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The appeal of Mr. l-a^ai Amin^ [fx-Gon?)tabie no.^hSl of Dislrict Peshawar hP rcwavnh
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Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, .show cause notice, enquiry repori. 
and replies thereto are not attached with the appeal.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

iisSS.A /2023

Fazal Amin (Ex-Coristable No 4551) of District Peshawar Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa

(Appellant)

Vs

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Capital City Police Officer 
Peshawar and one another

(Respondents)

INDEX
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1. . Grounds of Appeal
2. Affidavit

63. Addresses of Parties
4. Application for condonation of delay
5. Copy of the FIR “A”

■I2s>
6. Copy of the Impugned Order dated 10-08-2010 

Copy of the Court order 01-06-2021

Copy of the departmental appeal and appellate/finai 
order dated 27-03-2023

“B” //
7. “C"

/2-
8. “D” & “E"

{
9. Wakalat Nama

Appellant
r\

Through

Naila Jan
Advocate High Court 
Peshawar.Dated: /04/2023.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.

APPEAL NO../j3.V../2023

/azal Amin (Ex-Constable No 4551) of District Peshawar Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa

(Appellant)

Vs

1. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa; 
Superintendent of Police City Peshawar.2.

(Respondents)

Service Appeal under section 4 of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 1974, against the 

impugned appellate/final order dated 27/03/2023 of 

respondent No 01 whereby representation of the appellant 

against the dismissal order of the appellant with 

retrospective effect dated 10/08/2010, has been rejected’ 

on no good Grounds in utter violation of law, Rules and 

Principles of Natural justice.

PRAYERS:

On Acceptance of the instant appeal both the 

impugned orders dated 10/08/2010 and Final/Appellate 

order dated 27/03/2023, may kindly be declared illegal, 

void ab initio against the law rules and principles of 

Natural Justice, Set aside the same impugned orders and 

the appellant may kindly be reinstated into service with all 
back benefits.

Respectfully Sheweth;

1. That the appellant was enlisted in the year 2007 as constable in 

the police department at district Peshawar and since his 

appointment the appellant performed his duties with full devotion, 

enthusiasm and to the entire satisfaction of hi high ups.

2. That the appellant while serving was involved falsely implicated in 

^ concocted case, FIR No 188 dated 24/03/2009 Under Section



302/324/34 PPC PS Badaber. (Copy of the FIR is annexed as
A)

3. That the appellant duly informed the respondents from the above 

facts however the respondents instead of suspending- appellant 

.proceeded under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 by 

issuing a charge sheet along with statement of allegations 

however the same was never communicated to the appellant till 

date and thereafter a slipshod inquiry was conducted without 

associating the appellant or recording pro-contra evidence and the 

inquiry officer recommended that the inquiry proceedings may be 

kept pending till decision of the court decision. It is worth to 

mention that at the time RSO 2000 was in field however the

appellant was preceded under Police Rules 1975. (Copy of the 

charge sheet & along with statement of allegations and inquiry 

report has not been provided by the respondents to the appellant 

may graciously be requisitioned from the respondents)

4. That as per the impugned order dated 10/08/2010; the inquiry 

officer issued final show cause notice, instead of the competent 

authority (respondent No 02) however the same wss not served 

on the appellant. (Copy of the Show cause Notice has not been 

provided by the respondents to the appellant may graciously be 

requisitioned from the respondents)

5. That the respondent No 01, without any opportunity of personal 

hearing, defense and without waiting for the outcome of the Court 

decision, dismissed the appellant with retrospective effect vide 

order dated 10/08/2010 w.e.f 09/03/2009 however the 

never
same was

communicated to the appellant and the appellant received 

the same on his personal efforts on 11/08/2021. (Copy of the 

Impugned order dated 10/08/2010 is Annexure-B)
6. That the Honorable Court of Additional District & Session Judge- 

IX Peshawar Vide order dated 01/06/2021, by acknowledging 

innocence of the appellant, released .the appellant on bail. (Copy 

of the Court order is annexed as Annexure-C)
7. That feeling aggrieved from the,impugned order dated 10/08/2010 

the appellant filled a Departmental Appeal/Representation before 

Respondent No 02 however the same was rejected ' vide
Final/Appellate Order dated 27/03/2023, ip violation of law. rules

and principles of natural Justice. (Copy of the departmental
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appeal and appellate/final order dated 27/03/2023 are annexed 

as annexure D&E)

8. That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned orders 

dated 10/08/2010 & appellate/final order dated 27/03/2023, 

having no other adequate remedy hence filing the Instant appeal 

on the following grounds

GROUNDS:

A. That the impugned orders dated 10/08/2010 & appellate/final 

order dated 27/03/2023 are against the law, rules and Principles 

of natural justice void ab-initio hence liable to be seaside.

B. That the appellant has not been associated with the disciplinary 

proceedings at any stage and proceeded ex-parte.
C. That no opportunity of personal hearing or defense has been 

provided to the appellant before issuing the impugned orders 

dated 10/08/2010 & Appellate/final Order dated 27/03/2023 h 

the appellant has been condemned unheard.
ence

D. That no charge sheet along with statement of allegation or show 

cause notice had been served on the appellant which are 

mandatory under Police Rules 1975.

E. That it is evident from the final order dated 27/03/2023,that 

proceedings were conducted under Police Rules 1975 however 

at the time of initiation of the proceedings Removal from

Services(Special Power) Ordinance 2000 (RSO-2000) was in.filed 

and as per Section 11 of the Ibid Ordinance 2000,the provisions of 
the ordinance has overriding effects on other laws and rules even 

then the appellant has been treated under .a wrong law which 

vitiated the whole proceedings including the impugned orders 

dated 10/08/2010 & appellate/final order dated 27/03/2023.

F. That in a similar nature cases reported as 2006 PLC cs Punjab 

,396 & 2005 PLC cs Punjab.804, the Punjab Service Tribunal have 

declared proceedings against civil servant under wrongs/repealed 

laws as Void & illegal and directed for de-nova inquiry under the

prevailing laws/rules hence the appellant’ is also entitled for the 

same treatment.

G. That the honorable Tribunal in another judgment 2005 PLC cs

Punjab 747 has declared that under provisions ct RSO 2000,ail 

other rules relating to efficiency and discipline matters having



o.-
stood abrogated, imposition of penalty of removal from 

fell in the realm of illegality on that score alone.
H. That the inquiry officer neither recorded statement of any witness 

nor did the appellant was provided any opportunity to cross 

examined.

service

I. That though as per law disciplinary proceedings and criminal 

proceedings are different from each other and may run side by 

side simultaneously however in case of major penalty the inquiry 

officer is to conduct inquiry and prove all the allegations however 

in the instant case no such inquiry has been conducted nor did the 

allegation has been proved against the appellant therefore the

respondent no 02 was required to wait for the outcome of the 

court however in utter disregards to the icvv cf the land the
impugned orders have been issued and major pencUy of dismissal
has been awarded to the appellant.

J. That neither regular inquiry under the relevant law v/as conducted 

against the appellant in order to prove the charpoG, nor did the 

competent authority waited for the outcorro " c-h-dna! case.o:
K. That under the law, Final Show cause not :ce :s to be issued by the

competent authority however as per the impugn order dated 

10/08/2010. the inquiry officer issued fine show Cause Notice,
pen- -ni ';2) which isinstead of the competent authority (Res; 

sufficient to establish that the whole p 

out in utter violation of law and rules.
L. That opportunity of Fair Trail 

constitution has not been provided to the n p-
M. That the appellant has not been treatec, ■ 

4&25 of the constitution of Islamic republic

N. That the appellant has been awarded 

retrospective effect which is void order : 
SCMR 1124.

^e-n carriedroceca ^ u

as guaranteed-by A-t 10 A of the

•■'e with Art
vUri 1 ^73.

t'^e p'unisAment with

Ci i. i

^•d.Tment 2002'Jc.

O. That the appellant life was at risk as t; 

implicated in the case and there 

appellant therefore the absence of the 

due to the aforementioned 

misconduct.
P. That since the Impugned orders the 

hardship.

'■■'"■s falsely 

was eminen; danger to life of the 

appcil'.nl wre not willful but
reason whin.; r. ' amount to

appe!:a:',: w , :L..css and facing
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Q. That the appellant sought permission of this 

adduce other ground during final hearing of

onn-'s’he tribunal to .

appeal.}

It is therefore requested that the r-pent ■ ?y 

accepted as prayed for.
!:incf!y be

Appe'lsrf

Through

ma:la-;/?■?
Acivof. '.e :'7'g’i C^urt 
Peshawar.

;
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
• PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

S.A /2023

Fazal. Amin (Ex-Constable No 4551) of District Peshawar Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa

(Appellant)

Vs

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar and one another

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

I, Fazal Amin (Ex-Constable No 4551) of District Peshawar, Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that all the contents 

of the accompanied appeal are true and correct to the best of 
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed or withheld from 

this Hon’ble Tribunal.

my

DEPONENT / 
CNIC:
Cell No:

Identified By;

NAILA JAN
Advocate High Court 
Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

f

S.A /2023

Fazal Amin (Ex-Constabie No 4551) of District Peshawar Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa

(Appellant)

Vs

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Capital City Police Officer, 
Peshawar and one another

(Respondents)

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

APPELLANT.

Fazal Amin (Ex-Constable No 4551) of District Peshawar 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

RESPONDENTS.

1.' Capital City Police Officer Peshawar Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa.
Superintendent of Police City Peshavyar.2.

f

Appellant

Through

NAILA JAN (
Advocate High Court 
Peshawar.Dated: /Q4/2Q23



. ^ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SER\'!CE TR1BUNAL
PESHAWAR.

APPEAL NO 72023

Fazal Amin. (Ex-Constable No 4551) nf C; 
Pakhtunkhwa

Ixhyber

(Appellant)

Vs

1. Capital City Police Officer Peshawar Kh'/h^r 

Superintendent of Police City Pesh2. awar.
(Rerpcndents)

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth;

That the above titled appeal is filing today in which: no dale has 

• been fixed so far.

2. That though the instant Appeal has been ri!eb 

, the final order dated 27/03/2023 however L 

same is condonable on the following grounds;

1,

wii'vn time against 

- y delay the

GROUNDS!

a) That the impugned order has been 

which renders the impugned orders

■ Final/Appellate order dated 27/03/2023 

dictum laid down by the Apex 2002 S 

apex court held that no limitation runs e: 
is made to 2019 SCI\/IR648,201 h ! .

b) That the Supreme Court also laic! dov n t ’ 

are to be decided on merits rather than techrvcaliiies.

proceedings have 

abrogated/repealed law thereto 

of the Apex Court “superstructur 

fall to the grounds and the whole 

subsequent orders has no standing in, 
d) That valuable rights of the appeli:;, :!, 

take away on the basis of techn

I 1 ^ effect 
claied 10/06/2010 and 

lo be void orciers as per 

MP 1124 whereas the

'Or

r-'

W'i: •vw'ence

cases •nrecen

c) That the d • under 

- dent 

■ ' ■ nn would 

s os' well as

e'on on :i'-

■n -eci:-

■' be
icr,,,n

HI



It is therefore requested ihr^t die 

instant appeal may kindly be condqno
g the

cf justice.

* •* * '

r- ’•'1 r:i.

A r,'!

Through

’■'Ail
t

r'e

4

t

)

\
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Oiy)ERIPs 4

3This is departmcohd pi :)cccdings against Constable ba/ai-Cr 
y\min No.455], while posted to Pol cc Station I’aqirabad, on the grounds . 
that he absented himself vide 1)0 No. 11 dated °09.03.2009 and. 
continuously remained absent till to date. It is also come to the notice that 
hc'has involved himself in a mi rder ease vide I’lR No. 188 dated 
24.03.2009 u/s 302/324/34-PPC Pol oe Station I^adabcr.

Disciplinary proccedin; s were initiated against him and he 
issued Charge Sheet witli state nent.of allegations. SDlTVb'aqirabad 

was appointed as enquiry officer f( r completion the enquiry against tlie 
defaulter.

r

was
*

!
L

I
Findings of the enqui' y officer alongwith relevant papers

was Vreceived and perused. As per,; .ndings ol'thc enquiry oificcr, he 
issued Final Show Cause Notice vi ie this office No.l686/SP-City dated 
24.04.2009 on his home address but no reply/cxplanation has been

lying pending till the dccisioncof

were

received. The enquiry proceedings/ /ere 
the court. The honourable court has leclarcd him 1^0 u/s 512-Cn'lT..

•Keeping in view the ecommendation, circumstances, avid 
court decision, the undersigned cam ^ to the conclusion to take stern action 
atiainsl him as experte and he is awarded the. major punishment of 
dismissa! fiora. service from the date ofhis absence i.c. 09.03.2009..

I ," 1-■LVI- :/(SYEI) HAMMAO ABfD)PSP
Superintendent of Police City, 

Peshawar.A
I'

OB: No. S. yPJ-
#

Dated <2^/Aug: 2010.

_/SP: City: dated ^eshawar, the y^_/Aug: 2010. 
Copy for informa ion and necessary action Lo;-

f

No. i>
I
i1. The CCP Peshawar.

2. *. The SSP Coordination CCP, Pcj ia.war. 
The SSP Operations Peshawar.

04. The SP IlQi-s:
,5. SDPO/Faqirabad.

CRC

3. /

i-

6.
1OASl Branch . (M

I'aiiji Missal Branch with enquit ' report for rccof'd.
n

8.

t
i!

• i
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The learned couniie! ii.iv ihe accused/ pciiiioner Mr, Saced 

Khan Advocate pn:iduced unreponcO Judgments in C'r.M BA No. 15.S'"^-1' 

or .'1013 -^Nia^ Ali Vs 'nie Suuc” dciadcd on IS.I.I.ZOn. CMM. pcliii.ui ' 

No. 51-P of 2017 ufaiigusi Conn dc ;ided on 27.11.201'' tilled 

BAdshaiv Vs The Stale", CriM BA No. J97fj-P of 2U19 decided 

06.9.2019 "Nizar Ali Vs The Sian" of Mon’ble Peshawar Migli Conn,

5.

rf

/as ■'.Akhiar#'
V,oni

Peshawar, ,Cr,M BA No.41-]> ordOfO ^.Muhammad Rasooi Vs ZiulTiar" 

decided on 1T2.2020 by Hon’bh- Pesr.awar High Couri, Peshawar, 

his arguments that his

li was

is .it par A-ii!; die acquiticd co-accused hence.case

accused/ pcUiioncr be released on bail

6. On the conirar>-- the learned counsel for the coniplaiiiani 

producedTeported judgments 2018 P Cr.lJ -l8l "ihibib Ullah Vs Qadir 

Khan", Cr.M BA No. 4001-P of 20.2-) -ihishniai V.s * he Stale" dccidi'd .111

25.1.2021 and requested that the bud .nay fc declined.

Perusal ot record ’'cveais that the cuuiplainant belne 

■ . w'imess of the case charged.acquitted eo-accuscd/accused/ peiiuoncr and 

I ■ absconding co-accused directly in, lAK with general role of Hring and the 

deceased was having more then nine Inj.irics on Ids body. The co-acctiscd 

was. acquiiied and -he acquiita! A' g., co-accused iiseiJ' Is no .ground ibr 

grant ol bail., it is .ii.so available on iccord that die -.■.■quitted eo-accuscLl 

cusiod;' diiOLig his trial and iii.s bail was deciined by Sessions 

Court, ilie. qnesiiori arises that whether in each 

ol bad ofaeqaitied co-accused '.‘.-i!; be eiucrir.ined ibr 

other co-accused with role at par. This Cuun has obtained guidance Bon. 

both pro.and contra views a.'d reaciwe: to the view liiai whenever liie 

.ot prosecuiioii, is without inherent defeei.s then the refusal of bail' ol' one 

accused clurmgi iii.^ .rial is a considerable factor for' belated

7. •
eye

'.i

n
iwas in

and every case the ref.i.sul

'refiis.::! o-' i^ai. for
’

Case 3
i
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tictuscii bill when ihe pros;;c’uiio.'i is prc-senv.cd with inhorc”''•jeibiiis

inen ii is noi a cotisic-.rahli ‘v. lor again'i o;.hc;' accused wliu were \
\;'

ab.scoi'.dii'.g ai Ihe lime ol'irial oi'::.,\,'..uicd co-ai.-ciised. W--

!h .1:1 Uie instant case the eye 'Asiner.scs were dishalieveci In

previous trial of aiquilicd co-aci:uscd with role at par and the iTicdtco-legai
■4
■ i

evidence and ocaiar aceouni ulcc onsidoriiiion with u.;;-'eln t iui'tiicr ■

inquiry because in site plan, i/-i. accused lircd from liw I'-iuv t n live

deceased when he was ridina an c ith w.-ic wiih resiricicd ntovemeuis ilioii
iin such likv.' situation availabiiii,'-' i- ionr ciur.c wounds from the buck sl.ic 

inigi',1 be an iniicrcnt dcJeci. 'Thii '..curl will not louch ilry inert; in deep 

from the arguincais of accused/ pcih;oner that the eye witness w:i;; sitting 

on bicycle oit re a ;.cat and ihv. u'.:.-.;.scd itas sust.lined number o.'iniurics 

on ironi and bach but the eye n’i'. w-.s escaped un-hurl. howC'ccr liii.s aspecl
•. 1

•suggest sp:v.e--,n.a-gin of furibur ivere. It is ati admiiicd ienr.l Doini tiint
ii
u• mere abscorfdaiKC t.s not a gro.iiv,. l'..>r refu;.:ai ol' bail wlien it is awhlal-'ie

ilon nicrus, 1 h>.: i 'jcdsed/ ixuaio.'r.u in ritadc margin i.'-f I'.irtlier probe in in:-; 

case fur the purpose oTbail.

9. ji'; vi-;-\v ofabox insiani jti si. arrest bail petition is a-.ccnied 

luibiecl to fiiraishing bail bcntd.'ruo di-e u-ne of If;; cOu.OuO/- wiili tw.,

and rcliahtc sureties to the sa'.isl'acti.i-'i '..i'-:lhs; Court. ■

10. Record be fciurned alotv; ••viih copy of ihi.s order. ;'iie be 

con.signed to record room after ne :cstair' ■.‘umpleiifiri.

■dANNOlCf'C/hR)
01.06.2021

n
MatiaJiiniad 'i'aliir .•\urang/.eh 

.\d-d;tional .Ses.sions Judge-lX. 
Pcs.lmwar
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The worthy Capital City Police Officer 
Peshawar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

DEPARTMENT APPEAL AGAINST THE IMPUGNED ORDER
DATED 24/08/2022, COMMUNICATED ON 23/08/2022
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN DISMISSED FROM
HIS SERVICE WITH RETROSPECTIVE EFFECT ON THE BASIS
OF SOME BASELESS ALLEGATIONS IN UTTER VIOLATION
OF LAW. RULES AND PROVISION OF REMOVAL FORM
SERVICE (SPECIAL POWER) ORDINANCE 2000.

Subject:-

Prayers:

ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS DEPARTMENT APPEAL THE
IMPUGNED ORDER DATED: 05/08/2010 MAY KINDLY BE SET-
ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE REINSTATED
INTO SERVICE WITH ALL BACK BENEFITS.

Dear sir,

The appellant submits the following with great Respect;
1. That the appellant was inducted into police Department as constable 

and since his appointment the appellant performed his duties with 
great zeal, zest, enthusiasm and to the entire satisfaction of High ups.

2. That the appellant 05/08/2010 was lastly posted at Police Station 
Faqirabad where the appellant on the verbal permission of the in 
charge proceeded home however the appellant along with his brother 
was falsely involved in criminal case FIR No 188 under Section 
302/324/34 PPC of PS badaber. ( copy of the FIR is annexure-A).

3. That the enemy of the appellant were powerful and they were looking 
for the opportunity to kill the appellant therefore the appellant due to 
threat to his life could not join his duty however the appellant informed 
his high ups about the nomination of the appellant in the FIR.

4. That thereafter the appellant himself surrender before the local police 
where the appellant was sent to judicial, lock up however being 
innocent the appellant was released on bail by court of Additional 
District and Session Judge Peshawar vide its judgment / order dated 
01/06/2021and after releasing the appellant approached for joining his 
duty however the appellant was orally informed that the appellant has 
already been dismissed from service however neither the impugned 
order, nor did the copy of charge sheet along with statement of 
allegations, inquiry report or show cause notice has been provided to 
the appellant despite several requests.

5. That the appellant received the impugned dismissal order dated 
24/08/2022 on his own efforts on 11/08/2021 which was issued at the 
back of appellant in total disregards of law, rules principles of natural



(

justice. (Copy of the impugned Order dated 05/08/201 Ois annexed as 
annexure-B).

6. That the appellant feeling aggrieved from the impugned illegal 
dismissal order dated 05/08/2010, having no other adequate remedy 
hence filling the instant Department appeal on the follo\wing grounds 
interaila;
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GROUNDS:

A. That the impugned order is against the law rules Principles of Natural 
Justice, void ab initio hence liable to be set aside.

B. That no charge sheet along with statement of allegation has been 
issued / served before initiating the so called Department ex party 
inquiry which is mandatory under the law.

C. That no opportunity of personal hearing / defense has been provided to 
the appellant at any stage of the disciplinary proceedings. Hence the 
appellant has been condemned unheard.

D. That no regular inquiry has been conducted accordance with provision
of RSO 2000 and no opportunity of defense has bee provided to the 
appellant. .

E. That the inquiry officer as well as the Competent Authority was in the 
knowledge that the appellant has been named in a concocted criminal 
case they have to wait for the outcome of criminal case however in a 
cursory manner the impugned order has been issued.

F. That no- opportunity of personal hearing has been granted before 
issuing the impugned order dated 05/08/2010.

G. That no statement of any witness has been recorded nor did the 
appellant have been confronted with anything and the inquiry officer 
failed to bring any iota of evidence against the appellant.

H. That neither the appellant committed the alleged act nor did the 
appellant have been attributed the commission of the alleged act 
however, the appellant was made escape goat and was illegally 
penalized.

I. That-right of fair Trial has not been provided to the appellant as 
guaranteed by Article 10 A of the Constitution of Pakistan 1973.

J. That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with Art 4 and 
25 of the Constitution of Pakistan 1973.
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K. That no statement of any witness has been recorded nor did 
opportunity of cross examination have been provided to the appellant.

L. That absence of the appellant was not willful but for the reason that life
of the appellant was in danger hence the same does not constitute 
misconduct. '

M. That the inquiry officer was either to prove the charges or should have 
recommend the Competent Authority to wait for the outcome of 
criminal case however without proving the charges and waiting for the 
outcome of the criminal case the appellant was subjected to major 
penalty.in violation of laws and rules.

N. That no show cause notice has ever been issued or served on 
appellant which is mandatory under the law.

O. That since the impugned order the appellant is jobless and being the 
sole breed earner the family of appellant facing problems.

P. The impugned order dated 05/08/2010 has been given retrospective 
effect and as for dictuiti laid down by the'apex court punishment 
cannot be awarded form retrospective effect as such order is void 
order.

Q. That the appellant seeks personal Hearing before your Good self.

It is therefore, requested that the instant Department appeal may 
kindly be accepted as prayed for.

Your’s Obediently

Fazal Amin (Ex-Constable No. 4551)
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OFFICE OF THE 

^ CAPIIAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 
PESHAWAR

l5JW

. ORBER.

This order will dispose of the departmental appeal preferred by Es-Constabic Faza! 

Ammi ,No. 4551, who was awarded the major punishment of ‘'Dismissal from service” under KP 

PR-1975 by SP/City Peshawar vide OB No. 2722, dated 05.08.2010.

Short facts leading to the instant appeal are that the defaulter Constable while posted 

at police Station Faqirabad Peshawar was proceeded against departmental!y on the charges of his 

wilful absence w.e.from 09.03.2009 to 05.08.2010 (01 years, 04 months & 26 days) without taking 

permission/leave of the competent authority. He was also involved in a criminal case vide FIR No. 

188, dated 24.03.2009, u/s 302/.324/34-PPC PS Badaber.

3- He was issued proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations by SP/City 
Peshawar. SDPO/Faqirabad Peshawar was appointed as inquiry ofiicer to scrutinize the conduct of

the accused official. The inquiry officer after conducting prope ■ inquiry submitted his findings in 

which the defaulter Constable found guilty. The competent authority, in light of the findings of 
the inquiiy officer issued him Final Show Cause Notice, whic i was delivered to him at his home

was

address, but he did replied to the said notice appeared before the competent authority, hencenor

awarded the above major punislunent.

4- Fle was heard in person in O.R and the relevai: record along with his explanation 

perused. During personal heai'ing tlie appellant failed to subr.'it .any plausible explanation in his 

defence. He was given ainnle opportunity to prove his innocer.ce but he could not defend himself 

Therefore, his appeal for setting aside the punishment awaraed to him by SP/City Peshawar is 

hereby rejected/fited being also time barred for 12 years, 03 mo.ith and 18 days.
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CAPITAL CITY POLli^ls OFFICER, 
PESHA'WA'R V

No.Aj-iN. /PA dated Peshawar the

Copies for information and necessary action to the:
1. SP/CityPeshawar
2. AD'IT CCP Peshawar 
.3. OASl, PO, CRC,
4. FMC along with complete fquji missal.
5. Official Concerned
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