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FORM OF ORDER SHEET -~ i

Case No.-___ Y 63(‘[/2023' b

. Date of order
" proceedings

"T"Order or other proceedings with signature of judge -

2

22/03/2023

}

'l"hé appeal of Mr. ‘Muhammad [rfan presenied

today by Mr. Muhammad Aslam Tanoli Advocate. 1t is fixed
for preliminary hearing 'bc?i_’orc‘ t()yll:ilsjg Single Bench  at
A.Abd on . Notices be issued to appellant and his

counsel for the date ixed.
By thy order of Chairman

2 =
REGISTRAR?Y

[P —
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KHIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

CgECK LIST —_
Case Title: %k//wmx)'my s /4. /42 //ﬂp’? l?hvj

S#

co‘mmﬁ% /

NO |

1

This Appeal has been presented by g2 . sles Zamd, Aelord

2

| signed the requisite document?

Whether counsel / appellant/ respondent/ deponent have

3

Whether appeal is within time?

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed
mentioned? :

Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is
correct?

o))

| Whether affidavit is appended?

o~

Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent oath -
commissioner? ' :

8

Whether Appeal / Annexures are properly paged?

9

Whether Certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the
subject, furnished? '

10

Whether annexures are legible?

11

Whether annexures are attested?

12

Whether copies of annexures are readable/ clear?

113

Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/ DAG?

14

Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel engaged is
attested and signed by Petitioner/ Appellant / Respondents?

15

Whether number of referred cases given are correct?

NSV I NS

16

Whether appeal contains cutting / overwriting?

17

Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the
appeal? ‘

18

Whether case relate to this Court?

N X

19

Whether requisite number of spare copies are attached?

N

20

Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file cover?

N

N

21

Whether addresses of parties given are complete?

22

Whether index filed?

N

23

Whether index is correct?

TN

24

Whether security and process fee deposited? On

25

Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
Rules 1974 Rule 11, Notice along with copy of Appeal and
annexures has been sent to Respondents? On

A\

26

‘Whether copies of comments / reply / rejoinder submitted?
On ' -

S

-

27

Whether copies of comments/ reply/ rejoinder provided to
opposite party? On '

»

It is Certified that formalities /documentations as re
have been fulfilled.

quired in the above table,

Signature: - /V’ . A’VG-,// '

Dated: - /-3 2023
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'BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
. $ERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

. / ‘
Appeal Nopajf ........ Qo33

Muhammad Irfo‘;b-Consioble No. 542 District Police Abbo-tabad
R/O Village Gajjal, Tehsil Havelian District Abbottabad.

(Appeliant)

VERSUS

1. Provincicl Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottakad.
3. District Police Officer, Abbottabad.

(Respondents)
SERVICE APPEAL
INDEX _
S$/No. [ Description of documents. Annexure | Page No. |
1. Memo c¢i appeal & condonation 01- &9
application. '

2. FIR dated " 7-37-2021 YA fo— 1/
3. Applicaiion for grant of leave. N /2
4, Order dated 28-01-2022 of DPO “C" 19
S. Applicaiion for grant of order D" 1 4 '
6. Copy of Court Order 28-11-22 “E" |5 -/6
7. Departmen-al Appeal 29-12-22 'F | 7-206
8. Order dated 38-03-2023 of RPO "G 1
9. Wakalatncna

oo
APPELLANT

THROUGH 7
_ g(’”}//

" (MUHAMMAD ASLAM TANOLI)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

AT PESHAWAR
Dated: 15-03-202=
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| AppeQI No..... "31( .......... ), CZNDY

BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVCE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

!
!

i

Muhammad Irfan Constable No.542 District Police Abboﬁdqu
R/O Vilage GGJ]Ol Tehsn Havelian District Abbottabad.: |

(Appellani)

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbo’r’robod
3. District Police Cfficer, Abbottabad.
" (Requndenfs)

' SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT

1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 28-01-2022 OF THE DISTRICT

POLICE_OFFICER ABBOTTABAD WHERBY APPELLANT ' HAS BEEN

DISMISSED FROM SERVICE AND ORDER DATED 08-03-2023 OF
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER _ ABBOTTABAD WHEREBY HIS

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS BEEN FILED/REJECTED. - |

4

I
PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF_INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL BOTH
- ORDERS DATED 28-01-2022 AND DATED 08-03-2023 OF THE

RESPONDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE
RE-INSTATED IN SERVICE FROM THE DATE OF DISMISSAL WITH ALL
CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS ON RENDITION OF

ACCOUNTS.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That - appellant while posted  as Coﬁns’roble- in
Anticcrre ption Establishment Haripur a ccse? FIR No, 708
dated 17-07-2021 U/S-302/34 PPC was regiéfered at PS
Havelian wherein he v&)os not charged Qut later on
complainant in his statement U/S-164 Cr.PC dated 05
09-2021 (b:}f’rer about 50 days)charged oppeillon’r fqisely
with ma afide intenfion. (Copy of FIR dated 17-07-2021.

, is attached as Annexure- “A”").
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That of’rer his false involvement in obove case. ’fhe

complomon’r party extended threatens ’ro oppellont_'

with dzre consequences. Due to these ’rhreots appellant

was under pressure and compulsion to shift thS family fo .

a sofé place. Appellant was in need of 'leove thus he'

submm‘ed application for grant of 04 months Eorned

Leove But appellant dld not receive onythlng from his |

office. with regard to sanction or rejec’non. of applied

leave. (Cop'y of leave opplication is as Anne;-xure (“B").

That “the allegation as mentioned in the FIR was
incorrecf,'boseless, with malafide and enfm'i’ry. being
oppell,on’r a relative of accused family otherwise he is
fo’rolly:innocen’r. r |

I}
'

Tho’r on the basis this false mvolvemen’r ’rhe Dls’mc’r :

Pohce Officer Abboﬂobod vide order dc’red 28-01-;2022

dismissed the appellant from service wnhouj ony proof

and justification against the law, depor’rm‘e:n’fol rules'&
regulo’nons and facts. (Copy of Dlsmlssal Order daied
28-01 2022 is attached as Annexure-“C"). o |

That appellant was granted bail by ’rhe?AddiﬁonoI'

Sessions Judge Abbottabad at Havelian vidé order No.
05 dated 28-11-2022. (Copy of court order daie 28-11- )

2022 is attached as Annexure-“D"). |

That though appellant was dismissed f‘romiservic'e on
28-01-2022 but copy of the same was never addressed |

and issued to him. When appellant fepor’redifor duty he -

was TQId that he had been dismissed from séwice. Then

t
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| Appellan’r was condemned unheard.

after 'gr,'ohfof,bdil on 28-11-2022 he applied. for dismissal
order through witten request dafed 17-12-2022 and
order, was ‘given to him. (Copy of dp‘!pliéaii'on“ is
qﬁached as “E"). 1 o
That department inquiry was not Condué’fred; Nei’rhe"r‘
charge sheet nor show cause nofice wds isi.sue'd Cbpy‘
of inquiry’rep'ort if any, was no’r prov1ded Even"

oppor’runl’fy of personal heonng was no’f offorded.
That appellant aggrieved of the order dpted 28-01-

2022 of the DPO Abbottabad, prefered a
departmental appeal dated 29-12-2022 ‘before the
Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, /-i\bboﬁobad
which Was - fiied/rejec’red vide order do’red? 08-03-2023.

(Coples of departmental appeal and its rejechon order

dated 08 03-2023 are as Annexure-“F & G") hence S

instant service appeal on the following grouhqs.—

GROUNDS:- . | |

A) ~‘Tth’f both the |mpugned orders do’red 28- 0] 2022
and 08-03- 2023 of the respondents ore llegal,
unlawful against the depqr‘rmen’roli rul_es and
regulations, facts and principle of ndatural justice
hence liable to be set aside.

P

B) That proper departmental inquiry;_wds .ri..o.’r

'C_Onducted'. No charge sheet or show cause =

notice was issued. Copy of inquiry reFSort, if any,

was also not provided. Even opportunity of
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C)

D)

E)

.

. sustainable in the eyes of law.

_ Republlc of Pakistan 1973.

I . . . ey T r P
.. ., B o : ‘
: (? N ' L
)
5 .
' .
-

' .+
. '

'bersdndl hearing was no’r‘ dfford:ed:"’ro ’rh‘e"’

‘dppelldm‘ rather he wdas condemned unhedrd .

dgd:nst the pnnaple of natural Jus’nce }

Thd’r the respondem‘s have nof ’rfeo’red ’rne

dppellon’r in accordance with law, depdn‘men’fdl |
tules and regulo’nons and have dcted in violation

of Article-4 of the Cons’rn‘uhon of |S|OmIC Repubhc

fof POkISTOn 1973 and unlawifully lssued lmpugned

orders which are illegal, unjust, unfdlrI hence not

|
f
' 1
]

'Thon‘ dppelldte du’rhonty has failed ’ro‘ dblde by'v |

’rhe law and even did not take into consndero’non .
the grounds taken by dppeildn’r in ’rhe memo of

appeal. Thus act of responden’r is con’rrdry 1o the

~law as laid down in the KPK Pollce Rules 1934 read

w:Th section 24-A of General Clduses Act 1897

dnd Artficle-10 of the- Cons’n’ru’non of lslomlc

i
»

That appellant has rendered‘more thgnwlS yebrsf_ |
";$ervice and always discharged his dssigned duties -

| .}Nifh,devo’rion, honesty and never invoived himself

in any such omission & commission ‘as alleged

dgdins’r him. Allegations are incorrec‘f false and

.;fdbnco’red based on malafide whlch remained

| 'unproved and unsubs’rdnhd’red till fo ’rhls ddy

i.

: .ThOf under CSR rule 194 the responden’rs were” L

bound to have woi’red the ou’rc:ome of the

criminal case from the Trial Court. Bt they failed |
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C)

D)

E)

F)

bersonal hearing 'was noft offorded 1o The

Gppellom rather he was condemned unheord

»ogouns’r the principle of no’rurol Jus’nce

That | the respondents have not treated: the
appellant in accordance with law, depqrimen"r'dll
fiJles and regUIo’rions and have ccied:'in violation
6f Article-4 of the constitution of Islorﬁic Republic
of Pakistan 1973 and unlawfully issued impugned
orders which are illegal, unjust, unfolr hence not
sustainable in the eyes of law.
i.

That appellate oulthori’ry has failed fe obide.b,y"

the law and even did not take into censidercﬁon

the grounds taken by appellant in ’rhe memo of -

appeal. Thus act of respondent is con’rrory to the

" law as laid down in the KPK Police Rules 1934 read
wﬁh section 24-A of General Clouses Ac’r 1897

and Ar’rsc!elO of the Constitution . of Islomlc -

Republic of Pokls’rcm 1973. SR
That appellant has réndered more ’rhti:xn‘ 15 years |
service and o’lwoy‘s discharged his ossigrjed du’rij'es |
with devotion, honesty and ne‘ver invo‘ivedz himself
ih’ony such omission & commission §<:1s dlleged
against him. Allegohons are mcorred false and
fabricated based ‘on malafide, whlch remonned

unproved and unsubstantiated till to Th;s day.

That under CSR rule-19'4 the respondenfrswere
bound to have waited the outcome of the

criminal case from the Trial Court. Bu’ré ’rhey‘fdile‘d :
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::’ro follow these mondon‘ory rules. And |n a hos’ry o

ﬂ 'monner without observrng the law governmg ’rhe-'", |

G)

s, ’rherefore humbly proyed that on occepronce of lnston’r- 3
service oppeol 'order dated 28-01-2022 and order do’red 083

03-2023 of the. respondents moy graciously be ser‘;osrde ond o

_respondents have dismissed him from si'erv,l,ce. |

.Tho’r ms’ron’r servrce oppeol is well wrﬂ?ln ’rlme and
h ;‘rhrs honorable Tribunal has got every Jurrsdrchon ’ro~

| "en’rer’roln and odjudrco’re upon the lis | , ’

i E

the oppelldn’r be re-instated in service from ’rhe date  of

dismissal with all consequential service back benefr‘rs Any'.‘

other relief which' this Honorable Service Tnbunol deems fit

and proper in crrcums’ronces of ’rhe cose moy olso be"' :

granted. R 4/"' I
SR | Appellanf 1
S : |
_ Through ﬂ W
’ (Muho ad Aslam {Tanoli)
Advocate High Court
o o At Abbottabad'.
Dated: 1$03-2023 S i
VERIFICATION =~ |

Ii is verified rho’r The contents of rns’ron’r service dppeol are True

and correct to the bes’r of my knowledge and belief ond no’rhrng

has been conceoled from this Honoroble Trrbunol

 Dated:]9 032023 . Appellant

,,\M"”

PR

..’rerms “and condrhons of orppelldr)r.s servrce,

i
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BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

.A'ppeal NO...ociveeine, o

Muhammad Irfan Constable No. 542 District Police A,bbo’r’robod -
R/O Village Gajjal, Tehsil Havelian District Abbottabad.

)

(Appellant) »

. VERSUS ,
1. Provincial Folice Officer Khyber Pakhtunknwa P‘es:hdwor.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboﬁobctd
- 3. District Police Officer, Abbottabad. -

(ReSpondents)

SERVICE APPEAL |

i

AFFIDAVIT ' i

|, Muhammad Irfan, dppellon’r do hereby solemnly declare and
affirm on oath ’rjhot‘con’ren‘rs of instant service appeal are true
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief ¢nd nothing

- has been suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.

m o M .

Dated: /4032023 | Depo_nen’r/Appellanf

Identified By:

| (Muhammad Aslam Tanoli)

Advocate High Court
At Peshawar

. ) H . m' |
Dated: 14 -03-2023 | Appeuant
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. BEFORE HONORABI.E KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL o
- PESHAWAR o ,

Appeal No..... f .......... ereerean

Muhammad’ Irfon Cons’roble No. 542 District Police Abbo’r’robod '
R/O Village Gouol Tehsal Havelian Das’rrlc’r Abboﬁcbcd

(Appellant) L

 VERSUS I A

1. Provincidl Fsoli‘ce- Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regaonoi Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbo’f’robod

3. District Poltce Officer, Abbottabad. '_ a
(Resppndents)

|

SERVICE APPEAL ‘

i

CERTIFICATE o l

It is certified ’rho’r no such appeal prlor to this one on the subjec’f

" has ever been filed in this Honorable Service Tribunal Qr any other

court.

. M

' Dated: 1503-2023 B Appellant
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BEFORE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE R,I UNA4

PESHAWAR , o
: |
Muhammad Irfan Cons'roble No.542 District Police Abbottabad R/O Village GO]]OI
Tehsil Havelian District Abboﬁobod..................................................:..,.(Appellant)
VERSUS i

1. Provincial Police Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad. ,
3. District Police Officer, Abbottabad........cooeeviiiieieee, (Respondenis)

|
‘r"'

APPEAL SERVICE -
APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING SERVICE APPEAL BEFORE THIS
HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

Respectfully Sheweth: _
- 1. That applicant/appellant has filed:,’rodqy service appeal, which may bée
' considered as part and parcel of this application, against orders dated 28-

01-2022 and 08-03-2023 of the respondents whereby appellant nas been

awarded penalty of dismissal from service ond his departmental appeal
has been filed/ rejected. : .
: |

2. Thatimpugned orders have been passed in violation and derogonon of the
statutory provision of law, rules and regulations governing the terms and
conditions of service of the appeliant, therefore, causing a recurring cause

action to applicant/appellant can be chollenged ond queshoned
irespective of a time frame.

: .
3. That impugned order passed by the respondents on 28-01-2022 and 08-03-
2023 are illecal, without lawful authority and whimsical in manner. The
applicant/appellant filed departmental appeal well in time and has
rigorously been pursuing his case, dismissal order passed on 28-01-2022 but
its copy was provided on 21-12-2022 and that too on specific written
request of cpphccn’f/appellont hence this service appeal. The deloy if any,

in filing serwce appeal needs to be condoned. ;

N
. 4, Thot this: application is being filed as an abundant caution for the

condonation of delay, if any. The impugned orders are liable To be set
aside in the interest of justice. '

PRAYER - !

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant service oppeol

impugned order dated 23-01-2022 and 08- 03-2023 of respondents may graciously

be set aside and applicant be re-instated his service. Any other relief which this
Honorable Tribunal deems fit and proper in circumstances of th se may also be
granted. M j&"’"

' Applicant |

Through A\ .
(Muhom/\rr?aa slafh Tandh]
: s Advocate ngh Court
Dated:1 J-03-2023 At Haripur

i
It is verified that contents of instan- service application/appeal are true and coirect to the best of y knowl=dge

and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunat.. ' m
Dated:f J-03- 2023 ‘ Applicam‘



Le

' a
1. l}v.éll.n'.?.?ll!ﬂilfom\stmeJob;mn,q{ ;

! SN i g

@Jﬂjg« Ul?l&u.zl I

1

: Mf iOF’.:);/JonJ, /u--ywmb./ﬂ briwwﬂdlyl :
}) / |

‘RL‘J ’ . . U‘.’H‘-’! ': v
37 fj.: - »’T{.Ga T SR
042—' l( )9 \_.-—Jw?) ?,Jt‘ ‘;_,-_—‘M: =

(%,,apa)%m, ’ gz\ Yo 5 25 C,f;, - 2apnbd

/fd/xi/,ﬁy/(’ Ie"‘ 101 099&(}/3 _) B )"’}(:UJ"W) rb'

_ j‘ Z L__ /)/,, 7, ,/H iu’i (o-J)/ 4 -y;U/Um[/Jb(}‘Jy)rj’w *

...... — .L,__;

|~

Ia I/?}Ifw("»/( /é -"i .»‘i:;, - .zL@W{’/ _.Jf;-v b-//";.-mlﬂ‘,]»"lﬁ,ﬁﬁ,u_[p -

1 =R
' bw% M‘nmm./z,ﬂwwmw Lk
:";}”} ‘ - B u’»@/bdg{ uc.,,.«lx[:f

: T

: f'—;tic_,,‘ - /1(@" //&JW#(/)UZ‘/“//I))L/‘{(/,/

_‘,."' ,);,. ,,/,f l}/-f) v-..._./,(m'/(‘/é\}!/

,j _1,'\ /L,

ol
= f N AN A Y =N “—'ﬁ-’/) «]

(_Mﬁéf)dzr
S O&”//"k_.._:/w/ﬁ»f <Z C/,Af é/ "’- ,;;,k_ L

\ 7—?.,_,)4; ,f{j}!\, /{ ,‘,,7/ ~' ) /j{//p- /"?/’c:‘fw .
J ’» /‘L,i/;d, D/Lu?«»f\-—”u/(_.._"v /7(-‘1).«*" LD //.I‘ » 'W d)g,,zy"/

r’!::D "--—"‘Z’éﬂ “7’&//&9 'é.{()’ ,(/}?}f@fa

F Fkeln 5 = (i C/cj/z,g/ejé_ Juw ;
i/o;l é_}ﬁj T _» ‘; (17} n/)‘};/'/*: .
/:/ /[’/t'f- &&/L}) / ///JMJ,JM/‘-.-—-' :

o2t S - El s G L

»’ -2::3-—

:A.‘ r'roj):jﬁa?/{[ﬁ"/d[ﬁ"/ l“ﬂ
%2.(7)”5/&//‘ U(f’c:"‘*“"ﬁ/éc“/”ob |

“ _).4 g CD"‘“, P/
///M' Jiff__.},/ )d—é// Z,//“‘“"/’U 0

; 22 //yéw
,‘-':’/’/LM U*’)’U’ f-*‘w‘ L”’ 2 /ﬂ &r

G G 5 (3 I e el

il . % 14
[ ;@.//K,//f/{_/% L/A’(:")g;'/&:;;g /L.ﬁ)(‘}*
) ) _,: ,,4: i7 &JLA-.‘{"\._,..' - {: 9»4_/1 “,)L‘;g, Llci; ,/_J u?,) *éé

oty

s ez ot /"/V"//‘—*“’fw& = é»/z//,) &z

R e G T ﬁ—/um. x
| Al ‘. |
LT ,

wall ¢t




e 1
~f;)

T ;;.J
A
/ly »‘Z’ /'U/ A,;lc ,))/’ i" //;L_

K

_ “*’fu /

/_}-__/L_._,{y{f Zn \.____,,.U / J f»—-’ f“‘/w\).:?
i3

f’//i!j)[ﬁ z/&j“’ G{‘{"}/ CI)/ J)’//c &__ﬂ s’:

z//»J (' /

. f’)/#} :
: (.5');.,,,/’;7" s

I\I"'

I3 ,l z
77/7/,9-

/

‘/A) /ﬁ;,/fﬁgﬁ,ﬂbz;ACw?;

/A

éf?}afdﬁ =
(/{/Lgt '.

fe M H‘w? '

| “" Oﬁ' 20X .

J ' > //W" 7 fZL—l '(

o,yf/

e 17

A

71
y _)1’ OCZ:./(/‘;"? e e f’/m 'Jv)/g/ C\. (i o
C‘—”{ C’/ 4‘"« > f i”i

T T E oyl T e
L, con ek

-y [ ~~- " L -

“ D (";‘z - d (’_t{rz’_, ‘{/ {' ‘- )n‘}l

e \

// /}t“""’;"/’ Vi jow b s &

LR ‘ e
U}“WL¢7%9?7’65¢2214)%/L > ﬁo/y A7) fad i E
[l \m‘_’_;/ 2’ . + ~:..r'
AT L e e i
D S EiT e
s - Y "14 /,.‘f PR i D g —

' P }5/_::./1/1*) .jrf / ,V V &' {f ’3 "’; Loz )'/',{&5.‘-—{: ?/ -‘:19'"'/ | ;
= jj 3 R S ,
_.ff“’ U\'J A //J/ {/ / Z.f /’; (é‘._..;.a& -): J i‘“":i—:f :ir/

]

£
(';;,-”)
45-«9",? :
Rt -
- {,’
v

_! -,-rfJ 3 }i(’ 1
A

T

R |
N . -
' - ' . : {: "g/ ‘ vy ' i
- ) | ) 'r/ . ~ - AW L. l
E I o \-h N
i T T e S
) —— 5 ——— ¢ I
“‘*Mm__ S N‘““‘“‘*——-_h
2 m—— . . | e
r | N —*—WMM-‘ i-g‘,‘ ) : ——. _—
L L e/'/ .fl_,,l ~----—NM - —
b-— ” e —— e . .
: / w)"b‘n“»’ "’";'/-” ﬁfu ’(,:wdrma vf ST
. t 4 T

7/'}’ Dm—[-?[,u,(_'l{
--.-c_ G,
LL@ L.JJCL,')J}"UL': [_’,]* IL,}[LFL,.” ‘L/" JLL/ b

. <

MR M.

i ”L« Ll

url ;L "}JLr"'L’” I




N\ ‘—{

/7/“"’ o 79&*’ £ ER z/ Db D g e U 2 .
e ,»-E)/' /-..,J

:7 ,Jt//}/ L;;/t‘s (JW"/ _,réi/f _}"-..-,//C

.‘ - :
- . .. . :"' ; g}'i‘,y “.J_‘
. L e c-” ///f’ filt&ris
/’fl/f'l) I t)’/‘ //P'/)/ )*"’{//" "/{f/”—‘ /J}//T % - -
3 )
| w2 /»/ e "'7’ .//L' < "))’gj’f
R B ] , y
/J ,[ , ’ o //‘,d_’:_i"i‘/') C;,;ﬁ"'/}
ke  p2 ) P
“{ [ > & L// -

)j
L by /&JC/ {j" )’\.//“’} ot /’J//) J, )
,J' w :/C/ " . E / r / L(/U/ L[’}
X X ‘ o Y A s '/)?/ /;k:j,‘/_/ . / ).

i

Aol

W’ ,



Pad

AND

; ORDER.

\

This office order wijl dispose of the departmenital enquiry against

Ce e ::30115tabie Irfan No.542 of Anti Corruption. While posted at ant corruption. establishment

Cdepartmentai CICpUItY againsi the delinquent olficial and recorded st

repatriated to this district due‘, o involyemem n case vide FIR AN0.708 dated 17-07-2021 U/S
302 PPC PS Havelian. Your this illegal act eamed bud name for entire police department as
well as in the eye of gener;'ul public, which is tantamount to gross misconduct on your part
being a member of discipline force. '

| He was issued Chaige Sheer along with stu{..-.‘._xe;ﬂ of atlegations ang
M. Sajjad Khan SDPO Havelian was appointed as Enquiry Officer but be did not hother to

submit his written reply in tesponse to charge sheet Enquiry Officer called him to join in

Enguiry proceedings “but he failed to appear in  Enquiry proceeding. He conducted

atements of all concerned,
Alter conducting departmental enquiry, the Enquiry 'Ofﬁcei- subnﬁltcd'hi'_‘s findings, wherein
allegations have been p_rcivﬁed against him by taking EX party action against  him,
Conscquénlly, be was served )l:vith Final Show
submit his writlen explanation; He was summoned to appear in Orderly Room on 26-01-1072
but he again tiiled 1o appear in: OR.

. Thf:rcl"bre, In-exercise of the powers ve%ned in the-undersigned Police
Disciplinary Rules-1975 (Amended 2014), L Zahoor Babar, Afrid; (PSP) District. Police
Offieer, Abbotabad as a compélem authority, am consirained o aw.

ard him major punishment
of Biswsissal from serviee. with immediage effect.
o LT Serviee. wid

Ordejl:i:umuun ced.

DistieEaice Officer,
. Abbottabad ©

Yy oy ‘o 4
Nu,---Q--’-:f----!--/-}umcd ~E8 0102,

1

Copy to:

' ‘_/l P.ay‘i‘Ofﬁcc'r o . ?{., .

: 2. EC 117 ef e ¥
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Cause Notice, in response to which he did not

v

. Anwéi‘.
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. . INTHE COURT OF RAJA MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN, % :
: 3 ~ N - N £ r E 1\ i : g
ADDITIONAL-SESSIONS JUDGE, ABBOTTABAD AT HAVELIAN. \ I
. L 3
. N . - . &_\« IF‘
: : ’ “ :
| Bail Petition No. 515/4-A of 2022 _ y J
. Muhammad Irfan .....Vs..... State N
Order—035 kN :
28.11.2022 o , Q/)
g APP Lubna Shehzadi {or State, accused/petitioner through o ‘1\

B learmed" counsel Malik  Haider Al Advocate present.
'-\\ ~ - ) . | ' S N
y Complainant alongwith his learned counsel Qazi Muhammad
| Arshad Advocate. ' -
Accused/petitioner Muhammad Irfan s/o Muhammad
Zaman - Caste Tanoli /o Kajal, Tehsil Havelian & District
Abbottabad, seek his post arrest bail in case FIR No. 708 dated '
17.07.2021 under Sections 302/34 PPC of Police Station
Havelian, Abbottabad. ‘
Arguments on behalf .of the accused/petitioner [,‘j;
* already heard, while arguments for the Compl_ainﬂnt heard today. >
‘ - | | ;
Record depicts that present accused/petitioner has not }
been directly charged in the FIR. The present accuséd/petitioner i
)
. ' it
. . . s
was although, charged in the statement of complainant u/s 164 2
Cr.P.C.on 05.09.2021 as Irfan police official for purchasing a
new plslo\ \)y deceased Tabir Melimood and murder of his son
5 with the help of present accused/petitioner. The main accused
, was already been released on bail by the court of learned ASJ-
i ‘ : | :
Vil Abboitabad vide order dated 08.09.2021. There is no tf
? | | | ok
; recovery and confession on the part of the accused/petitioner. g
‘ The alleged occurrence Is unseen without any reasonable linkage -
’ . ;




l of the. preseil. atcused/petitioner with the commission of th

same. : Investigation is complete to the extent of present

‘ accused/petitioner and he is no more required for any other
P purpose. -
In“view of above, bail petition is accepted " and -the
accused/petitioner is directed 1o be released subject to furnishes
‘.Z 3
’

bail bonds in the sum of Rs.200,000/-, w.th two sureties each in

L3

the like -amount to the satisfaction of this court. Requisitioned

LS

record be returned. File be consigned to Record Room after - |
: : 7 .
necessary.completion.
Announced -
28.11.2022 ¢ - , i
sl (Raja Mubammall Shoaib Khan)
Additional Sessions Judge,
Abbouabad at Havelian.
30 i 3
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REFORE THE REGIOMAL POLICE H sgm HAZARA REGION
ABBOTIABAD -

{Depariinenial Appeat by I\nohcmmd litun FC No. 542 Disifict Pulice Abboimbad)

ru

DEPARTAMENTAL f«\PP&j_ﬂ. AGAINST ORBER DAYED 2a-0% -2022 1SSUED
BY DISIRICY POLICE OFFICER ABBOTTABAD WHEREBY APPELLANT
HAS BFQ N DESMISSED FROM SERVICE.

PRAY&:R ON &CCEPTANCE OF INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
ORDER DATED _28-01-2022 MA. KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND

APPELLANY _BE RE-INSTATED IN_SERVICE FROM THE DATE OF

DISMISSAL WITH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.
Respécied Sir,

With most respect’ ond reverer ice the following few lines are
submitted for your k_mt}:'t.vc{onmderqhon and favorable orders:-

1., That oppﬁ“élllont has -served the police department for
about 15 years. Appeliant always performed his
assigned duties with zeal, zest, devotion, de’dicq‘tioh :
and honesty to the entire sa’risfocﬁoh of his officers
and hever provided a chance of réprinmnd.

Appellant has meritorious service record at his credit.

2 That ﬁ:xppellcnnt- while posted as Cor‘isi'ob_!é in

’ Anticoiruption Establishment Haripur and performinlg

his duties was falsely charged on 05-069-2021 by
compiainant in his statement u/s-164 Cr.PC in FIR No.

708 dated 17-07-2021 u/s-302 PPC P$ Havelian and

was st}{b}ec’redio inrectens ol dire consequences by

COMD‘QMQHT party. Due lo these threats the
ogapelfo;nf wdas constrained to shift his family consigt

upon iminor. children and old ailing parents to a safe |

place; Appellant sitbmilied applicotion to the DRO

Abboltabad for grant of 04 months Eamed leave on

,

/f (’% J&w



the expectation of its sanction and himself remained
pusy for settfling his family ot a far-flung safe area

and mqhoging edible and other daily use items for

them. Appesliant received nothing from depqrfrmenf

with regard to sanction or otherwise of his leave.

{Copy df leave application is attached as “A”).

That allegations leveled against the appellant in the
statement ufs-164 Cr.PC dated 05-09-2021 in FIR No.
708 dcﬁe_d 1‘7;074021 (after 50 days of FIR) were -
false, 'fqbfi_éd'ted and baseless against the facts and
oﬁer_’fh,‘op‘g)hi'. with malafide intention, just fo cause
him "'dq';m;gg:;e-in his service for being a relative of the

accused‘%_fqlrﬂily d#helwise appellant had nothing 1o

]

L E

involve himself in criminal case. There is no wrong on

the part of gppellont.
s By

That as F;erﬂ District Police Officer Abbottabad he on
réceipf of inquiry report vide his order dated 28-01-
2022 dismissed the Qprpellont from service. (Copy of

dismissal order dated 28-01-2022 is cﬁ‘ﬁdched as “B").

That fhougH appellant was dismissed from service on
28-01-2022 but copy of the dismissal order was never '
addressed to him. When appellant appeared before
the DPO Abbottabad for cluty he was informed that

his services has been dismissed. Appellant made
severdl visits fo DPO Abbottabad office for his
dismissal order but every fime he was not detivered
the same on one or the other pretext. At last
appellant had to submit wiitten application dated

Meege
t

-
e



07-12-2022 for issuing dismissal order which was then
guvé to him on 21-12-2022. (Copy of the appiication

is dﬁachéd as “C").

That no proper deparimental inquiry  was
conducted. Neither a Charge Sheet nor a Final Show
Cause Nofice was issued to appellant. He was also
nof givelf'n a copy of inquiry report, if any. Even the
appellant was not provided the opportunity of
personcﬁ hearing and . he was oworded major
punishment of dismissal  from service  in serious
violation of law, departmental rules & regulations,

facts Cl["l'd' principle of natural justice.

That the 'deportmenfcl authorities under rule CSR-

194-A weée bound fo have kept the appeliant under
DR

suspens}on and waited for the out come of the Trial

Court in criminal case against the oppellon’r But
they |n hurry  dismissed the appellant without
following the above cited rules.

That the appellant appeared before the ASJ
Abbottabad at Havelian and submitted post arrest

bail application which was accepted and the

appellant was granted bail vide order dated.28-11-
2022 ¢pr of whié:h was issued on 21-12-2022. {Copy
of the baii order is alfached as “D"}.

That cppei!on’r i, totally innocent and had--
dlschorg<=d his official duties with devotion,

dedication and. hoenesty but still he was oworded
/) [Tc, Eeel
/ } Aot
m.



10.

with major punishment of dismissal ‘from service
without bny :cause or justification. There is nothing

wrong ofm the ﬁorf of appellant.

That if ’rﬁeﬁdppellont is provided with a chance of -
persondl? hearing, he will really prove himself as
innocent - by explaining all the facts and

circumstances of the matter.

In view of the aforementioned facts it is eclmesﬂy: requested
that order dotedi_ 28-01-2022 of the District Police- Officer,
Abbottabad may- kindly be set aside and appellant be re-

instated

in- service from the date of dismissal Wifh all

conxequen’ncxl serv1ce back benefits. Appellon’r sholl pray for

your good health gnd long life. Thanking you sir in anticipation.

Dcl}_'ed:

129-12-2022

Yours Obedli\SetVC&nT ~

(Muhommod Irfan) .
$/O Muhammad Zaman
Constable No. 542 -
. District Police Abbottabad

Address: Village: Guijjal,
Tehsil Havelian
District Abbottabad
Mobile No.0313-5912591




()I'Il("l. OF THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD

€ 0992-9310021-22

B 0992-9310023

EZ] r.rpohazara@gmail.com

NO: SR &8 DA ES  jE DATED OB 68,03 nos

ORDER : —_—
This order will dispose of departmental appea! under Rule 11-A of ‘Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Pofice Rules. 1975 submitted by Lx-Constable Muhammad I|lan No. 342 of

District Abbottabad against the order of punishment i.e. Dismissal from Aelw('e awarded by
District Police Ofticer Abbottabad vide Order Book No. 27, dated 23-01-2022."

Brict facts leading to the punishment are that the appellant while posted in Anti-

Corruption Establishment repatriated to Abbottabad District due to involvement in case FIR No.

" 708, dated 17-07-2021 u/s 302 PPC PS Havelian. His this illegal act carned bad name for entire

police department as well as in the cye ol gencral public.

The appellant was issued charge sheet wi‘th statement’ of altegations: by District
Police Ofticer, Abbottabad and SDPQ Havélian Abbottabad was deputed to conduct depurtmental
enquiry. The Enquiry Officer in-his findings held the'_appellam responsible ol” misconducl.
Consequently. District Police Ofticer, Abbottabad awarded him major punishment of Dismissal
fram Scrvice, Hence. the api)cilant submitted this present appeal.

Aller rc«;civ;ng: his appeal, comments of District Police Officer, Abbuttabad were
sought and e.xannfnc&’pcru&:ed.i The undersigned called the appeliant in OR on 07-03-2023 and

heard him 1o person, where he has been given reasonable opportunity to defend himself against

the charges. however he failed to advance any justification in his defense & from the perusal of

his service record it transpired that he was dismissed second time from scrvice. Thus, the

_ disciplinary action taken by the competent authority seems genuine and the dppl.dl is liable 10 be

Cdhsmissed. Theretore, in exercise of the powers conferred upon the undersigned under Rule [1-4

(a) of Kh\{m Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 (amended 2014) the instant appeal s hereby

Siled/rejected with unmcdla[e effect. :

AN (P’SP)
Regiofial Police Officer,
Hazara Region. Abbotlabad.

Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Abbotiabad for information and

necessary aclion w/r 1o his oftice Memo: No.48/PA, daled 09-01-2023. Service Roli and Fauji

Missal containing enguiry hile of the appellant is returned herewith for record.
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