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The appeal of Mr. Nasir Abbas Noori Sub spector Police Line Kohat sbrabad |
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~ BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
- APPEAL N0 57 F 12023

, NASIR ABBAS NOORI No 16K Sub Inspector
‘ Presently Police Line Kohat. '

' (Appellant)
| VERSUS |
1. The Inspector General of Pohce kP Peshawar
2.. The Regional Police Officer Kohat Reglon K.ohat.
3. Tne,Dlstrlct Police Ofﬁcer Kohat. : o
' L (Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER

- PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST

' THE ADVERSE REMARKS FROM PERIOD 01- 01-2019 TO 17-

01-2019 AND '17-01-2019 TO 09-10-2019 WHEREIN THE

" APPELLANT WAS AWARDED GRAD-B AND ALSO

'REMARKED THAT (THE APPELLANT) MAY BE REMOVED

FROM POLICE BEING STIGMA -ON FORCE

. COMMUNICATE TO THE APPELLANT ON 29/05/2022 AND

“AGAINST NOT DECIDING - THE APPEAL OF THE
APPELLANT "WITHIN STATUTORY PERIOD C OF 90 DAYS.

P’RAYER

THAT. ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPFAL THE
ADVERSE REMARKS . ADVERSE REMARKS FROM
PERIOD 01~01 2019 TO- 17-01 2019 AND 17-01-2019 TO-09-10- |
2019 MAY KINDLY BE EXPUNGE BEING ILLEGAL AND-

NOT COMMUNICATE TO THE APPELLANT IN TIME. ANY -

| QTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL
'DEEMS FIT AND APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE
AWARADED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT '



.. RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
1

" That the appellant joined'the_P'(_)lice Depaftiﬁent-as constable . in the

year 2001. Since his enroliment the appellant served the department

‘with devotion and dedication.

That. in the year‘-'2'009; <'m' éccdu’nt of his'hard 'work and selfless

~ services, the appellant became/designated as PASL The appellant

continued his meritorious and selfless services and in credit he was

‘ ~ promoted as Inspector in the year 2017. _

That ‘while serving: smpbtﬁly ahd safisfactorily, the appellant was
shocked to know on 29-5-2022, that the then Worthy Distt: Police

‘Officer Kohat.‘-vic,le ACR No.13-7 for the period from 01-01-2019 to

17-01-2019 and 17-01-2019 to 09-10:2019 awarded him report B. the

E following column, complaint against the appellant is shown as Nil
while at the end it is recommended that appellant "may be removed

from Police being stigma on force". Copy of ACR is attached as

. annexure-A.

" - over the impugned ACR, therefore the appellant filed departmental: ©

Tﬁat on 29-5-2022, When‘.the‘.app_éliant went to the officer of the DPO
Kohat, official over there informed the appellant about the impugned

‘AC_'R. Upon rcqucét of the appell'ant' copy of the impugned ACR was

: shown and delivered to the appeliant. The appellant for s_ufﬁcient' time .
. the appellant- was kept in. .dairk regarding the impugned ACR while
. ultimately a fake’ signature of the .‘appellafntﬂ was obtained from .
_-sotne()né else, and thus it was shown as served upon the appellant.

That :upon. seeing -such an ACR, the appellant ‘was shocked and

stunned. The appellarit has a nuimber of legal and factual reservations

appeal. on 27/06/2022 -in response to which various correspondence
has beén done and. last correspondence was made on-26/04/2023 but -
till date the appeal of 'the~'appellant.was not responded. Copy of |
Representation ahd.lletteré are éttaéhed as Annexure-B & C. - '

. That now the appellant come to this «augus‘;: Tribunal on the following -
) Vgi‘Ounds.amOngst others. : - . e -



o GROUNDS

' .('J.
o
( 20
. T3

—
f A) That the 1mpugned ACR for the perlod 01-01-2019 to 09- 10- 7019 is
o " not even then the 1mpugned ACR was sent to the appellant as an
' adverse ACR - '

B) That ‘when there is no complaint aoamst the appellant then the
' questlon arises that on which ground worthy competent authorrty
formed negatwe oprmon against the appellant.

C) That by non—mennomng sources of 1nformauon agamst the appellant
“the 1rnpugned ACR has become legally defective.

D) That accordmg to. the ACR Rules when it- is 1ntended to award !
‘negative report. to subordinate official, it is ‘mandatory that the
competent authority before awarding the adverse remarks will call

" “him and give him counsehng to mend his ways and this fact is to be

-~ mentioned in the ACR but no olICh practice was exercised by the

-Worthy Competent Author1ty Hénce the impugned ACR is not only

irregular but also does no fulfill legal formahues

E) That remakes on the rmpugned ACR are very surprising because the”
competent authority has not disclosed the sources of information upon

; which he formed adverse opinion agalnst the appellant, secondly,
 recommendation against the appellant is unwarranted. because the
competent authorlty under the law ‘is equipped to remove - Sub-
Inspector from the department hence recommendatlon for removal of

~ the appellant was not requrred Hence at this score alone, the )

. lflmpugned ACR has got not legal Value and thus not sustamable inthe
- eyesof law ' ‘

' F) That in the impugned ACR, no Teason for removal of the appellant |
from the Pohce Deptt has been hrghh ghted ‘

G) That the appellant is son of Fareed Hussain Shaheed who was .

martyred in the year 2009 in a suicide attack while serving in the

~ Distt: Pohce Mardan. Being son of Shaheed the appellant has never .

mdulgecl h1mse1f in illegal or unethrcal activities nor kept his personal- ‘

" interest above the official interést. The appellant has always
"drscharged his ofﬁctal functrons with devotron and dedrcatlon

H) That such unjustrﬁed unwarranted umlateral and one sided remakes
agamst the appellant have not only lowered status and reputation of



¢ -

the appellant in general publrc but also lowered his | pos1t1on in the
“eyes of l’llS worthy ofﬁcer_s

- I 'That if the 1mpugned ACR remains 1ntact the appellant is likely to

* sustain irreparable loss. That the server of the impugned ACR, did not

serve the ACR upon the appellant but on another official by putting

_ forged s1gnature of the appellant upon copy of the ACR as ‘token .of

. receéipt but did not deliver the same t¢ the appellant. As submitted in

- Para No. 8 when the appellant went to the office of the Worthy DPO .

'Kohat on 29-5- 2022 official over there informed the appellant about

the 1mpugned ACR. Hence' moving the instant appeal was delayed.

which was not due to the fault of the appellant It is requested that the
.umntentlonal delay may kmdly be condoned

" ), That the 11npugned ACR is netther sustamable legally nor factually,' .
o hence it deserves to be eXpunged :

,K) That the 1n1pugned adverse remarks are commumcated is time barred
- and no Just1ﬁcat1on has been gtven by the authonty for delayed' _

communlca’non .

t
'

L) That from the' above per it is very much conclude the remarks of the

reporting- officer are bias malaﬁde and based on rerteratlon without |

any evidence.

M)That the adverse remarks are contrary to 1nstruct10ns c1rculated by the
Govemment for writing PER/ACR. Ther efore the same | adverse
remarks are liable to be expunged

N) That as per mstrucnons contamed in the PER/ACR wrmng 1nstruct10n
- there should be counselmg/wammg prior to adversing PER/ACR but
in case of appellant no such prior. counseling/warning has ever been

‘ g1ven to the appellant whlch is v1olat10n of the laid down 1nstruct10ns .

“0) That no prior counselmg/warmng has ever r been given to the appellant
' Wthh is again the v1olat10n of instruction regardlng PER writing and
impugned remarks are baseless on personal llke without any ptooﬁng

P) That the similar placed employees ﬁled service appeal no: .

15575/2020 Wthh was allowed by the Hon’able - Tribunal v1de

' Judgment dated 14/07/2022, so the appellant also entitled to the same -

© relief. Copy of judgment is attarched as annexure-D. |



s Q) That the appellant has been condemned unheard because in. respect of
 adverse remarks and PER/ACR no inquiry has been conducted to
B 'substantiate the- adverse remarks nor the appellant was owen a

= A personal hearing right regardmg such remarks .

x R) That- the’ appellant seeks perrmssmn to advance others grounds and
proofs at the tlme of hea1 ing. o

_ 'It'is,'therefol‘e mc')st"humhly prayed that the appeal of the
appellant may be accepted as prayed for. '

AT

o ! e

APPELLANT
Nasn Abbas Noon

. THROUGH:

-

g
~ UZMA SYED :
-~ ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT -
,- . . Lt . ’ ) _&- A‘i"b/‘
SYED NOMAN AL} BUKHRI,
ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT



BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
" APPEALNO.____ . /2023

o Nasir. Abbas Noori . V/_S: . - Police Depti:’ |

" CERTIFICATE: -

It is certified thai no other service éppéal earlier has been filed

. between the present parties in this Tribunal, except the present one.
i

g

- DEPONENT

"LITE OF BOOKS

1: .. Constitution of the Islamic Republlc of Palqstan 1973
2. .. The ESTA CODE.
-3.  Any other case law as per need.

“01(

(UZMA SYED)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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v BEFORE, THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
APPEAL N() /2023
V.,.“NasiI. Abba’s Noori VIS C E'Poli/‘ce Deptt: .
- AFFIDAVIT
I Nas1r Abbas Noon (Appellant) do hereby afﬁrm that
_ the contents of this service appeal are ‘true and correct and nothing -
has been concealed from this honorable Tr1bunal ‘
" DEPONENT .~
Nasir Abbas Noo.ri'-‘
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" BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
" APPEALNO.__~ /2023
Nasrr AbbasNoon VIS ~Police Deptt

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION
OF DELAY IN THE INSTANT APPEAL

o RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH

. 'l. :That the 1nstant appeal is pendmg before thlS Honorable. -
Trlbunal in  which no date has been ﬁxed o :

That the august Supreme Court of Paklstan has held that
decision on merit should be encouraged rather than knocking- .
"out the 11t1gants on _technicalities 1nclud1ng limitation. -
Therefore, appeal needs. to be dec1ded on merlt (2003 PLD
(SC) 724. - :

3. ~That the 1mpugned ACR was V01d ab-1n1t1o bemg not -
eommunlcated and passed in v1ol’1t1on of rules..

4 That” aocordlng to Superior Court Judgment there is no -
limitation run against the void order. So there is in mterest of
) _]uStICG the hmrtatlon may be condoned ‘ ' :

5. That the deptt mtentronally delay the matter of the appellant and
~ .not decided the departmental appeal of the appellant

1t is therefore most humbly prayed that the ‘instant appeal may
H__be dec1ded on mertt by condOmng the delav to meet the ends of
. ]ustlce '

e f [
l\\ \;*». :
‘ APPELLANT ‘
‘Nasir Abbas Noori
THROUGH e
(UZMQ. SYED) -
ADVO(‘ATE HIGH COURT
PESHAWAR ' '
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* OFFICE OF THE -
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER

- 'KOHAT REGION
& Jogec | patéd_ Lt L j2021
Te . TheDistrict Police Officer, Kohat.
Subject- ¢ . ANHUAL CONFIDENTIAL REPORTS -

!n the /\nnual Conﬁden‘uat Report on '.“.a worki .ng of St Nasir Abbas Nooi!

f_ for tie per.od from 01 01.2019 to 09.10. 2019 is as under~ o
Tt - Class uf the Report‘ - 3 - BT

]
i
|
1

-

Remarks of Reportmg Offic'er May be removed frorn Ponce 1’-euno

" stigma on Force
[

Remarks by the h Aére_eﬂwith comments from DPO/Konat. | = -
: oounterergmng ufflce. T ‘C&ey as adverse remarks

!
{
I
i
!
!
|
{

1
F

The above remarks r1ay p!eas e be conveyed {6 the offic’er concemed n
m*ar to remedy the cefects. Reprecenreﬂo“ s‘ ma d st‘ lu be sent no later than one rrrun”.'

.+ ¥rom the date of receipt of this communication.

_ . AR acknowledgernent as tok n of the recein ot of the m Arid uim m%:y
- alse be Obudl"\?d from ‘his on the attached dupilcare copv of tl'-as comrnunlcat!m and sent to .

"fu,e for ’oord on his Chur,—zoter Roll Dossier.”




Through PrOper Channel

Tiown m’)NOURABLE DEPUTY lNSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE
KOHAT REGION KOHAT .-;'-: 5

A}

ALY AlNSf THE. L\uvl:R%l: BER. AKRS A\l‘vARD"u 3« THE |
© THEN WORTHY DlSTRlCT POLICE -OFFICER KGrHAT ';wog .
-yICH_FROM PERIOD 01- 01 2019 40 17- 01-2019 AND
17-01-2019 _TO 09-10- -2019 THE APPELLANT -WAS
AWARDED" GRAD-B-AND: ALSO_REMARKED THAT HE* (THE
ADPEU ANT).MAY BE REMOVED FROM POLICE BEING STIGMA

.,_—.___-

Coe

' ’u..q ccwed Sit, o S ° s
‘mll. great |e>pect and veneratlon the appellant may gracrously be

alluwed to.submit the followmg for. your kmd and sympathetlc cons;deratlon :

l:_g_g, f the Case:

1. That the appellant joined the Police Department as :constabl_e in the year
2001 -
. Vi fince “his enrollment me dppenant ﬂelw‘d the (e Daﬁmem with

‘ devot:on ancl clecllcatlon A

uJd

That in the year 2009 on account of his hard worl< ernd ‘selfleé‘s. ser,vfice’s,
‘thé nppellant becameldesrgnated ‘as PASI .A '
A’..J"‘luu th e.appell‘mt contlnued hls mentm ious and .,elf-less: 'se_rvices and'in
c.ecllt he was plomoted as lnspeotor in the year 201 7 3"‘: o 3

5. That \\‘hlle serving smoothly and satlsfactonly, the’ appellanowas shocked
to know on 29-5- 2022 that the then Worthy Dlstt l?ohce Offlcer Kohat
_vnde -ACR No.13-7 fer the period from 01 01—2019 to lj—Ol«ZO]Q and
17-01- 2019t009 -10- 2019awarded himreportB. . R

G. That in the followmg column, complamt agamst the appellant is shown as
il w_hlle at the encl it is. recommended that appellant “mav he romoved'

fros Polize being stiging on foice™ -



'Flt‘tt {or sm’Flcient tlme the appd vas Iept in dark regardmg the_.»'
.lmpUGned ACR whtle ulttmately at ‘.' ke Siandl ure of the appellant was‘
,:obtarneq from romeone else a.ncl thus it was shown as served upon the.i :
mmlw' ' ) .;.:,-_ .
L That on 29+ 5- 2022, when the appellant went to the ofﬁcer of the DPO' :
l\ohat qfhcual over there mformed tha appellant about the |mptltgned ACR
4, Upon request of the appellant copy of the lmpugned ACR was shown and
. cleuvenccl to the appeilant. ‘ ‘ v . -
0. That upon seelng such an ACR, the apoetlc.nt ‘was . shocked and
3t nn't»cl ‘ ' :
“1.  That the appellant has a number of Iegal and factual reServattons ot/er_"

the lmnugned ACR, WhICh aré detatled below for your kmd and

~,ymp(rthet|c consnderatton. B .. e

vrounds of Appeal; . - . .

. That the impugned ‘ACR for the period 01-01-2019 to 09-1',07'201 9 is not

_a-. Usen the impugned ACR was sent to the dppet.ent as ar ad"erse ACR.
Flmt when there is no complamt agamst the appellant, then the questlon ,

arises that on which -ground worthy competent authorlty formed negatlve-_ .

.

opuuon agatnst the appellant

", That by non mentioning sources of- mformatton agamst the appella'zt the )

a

impugned ACR has become Iegally defectlve

h’\".l;’:‘ u..
.,' .

“ That accoadmg to the ACR Rules when it'is mtended to award negatlve "

u:mlt to strborclmate ofﬂcnal it is mandatory that the competent euthorlty

L&

before: awarchng the adverse remarks wxll caII hifm and glve hlm'.




< uun»olmr- to mend l’llS ways and thls fact is to be mentroned m the ACR
put no ‘such Dlactlce was exerased by the Worthy Competent Authorlty
'len' s the mmugned ACR is not only |cregular but also does no fulflll legal

f R - "? :
e runl‘;n ies.

C. Tmu rennkcs on the rmpugned ACR are very surprlsmg because, the
competent authonty has not dlschSed the sources of‘a-mformatlun qpon'

el 1 formed adverse opw‘:n'. agaﬂ'lbt the 909“ nt, secondiy,

re’ommendatlon against the appellant is unwarranted beequqe the n

ComlJt_Lenl authouty under the law |s equnpped to remove Sub lnspector ‘ b
frpm the demrtment hence recommendatlon for- removal of the appellant '
was not lequrred Hence at tlus score alone the |mpugned ACR has got no

- fegal \hlue and thus not sustamable n the eyes. of law B :

4. Thatin She impugned ACR, no reason for_ removal of the app_ellant frpm”'

the Police Deptt: has been hlghhghted

Sy ey

i That the aooellant is son of Fareed Hussam Shaheed who Was martyrecl in
the \/eal' 20‘0_9 in a suicide attack whlle servmg in the DlStt Pohce Mardan
Beiny son of Shaheed, the appellant has never lndulged hrmself in lllegal
wr unethical activities nor kept hIS persanal mterest above the offtcral‘

Pl ese. Bhe appellam nas aways m:.umlged tis Ol'fl("al functlons Wlth '

L

Ry

devotion and dedlcatlon. o T .' +

o e e i i DISTE pglice Kohat Officers

s

L. Fhat such unjustified, unwarranted, umlateral and one slded remakes
aga unst the mpellant nave not only lowered status and reputatlon of the”
nppellant, in geneual pubhc but also lowered hrs posmon in’ the eyes of hrs

worthy officers. cee L L




. .
lvl Tha‘+ if ‘the irnpugnedWins_intact; the 'app’ellant is lik_é\ly to sustain '
"'rrreparable loss. | | '- ‘ o N o
N..That ‘the server of the lmpugned ACR dlcl not serve the ACR upon the.' ;
appellant but on another oﬁrcral by puttmg ro.ged ssgnature of the “
‘:“appe!lant upon copy of the ACR as token of recerpt but dld not delwer the
| '. same to the appellant
As submltted m Para No 8 when the appellant went 10- the offlce-of the
.Worthy DPO I(ohat on 29 5 2022 ofﬁcnal over there mformed the'. ) A'
-'appellant about the lmpugned ACR Hence movmg the lnstant appeal was
delayed which was not due to the ‘rault ‘of the appellant lt is requested
L that the unmtentronal delay may I<1ndly be condoned
. 0. That period of hmltatlon will commence. from 29 5 202: hence appeal is
| Wlthm the p|e<cr|bed penod ‘ ‘ i
e That the lmpugned ACR is neither sustamable legally nor lactually, hence .

it cleserves to be expunged

‘ Q That lf deemed proper the appeilant may kaly be heard.in person. -

' Prayer:

- In vrew of the above legal and factual facts itis humbly prayed that the':‘. '
| 'rmpugned ACR for the perlod from 01~ Ol 201 9 to 09- lO 2019 bemg ;

‘ 'suffeung 1|om Iegal and factual lacunas mconsrstent not in accordance wuthy ‘

' law and rules may kmdly be set asrde is. the mtelest of law and- justice. .T'he‘
appellant and hrs famlly wull pray for. your Iong life and prosperlty . -

Thankmg you in antrcrpatlon

Yours Obedientiv. . ..
" pated:27-06-2022. R o
o NASIR ABBAS NOORI (Appeliant) .

No.16K o
- Sub- lnspectm ‘ ,
' jPresently Police Line Kohat

© Cell No. 0333~ 9669176..

N
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‘NEFICE OF THE

l\l‘ (’F‘FI(:E l’F ;i ;’1*'2 '
CENFIRAL ey e UMK «
R "‘LL::F"'“-\?« l'i.éu.x.u 1Y
g e

No, S-L Q. ; ‘ (v i}
- J’j _‘?_ ‘Q. - A2 dited Pestmuir the A7 )
A . Lo - e £ - - "z ” 2 *

., N
- Kewndas]

had - -

To:

};:I;}lid Metumgud (l‘Sl’)

-SSP Counter Teerori Yo

sl , EROrSt Departmient (O T

Regional Ufiieer CT1Y ;1 ‘ ‘J‘HL_“”"
.O[d; z'\s’rpu_irt Road, next i Jumsl Pask

- Opposite Pindi Police Lings BSEO Punp
Rawalpini, ’

Subjict: - - REPRESENTATION

- Memo:
. ‘“’1"‘

Please rerer te thig oifice ketier No. S58322, il DA T T

the-subject cited above and fo stk that reply fromm sau el is still anated. winh o

st1o procecd funber i the maer.

(ALSAK AN

: Regiitie
For Inspectur Clomeaul
Whyber Pk punhfiea P

be sent ta this uffice ot the carhe

) Poliee

ealran



 OFFIGE OF THy:
INSPECTOR Cl’.!\'l’.lb\‘tf ‘x‘;y POLICE
KHYBER PAKITUNKIWS
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE,
PESHAWAR,

No.s1 3147

22, duted Poshawar the 27 512 2

) /8F Ivd y-/&}"/}.
Wahid Mcehmouod (PSP), -
SSP Counter Terrorist Deparsment (CF'D),
Regional Officer,CTD
Old Airport Road, next to Jinnal Park,
Opposire Pindi Police Lines PSO Pump,
Rawulpindi.

Subject: REPRESENTATION.

NMemo -

' s Ni 5 ated 25.07.2022, and ¥ 247422
Please refer to your office letlers NoJ/158522, dated 25072022, and

sl at reply 0 oar vnd
) . suhicet cited ubove uad tostate thit reply from ¥y
dated 27.10,2022. dated 161 1.2022 on the subject ¢Hic

v ot 0f wp e w

o ut the carticst to proceed turther wm the matier

G

0/ < (a\FSt\R JAN)
| | Registrar
For Inspector General of Pubice,
Khyber pPakhtunkhwa, Peshaas

«ill awaited, which-auy besentio this offic

&

4

_— | Y 'u/a;-’} :



Subject: -

Memo:

L
_REMIN i

Wahid Mehmood (PSP 3

-SSP Counter Terro
rist De
Regional Officer, CTD Pimmuu (CTb),

Ol;;.ip:\sr;x);t l‘{inmi, next to Jinnal Pack,
ssite Pindi Police Lines P
Rawulpindi, Shise 30 Pump

'REPRESENTATION

Please refer to this oflice lcucr No. $/1383722, dated 2800 W

No. S;'2474/"" dated 27. 10.2022 & last reminder bearng No. S314222. o

27.1 2.2022 on th

awaited. which may be se¢

U subjca cited above and lo st that rcpl\ from you ¢nd i o

it 1o this oflice at the carliest 0 procced further in thy fuate?

74/23
8/C (AFSARJAN)
Registry

Far Inspector General of Pubiey
Khyber pakhtunhbw & poshan

aufe 422




OR%: TH%: KHYBFR PA:(HTU&\!KHWA SERV!CE TR!BUNAL b&sa

'@_'SE

Lot

Serwce Appea No 15::7 ’2040 '/’\‘ ,

' Date of !nstltution L. 0B 12 2020
Da’te ofDef‘ision . . 1407 2022

Riaz Hussain R/O Afzai Hussam R/O Ko 1at & presenrly Nork!ng

and posfed‘as Officer lncharg» investlgatton F.S Mutana 'Riaz

Shaheed, District Kohat. .
: (Apbeirant)
"VERSUQr' o

inspector Ge nch:u of Pohce r(hyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

andtwo others. . 7 ,
‘ (Resporwdents}
Sadig Ali Momand, T : :
Advocate . S ... For appeliant.
- Riaz Khen Paindakhel, . s
. Assistant Advecate General. - ... For respondents.
. Salah Ud Din. . e “Member {J)

- Rozing Rghman ~ . ... Member (J)

JUDGMENT

Rczma hehn an Member(.l)_ The aopellants case in brxef is that

1dverse remarl«;s were communacated to the appe!lant from his
F'erfom nee ‘r.:valuat:on Report for the. penod from 01 01 2019 to

26. 09 4019 Feeling aggnevec he med cep'irtment"! appeal ‘or .

\‘/) . expuncuun of the mpugned adverse remalks but hns appea! was

'r=jectcd neme 'nn present ser\nce appea!

appenart and F?la/_ Knhan Pamdakhei Iearned As istant Advocate

~uenera! fr)r the rcspondents and have gone th;ougi“ the recosd and

the pI‘OCCrd!'\du of the case in minute partmu’;ars

2. We have neatd Sadig A.l Momand Advo\,ate learned counseél for o




re

P
Lt

3 .oaduq Ali Meman Advo:;ate !earned counsel for appe!lant
"submzttee that the aeverse observatzons madL. m “his Performance E

'Evaiuauor~ r\eporl ere ‘actuaily mcorreczt and that tney have been- o

not treared in. acwrdenoe Wltn law and ruies and that. the respondents
acted in vmietnon '\f Article-4 or tr*e uosttrtutton of iclamlc Repubhc of

Pakr:.tan 19 3 tha* no adVerse rem arke were ever rer*o:ded in hrs-

-pre\uom Anmai (‘mf dent.al Repor’rs except the present one and that

’ ‘:mede in dis et‘ard of the re!evaﬁt 'nstr uctsons which oerve as Guide to

- Pcrrornm. sce Fva*ua*IOﬂ it was further pleaded that the apperiant was', -

the ursblen‘.toned record of the appeilant eannoz be brushed asrde '

. easily. Relianc e was piaeeo on 2007 S(.,MR 1251 and 1993 DLC

recordA of *ne appe !lant is self-expianatory and that he was heard in

%he gopelant ner any dusmpimary czction was lnit{ated in view of *he

'-commente o’r respondents whrch show th_)t there Was o cogent

evrdence wrth the Reoortmg Oﬁzcer in order to substantrate the gunt of

‘he appei ant. He rherefore requested rhat the rmpugned adverse

‘_remarxs ard t"re rejectaon order may be declarea as illegal, uniawful

expunged,”

4. L,onv rseiy Iearnec AAG. eubmrtted that tbe appel‘ant was .

'proceedej aga nat departmentdliy on drffereni occasrons and was-

de ! F:uffr—rent kinds of pumshments mcludmg one of drsm;ssal'

- from semce however he was remstated |n service in de novo

proceedmgs rie contended that the appeildnt dld not 1mprove hrs‘

.nerformame and after gorng through the performance of the
- appe’lent recpondems pasbed their remarks in his ACR for- the penod

-wef o1 ()“ 201‘3 to 26 09 2019 Laoty, he submrtted that serv'ce

: - (C.8) 332. La x!y he submrtted that- nerther any warnmg ‘was given to -

_“ and wn‘hou* ‘awful author lty and the dlepu*ed remarks may kindly be -




e

_warifmci as Sub lnspector He was awarded adverse remarks for the ‘
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~person by respondent. No.3 in depaftmental proceedings and warned

to impro've himseif but:fiasc'o.' :

5. From the record rt is evrde"rt that the present appel!ant was-,'

-~

-rxeriud’ from 01. 01 019 te 26. ()920 We have given due
cons aderanon to ihe adverse observauon m the hght of relevant,

Cinstructions .and we ‘are obliged to observe tmi some of them do not

appear w have been otrrctiy ouserved Itis. prov ded in the gurde that

'rhe repomnq offrcer io expected to counsei the otfrt,er berng reported-
- ;upon ato it hlo weak pents and advrse him: bow to- rmprove and that
A.adversr* remcsr;(s b'toutd ordmarrty be recorded when the. officer fails to

rmhrove aespate (,Odﬂ'w;fm:; lntthe pr‘esent‘case however there is

mthn*g i wrnm to show that such couneelmg was ever administered

‘tﬁ the ap:)eiiarrt n- view of the importance of thrs mstrucaon, the
"rwportmr* offrcer or. the cor..ntersrgmng ofncer Qhoutd not only impart-

appropriate adv:ce bdl also keep a record or such advrce havrng beenr

duty acn inister rt Moreover the adverse rernarks had been awarded

: -:for the enod {from 01 01 2019 10 '>b 09 7019 wi“ereas he was'.

. awarded Lommmdat,on Certnfrcatultl by Drbtrrct Doilce Officer, Kohat a

on . 10 04 1049 S‘mrlariy another Commendanon Certlﬂcate lll was

Aawarded on 20. 05 2020. He produced list of cases whrch were
‘regrstered by tne appeltant from 15.01 2019 to- 20.04. 2019 whrch

' regrstrauan of cases were never denred by the respondents in their

~

com m-ents .

6. For the’ reasons ment:oned above, we are of the opmron that the
"ddverse remarks in this case have been rer‘orded in disregard of the

Crelevant rnstruc‘tronb These are accordrngly expunged from the -

ramp

ROTES &,9{7‘“{# poRa R Y



- 14.07.2022.
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appe!iamb Annual C‘onf:dent:ai Report in acceptanc,e of 1he mslant

o appeal There wsil be no order as to costs Hle be consigned to the

~record. room.

ANNOUNGED." -

\balah Ud Din} %
Member ()

.,.{
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