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12’"0cl 2022 Miss. U/ma Sycd, Advocate present and submitted 

Wakalalnamat on behalf of the appellant. Syed Naseer Ud 

Din Shah, Asst: A(j lor respondents present.

Learned counsel lor the appellant wants to amend the 

memo of appeal in order to challenge the original order 

dated 25.05.2004 which according to the learned counsel 

was not challenged by the ex-counsel for the appellant. 

She may do so within a week subject to all legal and just 

objections regarding limitation. To come up on 

22.11.2022 before D.B. •

^ .

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(f'arceha Paul) 
Member(l'ixeculivc)

22.11.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr.

Muhammad Adeel Butt Additional Advocate General for the

respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for

adjournment on the ground that he has not made preparation

for arguments. Adjourned. To come for arguments before the

D.B. on 19.01.2023.

&

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

(Fareeharaul) 

Member (E)
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11.05.2022 Appellant in person present. Mr. Naseer-ud-Din Shah, 

Assistant Advocate'General for the respondents present.

Appellant requested for adjournment as his counsel is not 

available today. Last opportunity is granted. To come up for 

arguments before the D.B on 27.06.2022.

(Fareeha Paul) 
Member (E)

Chairman

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Atta-ur- 

Rehman, Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional Advocate General for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment on the ground that she has not made preparation' 

for arguments. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

27.07.2022 before the D.B.

27.06.2022

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (J)

27"' .luly 2022 Miss. Rabia Muzaffar, junior of learned counsel for the 

appellant present, Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional 

Advocate General alongwith Mr. Atta-ur-Rehman, Inspector 

(Legal) for respondents present.

Junior of learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the 

appellant is busy in the august Peshawar High Court, 

Peshawar. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

12.10.2022 before the D.B.

i

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) , 
Chairman



u
Learned AddI, A.G be reminded about the omission 

and for submission of reply/comments within extended 

time of 10 days.

15.09.2021
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Ms. Uzma Syed, Advocate, for the appellant present and 

submitted fresh Wakalat Nama in favour of the appellant, which 

is placed on file. Mr. Kheyal Roz, Inspector (Legal) alongwith Mr. 

Javed Ali, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents 

present.

11.2021
V.
at
Q.
•o
01

3
Q.

■a

Repiy/co.mments on behalf of respondents submitted, 

which is placed on file and copy of the same is handed over to 

learned counsel for the appellant. Adjourned. To come up for 

rejoinder, if any, as well as arguments on 04.02.2022 before the 

D.B.

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

The Tribunal is non-functional, therefore, the case is 

adjourned to 11.05.2022 before D.B for the same.
04.02.2022
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28.02.2004 but failed to report his arrival on due date 

followed by continuous absence without any leave. This act 

of the appellant in terms of the impugned order was treated 

as misconduct and consequently he was dismissed from 

service in exercise of powers under N.W.F.P Removal from

Service (Special Power) Ordinance, 2000. Obviously, the 

ground of absence of the appellant was not covered under 

definition of misconduct as defined in Section 3(l)(b) of

N.W.F.P Removal from Service (Special ,Power) Ordinance,

2000. Apart from misapplication of' the ground for 

proceedings, there is a point for arguments whether the 

continued absence of the appellant after expiry of his leave

could be treated as habitual absenteeism when previously he

had availed the approved leave. Subject to all just and legal 

objections including limitation, this appeal is admitted for

regular hearing. Let the respondents' come up with their

written reply/comments to justify the validity of the

proceedings culminating in the irfipugned order. The

appellant is directed to deposit security and process fee

within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the
ilterf

teFe® V respondents for submission of' written reply/comments in

office within 10 days of the receipt of notices, positively. If______^

the written reply/comments are not submitted within the

stipulated time, the office shall submit the file with a report

of non-compliance. File to come; up for arguments on

11.11.2021 before the D.B.

Chairman
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1564/2018 i .

Preliminat7Counsel for the appellant present.29.06.2021

arguments heard.

Although there Is violation on part of the appellant 

himself that on expiry of leave granted to him, he did not 

report for duty within the meaning of Rule 28. of the Civil 

Servants Revised Leave Rules 1981, which obviously is a

burden on him to discharge but the narrative set up in the

impugned order is arguable. Section 11 of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special Power)

Ordinance, 2000 relates to overriding effect of the Ordinance

viz-a-viz other laws. Accordingly, the provisions of the said

Ordinance shall have effect notwithstanding anything to the

contrary contained in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants 

Act, 1973 and the rules made there-under and any other

laws for time being in force. In view of the non-obstante

clause in Section 11 ibid, if there is any provision in the

Ordinance; and the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act

1973 and rules made there-under contain a provision
!

contrary to the provisions of ordinance, the latter shall 

prevail within the meaning of Section 11 ibid. Section. 3 of' 

the Ordinance ibid enumerates the ground for dismissal,

removal and compulsory retirement etc and amongst them

one is being guilty of habitually absenting himself from duty 

without prior approval of leave. This ground is similar to 

ground in clause(b) of Rule 3 of the Government Servants 

(E&D) Rules, '2011. It is evident from discussion in the 

impugned order about facts that the appellant was granted 

' nine months leave'and he was due to turn back for duty on
J
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1564/2018

22.09.2020
*■*

Appellant present In person.
Requests for adjournment as learned his learned counsel 

Is Indisposed today. Adjourned to 2.12.2020 before S.B.

. Chairman

02.12.2020 Counsel for appellant is present.
Learned counsel requests for adjournment to a date 

after the decision of proposition regarding retrospective 

punishment by a Larger Bench of this Tribunal.
Adjourned to 17.02.2021 before S.B.

(MUHAMMAD JTWAUCHAJM^ 
MEMBER {JUDICIAL)

17.02.2021 The learned Member Judicial Mr. Muhammad Jamal Khan'is 

under transfer, therefore, the case is adjourned. To come up for 

the same before S.B on 29.06.2021.

» .
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Junior to counsel for the appellant present,

Requests for adjournment due to general strike of the 

Bar. Adjourned to 20.02.2020 in order to avail the outcome 

of case(s) pending before the Larger Bench regarding 

retrospective punishment.

22.01.2020

Chairman

Counsel for the appellant present and seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned to 06.04.2020 in order to avail the outcome of case (s) 

pending before the Larger Bench regarding retrospective 

punishment.

20.02,2020

M
{MUHAMMAD AMIWKHAN KUNDI) 

MEMBER

Due to public holiday on account of COVID-19., the case 

is adjourned to 30.06.2020 for the same. To come up for 

the same as before S.B.

06.04,2020

R

30.06.2020 Learned counsel for the appellant present and seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned to 22.09.2020 before S.B in order to 

avail the outcome of cases pending before Larger Bench of this 

1 ribunal, regarding retrospective punishment.

Member (.1)
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Counsel for the appellant present. •25.07.2019

Learned counsel states that a number of cases 

regarding similar proposition are fixed for hearing on 

28.08.2019. Instant matter, therefore, be adjourned to a 

date thereafter.

v
■;

Adjourned to 16.09.2019 for preliminary hearing

before S.B.

Chairman

Junior to counsel for the appellant present.

A request for adjournment is made due to general strike 

of the bar. Adjourned to 25.11,2019 for preliminary hearing 

before S.B.

16.09.2019

\
Chairmarfi

Appellant present in person.25.11.2019

Requests for adjournment on account of general strike of 

the Bar. Adjourned to 22.01.2020 before S.B.

Chairman

\

1
‘

• 'i'
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Appellant requests for adjournment due to over 

occupation of his learned counsel before the honourable 

High Court.

07.02.2019

Adjourned to 14.03.2019 before S.B.

U'r .
Chairman

Counsel for the appellant present and seeks adjournment.14.03.2019

Adjourned to 25.04.2019 for preliminary hearing before S.B.

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBERI

Counsel for the appellant present and seeks adjournment. 

Adjourned to 18.06.2019 for preliminary hearing before S.B.
25.04.2019

(MUHAMmD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

18.06.2019 Appellant in person present and requested for adjournment 

on the ground that his counsel is not available today. Adjourned to

25.07.2019 for preliminary hearing before S.B.

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member
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Form-A
FORM OF ORDER SHEET

;•
Court of

1564/2018Case No.
i

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

31 2

The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Hamayun presented today by Mr. 

Fazal Shah Mohmand Advocate, may be entered in the Institution 

Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

28/12/2018'-^'^:'1-!

*

REGISTRAR Vj !>'/ I P*1
'->'4

' ^
This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be1-

put up there on

WK'
CHAIRMAN

!

;;

Appellant requests for adjournment as his learned 

counsel is engaged in many cases before the Honourable 

High Court. Adjourned to 07.02.2019 before S.B.^

04.2.2019
j.

\

Chairma:
t N ^ •

ft-I
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No 75^ ^
/2018

Muhammad Hamayun Appellant
■i'

VERSUS
RPO & others Respondents>./

INDEX
:,i

S.No Description of Documents ^
^rvice appeal with affida^
Agplication tor, condonation of delay with 
Copy of order dated 25-05-2004, departmental 
appeal and order dated 31-01-2014 
Wakalat Nama-'

Annexure Pages1.
2.
3. A, B and S'-?-c4.

\

/v\-
Dated-:26-12-2018 i

ant
Throu

Fazal SnalTMohmand

880484]

'A

-i

,1

5
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KPK SHAWAR
service Appeal No /2018

Muhammad Ham^yun Ex Constable No 173 District Police Mardan.

Appellant

v; versus;

1. Reginald Police Officer Mardan.
2. District Police Officer Mardan.
3. Provincial Polke Officer KPK Peshawar Respondents

APPEAL U/S 4 OF THE KPK ^FPVTri: tRIBUNAI Arr iq-7>. 
^AINST THE ORDER DATED 31-m-7ni^ PASSFn RY 
respondent NO 1 WHERE BY DEPArtmfmtai ApnrA. 
^THE APELLANT FILED AGAINST THF npnpR PATFn 
^2004 OF RESPONDENT NO 2 HAS BEEN REJErTFn/cii cn

iiPRAYER!-

o°"2o'W3p1j “.r? t,: ‘oT.?:irst?oS4
respondent No 2 may kindly be set aside and the appellant may

31-

Respectfully Submitted:-

the respondent Department as 
sSiofs an°d\in P°=ted to various Police

and full devofcn honesty

2. That in the ye^r 2003 the appellant while lastly posted to Police
was due ffZ months lave and ^

I .j 02-2004. However in the meanwhile he
was landed in domestic problems which resulted in mental

‘he appellant was unable trhave 

attended his duties, therefore informed the SHO concerned.

3. That the appellant was dismissed from service by respondent 
No 2 vide order dated 25-05-2004, where after he o^btained 

copy of the .order and filed departmental appeal before
fCon°v of dated^31-01-2014
(Copy of the Prefer dated 25-05-2014, Departmental appeal

1:

1

Iu



41and ordertdated 31-01-2014 is enclosed as Annexure A, B 
and C).

4. That the irr^pugned order dated 31-01-2014 of respondent No 1 
and order dated 25-05-2004 of respondent No 2 
law, facts and principles of justice 
follows:- V

ground «;•-
■ I

A. That the impugned orders are illegal and void ab-initio.

B. That fpandatoty provisions of law and rules have badly 
been violated by the respondents and tfee appellant has 
not been treated • according to law and rules . 
appellant did nothing that amounts to misconduct

''••I

C That no charge sheet and show 

communicated to the appellant
V;'

D. That e^parte action has been taken against the 
and he. has been condemned unheard.

,1

are against the 
on grounds inter alia as

and the

cause notice were

appellant

^ and^cirfumstconducted to find out the true facts

F. That jhe impugned order is not maintainable being
passed,’With retrospective effect ^

G. That even otherwise the absence from duty was neither 
willful ,nor deliberate rather the same was because of

I. That thp appellant was not provided the opportunity of 
personal hearing and the impugned order is defective as

J. That tbe appellant did nothing that would 
misconduct

unblemished'’^"^"* ^ with

arnount-to

2
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L That the appellant seeks the permission of this honorable 
’ triburi|l for further/additional grounds at the time ot^ 

argumlents.
'i'.
■>i ;

It is thWefore prayed that appeal of the appellant may 
kindly be accepted as prayed for in the heading of the: 

appeal.
A:
IV

Appellant
ThroughDated-:26-12-20I8

>
: ohmand 

Advocate, Peshawar
Fazal;v:

I

A F FI DAVIT
>;t.

I, Muhammad Haifiayun Ex Constable No 17,3 District Police Mardan, 
do hereby soiemnl'y affirm and declare on oath that the contents of' 
this Appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 

belief and nothinmhas ’been concealed from this hon^hle-Tf4bunai.

■c DEPONENTU'Identi^ J

Fazal ShaMVIohmand 
Advocate Peshawar
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('iV 1' cORDER.$ . ;

This order will dispose*off the appeal preferred by Ex-Constable

Muhammad Humayun No. 173 of Mardan District Police against the order of. District 
Police Officer, Mardan wherein he was dismissed from service vide District Police
Officer, Mardan OB: Np. 667 dated 25.05.2004,

Brief facts of the that he while posted to Investigation Wing 

--J was due to turn back for

case are
Pa

Police Station Rustarpv.was, granted 09 Months leave and he
Vi' d'duty on 21.02.2004 but he failed to report his arrival on due date. He is still absent

without

sheeted and served with statement

any leave ori prior permission of the competent authority. He was charge-•i

of allegation for the above willful absence 

enquiry committee comprising of the then Deputy Superintendent- of Police 

Headquerter. Mardanund the then RI Police Lines, Mardan was constituted to conduct 

proper departmental enquiry into the allegation. The enquiry committee completed the

enquiry and submitted its findings who found guilty the Constable for the above 

misconduct. The appellant

V- an

called for Orderly Room on 25.05,2004 by the Districtwas

Police Officer; Mardan but he failed to appear for personal hearing. From the perusal of

gone'abroad for earning 

join his duty. Therefore he

enquiry papers, it ha.s been noticed that the appellant has 

livelihood and there ^s no hope of his return to i
was

dismissed from service'

I |ave perused the record and also heard the appellant

29.01.2014, He failed to justify his ^sence period and could 

not advance any cogent reason in his defence, the appeal time barred 

MUHAMMAD SAEBD Deputy Inspector General of Police, 

in exercise of the powers conferred

passed by the competent authority, thus the appeal
ORDER ANNOUNCED.

in Orderly
Room held in this office on

s

so far. Therefore, I 

Mardan Region-1, Mardan'

. .:
;

upon me reject the appeal, not interfere in the order 

is filed.

SAEEDjPSP-
De^tylnspectoPGeneral of Police, '
t^Mardan Region-I, Mardan 

— n \ I /2014.
No. 7.5 D,•

Datcid Muidan the

<5bpy to District Police Officer, Mardan for infoTmation'; apd
'•o\

/if!
necessary action.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1564/2018

Muhammad Hamayun EX Constable No. 173 District Police Mardan
Appellant

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others
Respondents

INDEX

S. Description of Documents Annexure Pages.
No.

1-3Written Reply.1.

Affidavit. 42.

Copy of Bad entries & order 5-7A3.

Copy of letter No.207/LB dated 10.19.2021 B 84.

Copy of Authority Letter. 95,

A



f

J BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBF.R PAKHTUNKHWA
r PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 1564/2018
I

Muhammad Hamayun EX Constable No. 173 District Police Mardan
*********.....................**********'*********•**••*'***''*•••••*•••••••«•»•••••••»»•••. I,,,

VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others

Appellant

Respondents

Para-wise comments on behalf of resoondents:-

Respectfully Shevyeth>

PRELIMINARY OBlE^TTONg
. fl

1. That the appellant has not approached this Hon'ble Tribunal with clean hands.

2. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts fro,m this Hon'ble Tribunai ..

3. That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi to file the instant 

appeal.
4. That th^ appellant is estopped by tiis own conduct to file the .instant Service 

Appeal.

5. That appeal of the appellant is badly time barred.

6. That the appeal is unjustifiable, baseless, false, flawless and vexatious and the 

same is liable to be dismissed wil;h speciai compensatory cost in favour of 

respondents.
REPLY ON FACTS

1. Para to the extent of enlistment in Police Department of appellant peri:ains 

record heeds no comments. While rejt of para is incorrect because every police 

officer / official is under obligation to perform his duty regularly 

devotion because in this department no | room lies for lethargy. Moreover, the 

.perusal of service record of the applicant revealed that the appellant has short 

span of service i.e 4 years 9 months 24 days including nine months leave in the
I

said service period and due to his lethargic attitude his entire service record is 

tainted with bsp entries (Copy of li 

attached as Annexure "A"). ,

to

and with

3t of bad entries with dismissal orders are

2. Correct to the extent that the appellant while posted at PS Rustam and the
competent authority had granted nine months leave, while rest of para is 

incorrect because the appellant had neither informed the 

submitted any application for leave and failed to report for duty 

and rerhained absent from his lawful duty without any leave/permission of the

concerned SHO nor 

on 21.02,2004

competent authority. On the said a 

against departmentally by issuinc 

Allegations and enquiry was entrusted to the then DSP'HQrs and the then RI 

Police Lines Mardan. The Enquiry Officers after fulfilling of all legal 
formalities, submitted findings and found the appellant guilty for misconduct, 

appellant ,was also summoned by the competent authority in Orderly Roon

legations he has been properly proceeded 

him Charge Sheet with Staterhent of

and codal

The
‘i i;i';
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25.05.2004i but he failed to appear for personal hearing. From the perusal uf 

enquiry papers, fhe competent authority noticed that the appellant has 

abroad for earning livelihood and there is no hope of his return to join his duty, 

therefore, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service, which 
does conimensui-ate with the gravity clf misconduct of the appellant.

3. Correct ta the extent that the appellart preferred departmental appeal which was 

also decided on merit because he Iwas provided full-fledged opportunity of 

defending himself by the appellate authority but he bitterly failed to produce any 

cogent reasons in his defense. The same was filed being badly time barred;
It is worth to mention here that he has preferred the instant

gup.u

service
appeal with a delay of 04 years 10 months 26 days after his departmental 
appeal. ,

4. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is totally false and baseless, the orders

passed by the respondents No. i& 2 are not against but according to iaw, fabt
}

and principles of justice. Moreover, the appeal of the appellant is liable to be 

dismissed being badly time barred be:;des on the following grounds amongst the 

others,
REPLY ON GROUNPg! ^

A. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible the orders passed by 

the competent authority as well as 

liable to be rrfaintained.

B. Incorrect., That the respondents

appellate authority are legal, lawful hence,

did hot, violate any law & rules and the 

appe lant has been treated in accordance with law, rules, policy & norms Of
natural justice. Hence plea of the appellant is devoid of any merits. 

C. Incorrect; Plea taken by the app jllant is not plausible because he has been
properly proceeded against departmentally by issuing him Charge Sheet with 

Statement of Allegations, but the 

he was gone abroad for earning 

207/LB dated 10.09.2021 has, been

appellant was not present in Pakistan and 

livelihood. In this connection a letter No. 

sent to the Director, Federal 
Investigation Agency (HQrs) Integrated Border Management System, 
Islamabad for provision of travel history of the appellant, but still reply has

not receiyed (letter enclosed is attached as annexure "B").

D. Incorrect. During the course of enquiry the appellant was called by enquiry 

officers but .at that time he was not present in Pakistan and he had 

abroad for earning livelihood, however, after fulfilling all legal and 

formalities, thp enquiry officers submitted findings and found the appellant ' 

guilty of misconduct. The appellant was also summoned by'the competent 

authprity in Orderly Room on 25.05.2004, but this time too he failed to' 

appear for personal hearing, moreover, from the perusal of enquiry papers, it 

, has been nc|ticed by the competent authority that the appellant has gone 

abroad for earning livelihood 
duty, thel'efore, he was awarded

gone

codal

there is no hope of his return to join hisanc

riajor punishment of dismissal from service
d gravity of misconduct of the appelianf.which does commensurate with th
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^ E. Incorreet. Para already explained nfeeds no comments.

F. Incorrect. Para already explained nseds no cornments.
G. Para pertains to personal affairs of the appellant needs no comments.

' i
H. Incorrect. The’impugned orders are speaking one and thus tenable in the eye 

of law.
I. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is not plausible, because he h^s 

been properly proceeded against departtnentally by issuing him Charge Sheet 

with Statement of Allegations and enquiry was entrusted to the then DSP 

HQrs and the-then RI Police Lines Mardan, after fulfiliing all legal and codal 
formalities the enquiry officers subrnitted his findings and found the appeliant 

guilty of misdonduct. The appellait was also summoned by the corhpetenc 

authority in Orderly Room on 25.0.>.20Ci4, but he failed to appear for personal 

hearing, from the perusal of enquiry papers, it has been noticed that the 

appellant has gone abroad for earning livelihood and there is'no hope of his 

return to join his duty, therefore, he was awarded major punishment.of 

dismissal from service, which does commensurate with the gravity of 

misconduct of the appellant.
J. Incorrect. Para earlier explained n^eds no comments.

K. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appsllant is not plausible from-the perusal of 

service record of the applicant revealed that the appellant has short span of 

service i.e 4 years 9 months 24 days including nine months leave in the said 

service period and due to his lethargic attitude his entire service record is 

tainted with bad entries

L. The respondents also seek permission of this honorable tribunal to adduce 

additional grounds at the time of arguments.

r
•

PRAYERs-

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of above submissions, 
appeal of the appellant may very kindly be dismissed being a badly time-barred and 
devoid of merits. ■

I

Q
Provlnclm Police Officer, 

Khyber ^akhtunkhwa,
,Peshawar.

(Re^^ndent No. 03)

Regional Policy Officer, 
Mardan

(Respondent No. 01)

0
Distri^c^ollce 

^ Marda.
(Respondent No. 02)

^fficer,
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE iTRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
PESH/^WA^

Service Appeal No. 1564/2018

Muhammad Hamayun EX Constable No. 173 District Police Mardan
I

•...Appellant
VERSUS

The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa. Peshawar and others
Respondents

COUNTER affidavit

We, the respondents do hereby declare and solemnly affirm 

on oath that the contents of the Para-wise comments in the service appeal cited as 
subject are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and nothing has 

been concealed from thjs Honourable Tribunal. '
I

*
I
1

Provincial\Pblice Officer, 
KhybeK Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 03)

Regional Polic^ Officer, 
Mardan

(Respondent No. 01).

/
/

i
/

^Mardan.
(Respondent N^ 02)

DistrictlB

e

I
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'This ocrier -y/llJ. -dispo'i^a oif depacbitiental. 
enquir/^'pori^uttsd again';st,/^n itable Hamayun No.d?3.

Facts

<
t-

.. ,

■ ? . ■-•.

'u-
^’/dcts of the «^quiry, are. that the constable ; 

while pqdted to investigation- Wing PS Rustam was granted 

5 mcnths leave and he was due to turn bact for dut-y

i
i'

I

on 23.2-2004 but he failed to report his arrivai on duo 

’-d'.u. ■■’e is absent wltho-.it any leave or prior
I I.

Ipermission of the competent authority.
■•15.PROCEEDINGS- The constable yas Qiarge Shsetdd and served 

with statement of allegatiion for the above wilfull absence-
i

ibi enquiry t^onmittee comprising of oa^/HQrs and R.T.
^•'Ine.s was constituted'to conduct proper departmental 

enqijir^' into the allegation. The enquiry■ committee 
completed the enquiry anti submitted its findings wh.o 

found guilty the constab e for the above misconduct-

CONCI.USICN. • The const ib.le was called for O.R on 25,5,2004. . 
but he failed to appear For personal hselring. From the 

• perusal of enigxiiry papers y It has been noticed that , 
the Constable has gone abroad’for earning livelihood sy»d
there is no.'hope of his returr. to Join his dutv,

• ■ , ' ■ I : '
keeping in view his long absence, the Ccnsta^^i^e^smayun
'''0,17^ is hejreby Dismissed from service fr* 

hip obsor^co in eserJi.se of .00 

under nwFP Removal from Service 
2000.

Order announced.
Ogtei^

k . '.1;
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. h.
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k ■»- iJthe date

ars vested in ttih 

fecial • powers /^rd
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Ot^trrtet Police , . I;
‘ ■■

,^.2004.
M, a r d an.

1 4 jOFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 
NO. . Dated T-i"- ^200 4.
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ex^f^in rvy "ViOFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
IVIARDAN

■1
:Vv'/‘Tel Ntf, 0937-9230109 8. Fax No. 0937-9230111 

Email! dDomdn@gmail com

DatedAL^£l/2021? ■ No. ^ /LB;

I
To (

I
The Director,
Federal Investigation Agency (Hqrsi 
Integrated Border Management Sy^em,
Islamabad.

Subject: REOliEST for PROVISION OF TRAVEL HISTORY.

. Memo:

Please refer to the above noted subject.

.That Muhamnnad Hamayun Ex-Conkable No.173 of this District 
was dismissed from service vide order dated 2^05.2004 due to his prolong 

absence hence he availe'd departmental remejy which was also rejected. 
Later on the said Police Official approached kiiyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

.Tribunal by filing Service Appeal No.' 1564/2018 which is pending,and 

during arguments tine Honorable'Judge/merrjbers raised question of his 

being abroad and in this regard Issued ve-bal directions to verify his 

departure arrival, if any, from all Air Ports of Pa^jistan through concerned 

authority.

It is therefore, requested that^-Travel History in terms Of 
arrival/departure may.-be provided to this office from 25.05.2004. to 
07,09.2021, before the hext date of hearing ke 11.11.2021. Bio data of the 

above hameci offidlal is as under:- r. '

Name:.-;.'. .Muhammad Hamayun 
Father Name: Ajab Khan
CNIC No.
Address;

' 16i0'2-2301862-9 ; .

' Viltage Hathian Lund KhwarTeshjSll & District 
Mardan. " .t.. ;

Mardan.
D Officerstri

u-v
No. /lb,

Copy to the Regional Pol ce Officer, Mardan for 
favour.of infofmatibn, please. ■i

■'/:

DistrittY s/lice Officer - 
Mardan.I in

I

I



BEFOF^E THg HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAI^HTUNKHWA.
I PESHAWAR.■ b

Service Appeal No; 1564/2018

Muhammad Hapiayun Constable. No. 173 District Police Mardan

VERSUSI
The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhturjkhwa, Peshawar and others

Appellant4
«

RespondentsI

AUTHORITY LETTFR.

Mr. Khyal Roz Inspector Legal, (Police) Mardan is hereby 
authorized to appear before the Honourable Service -Tribunal,

Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behalf of the respondents. He 

also authorized to submit all required documents and replies 

the respondents through the AddI;

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar. '

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

IS

etc. as representative of 
Advocate General/Govt. Pleader Khyber

^A/
Provinciart^lice Officer, 

Khyber l/akhtunkhwa, 
P^hawar.

(Respoi^d^t No. 03)

Regional Police Officer, 
Mardan

(Respondent No. 01)

Distri JjAe?Offl,c,er, 
jyiardan. //

(Respondent No, ^2)

*
t

. t


