu

Rule 1975, ' S

. . - kY

R .. You are "}"61 efore, requ <l Lo Sho“ Cause as, Lo Wh‘\,f the aforecaud‘

penalty Shou]d not be 1mposed up01 you, also mttmclte &\hcther you deszre to

be heard in person
5 I no reply to this notice is rece1ved W1th1n seven (7) days "of its
dellvery in the normal course of c1rcum~stances it Wll] be consldeiecl/plec;umed

that you have no defence to put in and in that case an ex- parte ac‘rlon shall ‘be

ta]\en again st you. , : . ~ o

No. 162 &" 4/‘pA - ' DIS&R}CT\»‘Q}I@{S}{F{CER,

he

A



ORDER

’I‘hxs order is passed on the departmental enqunry agamst
Constable Yasim Khan No. 1130 of this district Police under Police Rule 1975

Brief facts of the departniental enquiry are that he ﬁas

absented himself from his official duty without any leave or pcrmission:vide DD

No. 38 daled 05.09.2013™and reperied arrival vide DD No. 34 dated

06.10.2013 (total absence pcnod 31 day%) and again abscnted vide DD No. &8
dated 09.10.2013 till to date. ; , o

He was served with charge sheet/summary of allegations

and Mr. Lal Farid Khan DSP City, Kohat was appointed as Enquiry Officer to

proceed against him departmentally. The enquiry officer has submltted hls

findings and found him guilty of the charges leveled agamst him,

He was served with Final Show Cause Notice on his home

address but his reply is still awaited and nor he has JOlI‘l his duty Thcrefore,

the undersigned take an ex- part, departmental action against hxm thc,pc-rxod of

absence is counted as absence and leave without pay and removed from servxce

l'rom the date of absence s mentioned ithove.

* OB No. 92 o \\.

- Date_08—61- ;3014  DISTRICT poug FF’ICER,‘




The Deputy Inspector General
Kohat

Sub:- RE-INSTATEMENT' ‘
Dear Sir,

With due reverence and humble submission, i beg to state that due to long
absence i have been removed from service vide OB No 42 dated 08-January, 2014. R

In this context, i beg to state that i did not deliberately remain absent from my
duty but the circumstances beyond my control allowed me to do the same, for which
i deeply regret and request your honour to waive off my absence. | remained under
medical treatment for this period, the medical certificates are attached herewith for
your kind perusal.

Being poor man, i cannot meet the expenses of my family without any job in
these critical days.

| shall be very thankful to you if i am re-instated in my post. | give you surely
that i shall be not give you any chance for my absence, for which i shall ever remain
grateful to you and i shall pray for your promotion health, prosperity and long life.

Thanking you in anticipation

ﬁ Yours faithfully

CONSTABLE YASIM KHAN
NO 1130
Dated 22-09-2015




“This corder is passed on a. departmental appeal preferred by
Ex-Constable Yasrm Khan No. 1130 of Kohat district Police (hereinafter called

‘ | appellant) against the punishment order: of removed from service passed by -

DPO Kohat vide OB No. 42 dated 08.01.2014. The appellant seeks to set-aside
the punishment order and reinstatement i in servroe ‘

Facts are that the appellant while posted at PS City Kohat'

absented himself from lawful duty intentionally and deliberately without any leave B
or prior permission from superior authority vide DD No. 38 date 05.09.2013 to
: ' 06.10.2013 and again absented vide DD No. 18 dated 09 10 2013 till the date of
- dismissal i.e. 08.01.2014. | : - :
He was served with charge sheet alongWith statement of
allegations, but he had not submrtted his reply nor appeared pefore the enquiry
officer. According to the report of enquiry officer, the applicant was enlisted in
Police department on 31.10.2008 and was dismissed from service on
21.09.2011, prior to the present pumshment He was reinstated in service on
13.12.2011. He was habitual absentee and unwrllrng worker. The enquiry officer
' found him guilty of the charges and after completrng all legal formalities, he was
removed from servrce by the competent authority vide OB No. 42 dated

08.10.2014.

) Feeling aggrieved from the said p‘unishment he preferred the

: rnstant appeal. Record requisitioned a,.d_nemsed The appellant was heard in
queries. were asked to him

egsbn in orderly room on 16.03.2016, cross
rebardrng misconduct, but he could nct satisfy the under;rgned
_ s Record gone through whlch indicates that the appellant has proved
o ,~"'h‘rmself as habitual absentee and unwilling worker and was not interested in his
l official job. Durrng his short span of service, he has numerous absence entries in
. . his service record for which he was also drsmrssed,f,,,omwservrce but he did not l
N amend / improve himself. Besides this, his: appeal is bw -barred aboutI
01-year & 10- months His appeal berng devoid of merits and badly time-barred is "

- \hereEy?ejected -
Order Announced . . '
= .16.03.2016 .

% il o (DR. ISHTIAQ(AHIJAD HIARWAT)
' ' , _ | bL Regional Police Cificer, :
' ' . Kohat Region.

No. 3‘3 S0 /cc dated Kohat the 1( —03 — 12016.

. _ Copy to the District Police Officer, Kohat for information wir
to his office Memo: No. 4686/LB dated 03.03.2016. His service reoord is

enclosed herewith.
/

Y/ AV A}

£l {%‘//f@
' D:%ARWAT)
Regional ce Officer, . -

sl
' (DR. ISHTIAQ é

- \ ' @) Kohat Region.
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Before the provincial police officer, . ‘\\
Khyber Pakhtun Khwa, Peshawar. - \/}/

SUJBECT: REPRESENTATION

Resbected Sir, '
Wlth veneratlon the petltloner submits the followmg for consideration on
qympatheuc and numanltanan grounds.

The petltloner while posted at PS city kohat suffered from | join us since 01 09-

e e

2013 which was conflrmed vides the Iaboratory report. Copy of the said report is

enclosed here with. Thus the petitioner could not attend to the official duties and "
' reméined under medical treatment during the period form 01-09-2013 till 05-10-2013.
The petitioner joined -his duty,éﬂer getting pértial recovery but again became the -

victim of the said deseeds from 09-10-2013 to 08-01-2014. The petitioner was

- proceeded 'against departmentally and uitimately removed form service by DPO
“Kohat vide OB No 42 dt 08-10-2014 as the petitioner could not attended the

——

"

departmental proceedings due to his swkness
e

- The petitioner filed an a appeal before the reglonal chief but the same was

rejected vide his order dt. 16-03-2016. The petitioner has got no other source of .~
~ income and is the only bread earner of his family and due to the loss of service of the

petitioner, the whole famlly of the petitioner is faced W|th great financial hardships.

The petitioner d:d not remain absent from duty deliberately but was forced by

the cnrcumstances to remain absent from official duty, hence this representatzon
In view of the above, it is requested that the petitioner may be re- mstated in
service w.e.f. the date of his removal from service i.e. 08-10-2014.

Yours Obediently,

‘Yasim K%glé({iaonstable) %

No.1130
Bahawal Nager, Pindi Road
‘Kohat. ]

T et
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OFFICE OF THE
(NSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KHYBER PAKHTUNKIHWA
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
PESHAWAR.

No. 8/ éé}rll(v dated Peshawar the 9? ] /"’?/201

NG

ORD R

This order is hereby passed to dispose of dupmtmcmal

ok hiunk
sppeiiant was awarded punishment of Removal [10m service by DPO, Kohat vide OB No. 42,
died 08.01.2014, on charges of abscnce for a period of 04 months and 03 days. '

ie preferred appeal before the RPO, Kohat which was examined dnd filed vide order
Pt No. 2890/EC, dated 16.03.2016.

Mecting of Appeal Board was held on 28.05.20160, \vhuem the appellant was heard in

=

peison, The ulqum papers were also examined. On examination of record, it revealed that he

wwice \;.mmlwﬂd from service on the charges of absence from duty. [t is proved from the

i‘i:i‘e_"i'ft im 1

chtion o[ he pelitioner is barred by law and limitation and worth rejection.
L - .

This m‘dcr is issued with approval by the Competent Authority.

(NAJEEB-UR-I vhlf\\’
AIG / Lstabhshmcn

Kh) ‘ber Pal\hlunkhww, Peshawal

N S/ C*(f?éf ‘93 /16,

Copy of above i forwarded for information and necessary action to the:-

i, Legional Police Officer, Kohat Region, Kohat.
3. Disirict Police Officer, Kohat.
1. PE0 o 161/ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CRO Peshawar.
RO to 1GP/Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO Peshawar,
FA 10 Addl 1GP/HQrs: Khv‘nef Faklunkhwa, Peshawar.

6. PAO DK;/I[Oxs Khyber I’a]\hlunl hw i, Peahawai

-1

Office Supdt: -1V, CPO, Peshawar.
8. 1O Central Registry Cell, (CRC), CPO.

ppeais ordess 1epeciud drox

DACopy o Cornputer 2 Data 200 suippeals cedins pact

appeal under Rule 11-A of Khyber

hwa Police Rule-1975 submitted by l‘\ Constable: Yasim Klmn No. IH() The .

sotitioner is habitual absentee and possesses mcomg,lble character. Therefore, the

7
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SKIIF Clinical Laboratory

Mob: 0333-3848888
GenderM Date / - 9-/73

Name \/.'J/f /z{‘./
rd

Age

~‘Specimen_ﬁﬂ,, A/ Mo,
' - CLINICAL BIOCHEMISTRY L. _' i

RIF Reffered ByJ))_Jifar)

b

AtKo )y

TEST NORMAL RANGE RESULT Hb ¢
Glucose Fasting | 70 - 110mg% ~~ mg% | Esr ' /
Glucose Random | 80 - 180mg% / mg% | RBC /
Total Lipids 500- 800 / mg% | TLC
Cholestero! 140. 220 . mg% | DLC .
Uric Acid M2.5-7 - F2-6 Neutrophils
H.Phylori N Lymphocytes
Toxoplasma \ Eosinophiis
A.S5.0 Titre Basophils
Reumation Factor Monocytes /
Pregnancy Test ‘ / ’ Platelet
Urea - 10 - 50mg% / mg% | Widal Test fpC /7 /€.
Crotinine 05 - 1.1 I mg% | WidalTo ) / 330
+Bilirubln 01 - 10 o- 7  mg% | WidalTH / . / 140
.ALT ( SGPT) Upto 40 s MP NC  mp  mpum
Aik Phos (Adult) U / Blood Group ' _~ ~
BT RH Factor [
CT. A Brucella Abortus
HBs Ag ) Brucella Melitensis
H.C.V Ne o 1/0 Typhidot '
HLV 7 [ 1Gm
ICT:- 1G
URINE EXAMINATION Urine Passes of ° Receive Of
PHYSICAL CHEMICAL MICROCOPY
[ Quantity . . 3e2c | Albumin YACLD Red Cells a/— g 9 IHPF
"Color ﬂq,[z. ye% ¢V | Sugar /Y Pus Cells Zavyyp IHPF
[EPH 1.0 _ |BileSalt a1, Epith Cells / IHPF
1 'Sp. Gravity _ "/ Bile Pigment Casts
Note: 175 b Opyioa meﬂpo(

1)

s ‘ B
v AL

- g
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Dr. _Khan Askar Orakzai.

- M.B.B.S;M.P.H.

- Goneral Physlclan & Expert in Children Diseascs.

Mehmood Medicose Near Chongi Opp. Shell Pump

Bannu Road Kohat.

Mobile No. 0333-9624762.

;u /J‘l |L,,/J[G
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Name; ", Age: Sex: Yadl Dated: (72 /0?..—-—73
A /Vé?j/ 777 Weight: Diagnosis: ., 2o UE

l,‘;lg!ormlinical Findings
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g g Clinical Laborator ]

'

[ Mob: 0333-3848888 =5
' . Na}’ne, )/M/M Age ' Gender7 Date //-/,Q-;/j

Specimen_ 4/, ot

.

: TEST NORMAL RANGE RESULT Hb ~
+~ | Glucose Fasting | 70 - 110mg% ~~ mg% | Esr /7
" | Glucose Random | 80 - 180mg% /' mg% | RBC
; Total Lipids 500- 800 J mg% | TLC
l Cholesterol 140- 220 / mg% | pLc
Uric Acid M2.5.7 - F2-6 { Neutrophils
¢ H.Phylori Lymphocytes
Toxoplasma Eosinophils
A.S.0 Titre Basophils
Reumation Factor Monocytes . /
Pregnancy Test _ \ Platelet pays
Urca 10 - 50mg% \ mg% | Widal Test Roplyy Loz |
Cretinine 05 - 1.1 \ mg% | WidalTO ;. £,
Bitirubin 01 - 10 ° \ mg% | WidaiTH _/ - £ga°
'ALT ( SGPT) Upto 40 M.P /
Alk Phos (Adult) uiL Blood Group
BT RH Factor
‘CT . Brucella Abortus
HBs Ag / Brucelia Melitensis
H.C.V Vi Typhidot /
H.ILV / 1Gm /
|CTI- - / 1G
URINE EXAMINATION Urine Passes of Receive Of
PHYSICAL CHEMICAL MICROCOPY
Quantity Albumin / Red Ceils / IHPF
Color Sugar { Pus Cells { IHPF
ol Ph. Bile Salt ) Epith Cells  \  /HPF
{
*.['Sp. Gravity Bile Pigment _/ Casts )
Note: '

b

,
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Dr. thn Askar Orakzais
M.B.B.S;M.P.H.

General Piiyéician & Expert in Children Diseases. - gRob Lo e e
".'.l' M nl,~‘ jooi U L/ “l

Mehmood Medicose Near Chongi Opp. Shell Pump

Bannu Road Kohat.
Mobxle No 0333-9624762.
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F/REHMAN ORTHOPAEDIC HEOSPITAL

B4, Phase-2, Near K.D.A, Hospltal Kohat Contact No: 0332-9832912 0345 9142971

Orthopaedic Surgeon : o /_f gy ,af,
- Dr. Rehman Afl‘ldl e
MBBS, (KMU) FCPS (ORTHO) | d/f:/ e A1
Distt: Orthopaedic S | -
‘o'ﬁouosgﬁifx'& Kohat U('Q«/fddf o
(JL)u"fd(j..vl

- Ptg Name /f\/ﬁf)?/‘ Mﬂﬁ%,/ Age (Q W 7 Sex M : Date 25/09/ (4
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/ REHMAN ORTHOPAEDIC HOSPITAL

. ‘B4, Phase-2, Near K.D.A, Hospital Kohat Contact No: 0332-9832912-0345-9142971

e

CLINICAL LABORATORY

NAME:-Haji Noor Muhammad ~ Sex -Male

- Age:- ?Years ~ Ref. By :: Dr: Rehman Afridi
Specimen :- BLOOD ~ Date:- 23/09/2015

TESTREQ. ;- HBsAg _// ANTI H.C.V. ANTIBODIES.:-

TEST |
Hepatitis “B” Surface Antigen
Hepatitis “C” Virus Antibodies

- RESULT
Non Reactive -
Non Reactive

T EST«ME"I‘HO_D : Immunoassay Chromatographic Technique (iCT)

TEST

RESULTS
Blood .Group “ A”
Rh. Factor Positive
TEST . RESULTS | NORMAL REFERENCES
Haemoglobin ' _11.4 M-14-18 g/dl F-12-14g/dl * | -
TEST : RESULT. NORMAL REFRENCES'
R.BIood.Sugar._ - - 140 ~ Random 80---1'80 mg/dl_

~ LabliC ‘”"%."%'

No for Medico Legal Purpose.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 48/2017
Yasim Ex-Constable No. 1130 cevevie e .. Appellant.

VERSUS .

District Police Officer, Kohat & others . cevee coe oo Respondents.

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Respectively Sheweth:
Parawise comments are submitted as under:-

Preliminary Objections:
That the appellant.has got no cause of action.

That the appellant has got no locus standi.

That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct to file the instant appeal.
That the appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

That the appellant has not come to this Hon: Tribunal with clean hands.

That the appeal is badly time barred.

‘ Facts:

The appellant while posting in Police department remained in-disciplined and unwilling official.

Pertains to record, hence no comments. The appellant was habitually absentee, he was

- previously dismissed from service by the competent authority vide order dated 21.09.2011.

Copies of order dated 21.09.2011 and order of appellate authority are annexure “4 & B”.
Subsequently, he was re-instated in service and the absence périvod was treated as leave without
pay vide departmental appellate form after dated 13.12.2011.

The appellant, willful absented himself from duty, to this effect reports were made in daily diary of
PS City vide Nos. 38 dated.05.09.2013 and 06.10.2013 respectively. On his willful absence he
was served with charge sheet alongwith statement of allegations and proceeded with

- departmentally under the existing law / rules. Copies of DDs are annexure “C & D”.

Incorrect, notice was served upon the appellant and directed to resume his duty but he

deliberately failed. Simitarly charge sheet and summary of allegations were also served upon the
appellant which he received personally duly signed by him. Copies are annexure “E,F & G”.
Incorrect, the conduct of appellant revealed that he was an inefficient and unwilling official. In
these circumstances no other option was left, hence a proper and legal order was passed by
Respondent No. 1. | _

The appellant was removed from service 6n 04.01.2014 -and he moved a departmental appeal
after a laps of about two years, hence the departmental appeals being devoid of merits, without
any substance and-limitation as well was rejected by the respondent No. 2.

.
IR RN



d? Appeal filed before respondent No. 3 was also rejected on grounds of his incorrigible character,
habitual absentee and on limitation as well.

Grounds:

A. Incorrect, the appellant was habitually absentee, remained absent on several occasions and
earned different kind of punishments. The appellant was préviously remained absent for a'long
period and awarded him a major punishment of dismissal from service. Subsequently he was
reinstated in service, but he did not improve himself. ' _

B. Incorrect, the appellant was not condemned unheard and it is éVident from record as the appellant
received and signed charge sheet / final show cause noﬁce personally. Furthermore, the
requirements of personal hearing is fulfiled by the competent authority, inquiry officer and
departmental appellate form. '

C. - Incorrect, as submitted above, the appellant was a habituél absentee. During his ‘short span of
service (within 03 years)'he was dismissed from service on account of long period of absence
"vide order dated 21.09.2011, Furthermore, the appellant earned 07 other bad entries on the same

ground with various kind of punishments. A ‘ ,

D.  Incorrect, all the facts and circumstances of the case have been highlighted in the above paras.
Incorrect, the punishment awarded to the appellant is commensurate to the charge established
against him and his previous conduct / service record.

,Ihcorréct, all the orders of respondents based on facts, law and speaking.
* Incorrect, the existing law & rules were followed during the departmental proceedings and all the
codal formalities are fulfilled. _

H. Incorrect, the appeliant was a habitual absentee and improved himself as inefficient official, who
was burden 6n public exchequer.

I Incorrect, as submitted above, the appellant remained absent from duty on different occasioné,
awarded him different kind of punishment including once dismiss.al, but he did-not improve himself
and again absented from lawful duty, which culminated him his removal from service.

Keeping in view of the above, conduct of the appellant, the appeal is devoid of merits / law,
without any substantiate. It is, therefore, prayed that the instant appeal of the appeliant may kindly be
dismissed with cost. ‘

Ja s

Regional Police Officer, : Inspector General of Police,
Kohat Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa, Peshawar
(Respondent No. 2) (Respondent No. 3)

Distri

_ A Kohat
I (Respondent No. 1)




5 BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 48/2017

Yasim Ex-Constable No. 1130 “erveeee e .. Appellant.

VERSUS

District Police Officer, Kohat & others ; ceeeree .. Respondents.

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

We, the below mentioned respondents, do hereby solemnly -

affirm and declare on oath that contents of parawise comments are
correct and true to the best of our knowledge and belief. Nothing has

been concealed from this Hon: Tribunal.

W(m'

Regional Police Officer, Ins’jbecior Genetal of Police,
Kohat ‘ Khyber Pakhfin PReshawar
(Respondent No. 2) (Respondent No. 1)

Kohat
(Respondent No. 3)

L— P A W




i
This order is :passed on Lk» departmental enquiry agambt Constable
———y
Yasim Khan No. 1034 of this district I alice undu Removal f'rom Se1v1cc (Special
Fowers) Ordinance 200(/ '
Brief facts of the depdrtnmntdl enquiry are that the above named A
official while posted at Police Line, Kolut absented himself from his official duties -
from 09.12.2010 to 24.12.2010 and 15.0%. 2011 to 04.07.2011 Wlthout any ltave or-
permission from his senior officer. '
He was served with charge Stlc<zt/sun1rriary of allegations and Mr. Lal
Farid Khan DSP City, Kohat was appointed as Enquiry Officer to proceed against
him departmentally. The enquiry officer has %ubmlg;tted his findings and found him
guﬂty of the charges. _ e SRR
He was served with Fin af §how Caute- T‘Iotlce and called in- t)R on
15.09.2011. He was heard in pers.wzv. His reply was perused .and found
unsatisfactory. His record reveals that I:+: is a habitual absentee ;nd does not seem
to be‘interested in service. ‘ |
Keeping in view, his Ex»ch;\'f‘;ttler previous service récAord,' his habitﬁél _
ahserice, punishments awarded t.o- him fv""his indifferent insubordinatiox);attitudcj,; e
his present long absence Wit_hout any [eevs or permission from his senior officers,
the undersigned reached to the conclu¢7esthat the official is not interested in his
official job, ceased to be  inefficient omiche is not fit to serve further in the
disciplined force like Police department.
| He 1s therefore dismisse:th(bm service with immediate effect and his
Y | period of absence from 09.12.2010 to 2.7 7.2010 and 15.02.2011 to 04.07.2011 (total
u absence comes to 05 months and 03 da. /§ }f treated as leave without pay
(OB No. 704 - . .
pate, 09, ;2011 .. DISTRICT ¥PJICE OFFICER,
~7 /V
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= POLICE DEPARTMENT sz cic: St TR - KOHAT REGION.

N

. ) ORDER

i

| am going to d:spose of a departmental appeai filed by Ex:
Constable Yasim Khan 1034 against the order of DPO, Kohat vide his OB:No. /02 dated
21.09. 2011 vide which he was dlsmissed from service on the charges of absent from duty
with effect from 09.12.2010 to 24.12..20,10 and 15.02.2011 to 04.07.2011.

| have gone through the record which transpired that the Ex: .
~Constable was dealt with departmentaity The enquiry officer, held him guilty of the charges,

"7 " mentioned above and on conclusion of proceedings the competent authority awarded htm

’ -major pumshment of dlsmissai from service \nde his office OB:No. noted above.

‘ On 13.12.2011,the appellant was called in Orderly Room; heard
and record perused. '

In view of available record and by taken lenient view the instant
appeal is accepted, the punishment of his d;smlssaf from service is converted into wducmon
in pay for a period of three years (time scale) and he.is reinstated in service with immediate
effect. Moreover the. period of his absences/intervening is treated as without pay.

ORDER ANNOUNCED.
13.12..2011

(M. MASO( IDHPSP
Dy:,Inspector General of Pulice, N
LKohat Re , Kohat. \/ o

No. / @/foﬁv/fzc dated Kohat the Jé’%n/ o1y

Copy of above for mfom(atlon and necessary action to the Disiict Polic
fﬁcer Kohat wir to hls Memo: No. 10943/DSP/Legal dated 26.11.2011. His service rec »rd is also
enclosed herewith for re;:ord which may please be acknowledged.
A
2 Ex: bonstable Yasim Khan NO 1034 Mohallah Bahawal Nager
H No 648 Pindi Road Kohat..

Dy; Ifispector Genepal of Palice,
ohat Regiof, Kohat.
g \{'/q,/
57';113 .

(M. M;E'ooo KHAN AFRID{)PSP

N 2,

\,..—

K’ //s, ///M// f.)z]"“) / ('_,

M/J’&/’ ’

Al

W?‘
20/12/ >
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-4 | CHARGE SHEET. A

e }gi o I M;UHAMMAQ SALEEM, - DISTRICT _POLICE

- égFFICER KOHAT, as éompe%ént authority, " hereby

- ffs’?ﬁéiﬁi‘-xhan No. 1130 comur ‘

charge you Comnstable :

mmitted the following irregularities:- ) o

You had absented yourself from official duty vide DD -
NO. 38 dated 05.09.2013 and reported arrival vide DD
No. 34 dated 06.10.2013 without any -leave or

. permission from-the competent authority. . '

B R ' By reasons. of the above, you appear to giiilty of

/ o fnisconduct under Police Rulé;,l975 and have rendered yourself liable to all or
,-’. o any of the penalties. ‘

3. You- are, thereforé;» required to submit your written’

f the receipt of this Charge Sheet to the enquiry officer.
N Your v%fitten defense if any should reach the Enqulry
Officer within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you'

in and in that case ex-parte action shall be taken

~defence within 07 days o

B NN, pabxa o\

~ have:no defense to puf
against you.
4.

%

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

| | . DISTRICT POLICPOFFICER, ‘
| S KO o
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

| A M'uhammad ‘Saleem;' Distnct Police . Officer, Kcahat as

Competent authority under the Pohce Rule 1975 serve you CON sTABLE
YASIM KHAN NO. 1130 as fallow:- ' ‘ :

The consequent upon the completion of enquiries ~conducted

- against you by the Enqulry Offlcer Mr Lal Farld Khan DSP Cztv Kohat. : i

2. On gomg throuOh the fmdmgs and lecommendatmns oi the
Enquiry Officer, the materials on-the record and other connected papers, | am
satisfied that the charge against you is proved and you have comrm ted the
‘following acts/ omission specified in Police Rule 1975. _ ' o
“You had absented yourself from official duty vide DD NO. 38

dated . 05.09.2013 and ‘reported' arrival vide DD No.. 34 dated
06.10.2013 (Total absence per1od of 31 days) without any leave or

’ 'permlssmn from the competent authority.” A /@IA
o S i,
3. As a result thereof I, as competcnt authorlty, have tery ahvcly

dec1ded to impose upon you the penalty of major punishment unde:r Pohce S
_ Rule 1975. ' ‘ '

4.. - -You are therefore, required to Show Cause as td why the atvresaid
penalty should not be 1rnposed upon you also intimate whether vou d-sire to
be heard in person. ‘ '

5 + If no reply to this notice is receiVed within seven (7) day of its
dehvery in the normal course of c1rcumstances it w1ll be conSJdered/ prt surned

‘that you have no defence to put in and in that case an ex-parte acuon shall be
Ty

‘taken against you.

B 6 Copy of fin?ﬁng of the enquiry officer is enclosed. |

No./BFE T ea ' DisTRICT YOy f OFI'ICER,
Dated %ﬁ/zo;s | | | |
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