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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

1100/2015
llpfrip?'

Date of Institution 01.10.2015
V--'.DatedfPiiiswp,:,' 21.01.2022

Rasool Zaman S/o Akbar Zaman, ;R/o Ghori Wala, Bannu, Ex-C. No. 1923,
(Appellant)Emergency Platoon, Police Line, Peshawar.

VERSUS

Superintendent of Police, FRP, Bannu and others.
(Respondents)

Arbab Saiful Kamal, 
Advocate For Appellant

Asif Masood AN Shah, 
Deputy District Attorney For respondents

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 
ATIQ-UR-REHM^WAZIR

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

ATIO-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER fE^:- Brief facts of the case are

that the appellant was initially appointed as Constable vide order dated 15-07-

2007. During the course of his service, the appellant was proceeded against on

the charges of absence from duty and was ultimately removed from service vide

order dated 08-10-2011, against which the appellant filed departmental appeal

dated 18-10-2011, which was rejected vide order dated 10-12-2011. The

appellant filed revision petition dated 17-07-2015, which was returned to

respondent No 1 vide order dated 28-08-2015, hence the instant service appeal

instituted on 30-09-2015 with prayers that the impugned orders dated 08-10-

2011 and 10-12-2011 may be set aside and the appellant may be re-instated in

service with all back benefits.
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Learned counsel for the|abpellarit has contended that absence of the02.

appellant was not willful, but -was. due to compelling reason of death of his

brother, which was very shocking for the appellant and the appellant has taken

such stance in his departmental appeal, which was considered by the authority to

some extent, but was not given due consideration, hence the impugned order

passed by the respondents is Illegal, unlawful and is liable to be set aside; that

the appellant resumed his duty after funeral of his brother and there was no

justification for removal of the appellant from service, but the respondents

maiafiedly proceeded against the appellant after resumption of his duty and was

unlawfully removed from service, which is against law, facts and norms of natural

justice, therefore, not tenable and liable to be set aside; that inquiry into the

matter was not conducted as per mandate of law, as no statement of witnesses

were recorded in presence of the appellant nor the appellant was afforded

opportunity to cross-examine such witnesses; that copy of the inquiry report was

not found attached with the showcause notice to enable the appellant to submit

propeH^eply; that absence if not willful does not constitute gross misconduct and

on this score alone, no one can be expelled from service.

03. Learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents has contended that

the appellant deliberately absented himself from lawful duty with effect from 05-

05-2011 to 08-08-2011 for a long period of 92 days without permission of the

competent authority; that charge sheet based on summary of allegation was

issued to the appellant on 04-08-2011, which was responded and the appellant

took the plea of sudden death of his brother, which was perused and examined 

by the competent authority, but reply of the appellant was not based on cogent 

reason and was found un-satisfactory; that proper inquiry was conducted and the

inquiry officer submitted its report on 29-08-2011 and recommended the

appellant for imposition of major penalty and based on the recommendation of



3- -

the inquiry officer, final show'cause notice wa'5 served upon the appellant on 21-

09-2021 and was ultimately removed from service.

04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the

record.

05. Record reveals that the appellant admitted to the fact that he was unable

to attend to his duty due to sudden death of his brother and such stance of the

appellant was taken into consideration by the competent authority, but the

competent authority finally did not agree with plea of the appellant, hence he was

removed from service on the charges of absence. Though the appellant resumed 

his duty after funeral of his brother but he was taken to task after resumption of 

his duty. The appellant was served with charge sheet/statement of allegation, to 

which he responded and placed the stance of death of his brother, which however 

was not taken into consideration. It is a well-settled legal proposition that 

absence on medical grounds even without permission of the competent authority 

does nor constitute gross misconduct entailing major penalty of dismissal from 

.s^ice. Reliance is placed on 2008 SCMR 214. The inquiry officer was supposed 

to take a lenient view, instead he recommended him for major punishment, which 

appears to be harsh. Competent authority had jurisdiction to award any of the 

punishments mentioned in law to the government employee but for the purpose 

of safe administration of justice such punishment, should be awarded which

commensurate with the magnitude of the guilt. Otherwise the law dealing with 

the subject would lose its efficacy. Reliance is placed on 2006 SCMR 1120.

06. We are also mindful of the question of limitation, as the appellant filed 

revision petition with a considerable delay, but Rule 16:32 of Police Rules, 1934 

provides that official whose appeal has been rejected may appeal authority next 

above prescribed appellate authority for revision, hence appellant was entitled to 

file revision petition before IGP, which was filed under the rule—it would be in

consonance with object of the Act to give extended meaning to the word appeal
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or representation to inclDde revision as prekrib under applicable rules—on

such interpretation, period of limitation in this case should be calculated from

date on which revision application was dismissed and in such a situation, his

appeal cannot be consider as barred by time. Reliance is placed on PU 1996 SC

208. Moreover case of the appellant otherwise is strong on merit, which cannot

be ignored based on limitation.

07. We are of the considered opinion that the appellant has not been treated

in accordance with law, as his absence was not intentional and the allegation of

his absence were not so grave as to propose major punishment of removal from

service, hence taking a lenient view, we are inclined to accept the instant appeal.

The appellant is re-instated in service and the impugned orders are set aside. The

intervening period is treated as leave without pay. Respondents however, are at

liberty to conduct inquiry, if they so desire. Parties are left to bear their own

costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
21.01.2022

&
(AHMAD SULTAN TAREENI) 

CHAIRMAN
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (E)
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ORDER
M-01.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhannmad Adeel

Butt, Additional Advocate General for respondent present. Arguments

heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on file, we

are inclined to accept the instant appeal. The appellant is re-instated in

service and the impugned orders are set aside. The intervening period is

treated as leave without pay. Respondents however, are at liberty to

conduct inquiry, if they so desire. Parties are left to bear their own costs.

File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
21.01.2022

(AHMAtrseerAN TARIEN) 
CHAIRMAN

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

r'
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None for the appellant and Mr.'Javed Ullah, Assistant 

Advocate General for respondents present.^

13.07.2021

Due to general strike of the Peshawar Bar Association, 

the case is adjourned to 24.11.2021 for the same before D.B.

(Rozinaf^ehman) 

Member (Judicial)
Chairman

Learned counsel for the appellant present.24.11.2021

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General for 

respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment as the appellant is not present before the Tribunal. 

Adjourned with direction to make sure the presence of his client. 
To come up for arguments on^^.oi.2022 before D.B.

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)
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Counsel for the appellant is present. Mr. Usman Ghani, 

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Jamshaid Khan, SI for 

respondents is present.

Request for adjournment was made on behalf of the 

learned counsel for the appellant as he has not prepared the 

brief. Request is acceded to and the appeal is adjourned.

15.10.2020

A^ySumed to 28.12.2020 for arguments before D.B

c:AV
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member(J)
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member (E)

28.12.2020 Due to summer vacation, case is adjourned to 

30.03.2021 for the same as before.

Nemo for appellant.30.03.2021

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General alongwith Jamshed Khan A.S.I for respondents 

present.

Preceding date was adjourned on a Reader's note, 
therefore, appellant/counsel be put on notice for 

/^?72021 for arguments before D.B.

Ha. T
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 

Member (E)



Appellant
Khan Baz H.C representative of the respondent department 

present. Proper D.B is not available as learned Member 

Executive (Mr. Mian Muhammad) is on tour to Camp Court, 

D.I.Khan. Adjourn. To come up for further 

proceedings/order before proper bench on 10.03.2020.

present.26.02.2020 personm

^ Klember

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman Ghani 

learned District Attorney for the respondents present. Learned 

counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment. Adjourn. 

To come up for arguments ^3/0^-2020 before D.B.

10.03.2020

Member Member

23.04.2020 Due to public holidays on account of Covid-19, the case 

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 04.08.2020 before

D.B.

04.08.2020 Due to summer vacation case to come up for the same on 

15.10.2020 before D.B.
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No present on behalf of the appellant. Mr. Riaz 

learned Assistant Advocate General
01.01.2020

Painadkhel
alongwith Mr. Khan Baz Head Constable for the 

respondents present. Notice be issued to the appellant and

his counsel for attendance. Adjourned. To come up 

further proceedings on 13.02.2020 before D.B.

(Hussain Shah) 
Member Member

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabir 

Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. AdjoumS^o come up for arguments on 

lOiO^efore D.B.
7^

13.02.2020

17.02.2

Member Member

17.02.2020 Learned counsel for the appellant and ’ Mr. Kabir 

Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General
t

rguments heard. To come up for order on 

26.fo.2020\before D.B.
prese

Memb Member
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16.07.2019 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz Khan 

Paindaldiel learned Assistant Advocate General for the

respondents present. Junior to counsel for the appellant 

requested for adjournment as senior , counsel ■ for the 

appellant is not in attendance. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 06.09.2019 before D.B

'V-I*

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Hussain Shah) 
Member

f
.,.;W

i

fe'

06.09.2019 Junior to counsel for the appellantT>resent. Mr. Zia Ullah 

learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Jamshaid 

ASI for the respondents present. Junior to counsel for the 

appellant submitted application for adjournment as senior 

counsel for the appellant is busy before Hon’ble Peshawar 

High Court. Last opportunity is granted. Adjourned. To come 

up for arguments on J^l 1.2019 before D.B.

sj:>V

'Ilf
. v

(Ahmed Hassan) 
Member

(M Hamid Mughal) 
Member.

,s-'

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General for 

the respondent present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for further proceedings on 

01.01.2020 before D.B.

15.11.2019

€

'*r •

Member
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I Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for 

the respondents present.
13.02.2019

Learned counsel for the appellant requests for . 

adjournment due to over occupation 

Honourable High Court.' Adjourned to 30.04.2019 

before the D.B.

before the

; ?
' '^\\ \\

Chairmanm
»■

p.mI
f? ■

Si"
Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir Ullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Jamshed 

SI present. Junior to counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment 

as senior counsel for the appellant is not in attendance. Adjourn. 

, To come up for arguments on 16.07.2019 before D.B.

30.04.2019i
m
ft'5v

Member
i
mmm
iv-
m
i’
>4-
*
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■-■^■^^Coiihsei for--the Mppellant present. Mr. KabiruIIah 

Khattak, Addl: AG for respondents'present. Counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Granted. Case to .come up for
V.

arguments on 05.11.2018 before D..B.

26.09.2018

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Ahniad Hassan) 
Member

05.11.2018 Due to retirement of Hon'ble Chairman, the 

Tribunal is defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned. To 

come up on 27.12.2018.

27.12.2018 Nemo for appellant. Mr. Muhammad Jan, Deputy 

District Attorney alongwith Jamshed Khan, ASI for the 

respondents present.

On the last date the matter was adjourned through a 

Reader Note, therefore, notice to appellant/counsel shall be 

issued for 13.02.2019.

To come up for arguments before the D.B on the
next date.

lumber
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09.04.2018 Counsel for the appellant and-Addl: AG .alongwith Mr. 

Younas Khan, ST for respondents present. Counsel for the appellant 

seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

11.06.2018 before D.B.

(Ahmgd Hassan) 
Member

(M. Hamid Mughal) 
Member

i

s

: (|ll06.2018 Coun.sel for the appellant present.. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy 

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Younas Khan, AS! for respondents 

present. Counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To 

come up for arguments on 02.08.2018 before D.B

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

!■

i

Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zia Ullah learned 

. Deputy District Attorney present. Learned counsel for the appellant 
seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

26.09.2018 before D.B.

02.08.2018

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member ■

(Ahm^ Hassan) 
Member

j

f

i i
i \/

i

.1

\
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30.05.2017 Clerk of the counsel for appellant present. Mr. Safeeullah, 

Head Constable alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, Deputy District 

Attorney for the respondents also present. Due to strike of the bar 

learned counsel for the appellant is not in attendance. Adjourned. To 

come up for arguments on 19.09.2017 before D.B.

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDl) 
MEMBER

(GTTL Zm KHAN) 
MENffiER

19.09.2017 Counsel for the appellant present. 1,earned lOistricl 

Attorney for the respondents present.' Counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

argument.s on i 1.12.2017 before D.B.

Mcn^^

(l-.\ecuiivc)
Member ' 

(Judicial)

Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for the 

respondents present. Counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. To come up for arguments on 13.02.2018 

before D.B. Zafar SI (Legal) also present.

11.12.2017

Member airman

Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak, 
Learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Safeer Ullah H.C 

for the respondents present. Due to general strike of the bar, the 

case is adjourned. To come up for arguments on 09.04.2018 before 

D.B.

13.02.2018

■IT.
(Muhamm^ Hamid Mughal) 

' MEMBER
(/Vlimad Hassan) 

MEMBER

J
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Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Safiruliah, Naib Court 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Jan, GP for the respondents present. 

Rejoinder submitted, cbpy whereof handed over to learned GP. Jo 

come UP for arguments on before D.B.

.14.07.2016

;V
ii

•i r-i-.
BCRMEMBER

:
\: I

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ihsanullah, ASI alongwith Mr. 

Muhammad Jan, GP for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the

25.11.2016

appellant requested for adjournment. Request accepted. To come up for
Ibefore D.B. iarguments oj?^

■■■; \

(ABbtffc4ATIF) 
MEMBER

\
(MUHAMMAD

:
s;

151.02.2017 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 

GP alongwith Safeer Ullah, SI for respondents presents. 

Learned‘counsel for the appellant requested that they intend 

to file application for condonation of delay and sought 

adjournment on this ground. Request accepted. They are 

allowed to file application for condonation of delay which 

will be decided^ after issuance of proper notice to 

respondents. They!can file application on or before the date 

fixed. To come up for arguments on 30.05.2017 before 

D.B.

;

:
i'

>:

t

•■k

V
(ASHFAQUE TAJ) 

MEMBER
(AHMAD HAS SAN) 

MEMBER !>

A

i: •a

/
I

f1 1

I
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Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant argued that the appellant was serving as Constable when 

subjected to inquiry on the allegations of wilful absence for oiie day 

and dismissed'from service vide impugned order dated 8.10.2011 

regarding which departmental appeal was preferred on 18.10.2011 

which was rejected on 10.12.2011 where-after mercy petition was 

preferred by the wife of the appellant on 17.07.2015 and hence the 

instant service appeal on 1.10.2015.

That the impugned order is void ab-initio as the prescribed 

procedure for inquiry was not followed.

Points urged need consideration. Admit, subject to limitation. 

Subject to deposit of security and process fee within 10 days, notices 

be issued to the respondents for written reply/comments for 

25.01.2016 before S.B.

13.10.2015

s ■ S s

M '
M •t

' \ i-
:■

r.

t %
Chaffman

25.1,2016
Counsel for the appellant and AddI: A.G for respondents 

present. Requested for adjournment. To come up for written 

reply/comments on 29.3.2016 before S.B.
^•v

Chy

i;.

• V

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Younas Khan, ASI alongwith 

Assistant A.G for.respondents present. Written reply submitted. The 

appeal is assigned to D.B for rejoinder and final hearing for 14.7.2016.

29.03.2016

-■

-■‘S5:
':L-

' ■ /s'

!
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FORM-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court

Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge/ 
Magistrate

Date of order/ 
proceedings

321

The appeal of Mr. Rasool Zaman resubmitted to­

day by Mr.Saadullah Khan Marwat, advocate^-may be 

entered in the institution register and put up to. the Worthy 

Chairman for preliminary hearing.

1.
8.10.2015

i 2^
REGISTRAR-

This case be put up before the S.B for 

preliminary hearing ox/^ ) .

I

CHA N

T
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The appeal of Mr. Rasool Zaman son of AkbarZaman, R/0 Ghorio Wala, Bannu, 

Ex-Constable No. 1923 Emergency Platoon Police Line, Peshawar received to-day i.e. 

on 01.10.2015 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to his counsel for 

completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1. Copy of enquiry report has not been attached with the appeal which may be 

placed on file.

2. Reply to show cause notice has not been attached with the appeal despite 

being mentioned in the index of appeal as page-8. The same may be placed on

file.

Dated ^ /fa

No. /ST,

\!^— 

REGISTRAR
KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, 

PESHAWAR.

/2015

r.

Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat. Advocate.

_ ^ r

/ to

Jf'

X l\^ ^ ^

tr S.c.*Y

t-j f [X\,‘O

£.*5, erf % ^ 1 d-

CLc^ —J\

A_<^L,£-----

c::^
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR .v''

y--

S.A No. 72015

Rasoo! Zaman Versus ' Superintendent & others

INDEX

S.# Description of Documents Annex Page
1. Memo of Appeal 1-3
2. Charge Sheet, 27.07.2011 "A" 4-5

3. Reply to Charge Sheet, 15.08.2011 6

4. Final Show Cause Notice, 20.09.11 "C" 7

5. Reply to Final Show Cause, 8

6. Removal Order, 08.10.2011 9
7. Representation, 18.10.2011 U p// 10
8. Rejection, 10.12.2011 "G" 11

i-:9. Mercy Petition, 17.07.2015 "H" 12
10. -Forwarding Letter, 21.08.2015 W J// 13
11. Rejection Order, 28.08.2015 "J" 14

Appellant

(Saadullah Khan Marwat) 
Advocate
21-A Nasir Mansion, 
Shoba Bazar, Peshawar. 
Ph: 0300-5872676 

0311-9266609

Through
Dated:30.09.2015

B. K -■ V.
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BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

S.A
^•W.F.^O'pisaffife 
®©rviC0 T^ihunat

Rasool Zaman S/o Akbar Zaman, 
R/o Ghori Wala, Bannu, Ex-C. No. 1923, 
Emergency Platoon, Police Line, Peshawar

l«9.

Appellant

Versus

\ 1. Superintendent of Police, FRP, Bannu.

Additional Inspector General of Police 

FRP, KP, Peshawar.

Commandant, FRP, KP, Peshawar............

2.

3. Respondents

o< = >o< = >o< = ><?^>< = >^

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

ACT. 1974 AGAINST OB NO. 661. DATED

08.10.2011 OF R. NO. 1 WHEREBY APPELLANTV ^ ^ I.

WAS REMOVED FROM SERVICE OR OFFICE

ORDER NO. 8491-92/EC. DATED 10.12.2011
OF R. NO. 2 WHEREBY REPRESENTATION OF

APPELLANT WAS REJECTED FOR NO LEGALI
REASON.

0< = >0< = > 0.< = > O < = ><:^>

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That appellant was appointed as constable on 15.07.2007 

and was serving the department to the best of his ability 

and to the entire satisfaction of superiors

2. That on. 27.07.2011, appellant was served with charge 

sheet and statement of allegation to the effect that'he 

absented himself from duty on 05.05.2011 which was 

replied on 15.08.20il by denying the allegation as his

. 5.,
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brother namely, Noor Zaman>,was suddenly died due to 

Heart Attack, being employee of WAPDA. (Copies as annex 

"A"

3. That perhaps enquiry in to the matter was initiated but 

appellant was not associated with the same and after 

submitting so called report to the authority, he was served 

with final show cause notice on 20.09.20il which was also 

replied by denying the allegations. (Copies as annex "C" &

"D")

4. That on 08.10.2011, appellant was removed from service 

with immediate effect by R. No. 3. (Copy as annex "E")

5. That on 18.10.2011, appellant submitted representation 

before R. No. 2 for reinstatement in service which was 

rejected on 10.12.2011. (Copies as annex "F" "G")

6. That on 17.07.2015, appellant submitted mercy petition 

before R. No. 3 with covering letter dated 21.08.2015 to 

reinstate him service but the same was returned to the 

office of R. No. 1 vide order, dated 28.08.2015. This order 

was received from the office on 04.09.2015. (Copies as 

annex "H", "I"

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:-

GROUNDS:

That from the reply of the charge sheet as well as of the 

final show, cause notice, it was quite apparent, that 

appellant did not absent from service willfully but his 

brother was died suddenly. ^

a.

b. That as and when appellant reported back for duty to the 

authority, then there was no justification to penalize him by 

keeping in view the aforesaid death of his brother.

That enquiry in to the matter was not conducted as per the 

mandate of enquiry procedure as no statement of any

c.
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wi.tness(s) was .recorded in presence of appellant nor he was 

afforded opportunity of cross examination.
j

d. That no copy of enquiry report was attached with the final 
show cause notice to enable appellant to submit proper 

reply to the same.

That absence, if not willful, does not constitute misconduct 
and on this score alone, no one can be expelled from 

service.

e.

f. That order of the appellate authority is also against the law, 
so proceedings and impugned orders were based on 

malafide and were'ab-initio-void.

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

the appeal, the impugned order dated 08.10.2011 or 10.12.'2011 

of the respondents-be set aside and appellant be reinstated in 

service with all back benefits, with such other relief as may be 

deemed proper and just in circumstances of the case.

Appellant

CxThrough

Saadullah Khan Marwat

Dated: 30.09.2015 .
Arbab lf-ul“Kamal

&
Miss Robina Naz, 
Advocates.
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CHARGE SHEET-/
v'-tl'*. ..

I, ’FARID ULLAH KHAN. Superintendent of.-Police FRP:
»

:<■ . •

1.

V ••

-M ^1/ ■i;|-‘jNi;

Bannu Range Bannu; as competent authority'charge you-, Constable
’iT~

■ Constable Rasooi Zaman iVo.1923 for the. aHegations . stated , in .the i 
attached statements o.f allegat'-ons.

‘•.''iy-

;

i

]

•• ■!

i. By reasons of the above, you appear to be guilty of mis-conduct under 

section 3 of the 'KPK, (Removal from Service) Special'Powers 0rd':-'2000 : •' 

and have rendered yourself liable (o aN or an'y^ of the penalties specified in 

section 3 of the Ordinance ibid. I

I
I
I. •. r'

■f I : i
• ‘ ii. You are, therefore, required to submit your written'deferise within seven-

days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the'EnqUiry Officer, ’as the case
... • ■ ' *1. .

may be.
. . !

• •

iii. Your written .defense; if any, should'reach the Enquiry Officer within the 
! . . ■ ' I

specified period, failing which it shall be presumed'that.’.you have .no j

1

defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shall follow-against you.’
ri.
I'

it >
•

intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.IV. f
I

' /I♦

• . .. •: J ^I ll*SV lii 1. III V. A statement .of allegations is enclosed. ■ t--.

I
f

I.

i
I

■:

I

I i : ■: <
I

•• •Superintendent 
^ FRP, BdiTnu

‘ 77/ V

dice
I

!
t
I

I .

!i I"
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DESCIPIJKARY ACTIOE

y';
I ■|.

I, T-^ARID ULLAH K[iA.N, Siapcrintcndent oli .Police, '.PRP .P .Rangeann.n.

ikuH.ii.i n:) coii'i.ncl.etiL au Ll.i.oi:.iLy. :itil uf' llic 'Ol^ini oil iJuit Conal'akle IvaHOol Z
•: ' : i

rendered himself liable to be jn'occeded against as he committed the foliowing mis- 

eonduct within the meaning ofsection 3 of tlie ICPK, Removal from.service (Special ■ . 

Powci's) ordinance, 2000.

No.iP23aman
I I

lias

STATEMENT OF AL.LEGATIONS:: . e aI :
J

1 liat you Constanle Rasool Zaman

cluLv vide Di.) No.20 elated 05-05-201.!. witb.O'i.rt' 

coinpcien 1: ai;i tbori.ty.

No. 1923 a.l:)sentecl' yourself No'ih' Govi:'-'" f '

I ■ a ■. j f '\ priDi: permisSK'rti^ ol lJi.c ■nn.v J.cavc or

;

For the purpose of scrutinizing thc;conduct of the said aceused'with 

r relerence to the above ailegalions Sf/PC Syod Rasool Khan is ap]:>oin'teduisi.Enquiry 

OlTtcer under section 5 of the said Ordinance, 

j' The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the proyision'of:the , ■

f ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the;accused, record its tlndings
h

- ami make witliin 25 days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as.lo ;pun.ishrnents f, . i 

or oliicr appropriate action against the acetised

i:.
!i >:.

■■ I ■
1

; ; :
The accused and well conversant representative of the departihent shalljoin

i

[ tite proceedings on the dated, tinae and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer. ( r i:t. !

SuperintermeiTt>^olice 
A FRP, Bannu
^7/

t ^

;*1
■i
,1

i-

cLi 1i.
I

\ Copy of Above foE

SI/PC 5yed Rasool Klian for initiating proceedings against the accused under the provision of the KPK, . 

Removal from Service (S.P) Ordinance, 2000.

i>- ■ ■ •E ^ 2 r, V.X.'-. f;
I*. . h

V, . The Concerned Constable with the directions to appear before the Enquiry Officer, on the date, time h place 

fixed by the Enquiry Officer, for the purpose of the Enquiry proceeding.
2- ' ||

\
i ■ S

r ;

;

;

'
I ■F! •JI

I 5;(

f Js
!

'-iN hjjth
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE;

i, FARID ULLAH KHAN, •Superintendent of Folice. FRP Bannu ;■i ■i.-

lifKjo Banjul as competent authority', under the KPK'Rernbval from Service

special PcAvers) Ordinance 2000, do tieroby serve upon-you this' Final vShbw 

Constable Hasooi Zcman No.1923 as (o!low. | . .•anse '-lodce

That consequent upon- the co-niple.tion or inquiry conducted against 

vou by ari Lriqiiiiy Co'icor to] whiCh you were qivepoppprtunity qO ;: L*
;

;
f

On going tl'irough die rind'ngs and recornmendations of the Enquiry r 

Officer and the material on !'record and other'connected .papers 

including your defense before the said Enquiry Officer;

to

r

i arn satisfied that you ha/e committed: tfie following acts/omissions 

specified in section 3 of the said Ordiruc’ice. - ■ . f

■fhat you' Constable Rcnooi Zaman No.1923 absented ycufseit' -A:

from Govt; duly vide DO No.20 'jatcd 05--05'20l1 v/iinout atiy Jc-ave/perrrfission 

oi be coi'r-fjC-i'Snt autl'ion r- ,
f / -

As-a result thereof FARiP LL_[..AH-
:

lypobcc. FRP Bannu Range Bannu as competent authoptyf have tchtativoiv' A. 

|:dsciaeci to impose upon you the uenalty'-of minor/ major p.unishmonr und-rf *
7 :•! I!•:
section 3 of the said Ordinance.

r' :
You ore. therefore, r-equii'eel to show cause as, to whypvhefaforesaid i

'' i ' '
pcr-ciiiy .sliould no! bo imposed i.ipon you. ' ■ ,

i;0,

r

if no reply to this notice is received witifn .seven dayc of the receipt

w iho coiTriul coufse O; circumsiancac; it choil be, 

pm in and in that case arrex-pfaHe acCee-
of -his finai slvjw cause nolice

ft’
i

j

von hc'.'--'. im defensi;• ;•
.'r U£• I;• .ig,rshYi be lakcn eciaiiisi you. : •

-1 •

Pc'
rtie copy'of the findings of the Enquiry Officer is endosed.sXV- j*

•id.,-
'"■'■fUo ? J ^4 Ar

f

II
Su ‘10 r:

{ :

fZ\ ■ c
vlfp.c?

• 7-I .

V -5.C.V ;
f ■ •?/ /p/ -o r
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I V

ORDER;-fi.

J

4 My this order shall dispose off the inquiry proceedings pending 

I against Constable Rasoo! Zaman No. 1923/FRP

The accused official remained absent from duty for a long period of 

92 .days vide daily diary report No. 20 dated 05-05-2011 & daily diary 

I dated 12-08-2011 till date. He

■ if

M

No. 12

was charge sheeted and enquiry officer 

directed to probe in the matter who in his final finding dated 29-08-2011 

recommended the accused official for a major punishment. He was also heard in

person but in no way satisfied the undersigned. Final Show Cause Nptice 

issued but with, no reply.

was

was

Keeping in view the above said facts, I, Aman iJllah Khnn 

Superintendent of Police/FRP, Bannu, do hereby removed the 

named above, from service with immediate effect.

accused official.
j

OB No.

Dated /10/2011.

(

Superintendent; of Police, 
FRP, Bannu.

Copies to alhconcerned for completion of record.

J

•i.
I!■
i

I

I•1'Mi
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Date 08-10-2011 OBNO;661JjX' J •
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•• V
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18-10-2011_;^^^

c^Oy/

1923ytv(J>^v/fe^
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■cicr sh.aU cl\sposo
Ton iho appeal u-01

r Banvii.i ■ ;:0, ihc oi'cUn- o
No.
oraoved sVoin :iorv'4.

whcrcivi ri4 i'
• U.

i'.hai ii.c. ac-a^sc ateBite-riTcls oi Uie 
(,.;^Os;N()PV ian- a 'loiiT per

Tun.l^<a'iiy.
Ra.ool Kh^t of (ffP

leaveit'd Edi'd-Vs \vM.p0L.il anv^
o-rlO[ 05.pa.^9 

pO'i Pl'V^'■e'■'

1-lc \v:i4 issued eParpe0-
con’pci.ci.’P^- asKaiidc vvaa app'

.'tSi/i^C Syc ['. •. '■1; wl'icreip.1.. i. IV'

Tl'X) r'a.ibiriii.iod imeiiipbmeAl'ic;: onqpn'V issued idnai Show cause |OiViccr.Popui-y

tcconuu. Tcplv iduudodod te dctaiuiei kh: 

odd bodtc!' m repd'

, ^TVictel'ore he svaa

;.d^u licaro in J'crson bnl 'its
servo'by S? UaBniinu Range

r\

Pie was

"CTtiovcd irOiUnotice

V)Cl
t!

■ [VoT'ii ihc ;->ei-uwil oi reeoto u.no ..indn..,, c, . , ^
,.0 luunicro in dw omw od dh hdr Uannu.

• litVVCS'Cl

rcatoucoperu 

his nflijoni is rejeeti-C.
0 ideerR

if f*

A/
Addl: iGP/'ioiunandant ; 
Frontior Resorve Polso.c j 

Khybor PaKlrl:uviKl-vwa Podhavpf.,
AR-. 'c:•■“•i

/s/ fcV ■ ;
: diiOS! !Poh:fVv;;ii- iliet?0>b-fo

oN-o is serii: b.i' InlivnOler: and neeessi.ry uolion los.

his Memo: No, ftiO liaicd iM.il.dOU:
PiiP Ba.nmi KijwcI >

rd and dcpuriiiteupd enpair)' idc am reuu'ucu-

No.i'iPdd S/o Abbe:- /diruun w
muo

ilhyo; TniorTvai .DisAkP
CloASiabiv: !.AiseK)t.'Twnw'

i
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The Superintendent of Police,
FRP, Bannu. .

The Commandant F RP;^ :
Khyber Pcikhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

/■08 /2015.

■

. To

3ci 3No. / Dated FRP Bannu. the
V

Subject:

A/iemo;

APPEAL FOR RE-INSTATEiVlENT IN SERVICE

. Kindly refer to your good, office Memo No.6660/cG dated,12-08-2015 on

the subject matter.
• -it

Attached, comments on separate sheet in ■ respect:'of. Ex-Constable . 

R.asooi Zaman No,192.3/FRP. are submilted herewith for'your good seif perusal and onward
order as desired, please.

Moreover, his service record along with complete departmental enquiry file 

is also; submitted for disposal of his appeal.'. ' ' : ’ •

;

Superintdndem ^^5

FRP,'Bknnu
Superintendent Of Police 

- FRP/Bannu'

;
lice, di' '•i''

:>: ' I

i

i

:

!

i

!
i

f

f
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...The Goitimandanh------- ----------- -

Frontier Reserve Police 

Khyber Fakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

From:----
cA

Superintendent of Police FRJr^, 
Bannu Range, Bannu.

TheTo: -

Xh' /2015./EC, dated Peshawar the,No.

SERVICE RECORD.Subject: - 

- -■ - Memo: - ■
The service record in r/o Ex-Constable Rasool Zaman'No.I923 of 

your Range is returned herewith which siiould be acknowledged.

The individual has submitted 2"'' appeal.

; /'/
I' l! I^il'!<>• Li cup dt:

Conunaudaot 

Frontier Reserve Police 

K11 }'■ 1) c (■ P a k 1 j t u j ■ k h w a F o s h a ^v a. r

Ac Ci-- X-SL-/ '/
/ //r

LT/ /
I

\
I
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¥ BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 1100/2015.

Rasool Zaman s/o Akbar Zaman,

R/o Ghoriwala Bannu

Ex- Constable No.1923/FRP Bannu

(Appellant)

VERSUS

Superintendent of Police, FRP, Bannu. 

Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar 

Commandant, FRP,. KPK, Peshawar.

1)
2)

3)
(Respondents)

REPLY BY RESPONDENT NO. 1.2 & 3

Respectfully Shejweth:

PRELIIVIINARY OBJECTIONS
That the appeal of appellant is not maintainable under the law and rules.

That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from the Honorable Tribunal.

3) -That the appeal of appellant is time-barred.

That the appellant has approached the Honorable Tribunal with unclean hands. 

That the appellant is estopped to file the appeal due to his own conduct. ^

That the appeal is bad due to Non-joinder and mis-joinder of uh-necessary party.

1)
.2)

4)
5)
6)

OBJECTIONS ON FACTS

1. Correct to the extent that appellant was enlisted as Constable on 15-07-2007.

2. Correct to the extent appellant deliberately absented himself from lawful duty vide daily 

diary No.20 dated 05-05-2011 to 08-08-2011 for the sufficient long period of (92) days 

without any lawful permission or justification. After the above prolong absence appellant 

was again marked absent from duty vide daily diary No.12 dated 12-08-2011 till the date 

of removal from service vide order book No.661 dated 08-10-2011. A charge sheet 

No.1661-62 based on summary pf allegation was issued on 04-08-2011, which was 

properly delivered upon him on 08-08-2011, also bearing his signature on the duplicate 

copy. Appellant replied to the charge sheet on 15-08-2011 and took the plea of.sudden 

death of his. brother due to heart attack, which was perused and examined by the 

competent authority, but the reply of appellant was not based on cogent reasons, found 

Linsatisfaclofy. (Copy of charge sheet as. Annex “A” and Enquiry Report is “B”)

/



V

.V 3. Incorrect: Mr. Sved Rasool Khan SI/PC FRP, Bannu was nominated as an Enquiry 

officer by the competent authority with the directions to make proper probe into the 

allegation leveled against, the appellant. Accordingly enquiry officer conducted discreet 

. inquiry regarding the appellant and submitted findings report dated 29-08-2011, wherein 

appellant was reported to have willful and habitual absentee, malinger type official 

rendered guilty of the charges, finally recommended for imposition of Major Punishment 

. under the Law/Rules. Based on recommendations of the Enquiry Officer, Final Show 

Cause Notice of Major Punishment, including dismissal was issued vide No.1945-46 

dated 20-09-2011, which was also served upon him on 21-09-2011. Appellant was time 

and again summoned to appear before the enquiry officer, but he didn’t bother to make 

arrival back to duty, even with no reply to the said notice within stipulated period.

(Copy of Final Show Cause notice as Annex “C”)

A

4. Correct to the extent that detail inquiry into the charges leveled against the appellant 

was conducted-by Enquiry Officer FRP Bannu on the direction of SP/FRP bannu 

(Respondent No.1) & appellant was afforded full opportunity of self defense, and after 

observing all legal / codal formalities he was awarded Major Punishment i.e. 

Removal from service vide OB No.661 dated 08-10-2011.

5. Correct to the extent that after removal from service appellant submitted appeal / 

representation before the (Respondent No.3) Commandant FRP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar which was perused and examined by the high ups, consequently his-appeal 

for re-instatement in service was rejected vide his good office order Endst: 
No.8491-92/EC dated 16-12-2011. (Copy of rejection order as Ann& “D”)

6. Incorrect: After rejection of his appeal, appellant submitted mercy petition for 

re-instatement in service before Provincial Police Officer KPK Peshawar, which was 

perused and examined by the competent authority and the same was returned back 

wXh the remarks / conclusion which is reproduced below:-

“There is no provisions in the rules for second appeal, therefore the appeal 

of Ex-Constable Rasool Zaman 1923 of FRP Bannu has been examined and 

filed by the competent authority vide PPO KPK Peshawar Memo 

N0.21773/E-I1 dated 15-11-2012”.

ndBesides the above appeal, Mst: Asmina Bibi (Spouse of appellant) also submitted 2 

appeal before the Commandant FRP KPK Peshawar, v>/hich was also filed and 

returned back to R.No:1 ' (SP/FRP Bannu Range) yide Memo No.7204/EC. dated 

28-08-2015 with the remarks i.e. “The individual has submitted 2"^^ appeal”.



'V..

»

% 9 OBJECTION ON GROUNDS4
A, Incorrect: Appellant replied to the'charge sheet and took the plea of sudden death of his 

brother, which was perused and examined by the enquiry officer. Enquiry Officer 

reported in his findings that the reply of appellant was self made up story and not based 

on , cogent reasons. He was found willfully absent from duty without any 

leave/permission. As per ihquiry he was responsible for the above misconduct / willful 

negligence, consequently Final Show Cause Notice of Major Punishment was issued, 

but with no reply to the said notice within stipulated period.

B. In-correct: Appellant deliberately absented himself from duty without any lawful 

justification. He was time and again summoned to make arrival back to duty, but in spite 

of repeated directions from the superiors he did not bother to make arrival, even with no 

reply to the final show cause notice within stipulated period. *

C. In-correct: Incorrect full flag Enquiry was conducted against the accused official. 

Accused official was found absent from duty on 05-05-2011 vide Daily Dairy mad No. 20 

to 08-08-2011 vide DD No.13, for long period of (92) days & after it w.e.from 

12-08-2011 vide DD No.12, which resulted in charge sheet and with Departmental 

proceedings. The very fact is clear from the record. The Service Record of the accused ^ 

official also speaks that the accused official has habitual and willfully absentee and not , 
interested in service though, full opportunity of self defense was provided to the accused I 

official during the Enquiry proceedings, but he / Appellant failed to satisfy his superiors, I 

resultantly the order dated 10/05/2010. I

D. In-correct: - Enquiry officer in his findings report dated 29-08-2011, declared the

appellant willful and habitual absentee, as well as no hope of his arrival back to duty

was left, finally recommended for imposition of Major Punishment. On the basis

findings report he was issued Final Show Cause notice which was properly served upon
{

him on 21-09-20T1, also bearing his signature on duplicate copy. Appellant failed to 

submit his reply to the said notice within stipulated period.^ll the opportunities V'/ere 

afforded to the appellant by E.O during inquiry but he faijed to explain his willful ( 

absence and finally removal order passed by the competent authority..

I
V

>•

E. In-correct: - Appellant failed to justify the prolonged absence during t;ie eiiquiry , 

proceedings. After through perusal of the reply of appellant it was found self.made | 

story and not based on cogent reasons. He was found willfully absent fro.m duiy without 

any leave/permission. As per inquiry he was responsible for the above misconduct / 

willful negligence. (Copy of Final Report as Annex “E”)

iJ

F. In-correct: - The orders passed by the respondents were passed in accordance v/ith 

law, facts and based on justice.

c
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Prayer:

Keeping in view of the above facts and circumstances, it is humbly prayed 

that appeal of appellant, being not maintainable, may kindly be dismissed with costs.

/

Supejffltendenray Police.
P Bannu
(Respondent No.1)

/

eraLof PoliceIns or
K^, Peshawar
/ (Respondent No.2)

\

o •\.

KPK, Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 3)

Com

\

f

/*
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CHARGE SHEgT

K',

I
I

J,_rARIp ^LLAjlJgHAfi, Superintendent:

as competent authority charge you Constable 

No.l9^3_for the allegations stated in the attached

-/
Of Police FRP^

Bannu Range Bannn- {

ConstaLle Raanol 2U amanu

statements of allegations.t

I

f i. By reasons of the above,
you; appear to be guilty of mis-conduct under 

section 3 of the KPK, (Removal from Service) Special Powers Ofd: 
and have rendered yourself liable to all

«
2000,

or any of the penalties specified in
t

*
1

section 3 of the Ordinance ibid. ‘
*\

1 ••
, II, You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within

days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case 

may be.

seven*
I

i

,1

t ■

t

I
I

I 'ill. Your written defense, if any, should reach the Enquiry Officer within the 

specified period, failing which -it shall be presumed that 
defense to put in and in that case ex-parte action shall follow against you.

I

you have no

■a I
\

iiII ; iv. . Intimate whether you'desire to be heard in person. I

*

t

. . V. A statement of allegations is enclosed.

j

Superintefm^Jb^^ 

FRP, B^rmu

I

olice
(

*
/(

2I

I (

t

It

I
I

iI . i
{

1
4 I

t

t

1 ' 1
I
4 I

b
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DISCIPLUfAR¥ action

fj'ii
ff:---f L FARID ULLAH KHAN, Superintendent of Police, FRP Banna Range

competent autkoriiy, am of til i opinion that ConstaUe Rason] 7,nmaT^ Nn 1923
' ■ ■ ■ f ■ j . "

rendered himself liable to be proceededagainst as he committed the follo’wdna mis-
■ -i ^

:onduct within the meaning of section 3|of the KPK, Removal from service (Special 
i*owers) ordinance, 2000. ^

statementIqf. allegations

Tliat you Constable Ragool Z
1 § ■
I duty vide DD No.20 dated 05-05-2011|W‘itliout any 1

r

innu as
■■

i

ias

;
r

i

aman No.l923 absented yourself Ijoni. Govt: 

eave or prior permissLon oJ; tlle
t

■ 4I
competent autliorily.

i-: :i• . For the purpose of scrutinizing:the conduct of the said accused with
i j -■

reference to the above allegations SI/PC Sved Rasool Khan is appointed as Ehquir> 

Officer under section 5 of the said Ordinance:
I - "I ■ ■

The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provision of the
i ''

ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused, record its findings

■ :;if
'•:ii

^1^
'

Gffi

s.f- and make within 25 days of the receipt ofthis order, recommendations as to punishment.s
or other appropriate'action against the accused.

The accused and well conversant representative of the department sliall join 

the proceedings on the dated, time and place :i:ixed by tlic Enquiry Officer.

1:

u-

li-'i
i

>
f

f) a
• f

j.i * Superintei/dehr of Police 
FRP, Bannu

i,

f ' . i

Copy of Above foF

1 - SI/PC Syed Rasool Klian for initiating proceedings against the accused under the provision of the KPK.

; ;i

■f i;

Removal from Service (S.P) Ordinance, 2000.! :

2- The Concerned Constable with the directions to appear before the Enquiry Officer, on the date, time & place 

fixed by the Enquiry Officer, for the purpose of the Enquiry proceeding.
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11FINAL SHOW CAUSE

■ 1 i
r.

I, i-AR!P ULLAH KHAN. Superjnte'ncient of Police, FRP Bannu
iy Lanrd! as competent authority', [uncfer 'he KPK Removal from Service

bis: Powers) Ordinance 2000, do hereby ^erve upon you this Final Show'
• ■ ' ‘

Constable Rasoo! Zbman No.1923 as follow.

)

ic Pol'ce > • 4 •

That consequent upo. - (ho compietion of inquip.' conducted againsi.
i. ■

vou bv an i-nquiiy Cjrficorfr.if-wi'.ich you were aiven opportunitv of

\

I.

. hejnnp.
9

A

(;i) On going through the T^nd^••:gs'end recon’imerKiations of the Enquip/
n • . • t

Officer and the material on record and . other connected papers 

including your defense before the said Enquiry Officer.
*
i

* :i I

■ I
I
!I am satisfied that you have committed the followirig ncts/o.missions .

. ■» •

ifiec in section 3 of the said Ordinr-nce.

I
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i ,
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1) • That you Constable Ffanooi Zaman No. {9.23 jTosented you.’‘ce!f
• ■ ’ ^ i.i

i;Govt: duly vide DD No.20 dated 05-06-2011 wiinoui !er:ve/perm:ssbn

e coii'poient authodiy.

As a result thereof,
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ouoevinleodent ofULLAH KMAN-) j
i

cc. FRP Bannu Rsnoe as compeieru authority have ventati^oiy'
‘ ■ .-j ■

dec to impose upon you the penalty of mir.or/ major punishment under

■iriV,: /,

i I \ion 3 of ihe said Ordinance. • i>

: rh ■■ J ;
You are. therefore, 'required do show cause as to why the-:v,!v':!res;;::o 

ally should not be imposed upon you.j,- '
I
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if no reply to this notice is reeeivt-d wilh.iri sever- di.v/s of ih?' i'uc-oL't 
ws final show cause notice, i

i-'.-'r \.VM • urv. d-'^f?:npv: 'ij'

rfli bo laknn cg'ainsi you.

the t-orj'nal QOuise of circernsianpos

i'' irpan'i in that ca-^e or; e.x-C'ni-te
il shall ho
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I 1 The copy of the findings of the Enquiry Officer is enc;o.s-vd. I
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Brier facts of the 

to 08.08.2011 l.;,r
qasearcihathcabscincdhimseinion,

fodil pciiod 93c!av.s vviiJ 

was issued chare 

hi'^h Bani'iU i^an

subirdUed

• ’ i .
pernussipn of [h-c

‘K
fm anv lea.

0 sOeci/slaieineni of

i
eompclcnt authoii v. l^c( ' I

I • \ •

l-s! 'laHc^ajion and Si/l>CSycd Rasool Khan of

Ofnccr. .Al'ici'
4

v/as. app(driic(j a.sI

enquiry. (hc|,jj;o

'=0..,CC| but could bother 
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i MiCiuies vvhercii'! I'l.Cre3i'- •’ i: lual Show3.'. • I cause 

I'cply iound 

«orv,cc by SR I.Rn Banm, Range

i: I
to reply, lie vas also heard i

iaLi.s'lacioiy. j hcrcloi-c he was rcni'oycd Ifojn

\ i-c.his OliJ No. 661 dated 08.10 oq i | ''' '
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in person but h-i
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ORDER;-
*. 1 t .1.

1, t 1•/
My this order shall.dispose off the inquiry proceedings pending.

i'

} pgainqf Constable Rasool Zaman Mo;. 3.923/FRP,
:l ''ll . il .

The accused official remained absent from duty for a long period of
■ j-: . . ■ 'i I- . .

92 days vide daily-diary report No. 2C dat2d 05-05-2011 &. daily diary No. 12
q-;-

1! ^ dated 12-08-2011 till, date: He was charge sheeted and enquiry officer was 

’ directed to probe in the matter who in -his final finding dated 29-08-2011 

. ‘. recommended the accused official for a major punishment. He .was also heard in
jl ' ii:- . I'M ■
i I person but in no way satisfied the undersigned. Final Show Cause Notice was

r.
I

I ■

r-
issued, but with no reply.* - •

• r f

I'-( Keeping in view the above^ said facts, I, Aman Ullah Khan,A
<

. ' Superintendent of Police/FRP, Bannu, do hereby removed the accused official, 

I' named above, from service with immed ate effect.
I■ 1
*r .f
1 •

1 OB No. f-

, ( Dated /10/2011.
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Superintendent of Police,. 
FRP, Bannu.
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CoDies to all concerned for completion of record.
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