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■ ^
5 Service Appeal No. 570/2016

X

... 27.05.2016Date of Institution
i ■... 31.03.2022Date of Decision

Faheem Ex-Constable No. 4622, Police Lines Peshawar.

... (Appellant)

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and ■ 
two others.

(Respondents)

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI, 
Advocate For appellant.

MR. NASEER-UD-DIN SHAH 
Assistant Advocate General For respondents.

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

MR. SALAH-UD-DIN
MS. ROZINA REHMAN

JUDGMENT:

Precise facts leading to 

filing of the instant service appeal are that the appellant 
was appointed as Constable in the year 2011. During the 

course of his service, departmental action was taken, 
against the appellant on the ground of absence from duty. 
On conclusion of the inquiry, the appellant was discharged 

from service vide impugned order dated 12.11.2015 passed 

by Superintendent of Police Headquarters, Peshawar, which 

was challenged by the appellant through filing of 

departmental appeal, however the same was also rejected 

vide order dated.. 02.05.2016. The appellant has now

SALAH-UD-DIN. MEMBER:-
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approached this Tribunal through filing of instant service 

appeal for redressal .of his grievance.
■ ^

Notices were issued to the respondents, who 

contested the appeal through filing of joint reply, wherein 

they refuted the assertions made by the appellant in his 

appeal.

2.

Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that 
whole of the inquiry proceedings were conducted at the 

back of the appellant and he was condemned unheard. He 

next contended that the absence of the appellant was not 
willful/ rather the same was due to the reason that he was 

severely ill and had also informed his officer about the said 

fact. He further contended that the plea of illness of the 

appellant was not considered by the respondents and his 

fundamental rights were violated. He next contended that 
as the appellant had already completed his probation 

period, therefore, the order of his discharge from service 

under Police Rule 12.21 was wrong and void ab-initio. He 

further argued that the appellant was proceeded against 
Police Rules, 1975, wherein no punishment of discharge 

from service has been provided, therefore, the impugned 

orders are void ab-initio and not sustainable in the eye of 
law. In the last he requested that the impugned orders may 

be set-aside and the appellant may be reinstated in service 

with all back benefits. He relied upon 2008 SCMR 214 as

3.

'!

______ ^

well as judgments of this Tribunal rendered in Service 

No. .1028/2015, Service Appeal No. 15/2018 andAppeal
Service Appeal No. 1048/2019.

On the other hand, learned Assistant Advocate 

General for the respondents has contended that the 

appellant was habitual absentee and had remained absent 
from duty for a considerable long period without seeking 

any leave or permission from the competent Authority. He 

further argued that the appellant has been proceeded 

against in accordance with relevant rules and after fulfilling 

all coda! formalities, the inquiry officer recommended him

4.
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for major punist^jmeqt^ He that the
.-'o'!'!' , !'■

appellant was heard in person in orderly room, however he 

failed to put forward any plausible defense regarding his 

absence from duty. He further argued that as the 

departmental appeal of the appellant was time barred, 

therefore, the appeal in hand is not maintainable and is 

liable to be dismissed with costs.

-y

5. Arguments heard and record perused.

6. A perusal of the record would show that the appellant 

allegedly remained absent from duty with effect from 

04.09.2013 to 01.10.2013 and 13.11.2013 till 12.11.2015
s’

without taking any permission or leave from the competent 

Authority. The aforementioned periods of absence are 

clearly mentioned in the impugned order dated 12.11.2015 

passed by Superintendent of Police Headquarters, 

Peshawar, whereby the appellant was discharged from 

service under Police Rule 12.21. It is thus clear that the 

appellant was on duty with effect from 02.10.2013 to 

12.11.2013, however astonishingly another show-cause 

notice has been issued to the appellant as well as other PCs 

on 23.10.2013, wherein the appellant has been shown as 

continuously absent from 04.09.2013 despite the fact that 

the appellant was already on duty on 23.10.2013.

1

Two separate inquires regarding the absence period 

were conducted against the appellant, however the 

respondents have not brought anything on the record which 

could show that charge sheet as well as statement of 

allegations were served upon the appellant. Whole of the 

proceedings were thus conducted at the back of the 

appellant. In his departmental appeal, the appellant has 

taken specific plea that he was suffering from Hepatitis-C 

due to which he was unable to perform his duty. It is also 

mentioned in the departmental appeal that medical 

documents regarding medical treatment were annexed with 

In order to meet the ends of justice, the 

appellate Authority was required to have probed in to the

7.

the same.
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alleged ground of illness taken by the appellant in his 

departmental appeal, .however the. same has not been 

done.

« 1

The appellant has alleged that he was inducted in 

service in the year 2011, which assertion of the appellant 
has not been specifically denied by the respondents in their 

comments. The appellant was discharged from service 

under Police Rule 12.21 vide impugned order dated 

12.11.2015 passed by Superintendent of Police 

Headquarters, Peshawar. According to Rule 12.21 of the 

Police Rules, 1934, a police official of the rank of the 

appellant could be discharged from service under Rule 

12.21 on the ground of being inefficient. The appellant 
being appointed in the year 2011, had already completed 

his probation period, therefore, he could not have legally 

been discharged from service under Rule 12.21 of the 

Police Rules, 1934. Moreover, the appellant was proceeded 

against under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 on 

the ground of willful absence amounting to gross 

misconduct, however he was awarded punishment of 
discharge from service which is not at all provided in 

punishments mentioned in Rule 4 (1) of Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975. In the stated back drop, 
we are of the view that the impugned order dated ■ 
12.11.2015 passed by the competent Authority is wrong 

and illegal, hence not tenable in the eye of law.

8..

The appellant has specifically alleged in Para (4) of 
facts of the appeal that copy of the impugned order dated 

12.11.2015 was handed over to him on 28.01.2016. The 

said assertion of the appellant has not been specifically 

denied by the respondents, therefore, the same shall be 

deemed to have admitted as correct. The appellant has 

filed departmental appeal on 09.02.2016, which is within 

time.

9.

In light of the above discussion, the appeal in hand is 

allowed by setting-aside the impugned orders and the
10.



, \
5;.

appellant is reinstated in service for the purpose of de-novo 

inquiry with the direction to the respondents to conduct 
de-novo inquiry strictly in accordance with the relevant 

law/rules within a period of 90 days of receipt of copy of 
this judgment. Needless to mention that the appellant shall 
be associated with the inquiry proceedings and fair 

opportunity be provided to him to defend himself. The issue 

of back benefits shall be subject to outcome of. de-novo 

inquiry. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be 

consigned to the record room.

n
i

HTANNOUNCED
31.03.2022

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL) )

s

(ROZINA REHMAN) 
M^BER^UDICIAL)

}



Service Appeal No. 570/2016

Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Muhammad 

Raziq, Head Constable alongwith Mr. Naseer-ud-Din - Shah, 

Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present. 

Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on 

file, the appeal in hand is allowed by setting-aside the impugned 

orders and the appellant is reinstated in service for the purpose 

of de-novo inquiry with the direction to the respondents to 

conduct de-novo inquiry strictly in accordance with the relevant 

law/rules within a period of 90 days of receipt of copy of this 

judgment. Needless to mention that the appellant shall be 

associated with the inquiry proceedings and fair opportunity be 

provided to him to defend himself. The issue of back benefits 

shall be subject to outcome of de-novo inquiry. Parties are left to 

bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

: ^ ORDER 
! 31.03.2022

o

ANNOUNCED
31.03.2022

Sfcs,______________^

v
(Sa!ah-Ud-Din) 

Member (Judicial)
(Rozina^ehman) 
Merrraer judicial)
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Appellant in person present.15,09.2021

Asif Masood Ali Shah learhed Deputy District Attorney 

for respondents present.

Former made a request for adjournment as his counsel 
is not available; allowed. To come up for arguments on 

14.12.2021 before D.B.

Chaflmafi-(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)
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Due to summer vacation, case is adjourned to 

29.03.2021 for the same as before.
24.12.2020

A,

29.03.2021 Appellant in person alongwith junior to counsel for 

appellant present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General for respondents present.

A request for adjournment was made as senior 

counsel (Muhammad Asif Yousafzai Advocate) is busy 

before Hon'ble Peshawar high Court, Peshawar. Last 

chance is given.

Adjourned to 72021 for arguments, before

D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Appellant present in person and Mr. Usman Ghani, 

District Attorney for the respondents present.
The Worthy Chairman is on leave, therefore, the 

Bench is incomplete. To come up for arguments on 

15.09.2021 before the D.B.

28.06.2021

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member(J)



Due to C0VID19, the case is adjourned to "U / '872020 

forthe same as before.
27.072020

/ j

J
21.08.2020 Due to summer vacation case to come up for the 

same on 30.09.2020 before D.B.

i

f

s I

30.09.202' 0 Counsel for appellant present.

Mr. Kal^ir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 

General for respondents present.

Former requests for adjournment. Adjourned, 

come up f^rguments on 26.10.2020 before D.B.

/;

;

To

. 1

i *

^---- 7 '1
(Mian Muham'm

Member (E)
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
I

I

I

26.10.2020 Appellant in person and Addl. AG for the respondents
present.

The Bar is observing general,strike, therefore, the 

matter is adjourned to 24.12.2020 for.'hearing before the

j

K

D.B.

itiq-un-Rehman Wazir) 
Member
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Appellant in person present. Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak 

learned Additional Advocate General present. Appellant 

seeks adjournment as his counsel is not available. Adjourn^. 

To com^pTor arguments on 26.03.2020 before D.B.

20.02.2020

> V

Member Member

26.03.2020 Due to public holidays on account of Covid-19, the case 

is adjourned. To come up for the same on 15.06.2020 before 

D.B.

Is^^onal15.06.2020 Learned counsel for the appellant and

Advocate General for respondents present.

During the course of arguments, learned counsel for the
appellant contend^hal Rule 12.21 of Police Rules 1934 was not 

■ applicable to the case of the appellant as he ha^. already completed 

probation period. Learned counsel was not in possession of the said 

rules, therefore, requested for a short adjournment in order to further

w
I

assist and substantiate his arguments.

Learned AAG does not object to the sought.

Adjourned to 27.07.2020 bre D.B.

V
MEMBE. CHAIRMAN
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Appellant in person and Mr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney for 

the respondents present. Appellant requested for adjournment on the ■ 

ground that his counsel is not available today. Adjourned to 11.10.2019 ■

for arguments before D.B. 1

Service Appeal No. 570/2016

25.07.2019

V

(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

(HUSSAIN SHAH) 
MEMBER

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Rabir 

Ullah Khaiiak learned Additional Advocate General present. 

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned by way of last chance. To come up for arguments 

on 18.12.2019 before D.B.

11.10.2019

Member Member

Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir Ullah 
Khattak learned Additional Advocate General present. 
Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. 
Adjourn. To come up for arguments.on 20.02.2020 before 

D.B.

18.12.2019

•r' MemberMember



%
Miss. Roeeda Khan, Advocate, counsel for the appellant 

present and submitted fresh Power of Attorney. Mr. - M. Riaz 

Paindakhel, Assistant A.G for the respondents present. Counsel for 

the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 17.01.2019 before D.B.

06.12.2018

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
■^^Member

Appellant alongwith his junior counsel Mr. Taimur Ali Khan, 

Advocate present. Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney for the 

respondents present. Junior counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment on the ground that learned senior counsel for the 

appellant is busy before the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 12.03.2019 before D.B.

(Ahitikd Hassan) 
Member

17.01.2019

(Ahmad riassan) 
Member

(M. AmiK Khan Kundi) 
Member

12.03.2019 Appellant in person arid Addl. AG for the 

respondents present.

Appellant requests for adjournment due to 

engagement of his learned counsel before the Honourable 

High Court today in many cases. '

Adjourned to 15.05.2019 before the D.B.

Chairman

15.05.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 
respondents present.

Due to demise of his father, learned Member of the 
Bench (Mr. Hussain Shah) is on leave. Adjourned to 
25.07.2019 for arguments before the D.B.

for the

« -o'

Chairman
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23.05.2018 Appellant in person and Mr. Ziaullah. DDA for respondents 

present. Arguments could not be heard due to incomplete bench.
i

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on lg.07.2018 before D.B.

(Muhammad Amin Kundi) 
Member

»
)

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 'Sardar Shoukat 
Hayat, Addl: AG for respondents present. Counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 06.09.2018 before D.B.

18.07.2018

}

I:
\\K (Ahamcf Hassan) 

Member
(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member

Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak 

learned “Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Muhammad 

Raziq H.c for the respondents present. Junior to counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment as senior counsel for the appellant is 

not in attendance. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

22.10.2018 before D.B.

06.09.2018

4

\

(Muhamrnad Amin Kundi) 
Member

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

Clerk of the counsel for appellant present. Mr. 

Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents 

present. Due to retirement of Hon’ble Chairman, the 

Tribunal is incomplete. To come up for same as beforeJbn 

06.12.2018.

22.10.2018

i

■Mk .
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Agent to counsel for the appellant and Mr. 
Muhammad Adeel Butt, AAG for the respondents 

present. Arguments could not be heard due to non
availability of DB. To come up for arguments on 

27/11/2017 before DB.

8/9/2017

(Muhanimad Hamid Mughal) 

MEMBER

Appellant in person and Addl; AG for respondents present. 

Due to general strike of the Bar arguments could not be heard. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 30.01.2018 before D.B.

27.11.2017

<:• ■

phairmanMember

Junior to learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. 

Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents 

present. Junior to learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

02.04.2018 before D.B.

,30.01.2018

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member (J)

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member (J)

Appellant in person and Mr. Zia Ullah, learned Deputy 
^Distcict Attorney for the respondents present. Due to general 

strik'e of the bar, the\ase is adjourned. To come up for 

argurnents on 23.05.2018''before D.B

0';.0a.>018

(Muhammad Hai\iid Mughal) 
Member

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member
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24.10.2016 ^ Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Azi^ tshah^'R^ajlbr I? 

alongwith Addl. AG for respondents present. 'Vritteri reply 

submitted. The appeal is assigned to D.B for rqoinder and final ‘Ij’-';? 

hearing on 04.01.2017. -. .■i w-i -
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04.01.2017 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir u lah Asst:;
AG for respondents present. Rejoinder is submitted which is placedfc^ia? 

file. To come up for arguments on ' •?'■/ 7on
Iii ■J.V.J

1

(ASHFAQUE^^) 

MEMBER

- Vu.
(IMUHAMMAD/A.;

#i|f ■■■■

flit
EBER

m u .. ■n; ff;H!-!
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18.05.2017 1 Clerk of the counsel for appellant and Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Assistant AG for the respondents presentl Clerk of lhe?|S? 

counsel for the appellant requested for a^ournmpnt. Adj(j)iirhk.|G|! 

To come up for arguments on 08.09.2017 before D.B.

ft't- m
I

1" ■1 h
..tG

■m. (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member =ili'(Gul ^b Khan) 

Member K'.{>m '1^-
T'*;'
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Counsel for the appellant present. Learned 

counsel for appellant argued that the appellant was serving 

as Constable when discharged From service on the 

allegations of willful absence vide impugned order dated 

12.11.2015 where-against he preferred departmental appeal 

on 09.02.2016 which was rejected on 2.05.2016 and hence 

the instant service appeal on 27.05.2016.

. 31.05.2016

conducted in the? •That neither enquiry was 

manners prescribed nor opportunity bi hearing afforded to\

r65 7^ • ’2 ^ the appellant as mandatory by law.ji

■y - u.

II Points urged need consideration. AdmiP Subject 

to deposit of security and process fee within 10 days, 

be issued to the respondents for written

T

notices

reply/commenls for 15.08.2016 before S.B.1.3 '
r

\
Chairman

15.08.2016 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Hayat 

Muhammad, HC alongwith Addl. AG for respondents present. 

Written reply not submitted. Requested for adjournment. Request 

accepted. To come up for written reply/comments on 24.10.2016 

before S.B.

Member

I

1 ■

J •y
■1.

l^*



mForm- A-

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

F;7Q/2016Case No.,

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
Proceedings

S.No.

321

The appeal of Mr. Faheemullah presented today by Mr. 

Muhammad Asif Yousafzai Advocate, may be entered in the 

Institution register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order please.

27/05/2016
1

\

i

Rl'inSTRAR

v/fc - This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary 

-hearing to be put up there on -J' > f

2
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR• t.'•c-

APPEAL NO. 5^72_/2016

Faheemullah V/S Police Deptt:

INDEX

S.NO. DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE PAGE
Memo of Appeal1. 1-4

2. Copy of medical report -A- 05-15
Copy of order dated 12.11.2015,3. -B- 16

4. Copy of charge sheet -C- 17
Copy of statement of allegation5. -D- 18

6. Copy of inquiry report -E- 19-20
Copy of show cause notice7. -F- 21

8. Copy of departmental appeal -G- 22-23
Copy of rejection order9. -H- 24

10. Vakalat nama 25
V

.1.

APPELLANT

THROUGH:
rr^

M.ASIF YOUSAFZ.

&

TAIMURALI KHAN
% ■

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
(ADVOCATES,PESHAWAR)

- 'x- •

•V-
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.'k•Vi

APPEAL NO. 67^2016

Faheem Ex-constable No. 4622,

Police Lines, Peshawar.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshawar.
2. The Capital City Police, Officer, Peshawar.
3. The Superintendent of Police, Head Quarters, Peshawar.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SEaiON 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 
1974 AGAINST THE ODER DATED 02.05.2016, WHEREBY THE 

DEPARTMENT APPEAL OF THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER 

DATED 12.11.2015 RECEIVED BY THE APPELALNT ON DATED 

28.01.2016 WHEREIN, PENALTY OF DISCHARGE FROM SERVICE 

HAS BEEN IMPOSED UPON APELLANT HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR 

NO GROUNDS.

PRAYER:

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE IMPUGNED 

ORDER DATED 02.05.2016 AND 12.11.2015 MAY BE SET ASIDE 

AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED IN TO SERVICE WITH 

ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. AND ANY OTHER 

REMEDY, WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 

APPROPRIATE THAT, MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF 

APPELLANT.

• ^

>
i
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.4>: RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH

FACTS:

1. That the appellant joined the police force in the year 2011 and 

completed all his due training etc and also have good service record 

throughout.

2. That the appellant became sick and visited to the doctor on dated 

01.09.2013 where some medical tests recommended by the Medical 
specialist and HEPATITIS C VIRUS RNA DETECTED, then doctor 

advised for bed rest, therefore he could not performed his duty and 

remained absent from the duty.{CopY of medical reports are 

attached as Annexure-A)

3. That as the appellant was seriously ill, therefore he regularly visited to 

concerned Doctors for his treatment and was compelled to remain 

absent from his duty and when he recovered he joined duty on 

02.10.2013 and performed his duty upto 12.11.2013, but then he 

again became sick from the same disease and went to the doctor 

where some emergency treatment given to the appellant and 

advised for bed rest after along time of treatment the appellant able 

to recovered and his HCV found NEGATIVE on dated 12.12.2015.

4. That after the complete recovery from illness, the appellant came to 

join his duty again, but he was informed that he was discharge from 

the service under police Rule 1934, 12.21 with immediate effect vide 

order dated 12.11.2015 and his absence period is treated without 
pay and handed over discharge from service order dated 12.11.2015 

along with charge sheet, statement of allegations, inquiry report and 

show cause notice on dated 28.1.2016. (Copy of order dated 

12.11.2015, charge sheet and statement of allegation, inquiry 

report and show cause notice are attached as Annexure-B,C,D,E&F)

5. That against the order dated filed departmental appeal on 9.2.2016 

which was also rejected on dated 2.5 2016 for no good grounds.
(Copies of departmental appeal and rejection order are attached as 

Annexure-G&H).

6. That now the appellant come to this august tribunal on the following
grounds amongst others.



GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned order dated 02.05.2016 and 12.11.2015 are 

against the law, facts, norms of justice and material on record, 
therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B) That the appellant informed the officer about his health problems 

and all medical prescriptions are on record, but despite that the 

appellant was discharged from service which is against the principle 

of justice.

C) That the whole proceedings were carried out under the police rules 

1975 against the appellant, while appellant was penalized under the 

police rules 1934(12.21), which is illegal, unjust and against the law.

D) That show cause notice was issued to the appellant before charge 

sheet, statement of allegation and inquiry which shows malafide of 
the respondents.

E) That inquiry report and impugned order of discharge from service of 
the appellant were issued on the same date, which also shows 

malafide on the part of respondents.

F) That the appellant has been condemned unheard and has not been 

treated according to law and rules.

G) That the absence period of the appellant has already treated as 

without pay therefore there remains no ground to penalize the 

appellant for same cause of action.

H) That one sided inquiry was conducted against the appellant and 

neither the appellant was associated with the enquiry proceedings 

nor has any statement of witnesses been recorded in the presence of 
appellant. Even a chance of cross examination was also not provided 

to the appellant which is violation of norms of justice.

I) That the appellant has not been treated under proper law despite he 

was a civil servant of the province, therefore, the impugned order is 

liable to be set aside on this score alone.



J) That the penalty of discharge from service is very harsh which is 

passed in violation of law and, therefore, the same is not sustainable 

in the eyes of law.

K) That the appellant did not intentionally absent from his duties but he 

was ill due to which he has not performed his official duty. As the 

illness is beyond the control of human, therefore the appellant was 

compel to remain absent from his duties due to his serious illness.

L) That the appellant seeks 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.

appellant
Faheem Ullah

THROUGH:

L
M.ASIFYOUSAFZAI

TAIMUR

S. NOIVfAN ALl BUKHARI

(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR)
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05 II iiNAME FAHIMULLAH AGE 27 SEX MALE CAMB NO. 421i ‘I1
I

m.1. IREQUEST HCVRNA QUANTITATION
% REFERRED BY DRMUHAMMAD HUSSAIN FRJDl

REPORTING DATE 04/09/ 2013
BLOOD (RECEIVED ON 10/0.9/13
hepMWisTWrUTrn^etected ■

SOURCE OF SAMPLEyM INTERPRETATION
326940 Copies / ml .VIRAL LOAD f'ft

m m?;
Method (Cepheid Smart cycler 11 Real-time PCR):

i iiS.m.
i r|iHCV Real-time SC is a Real -Time Amplification method for the quantitative detection of Hepatitis C 

Virus in.serum / plasma. HCV RNA is extracted from sample , amplified using Real- Time 
Amplification and detected using fluorescent reporter dye probes specific for HCV (Cy 3 or HCV 1C 
(FAM) in the Smaii Cycler ( Cepheid). Internal controls serves as an amplification control foreacli 
individual! processed specimen and to identify possible PCR inhibition. 1C is detected in another 
channel as the HCV RNA. Quantitation Standards {125-12.500.U00) were carried out using the same 
.PCR.primers as the real target sequence.
The concentration of the target was determined by extrapolation from the PCR mimic products.

miII iPII
I1 II

■ mi8 COMMENTS;

The titer of HCV in blood fluctuates in accordance vyith the virus latency &. some limes it may be absent |^i 
- below the sensitivity limit of the assay. p

■

i
I iThe results of HCV RNA PCR tests performed in different laboratories should not be compared 
^ laboratories use different kits / methodologies that has different sensitivity and specificity.

as diffcrc.ra
¥4
1Ims i1! IIf'& it r\,^4/7 Hours 

Service
a

i M Consultant P 
DR. M.M. IUm
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The Next Generation In Clinical Excellence & Health Care Services

h h
M.B.B.S, IW.C.P.S, F.C.P.S 
Medical Specialist & Diabetalpgist
Endocrinology, Diabetes & Metabolic Diseases.Ward 
Hayatabad Medical Complex

00

•*1 I)

X /‘MName

tA»

lir.iViuhanimadHussainAfric
Senior Registrar Endocrinolog- 

UnitHMf

091-5829541



<f/ s.

'/ I DOCTORSjDIAGNO'STiC I1 bi^1; VL y^Sl/'i

I m (Progressive Care WUh Compassion) mgyj; IailillBifi3HRA500/R7PR/SPEC/127um
IIi

I imI y/\GE|27| SEXN/IME FAHIMULIAH MALE CAMB NO. 'i1243 mI I’REQUEST HCVRNA QUANTITATION 
DR.MUHAMMAD HUSSAIN FRIDII REFERRED BY I \REPORTING DATE 0710312014 • w.%SOURCE OF SAMPLE BLOOD (RECEIVED ON 04/03/14

INTERPRETATION HEPATITIS C VIRUS RNA DETECTEDn VIRAL LOADI 29Q4SQ Copies / ml

II Method (Cepheid Smart cycler II Real-time PCR): iI
I MmHCV Real-time SC is a Real -Time Amplification method for the quantitatjve detection of Hepatitis C 

Virus in serum / plasma. HCV RNA is extracted from sample , amplified using-Real- Time 
Amplification and detected using fluorescent reporter dye probes specific for HCV (Cy 3 or HCV ,1C 
(FAM) in the Smart Cycler ( Cepheid). Internal controls serves as an amplification control for each 
individual! processed specimen and to identify possible PCR inhibitioif 1C is detected in another 
channel as the HCV RNA. Quantitation Standards (125-12.500,000) were carried out using the same 
PCR primers as the real target sequence.
The concentration of the target was determined by extrapolation from the PCR mimic products.

m%i »ii i1
i

ki .1
% mII? COMMENTS:I The titer of HCV in blood fluctuates in accordance vyith the virus latency & some limes it may be absent 

below the sensitivity limit of the assay. ^I
W

The results of HCV RNA PCR tests performed in different laboratories should not be compared as differ® 
laboratories use different kits / methodologies that has different sensitivity and specificity.I

I #24/7 Hours
I'"' Service3!ii



The Next Generation In Clinical Excellence & He
3lth Care Services

M.B.B.S. IM.C.P.S, F.C.P.S 
Medical Specialist & Diabetalo 
Endocrinology, r 
Hayatabad Medical Comnic^-^

h h .
gist

Diabetes & Metabolic Diseases Ward

'-"1Date

pi^iaminadHussstnAtndi 
Registrar Endocrii-joiOBY

nF ciJx*iZ

Unit HiVlf

j///j



M.B.B.S, MCPS, FCPS
(Member American Association of Ciinical Endocrinoiogy)

Consultant Physician^ Diabetolo^st & Endocrinolo^st
Plot No 28 Near Sui Gas Office Phase 5 Hayatabad Peshawar 

Ph: +92-91-5828581-82,! Email: ddhrc@yahoo.com;
iv .

•rName
e.

M (5 i;!

;

‘

/ n ’

■;

i

J ;

i

i

i

«:

V

Next patient visit after Months

a

mailto:ddhrc@yahoo.com
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NAME FAHIMUILAHm AGE 29 SEX MALE CAMS NO. 47543
REQUEST HCV RNA QUANTITATIONm REFERRED BY DR.MUHAMMAD HUSSAIN FRIDI
REPORTING DATE linn 2015
SOURCE OF SAMPLE BLOOD (RECEIVED ON 08/12/15
INTERPRETATION HEPATITIS C VIRUS RNA NOT DETECTED: ia. Method (Cepheid Smart cycler II Real-time PCR):

i

^|S Real-time SC is a Real -Time Amplification method for the quantitative detection of Hepatitis C 0^ 
ra Vims in serum / plasma. HCV RNA is extracted from sample , amplif ed using Real- Time ' '
fp A^iiplification and detected using fluorescent reporter dye probes specific for HCV (Cy 3 or HCV iC 
@ (fAM) in the Smart Cycler ( Cepheid). Internal controls sei-ves as an amplification control for each 

individual! processed specimen and to identify possible PCR inhibition. 1C is detected in another 
gt’j channel as the HCV RNA. Quantitation Standards (125-12,500.000) were carried out using the .same 

PCR primers as the real target sequence.
ff! concentration of the target was determined by extrapolation from the PCR mimic products
m

iIf
A':

i
&

COMMENTS: -T- M
The titer of HCV in blood fluctuates in accordance, with the virus latency some limes it mav be absent o'^' 
below the sensitivity limit of the assay. ' ’

■rS

• m
■ ■ V ■

The results of HCV RNA PCR tests perforined in different laboratories should not be compared as differed?-- 
laboratories use different kits / methodologies that has different sensitivity and specificity. k '

li

m ■t:
-i. ■ 

2® .i ij)*\% 11i 

'4 ■Sip
'A Lab.Incharg

-- - ■ -

mm
Is 
■iliii'f)

•t;-.
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H POSTGRADUATE MEDICAL INSTITUTE ^ 
'§\ Government Lady Reading Hospital

Peshawar
Accident & Emergency Department

ss

SexAgeName

Address

Hospital Yearly No
:Y;a:

History / Examination ft

Comorbidities

€

Triage Status
Red
Yellow
Green

BP
Pulse 
GCS Score

Refered From 

ReferedTo

Investigations

9

3

nr Sinnature;





I

I
I
II

}

eeSKAWAK

Phone No+92-91-9211430-39 Fax+92-91
REGISTRATION FORMV>r/■

Name: I F/H Name

DisasterDate/TimeID No.1

Address
\Triage Assessment I

)
\ I

/ .Resp/RateTemp...Pulse.B.P.

jcii" \x.■i
Provisional Diagnosis 0 .■3a>------

\)
%

j'

'.yinvestigation ^jdiAMLiZ
X-Ray

1TreatmentI
\ '

^,
^x';Rfefer ’to Unit/Adi\iitt^

Dr’s Signature
p

Doctor on Duty.
t

GSiiPD. 490 Khyljer Pakhtunkhwa-OHS (LRH)-3000 Pads-24,11.20n-LRH Chit Accident & Emi rgoncy

/r <\ *

MTESTE'I
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(

■ '1'^' 
r - 1,

If-l^v'.

%#r S.V
Q- R PER

departmental enquiry aqain-t disposal of formal
Capital City Police Pcrhjwji unTfr^ii No.4fi?? nf
Police Lines, Peshawar was absent from^dT^ 
without taking permission orte^ave f^ollowing*period

tt
t

S No From pTo Total absentee m:01 Q4.09.2QJ2
13^11.2013

X-
01.10.2013 
Till date

30“davs! 02
■U .* tv02-years

02::years & Oi-month
*03 Total FV ■1

ijr v ;4-
S'of allegations TwoToa;ate Tn"'

SDPO Saddar Circle & SDPO Hayatabad' by

thp =.h Saddar Circle conducted
the 1st absence period & submitted his 
IS habitual absentee. The E.O further 
for the defaulter 
12.11.2015.

/■
I

the enquiry proceedings in 
report that the defaulter official

official viHo c major punishmentofficial vide Enquiry Report No.2546/PA dated
,»• . r

V
h.' *4

2nd absence" pe°o''d'rs'"bmitt°ed’hf" proceedings in the

recommended

available on"rrcord'''thf und°ersT"H'''°"" ' 
alleged official found Suiltv Iff n?ni ‘^ “"elusion that the
herehv Hic.K, Ja" absence. Iherefore, he ie

04.oq.?niii re ni , P '''°'^ remained absent from

I

{
/

x'P'Cf- H /
sup4
HEAD

^l)ITp>IDENT/OF POLICE
•W^RTersJPeshawar

^JA-SL
iOB. NO.__:

No. - I'I^4’
J Dated_4a^_^^20l5 

i_^PA/SP/dated Peshawar th€"7^/ ij' /2015 

Copy of above is forwarded for

( '
. /

tv
ill T ;

•tion- n/action to-y
Peshawar,

DSP/HQrs, Peshawar.
Pay Office, OASI,

y
y

-CRC & hMC along-with complete departmental I
file.

*
Officials concerned.y

r*»4

I
' < fTIJ 1*1

i
I ■ f

/ /./■

/

►rf m

'r

• P. ■* Ii'imSIt4:^
t

■Ji»

f‘t'r
t;

r.* "4 jT

4

J
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■mi

y. '.* *
V- mCHARGE SHEET i

■ I, Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City Police 
Peshawar, as a competent authority, hereby, charge that 
Constable Faheem No.462# fe-CaPital-City--Police Peshawar with the 
following irregularities.

!l

r-

I
"That vnn Cnnc^tahle Faheem No.4622 while posted at Police 

Lines, Peshawar were absent from duty w.e.f 04.09.2013 till date 
without taking permission or ieave. This amounts to gross misconduct 
on your part and is against the discipline of the force."

I

-i

You are, therefore, required to submit your written defence within 

days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer 

committee, as the case may be.

seven ■

■II
1

.'fSm.Your written defence, if ^any, should reach the Enquiry 

Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be 

presumed that have no defence to put in and in that case exparte 

action shall follow against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person. I
r-’

A statement of allegation is enclosed. li 1
I

/
/yj.

NT OF POLICE, 
HEADQUARTERS,/PESHAWAR

. SUPERINTI

, !

\
\
\ ■

\

I*

tJPAiO pun.iJd;r,i foldc/Ctur^cr

•j



V.',
;

/ V.\
DISCIPLINARY ACTION/ ..y

I, Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City Police 
competent authority, am of -the opinion that 

Constable Faheem No.4622 has rendered him-self liable to be 
proceeded against under the ‘^provision of Police Disciplinary Rules- 
1975.

Peshawar as a/
I

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION

"That Constable Faheem No.4622 while posted at Police 
Lines, Peshawar absented himself from duty w.e.f 04.09.2013 till date 
without taking permission or leave. This amounts to gross misconduct 

his part and is against the discipline of the force." - |on

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with 
reference to the above allegations an enquiry is ordered and

is appointed as Enquiry
Officer.

The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provisions 
of the Ordinance, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the 
accused officer, record his finding within 30 days of the receipt of this 
order, make recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate 
action against the accused.

The accused shall join the proceeding on the date time and 
place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

2.

3.

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

h/a22S 72014/E/PA, dated Peshawar theNo.

f^r)Pn SaMsts Qrc^e is directed to
finalize the aforementioned departmental proceeding within 
stipulated period under the provision of Police Rules-1975.
2. Official concerned



n frl wh s m
^ --

iThe 'juperintendent of Police,iJ
uL/'

HQrs: Peshawar. m
DEPARTEMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST CONSTABLE FAHIM N0.4622 OF POLICE LINES,SUBJECT;

PESHAWAR.

i'Memo:
. s

* 'I®'"l '
Ti'i ' tM

Please refer to your .office end: No. 225/E/PA dated 18.11.2015 on the subject cited

■ above.

That Constable Fahim No. 4622 while posted in Police Lines Peshawar absented himself 

from his duty w.e.f 04.09.2013 to 01.10.2013 without permission are leave. In this connection he was 

received charge sheet and statement of allegation and the undeTsigned was appointed as enquiry officer 

to scrutinize the conduct of the said constable.

ilM

tmPROCEEDING:-

The alleged Constable Fahim No. 4622, was summoned to appear before the 

undersigned to hear in person and record his statement while the alleged Constable was summoned 

time and again but he has deliberately did not appear before the undersigned.

laI#m
PSi m

' WSi ] ^ Im I

RECOMMENDATION:-

Keeping in view, the enquiry conducted so far, reveals that the alleged constable has 

habitual absentee and also he is not interest in his official duty. Therefore, tie was found guilty from the 

ctiarge level against him. He may be-recomrnended for Major punishment.

i.

i

W

A- ifi^ ii^ IADYAsSn KHAN) 
•DtlTuTY SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 

SADDAR CIRCLE, i^ESHAWAR

(MO
;

I#W.HQrs/:. Peshawar, please.

^5-46 /PA.No.

feM.:mM
/ADated:

■ isf:
m ¥
ifr-

■ ■ u

&•
:U-

■
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I 'K

OFFICE OF THE SUB-DIVISIONAL POLICE OFFICE 
HAYATABAD CIRCLE PESHAWAR 

NO: 3^Ml, /s DATED: l7„ / M /2015

Finding report u/r 6(v) police rules against Constable Faheem No 462?

Deparimentai enquiry against accused'constable FaTi'eem was referred to this office vide endorsement 
No 663/E/PA dated 27.11.2014 to ascertain the misconduct/act of willful absence from law ful duty.

Shori facts are that accused constable while posted to police lines Peshawar, during checking on 
13.10.2013 was found absent and absence report was recorded vide DD No 2.1 dated 13.10.2013.

I

;
The accused constable was charge sheeted by worthy SP Head Quarters and the proceedings were 
referred to this office. The accused constable'was summoned lime and again but he could not present 
iiimself to associate and join the enquiry proceedings, even he could not submit reply to the charge 
sheet, issued to him.

The accused constable deliberately avoids his attendance before this office; therefore, there is no other 
alternative but to proceed exparte. Furthermore, the accused constable is still absent from duty.

1

in light of the available documentary record, the accused constable remained absent with out justifiable 
reason, therefore the act of misconduct has been established and this office recommends that the 
accLised constable be awarded one or more punishments, provided u/r 4 of the rules 1975.

r

Relevant record is enclosed herewith./

i ;

SDPC^ayatabad Circle 
Peshawar

r

*

\

\

I

!
I

pr-j---

7^

'r-
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?;■ ••m SHOW CAUSE NOTirF
,/■

!■

I, Superintendent of Police HQrs, Peshawar as competent 
authority, empowered under Police Disciplinary Rules-1975, do 
hereby serve upon‘you’show cause notice on the allegations charges 
as follows.

That you Go_nstables,pf . Police Lines, Peshawar absented 
themselves from the duty for the following period mentioned against 
each name without taking permission or leave. This act/omission 
amounts to gross misconduct on your part and is against the norms of 
disciplined force.

i
■1

■

4' s # Name & No. Period of absence
08.12.2011 till date . 
27.08.2013 till date 

S4.09.2013~tiirdat&::> 
06.09.2013 till date"' 
02.09.2013 till date 
02.09.2013 till date 
23.08.2013 till date 
17.09.2013 till date 
09.09.2013 tilTdaje"' 
09.09.2013 till date"' 
09.09.2013 till date'" 
13.09.2013 till^daje ~ 
12.07.2013 till date ‘ 

,14.09.2013~till date ' 
_16.09.2013 till date ^ 
19.08.2013 till date 
14.09.2013 till date 
25.07.2013 t i 11 date 
16.09.2013 t1n date ~ 
21.08.2013 till date' 
06.09.2013 till date 
n.09.2013 till date 
20.09.2013 till date 
26.08.2013 till date

J*01 FC Abdur Razzaq 1072 
02 FC
0~3 r-rFaheem ^622 3 
04 "TC-Kbaira'2l77
05 FC Fazli Alahi 4816________
06 FC Gul Nawaz 4133____
07 FC Muhammad Saeed 5^9 
08 FC Sher Ali 4376
09 FC Farhad 3691
10 FC Ibrahim 607
11 FC Fawad 2969
12 FC Wisal 2706
13 FC Nadeem 1163 SPO
14n FC Khalid 3673
15 FC Zeeshan 5205 •
16 FC Faheem 4803
17 FC5aiidll24 __ J
18 FC Parvez 571 ____

FC Bashir 1486
20 FC Faheem 830 ^
21 FC Ikram 467 ^
22 FC Zubair 2752 ——
23 __ FC Gul Khan 5391
24 1 FC Didan Gul 2485

T't
f

V^' r
I
t

•J

- rf

i

■■f

j

!

nJ

i
a

f
You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why you 

should not be proceeded against departmentally for the above
mentioned act/omission. Also intimate whether you desire to be heard 
in person.

i

f

If no reply to this notice is received within 7 days of its 
receipt, in normal course of circumstances to explain your position the 
ex-parte proceedings shall be initiated against you.

k

ts
t

/•^ A
a.'-M.
fe..

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLI^fE 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR 1^.

I

/PA, SP/HQ: dated Peshawar the <5.3 P--/2013

Copy to official concerned.J, !
IX fit*

iI

Iff?i

.'-i.
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OFFICE OF TOE'T 

CAIPITAL CITY POLICE OF 
PESHAWAR

Phone No. 091-9210989 
Fax No. 091-9212597

FICER

ORDER

This order will dispos 

No. 4622 who was awarded the ma'

12-21 vide Oii No. 4140 dated 12.1 1.2015 by SP/HQ! 

I'oliee Lines w.e.f. 4.0.2013 to i. 0.2013 bt-. 13.11.:

montii).

:: off departmental appeal preferred by ex- constable Fahecm

or punishment of Discharge from service under Police Rules-
1

s: Peshawar on the charge of absence from 

013 to 12.11.2015 (Total 2-ycars & .1-

i

1- Two separate departmental proceedings were initiated against him and DSP/Saddar 

(circle and DSP-Hayatabad were appointed as E.Os.'Tiey summoned the delinquent official time

2nd again but he deliberately avoided to appear and joi i the departmental proceedings. On receipt 

of the findings of the E.Os, the Competent Authority irded him the above major punishment.aw;

He was called in O.R. on 29.4.20162 

troroughly examined. He was provided full opportuniP 

to produce any cogent reason in his favour for such 

i rterfere in the order passed by SP-HQRs. The appeal is 

1 he charge ol absence stand proved against him, henc( 

reje.cted/filed. ' i

and hear^ in person. Enquiry 

' to defend himself but he miserably failed 

long absence. There is no justification to 

also time-barred by 1 months and 27-days, 

his appeal fcirre^instateiTienl in .servTcc'I'jT^

ifile was

i V.

■i

(MUB^AK ZEB) 
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, 

15-^^ PESHAWAR.
4 /2016.No. jo "7- 3 /PA dated Peshawar the / 

, Copies for Information and n/a to the:-
j

1;. ; SP/HQRs; Peshawar.
PO/OASl/ CRC along with S.Roll for making 
EMC along with FM 
Official concerned.

I

2. :essary entry in his S.Roll.ne
3.
4.

14

;

V7 .

!

il •- 4,I


