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The-appeal Noj^ir Abbns Neori Sub Inspector Police Line Kobni: -^-ectPveLj i-odn-y i e
• .on 09.06.2023 i.s incomplete on the following score which is rerurned !:d liie courvsei for the 

appellant for completion and re.submi.s.sion withirs :i S days.

1- Copy of departmental appeal is incomplete and illegible which'mav be compieied , 
and replaced’ by legible/beticr one.

2- Page;no.9 of the appeal is illegible.
3- Wakalat-'.narna is blank and unatte.sted.
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RFFORF THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
■■ -y

APPEAL NO.■1323_/2023

NASIR ABBAS NOORI N0.I6K Sub-Inspector 

Presently Police Line Kohat.,

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. The Inspector General of Police, ICP, Peshawar.
2.. The Regional Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat. 
3. The.District Police Officer, Kohat.

(Respondents)

OF THE KHYBERAPPEAL UNDER SECTION 4
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST 

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

AND 17 01-2019 TO 09-10-2019 WHEREIN THE
awarded grad-b and also

REMARKED THAT (THE APPELLANT) MAY BE REMOVED
BEING STIGMA

01-2019
appellant was

ON FORCEFROM POLICE 
COMMUNICATE TO THE APPELLANT ON 29/05/2022 AND

DECIDING THE APPEAL OF THEagainst not
appellant WITHIN STATUTORY PERIOD OF 90 DAYS.

PRAYER:
ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE

REMARKS FROM
THAT.
adverse remarks adverse
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 

REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL 

DEEMS FIT AND APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE
AWARADED IN FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

OTHER
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RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH

FACTS:
That the appellant joined the Police Department as constable.in the 

year 2001. Since his enrollment the appellant served the department
with devotion and dedication.

1.

account of his hard work and selfless
PASL The appellant 
and in credit he was

That in the year 2009 on
services, the appellant became/d'esignated as 

continued his meritorious and selfless services 

promoted as Inspector in the year 2017.

2.

That while serving smoothly and satisfactorily, the appellant 
shocked to know on 29-5-2022, that-the then Worthy Distt: Police 

Officer Kohat vide ACRNo.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 

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

was

annexure-A.

29-5-2022, when the appellant went to the officer of the DPO 

official over there, informed the appellant about the impugned
4. That on

Kohat, _ . 1 A/-0ACR Upon requestoftheappellant .copy of the impugned ACR was
shown and delivered to the appellant. The appellant for sufficient time 

the appellant was .kept in. dark regarding the impugned ACR while 

ultimately a fake signature of the appellant, was obtained from 

someone else, and thus it was shown as served upon the appellant.

shocked andThat upon. seeing such an ACR, the appellant was 
stunned. The appellant has a number of legal and factual reservations 

impugned ACR, therefore the appellant filed departmental 
‘ which various correspondence

26/04/2023 but

5.

■ • over the
appeal on 27/06/2022-in response to
has been done and. last correspondence was made on
till date the. appeal of the. appellant was not responded. Copy of

attached as Annexure-B & C.Representation and letters are

1.. That now the appellant come to this august Tribunal on the following
grounds amongst others.
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■: GRO-UNDS:

A).That the impugned ACR' for the period 0.1-01-2019 to 09-10-2019 is 

not even then the impugned ACR was sent to- the appellant as an 

adverse ACR.

B) fhat when there is no complaint against the appellant, then the 

question arises that on which ground worthy competent authority 

formed negative opinion against the appellant.

C) That by non-mentioning sources of in.formadon against the appellant,
the impugned ACR has become legally defective.

D)That according to.the ACR Rules, when it is intended to award 

negative report to subordinate official, it is mandatory that the 

competent authority before awarding the adverse remarks will call
is to be' ‘ him and give him counseling to mend his ways and this fact

mentioned in the ACR but no such practice was exercised by the 

Worthy Competent Authority. Hence the impugned ACR is not only 

irregular but also does no fulfill legal formalities.

E) That remakes on the impugned ACR are very surprising because,-the^ 

competent authority has not disclosed the sources of information upon 

which he formed adverse opinion against the appellant, secondly,
.. recommendation against the appellant is unwarranted because the 

competent authority under the law is equipped to remove Sub- 

Inspector from the department, hence recommendation for removal of 

the appellant was not required. Hence at this score alone, the 

'impugned. ACR has got not legal value and thus not sustainable .in the 

eyes of law.

F) That in the impugned ACR, no reason for removal of the appellant
from the Police Deptt: has been highlighted.

of Fareed Hussain Shaheed who wasG) ,That the appellant is son
martyred in the year 2009 in a suicide attack while serving in the 

Distt: Police Mardan. Being son of Shaheed, .the appellant has never 

indulged himself in illegal or unethical activities nor kept his personal 
above the official interest. The appellant has alwaysinterest

discharged his official functions with devotion and dedication.

H).That such unjustified, unwarranted, unilateral and one sided remakes 

against the appellant have not only lowered status and reputation of
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the appellant, in general public-but also lowered his position in the 

' eyes of his worthy officers.

I) That if the impugned ACR remains intact, the appellant is likely to 

sustain irreparable loss. That the server of the impugned ACR, did not 
serve the AGR upon the appellant but on another official by putting 

forged signature of the appellant upon copy of the ACR as token .of 

receipt but did not deliver the same to the appellant. As submitted in 

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

Kohat on 29-5-2022 official over'there informed the appellant about 
the impugned ACR. Hence moving the instant appeal was delayed 

which was not due to the fault of the appellant. It is requested tliat the
unintentional delay may kindly: be condoned. , .

J) That the impugned ACR is neither sustainable legally nor factually, 
hence it deserves to be expunged.

K) That the impugned adverse remarks are communicated is time barred 

and no justification has been given by the authority for delayed 

conimunication. , ,

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

reporting officer are bias malafide, and based on reiteration without 
any evidence.

M) That the adverse remarks are contrary to instructions circulated by the 

Government for writing PER/ACR. Therefore the same adverse 

remarks are liable to be expunged.

N) That as per instructions contained in the PER/ACR writing instruction 

. there should be counseling/waming prior to adversing. PER/ACR but
in case of appellant no such prior counseling/waming has ever been 

given to the appellant which is violation of the laid down instructions

O) That no^prior counseling/waming has. ever been given to the appellant
which is again the violation of instruction regarding PER writing and
impugned remarks are baseless on personal like without any proofing.

P) That the similar placed employees filed service appeal no: 
. 15575/2020 which, was allowed by the Hon’able Tribunal vide 

judgment dated 14/07/2022^ so the appellant also entitled to the same 

relief Copy of judgment is attached as annexure-D.
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.. Q) That the appellant has been condeonned unheard because in. respect of 

adverse remarks and PER/AGR no inquiry has been conducted to 

substantiate the adverse remarks nor the , appeUant was given a 

personal hearing right regarding such remarks . .

R) That the appellant seek's permission to advance others grounds and 

proofs at the time of hearing.. .

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the
appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

•• i
APPELLANT 

Nasir Abbas Noori
THROUGH:

UZMASYED
ADV0CATE, HIGH COURT

n
&

SYED NOMAN ALIBUKHRI,
ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT

/ i

N>
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BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR\ J

. /2023APPEAL NO,

■ Police Deptt:V/S• Nasir. Abbas Noori

CERTIFICATE:

It is certified that no other service appeal earlier has been filed 

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

f DEPONENT

IJT OF BOOKS:

Constitution of the Islamic Republ ic of Pakistan, 1973.
2. .. The ESTA CODE.

Any other case law as per need.

1.

•.3.

• vrr"
(UZM^SYED) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
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BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR'' J.

/2023APPEAL NO,

. Police Deptt:V/S .' Nasir Abbas Nobri

AFFIDAVIT

I, Nasir Abbas Nbori, (Appellant) do hereby affirm that 
the contents of this service appeal are true and correct, and nothing 

has been concealed from this honorable Tribunal. , ,

DEPONENT

Nasir Abbas Noori

i

‘f
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BEFORE THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
--/■

/2023APPEAL NO.

Police DepttV/S• Nasir Abbas Noori

APPLICATtON FOR CONDONATION 

OF DELAY TN THE INSTANT APPEAL

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

L.That the: instant appeal is pending before this Honorable 
Tribunal in which no date has been fixed,

2. That the august Supreme Court of . Pakistan has held that
decision on merit should be encouraged rather than knocking- 
out the litigants on ..technicalities including limitation. . 
Therefore, appeal needs, to be decided on merit (2003, PLD 

(SC) 724. .

3. That the impugned ACR was yoid. ab-initio being not ■ 
communicated and passed in violation of rules.

' 4V Thi' according to Superior Court Judginent there is no 

limitation run against the void order. So there is in interest of 

justice the limitation may be condoned ,

.5. That the depttmtentionally delay the matter of the appellant and
not decided the^ departmental appeal of the appellant.

It is therefore most humbly prayed that the instant appeal may 
be decided , on merit by condoning the delay, to meet the ends of 

. justice.

APPELLANT 

Nasir Abbas Noori

THROUGH: •'O'

(UZM^SYED) 

ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT 

PESHAWAR

.».
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OFFICE OF THE 
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 

KOIHAT REGION":^i

• ■ ■ ■

/2021Dated • ^—t/GCNo. /
y:-

The District Police Officer, Kohat.To^'

ANNUAL COMFIDENTIAL REPORTS.Subject;-' ,

In the Annual Confidential Report on the working of Si Nasir Abbas Noor: 

for the period.from 01.01.2019 to 09.10.2019,15 as under:-

Ciass of the Report I

” May be removed from Police being.

' .stigma on Force.

Agree with comments from DPO/Kohat. 
C^ey as adverse remarks

Rem'arks of Reporting Officer

......______ - - I..........
Remarks by the 

countersigning Officer
!

The above remarks may piease be conveyed lb the officer concerned fr.

remedy the defects.-.Representation if made should be sent no iater than one fOunthorder to
■from the date of receipt of this communication..... . . _

• ; ; ^ ' /vn acknowledgement' as token of the receipt of the nd'^^ftldum may

■ ; alsd.bfj obtained.fron^tils on the attached duplicate copy of this comrnunicaticn and sent to tids

office for recorrj on Iris Character Roll Dossier.'

Regional Police 
^^Kohat ion

v
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Through Proper Channel

honourable deputy inspector general qe police

KOHAT REGION KQHAT ^
y.
, i

THt Ab^RSTJpiUAliEiAjA^^ ■ ■
r^FirFk KGriAlJVID^ 

q-n. i7-m-20V9:,AND 
appellant was

;;;.AaDmGMD-i3-SQlMMMl<EDjrHA^^
~ DC PFMnVFD FROM police:,beinG-SI1GMA ;

A'l-AiNSI 
VTTTH^ ni<;TRlCT POLICE• T HEN

FROM PERIOD_m::01:i^^
r)Q-in-?Q19 THEI 7-01-7019 TO

A PPFl I ANT) may

CNJ^RCL
RcS!,eciif.cl Sir :•.

,espect and veneration',.the appellant may graciously be .
Vvilh great
„ .h. Wl.w», ro, Kin.

constable in the year
appellant joined the Police Department as

1. That the

2001-.
aepartment withappeiiant served 'tne ahis enrolirnent inc•'ince'•'! .tc

devotion and dedication..
3, That in Che year 2009 on account of his hard work and selfless serv

ppellant became/designated as PASL , ' ; . _

appellant continued his'meritorious and selfless services .

Inspector in the year 2017. ■ ; <

the a and in
•L'Thsit the.

credit he .was promoted as
■.the appe!lant>.was -shocked5 That while serving smoothly'and satisfactorily

. u,..„ o. 29-S-20I2: M ». «» «•* Polic.pff.«r ,KoM.

,« ,C» N.,.3.7 fc ,h. P.r»d from “

1 7-01-2019 to 09-10-
the following column,-complaint against the appellant is shownas 

^ecomfnended that appellant “maV he removed

2019 awarded him report B.

6. That in

white at the end it is .re 

from Police being stigma o.n fc.ee . ■

• Mil

V..



Thai jcr sufficient tfme the appelWtt^'tvas kept in dark regarding the ■ 

impugned' ACR .while, ultimately a fv.k'e ^i'nna'.ure o‘f The-appellant vyas' 

,:Gbtamed.frorh sotne.6ne else ajui thus it was ..shown..as served, upon the - - ■ -

apneiiant.

r. Thai on 29-5-2022, when the appellant werit to the officer of- the DPO 

Kohat. official over there informed the appellant about the impLigned ACR.

Upon request of.the appellant copy ‘of the impugned ACR was shown and

-. cleiivered CO the appellant. . - .

That upon seeing such an ACR. the appeHant' was. shocked and

stunned.

That the appellant has a number.of legal and factual res.erv,ations over 

Ihe impugned ACR, which are detailed below 'for youn kind, and 

ynipcithetic consideration.

T,i ounds of Appeal:

That the impugned ACR for the period 0-1 -01-2019 to 09-10-2019 is not

i:

. ^
- \

'j^

■■ ,0.

->

rhe impugned ACR was sent to the appellant as an' adverse ACR. 

O. Thai when there is no complaint against the appellant, then the question 

that on which ground worthy competent authority formed'negative-

. ..'I-,.

arises

opinion against the appellant. . • . .

That by non mentioning sources of-information against the--appellant, the 

impugned,ACR.has become legally defective. ■ ' ' ■

That according to the ACR Rules when it is .intended to award:-negativei:

'Oft CO serbordinate official, it is rri'andatory that the'eompetent authority■ rei
y>.'

before awarding, the adverse 'retriarks '.will. call ■ him 'and. give . him

A
T



/,

entioned in the ACR

Worthy Competenf'Autho.rity.- 
-1 ■

nOt.onlY;itregular but also does

1.J^xhls fact is to be me
unspUnq tp mend his ways <

CO
}as exercised-by-theo such practice was

; fulfill legal . ,put no
i rhe inVpugned ACR is,ience

ioiniiihiies.

t remaRcs on the i 

competent authority 

{' formed

the .surprising, because,

,oft*;mformati6n upon . .
mpugned. ACR are vei-y. 

has not disclosed the sources 

adv.=rse Oismio.. cigamst 

the appellant

c. Tha

the a.poellant,' secondly,

warranted--beUuse; the ;v.'.’IS
is un

equipped to remove SuMnspector

yal of the appellant

the impugned ACR has got no.

recommendation against

authority under the law iscompetent 

from the department

was not required. Hence at this score

. legal value and thus not sustainable

mmendation for remohence recp

alone.

ein the eyes.of law.
val of the appellant frpm

ho reason for remo 

been' highlighted.

ihe impugned ACRTiutt in

iho Police Deptt; has
■ r

Shaheed who v^s{martyred in
is son of Fareed'Hussain

I, TliM tiie appellant

2009 in a suiciae aihc year
of Shaheed

.-ictivities nor kept ni

' \ the official 

with

Eeiny son interest above

official functions
his personal

iischarged his
nethical

, TUP appellant has a,wr./s ois
c-r u

ip'-o.esi.

devotion and dedication. . r,„|ire Kohat Officers
m.

sided remakes

.worthy officers. -

i.stifiecl, unwarranted, unilateral and one
fhai suc^h unjL.

; jagainst
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ains intact^the appellant is likely to sustain•/•"m. That if'the impugned u

irreparable loss.

: N. That the server

appellant but on another 

appellant upon copy of the ACR as

same to the appellant. ' ,

of the impugned ACR^ .did not serve, the. ACR upon the

official by putting forged signature of the 

token of receipt but did not deliver the

when the appellant went to the office of theAs submitted in Para No.8 
worthy DPO Kohat on' 29^5-2022 official, over there' informed the .

^appellant about the impugned-ACR. Hence moving the instant appeal

, the fault of the appellant. It is requested

was

delayed which was not due to

unintentional delay may kindly be condoned.that the
o. That period of limitation will commence from 29-5-2022, hence appeal is ;'

within the prescribed period..
neither sustainable legally nor.factually, hencep. That the impugned ACR is

it deserves to be expunged. ' .
if deemed proper the appellant may kindly be heard in person.

Q.That

Prayer:

it is humbly prayed that theof the above legal, and factual facts.In view
ACR for the period, from 01-01.201 9-to 09-10-2019 being .

impugned
suffering from legal and factual lacunas, inconsistent, not in accordance with

aside, is.the interest of law and'justice. The
lawand rules may kindly be set 

appellant and his family will pray for your long life and prosperity.

Thanking you in anticipation

'8 •

Yours Ohp-dientlv... .-

' Dated:27-06-2022.
' NASIR ABBAS NOORI (Appellant) 

No.lSK
Sub-inspactor ■
Presently Police Line Kohat.
Cell No.'0333-9669176.

f

v. .•
A •I-; 'c

• ■ 'X' \ ■bi!
■ (
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KllVllEI<|•AKMrU^KII^VA
CKNTIUL POLICKOFncK.

I’KSIIAWaR.

No.S/ 3»t4X /22, tlutiTil Pe^huu'jr the ^7 t /7. ^*>22

i*-'
Vo Wahid Mvhmaod (PSP),

SSP Counter Terrorist Dcpnrtmcnl (Cl'l)), 
KcRiunal Omccr,CTl)
(>ld Airport KoacJ, next to Jinnali Park, 
Oppostre Piiidi Police Lines PSO Pump. 
KanulpinUi.

»KPWKSKNTATION.. Subjcci: 

N!cmo :
s NWI585.C2, dated 25*07.20:2. jml >2^:1 ::

m>ni yo'*‘r
(Mciise refer lo >our oiTice Idlers

J..,cd ^7 10 •'0^2. Jated l6.il.2022on.hcsubjccU’Hcdubovcundws.aic<hauvply

Jil, K- »..!.» .ni«

o/C j,\FSAU.IAN) 
Rcgi-iirof

. , 1-or ln.spcclPt IjciKTJl ol P
l-akhu>nkh«... 1 csiu-var

iLcv,
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. ^•‘••*'‘'Kul\iV,’i'

j^KW-yii^, rni! ‘^“ l-

r*.

HU\V»

lo£‘tNo. S/ . >'»•
„./23, dated the »vo/

•<. f' ■ ■ ^ 7 ,..:

To*
Wahid McHmoqU (PSl’i.
SSP Coumcr Terrorist Department (Cl i)).
Regional OiTiccr, CTD 
bid Airport Road, next to Jinnal Park, 
Opposite Findi Police Lines PSO Pump. 
Rawalpindi.

REPRESENTATIONSubject: -

Memo:
, S/I5K5^~ dau\l 25OT

No, S/M422:- JaUJ 

end i> 'lii-

□roceed further in the nuncr

Please refer' to this office letter No
17.10,2022 & last reminder bearing

state liiat repl> foim \ou
No. S/2474/22, dated 2,
17 P ■'022 on the subject

..hich «ybe«.0.1.i.»lto».'lK««l«»P
cited above and to

awaited.

sic (AlTiARJAN)
Registrar ^

Ger.erai ii! IN a.-'l or Inspector
Kh>berl’akluunU"'a- 21

cl

kl^x y.
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SeP'/ice Appeal. No. 16575/20^0

? 03.12.2020
14.07.2022

/ "
.■/ ' .*

ii•/•* /
* 4 V,

Date of Institution' . 
■ Date of Decision

R/O Afzal Hussain R/0 Kohat & presently working

P.S Mulana Riaz
•Riaz Hussain 

and posted as Officer Incharge investigation

Shaheed^ District Kohat.
(Appeitant)

• ■ VERSUS
■ ■■ U-M

of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhv^^a Peshawari ,Inspector General 

■ ’ • and two others.
(Respondents)

Sadiq A!i ivlomand,
Advocate . ■ ■ -

Riaz Khan PaindakheU 
Assistant'Advocate General ^

For appellant.

For respondents

Mennber (J) 
Member (J), - Salah Ud Din'- 

Rozina Rehman

JUDGMENT

e in brief is thatRozina Rphrnan Member!J): The appellant s case

communicated to the appellant from hisadverse remarks were 

Performai'i.ce Evaluation 

26.09.2019. Feeling aggrieved 

expunction of the impugned adverse remarks but his appeal was

Report for the period from 01.01.2019 to 

he ■ filed departmental appeal for

( / )
/ .

the present service appeal.reje'cted, hence,/ -\
\

We have heard Sadiq Aii Momand Advocate learned counsel foi

Paindakhel, learned Assistant Advocate

\.
1V

appellant and Ria^ Khan 

■General for the respondents and have gone through the record and
■

A rmi'Enthe proceedings of the case in minute particulars

’■'■/■'■/iArjfK

. .. UStW*s

,(

Haw■■ ini"i^mTi:wr'ypi*Haca
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Mornahd Advocate, learned eounsei for appellant 

observations made in his Performance

Sadiq Ali3.

submitted that the adverse 

Evaluation Report are factually incorrect and .that they .have been

disrebard of the relevant instructions which serve as Guide to 

■' . Performance Evaluation., !t was. further pleaded that the appellant was'. ' 

accordance with iaw and rules and that.the respondents 

of Article^A of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of ^ 

1973; that no adverse remarks were ever recorded in his 

Annual Confidential Reports except the present one and that 

record of the appellant cannot be brushed aside 

2007 SCMR 1251 and 1993 PLC

■ unade in

■■ not treated-in.

acted in violation

Pakistan,

. previous

'the unblemished

easily. Reliance was placed on

(C.S) 332- Lastly, he submitted that neither any warning was given to

initiated in view of thethe appellant nor any disciplinary action was 

comments of -respondents 

evidence with the Reporting Officer in order to substantiate- the guilt of

therefore, requested, that-the impugned adverse

which show that there was no cogent

the appeiiant. He 

remarks and the rejection order may be declared as illegal, unlawful

without lawful authority and the disputed remarks may kindly be
and

expunged..

.9■ ■■ r ■
c. learned AAG submitted thaO the appellant was .

different occasions and’ was 

of disrnissal

Conversely4. ■

proceeded against departmentaliy on 

awarded differervt kinds of punishments including one

\. /

he was reinstated in service in demovo- from seadce, however

■contended that the appellant did not improve hisproceedings. He

performance and after going through the performance of the

■ appe!la,nt. respondents passed their remarks in his ,ACR for the period 

w.e.f 01'.0'1..2019 to 26.09.2019. Lastly, he submitted that service

record of ihe appellant is self-explanatory and that he was heard in

.................... .
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parson by respondent No.3 in .departmental proceedings and warned 

to improve himseif but.fiasco-

evident that the present appellant was 

awarded adverse remarks for the

due

From the record it is 

, ^ ' working as Sub Inspector. He was

■ period from 

consideration to the adverse observation in

• 5.

01.01.2019 to 26.09.2019. - We have given

the light of relevant

of them do notinstructions and we are obliged to observe that some

been strictly observed. It iis provided in the guide that

counsel the officer being reported

appear to have 

the'reporting officer is expected, to 

■upon about his weak 

•adverse remarks

points and advise him how to improve and that 

1 should ordinarily be recorded when the.otficer fails to

2 however; there is■ impTove despite counseling. In. the present-case 

' nothing in writing to show that such counseling

In view of the importance

countersigning officer should not only impart 

record :of such advice having been

administeredvyas ever

of this instruction, the
to the appellant, 

reporting' officer or, the

appropriate advice but also keep a 

duly administered. Moreover, the adverse remarks had been awarded

01,OT.2019 to 26.09.2019;. whereas, he was •
for the period from

Commendation Certificate-111 by District Police Officer, Kohat
awarded

on .10.04.2019. Similarly, 

awarded on 20.05.2020. 

regfstered by the appellant from

.registration of cases were never denied by the respondents in their

4’ ./
■) • another Commendation eertificate-llt wasyAA

He produced fist of cases which were 

15.01.2019 to 20.04.2019 which
\

\
i

comments.

are of the opinion that the 

have been recorded in disregard of the 

accordingly expunged from the

For ihe'reasons mentioned above, we 

A ^. ;AS ? adverse remarks in this case

• 6.'.

relevant instructions. .These are
/Ik.•vT-
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appellant’s Annual Conficientiai .Report, in acceptance of the instant 

■ appeal. There will be no order, as to costs. File be consigned to the

■record room.

ANNOUNCED.- ■ 
14.07.2022'-^s_

/ “

ehman) .(Rozin■ (Saiah Ud Din) 
.Member (.I) . . Me/f^bfe.r (J).h.-v n,fweeojsj, . 7

/I-1

^yo'r

. p

■ y

^ire

?//

.Date of "
Nyitibev 7-

Copyi:>-

'ibiS’W- 

N a •::(:■ •-■
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