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"Q 11''' May. 2023 Nemo for appellant Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand, Additional1.
5

Advocate General for the respondents present.

Counsel are on strike, therefore, the case is adjourned. Office2.

is directed to notify the next date on the noticeboard as well as on the

website. To come up for arguments on 31.07.2023 before D.B. P.P

given to learned AAG.

7
•i-. (Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
(Fareena Pam 

Member (E)
.i

lJUah* •,

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Fazal3 July, 2023 1.

Shah Mohmand, learned Additional Advocate General for the

respondent present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for2.

adjournment in order to prepare the brief. Adjourned. To come 

up for arguments on 10.10.2023 before D.B. P.P given to

parties.

(Rashida Bano) 
Member (J)

(Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E)

*KaleemLfllah'



,19.10.2022 Junior to counsel for appellant present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak, learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Fazal Subhan HC for respondents present.

Representative of respondents submitted written 

reply/comments. Copy of the same was handed over to junior 

counsel for appellant. To come up for rejoinder, if any, and 

arguments on 25.11.2022 before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J) 
■fjhj9-#^

-7^
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Learned counsel for the appellant present and heard. -•13.05 2022

Learned counsel for the appellant submits that the appellant is 

aggrieved of the order No. 4709/PA dated 16.11.2021, by way of 

which the appellant was awarded major punishment of dismissal

from service. Against which, he filed departmental representation on

the same date, which was decided on 05.04.2022 vide order bearing

endorsement No. 2771/SE. He filed this appeal on 09.05.2022 and

stated that he could not file this appeal within 30 days because of Eid

holidays.

The appeal ’is admitted to regular hearing subject to all just 

and legal objections by the other side. The appellant is directed to 

deposit security and process fee within 10 days, thereafter notices be 

issued to the respondents for submission of reply/comments. To

Appellant Oe^sited 
Security a Process Fee -

come up for reply/cbmments before the S.B on-20.07.2022.
SCANNED

KPST

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman

20.07.2022 Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for the 

respondents present.

Reply/comments on behalf of respondents not submitted. 

■ Learned Additional Advocate General seeks time to contact the 

respondents for submission of reply/comments. Adjourned. To eome up 

for reply/comments on 19.10.2022 before S.B.

V
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member (E)

•v^ .

• 9



1
Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

667/2022Case-No.-

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

3.21

The appeal of Mr. Waheed Ahmad presented today by Mr. Mehboob 

Ali Khan Dagai Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and put 

up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

09/05/2022,1

REGISTRAR

This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary
•i

otices be issued to appellant
2- 5^%hearing to be put there on 

and his counsel for the date fixed.

CHAIRMAN

/



. BEFORE THE HOCTLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

/2022Service Appeal No.

;

Waheed Ahmad
i.

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar & Others

INDEX
PagesAnnexureDescription of DocumentsS#

1-6Grounds of Appeal1.
7Affidavit-2.
8Addresses of parties3.
9“A"Copy of impugned order 

Copy of Departmental appeal
4.

10“B”5.
“C” 11Copy of rejection order of

departmental appeal
6. 1

12Wakalatnama7;

PELLANT

Through
MehboWAjTKhan Dagai 

Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.Dated: 09/05/2022



S)
. TtTT.PORF. THE HOISTBLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

/2022■ Service Appeal No.

Waheed Ahmad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex-Constable No. 
R/o Mohallah Par Moli Manki Tehsil Lahore,

District Swabi. .
156

Appellant

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar. 

2. Regional Police Officer Mardan 

- 3. District Police Officer Swabi

1.

Respondents

HP THE KHYBERAPPEAT. U/S-4
PATCHTUNKWWA SERVIGES TRlBUNM

ORDERAGAINST THEAPT 1974
16-11-2021.DATEDNO,4709-14/PA 

WHEREBY THE APPELLANT . WAS 

AWARDED MAJOB PUNISHMENT—QF
• DTSMISSATi FROM- SERVIGE AND ALSO 

ORDER OF THE APPELLATETHE
ATTTHORITV on the ■DEPARTMENTAL

VTDE ENDORSEMENT NO^
MARDAN^ ' THE

APPEAL
DATED:2771/ES

n5.04.2022.



>2-'

prayer:-
ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THE
TMPUGNED ORDERS NO. 4709/PA, 

DATED 16/11/2021 AND ALSO ORDER OF
APPELLATE AUTHORTTY ON THE
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL VIDE ORDER
NO. 2771/ES DATED MARDAN THE
06.04.2022 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE
AND THE A PPELLA^NT MAY KINDLY BE
RETNETATED TN SERVICE WITH ALL
RACK BENEFITS.
ANY OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS 

ATTCUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT MAY 

ATPO EE GRANTED IN FAVOUR OF. 
A PPELLANT.

Respectfully Sheweth,

That the Appellant was appointed as 

Constable on 29.06.2012 with respondent 

department.

2. That the appellant performed his duty 

regularly and with full devotion and no 

complaint whatsoever was made against 

the appellant.

3. That the father of the appellant e>^^/was 

seriously ailing on the faithful dates, and 

on each and every date he was taking to 

different hospitals and doctors for 

diagnoses etc but to no ayail.

1.

health of the father of the 

appellant gradually had become too much 

week and despite of request' of the
times : to the

4. That the

appellant for so many



r!

5■ .S

'•.I

concerned authority, he was not left on 

leave.
I

5. That since there was no other male person 

during those days in the house of the
illness ofappellant, so due, to-serious 

father of> the appellant, the appellant was 

constrained not to go on bis duty and to^ .•j

■ look after his father.

6. That no show cause notice or statement of 

allegation or any other information with 

regard to inquiry proceedings against the 

appellant were received to the appellant.

i'

7. That no formal inquiry was conducted 

against the appellant and the appellant 

was proceeded Ex'parte and i awarded 

major punishment of dismissal from 

referred to above. (Copy ofservice
dismissal order is attached as annexure

j

“A”.

. That against the impugned order the 

appellant submitted departmental appeal 

16.11.2021 which was rejepfed vide 

order 2771/ES dated Mardan 0^104.2022.

, 8

on

(Copy of departmental appeal & rejection 

order are attached as annexure “B & C”).
■

9. That feeling aggrieved the Appellant 

prefers the instant service oppeal before 

this Hon’ble Tribunal on. the following 

grounds inter alia-’

i



if
GROUNDS:-

A. That the impugned order dated 16(1,1/2021

is void 4® ab'initio.

That the impugned order (Jated 16.11.2021 

has been
formalities. Reliance, is 

SCMR Page 834.

B.
passed without fulfilling codal

placed on 2007

sheet and statement ofC. That no charge 

' allegations were
appellant, which is a 

Rule-6 (A) (B) of police Rules-1975.

issued or served upon the 

clear cut violation of

al^ voidD. That the impugned order is
because no regular or departmental inquiry

was conducted against the appellant which
the majoris mandatory before imposing

opportunity of ; personalpenalty and no
provided' to thehearing and defense was 

appellant. Reliance is placed on a judgment 

2003 PLC (CS) Page 365 andreported on 

2021 PLC (CS) page 235 as well as iqdgment
service ; appeal No.of this Tribunal in 

1181/2018 decided on 17.09.2021.

E. That it is a well settled principle of law that 

could be condemned unheard, whichno one



■

is against the natural justice of law. 
Reliance is placed on 2008 SCMR page^678.

opportunity of cross' eliminationp; That no
has been provided to the appellant. In this 

respect the appellant relied upon a judgment

reported on 2016 SGMR Page 108.

G. That the absence of the appellant was not
illneseof hisintentional but due the serious

1’

|i' father.
I

)• li

the subject no 

such
H. That under the law on

dismissal removal from service, in
be awarded and that the 

awarded to appellant: is too
like cases 

punishment 

much harsh which is liable to be: set aside.

canj

(■

!

his dismissal, the appellant is
'is the only

I. That since
' jobless and that this service

of livelihood of the appellant'and his 

including his decrepit,, ailing
; source

large family 

and octogenarian parents. c'

• ; the period from Saturday i.e

01.05.2022 till Sunday i.e 

declared as holidays 

therefore, on 1®* opening

j. That since
08.05.2022 was

f'

for Eid-ul-Fittar,
k

date,'- i.e on

I

I



09.05.2022, the instant appeal was filed by 

the appellant.

K. That any other gropnd not raised here may 

graciously be allowed to be raised at the 

time of fnll arguments.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that 

acceptance of this appeal the impugned 

orders No.: 4709/PA Dated 16/11/2021 and also 

order of appellate Authority bn 

Departmental Appeal vide order No. 2771/ES 

dated Mardan the 05.04.2022 may kindly be 

aside and the appellant may kindly be 

reinstated in service.with all back beheSts.

I
on

the

set

■ j.Va/^0

APPBLLAN'

Through ^ ^
Mehb^ Ali Khan Dagai 

Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.Dnted: 30/04/20^
i

note:-
No such like appeal is either pending or decided 

earlier, as per instruction^of my client.

i

Hvocate.
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BEFORE' WDN’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNE
PESHAW^ 5% ;

■j

y

. /2022Service Appeal No.
I

Waheed Ahmad 

VERSUS

Inspector General of PoUce KPK Peshawar & Others

f

:

'

t

affidavit
r——J ’

f

Waheed Ahmad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex-Constable .No. 156
i Manki Tehsil Lahore, District 

and declare that hll. the

L I

R/o Mohallah Par Moh
Swabi, do hereby solemnly affirm

of the instant appeal are true, and correct to the
and sbelief and nothing^ has been

contents
best of my knowledge

i’

thheld from this Hohble

deponeot

. ^

concealed or'Wi

'i; f

s
r

5.IDENTIFIED BY-

Mehboob All
Advocate High Conrt 

Peshawar.

’L

CX
■>

7^ \
\ ^ •

r
i

\

r

i
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BEFORE THE HOISTBLE SERVTCE TRIBUNAIJ

PESHAWAR I

( V

/2022Service Appeal No. V

4
P

Waheed Ahmad ,

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar & Others

ADDRy^SSES OF PARTIES

t

*

1

petitioner.
1

Wdheed Ahmad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex-Constable 

Mohallah Par Moli Manki TehsilNo. 156 R/o 

Lahore, District Swabi. ■

AnDR V.RSER OF RESPONDENTS
. Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar: :

2. Regional Police Offic^ Mardan
3. District Police Officer Swabi

1

^PELLANT.^>;i.

Through^ VJ(

Mehboob Ali Elian Dagai 

Advocate, High Court 

Peshawar.Dated*. 09/05/2022

c

■:

i.

>
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ORDER.
This order will dispose-off the departmental appeal preferred by Ex- 

Constable Waheed No. 1156 of Swabi District against the order of District Police 

Office; swabi, whereby he. was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service 

vide OB- No 1117 dated 16:11.2021 by the District Police Officer, Swabi. The appel ant 

roceeded, against departmentally on the allegations that he while posted at Police 

bsented himself from his la^lul duty without any
08.2021 to 23.08.2021 and from 0610.2021 till

was p
Lines, Swabi, a', 
competent authority with effect from 11.

date of his dismissal.
Proper

initiated against him. Hedepartmental enquiry proceedings 

Sheet aiongwith Statement

were
of Allegations and Deputy 

nominated as Enquiry Officer. Theissued Charge=HE===::=.-;. was

issued Final Show Cause Notice
did not bother either to submit the reply or assume the duty.

Therefore after, perusal of enquiry papers and recommendations of th.

awarded major punishment of dismissal from
OB: No, 1117 dated

•He was

time he

iry Officers the delinquent Officer
District Police Officer, Swabi vide his office

was
enqui 
service by the

16.11.2021 District Police Officer, Swabi, the 

summoned, and heard in person in
Feeling aggrieved from the order of 

the instant appeal. He wasappellant preferred 

Orderly Room
held in this office.pn 15.03.2022.

From the perusal, of the enquiry file and serv-ice

p..- .e
of appellant is unbecoming of a P

potent authority does not warrant any interference.
^ I, Yaseen Farooq

record of the appellant, it 

ed beyond

pSP Regional Police 

substance in the appeal,
com7 the aboveKeeping in view
ancr, ,..rP.n, P.inP •PP*"“ ", ”

rejected and lited. Being devoid el merit, 

Order Announce^
therefore, the same is

X:

Regional Police Offit^er. 
Mardan.

/2022.Dated Mardan the_iM3^71 ^ES.No.,
neaeasa. “

Ser'.'ice. Record is returned herewith.
) -*****

. (’
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 667/2022.

. V/aheed Ahmad ... Appellant

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

& Others..................................... ........................ Respondents.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 667/2022.
m
Waheed Ahmad

^ Diary No.VERSUS

A.Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

& Others............................................................................................. Respondeit&r

WRITTEN REPLY BY RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully Sheweth:
Preliminary Obiections.

That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to the instant 

appeal.

That the appeal is bad due to misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties. 

That the appeal is barred by law & limitation.

That the appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean hands.

That the instant appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

That the appellant concealed the material facts from this Hon’ble Tribunal.

That the appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the appeal.

REPLY ON FACTS.

Para No. 01 of appeal pertains to service record, hence need no comments.

Para No. 02 of appeal is incorrect. Appellant while posted to Police Line Swabi 

willfully absented himself from duties with effect from 11.08.2021 to 

23.08.2021 and 06.10.2021 to 16.11.2021 without permission/leave 

account of which he was proceeded against departmentally (Copy of Show 

Cause Notice, Charge Sheet/Summary of Allegations are attached as 

Annexure “A, B & C”).

Para No. 03 of appeal is incorrect. Appellant during service could not applied for 

leave on such ground and absented willfully from duties.

Para No. 04 of appeal is incorrect. Appellant has not applied for any kind of 

leave and proceed on self sanctioned leave.

Para No. 05 of appeal pertains to appellant, however he is admitting willful 

absence from duty. Appellant being member of disciplinary instead of applying 

for leave proceeded on self sanctioned leave and thereby committed misconduct. 

Para No. 06 of appeal is incorrect. Proper Show Cause Notice, Charge Sheet and 

Summary of Allegations were issued and proper departmental enquiry through 

DSP/HQrs was conducted. Appellant despite of service did not joined enquiry 

proceedings, which shows his disinterest in Police service, hence he was 

proceeded ex-party (Copy of Enquiry report is attached as Annexure “D”). 

Para No. 07 of appeal is incorrect. Proper enquiry was conducted during which 

appellant was found guilty and awarded major punishment of dismissal from 

service (Copy of dismissal order is attached as Annexure “E”).

1.

2.
3.
4.

5.
6.
7.

1.

2.

on

3.

4.

5.

6.

\

7.



©
8. Para No. 08 of appeal to the extent of filing departmental appeal is correct, 

however the same was rejected by the appellate authority through speaking 

order dated 05.04.2022 (Copy of order is attached as Annexure “F”).

That the orders of respondents are quite legal and in accordance with 

law/rules, hence the present appeal is groundless and liable to be dismissed.

9.

GROUNDS.
A. Incorrect. The orders of respondents are quite legal in accordance with 

law/rules.

Incorrect. Reply already given vide para above.

Incorrect. Proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations were issued and 

after proper departihental enquiry, appellant was dismissed from service in 

accordance with rules.

Incorrect. Reply already given vide paras above.

Incorrect. Appellant despite of service and information did not bother to join 

enquiry proceedings, but appellant being not interested in Police Service, failed 

to join enquiry proceedings.

Incorrect. Reply already given vide paras above.

Incorrect. Appellant being member of disciplinary force instead of applying for 

leave willfully absented himself from duty which he is admitting.

Incorrect. During enquiry proceedings, appellant was found guilty therefore 

awarded major punishment of dismissal from service in accordance with rules. 

That dismissal from service is due to misconduct on the part of appellant.

That the instant appeal is time barred.

That respondents will also raised additional grounds at the time of arguments.
Prayer.

Keeping in view the above narrated facts, it is humbly prayed that the instant 

appeal being devoid of merits may very kindly be dismissed with costs, please.

3.

C.

D.

E.

F.

G.

H.

!.

.1.

K.

Inspector General (
Khyper I^kh

' (Respondent No. 1)

Wice,
khwa, Peshawar.

Regional Police Officer, Mardan 
(Respondent No. 2)

District Police Officer"^ abi, 

(Respondent No. 3
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 667/2022.

Waheed Ahttiad.. Appellant

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

& Others......... ......................................................... ...Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT:-

We the respondent No. 1 to 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on 

oath that the contents of the written reply are correct/true to. the best of our 

knowledge / belief and nothing has been concealed from the honorable Tribunal.

Inspector G< sn^ral of
Khyber Pakhtui^hwa, Peshawar. 

(Respondent No. 1)

Regional Police O^c^ Mardan 
(Respondent No. 2)

Di^rirt Pnlirg* nffl<-»Ar
(Respondent Nof^^

Vrv
AT

'vw

.
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SHOW CAUSE NOTICE -.'T-I. • W.

#: I, Muhammad Shoaib Khan. District Police Officer, Swabi
authority under Police Disciplinary Rules 1975, hereby served

Whereas you Constable Waheed No.ll56 while posted to Police Lines 

Swabi absented yourself from duty w.e. from 06.10.2021 till .date without any 

leave/prior permission of the competent authority, which is against the 

discipline and amounts to gross mis-conduct.

You are hereby directed to show cause of your irresponsible acts towards

will not be punished as defined by Police rules.

In case

as competent
upon you,

I?"

of none submission of your reply within 07-days of its delivery in 

the normal course of circumstances, it shall be presumed that you have 

defense to offer, and ex-parte action shall be taken
no

lainst you.

MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN (P^)

■w :DISTRICT POLICE^©KRlCER;-p'- 
SWABI /

iii CT -i - PiPPr
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C6j
OrFiGE OF THE ■

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER SwABI .
PHONE# .0938-920050 FAX# 0938-920054

. ■ • ^ • -'Jr'* --i

EMAIL: dpo swabi@vahoo.com 

CHARGE SHEET UNDER KPK POLICE RULES-1975

r

/

Satisfied*-- thaL^-^jforrm'aif^k-eriqTa-ir^riiviiaSraii.^rlerri-.^’;^^--^.?'>v£-:
contemplated by Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 is necessary 
and expedient.

And whereas 1 am of the view that the allegations if 
established would call for Major/Minor penalty as defined in Rules 4 :(b) a 
& b of the aforesaid Rules.

Now therefore as required by Rules 6{1) of the 
aforesaid Rules I Muhammad Shoaib Khan, PSP, District Police Officer 

THS§X\^igT.eh;arge"Tybu^H^hstable^'^-Wa;heeciv---Wdvl-l55'6vf^0h;^^^e^^ 

statement of allegations attached to this charge sheet.

In case your reply is not received within seven days 
without sufficient cause it will be presumed that you have no defence to 
offer and exparte action will be taken against you.

(MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN) PSP
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, SmBI

; ‘

mailto:dpo_swabi@vahoo.com
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER SWABI 

PHONE# 0938-920050 FAX# 0938-920054 
EMAIL: dpo swabi@,vahoo.com

DISCIPLINARY ACTION UNDER KPK POLICE RULES-1975

Mutammsd-Shoaib^-Khatfr ©istria' PoliCr^OffrcBfr SwaB^ 
authority am of the opinion that Constable Waheed No.ll56, has rendered 
himself liable to be proceeded against as he has committed the following 
acts/omission within the meaning of section 02 (iii) of KPK Police Rules-1975.

STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

i-T!!.'.'.;-.-___^

That Constable Waheed No. 1156 while posted to Police Lines 
Swabi absented himself from duty w.e. from 11.08.2021 to 23.08.2021 and 
.06.10.2021 till . date .without any leaye/prior.. permission of lthe .competent 
authority/ Thereforeyiae-was^Ts-sued:''Withr^ ShoW'CausU'l^tider He -has been 
directed time and again to receive his Show Cause Notice but all these 
directions fell on deaf ears, hence summary of allegations.

grave misconduct on his part, warranting

-?-7'

This amounts to 
departmental action against him.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said official 
Mr. Noor ul Amin DSP H.Qrs Swabi is hereby deputed to conduct proper 

departmental enquir3^ against the aforesaid official, as contained in section 6 (I) 
(a) of the afore mentioned rules. The enquiry officer after completing all
proceediigsTshalH.sub.mit-his-.verdict::T6\Hhis^office::within-(7);-^daysyreonstable-
Waheed No. 1156, is directed to appear before the enquiry officer on the date, 
time and placed fixed by the later (enquiry officer) a statement of charge sheets 
is attached herewith.

; *v

(MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN) PJJP
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, SWA 31

/33No. • ycc/PA ■

y^0/ tos Dated: /2021
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HEA!>QU^RTER, swabi.
; Phone No. 0938-280279, E-Mail: dsDhnswahi@?mai1
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To: The District Police Officer,
Swabi.

H - '/HQrs: Swabi'dated,
DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST CONSTABT.F. WAHFEP NQ.llSfi

,/ ■

/
J / // /2021.No:-

• /: 'Subject!:-
/;

/

m
%

y Memo;// aIt is submitted that an enquiry against the above named constable was entrusted to the 

undersigned vide Endst: No. 133/CC/PA, dated 20.10.2021 the allegations are as under: -
■ Mm
- .iim

:: SUMMARY OF ALLECxATTONS! -
1iIt is alleged that Constable Waheed No. 1156, while posted to Police Lines Swabi, absented 

himself from duty with effect from 11.08.2021 to 23.08.2021 and 06.10.2021 till date without 

leave/prior permission of the competent authority. Therefore, he was issued with Show Cause Notice. He 

has been directed time and again to receive his Show Cause Notice, but all these directions fell on deaf 

ears, hence summary of allegations.

amounts to grave misconduct on his part, warranting departmental action against him.

1
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"1PRQCEEDINClS! - iThe undersigned summoned the delinquent officer for recording of his statement vide this 

office letter No.457HQrs, dated 21,10.2021 but he did not appear. He was summoned once more vide this i
■''i

office letter No.467/H.Qrs dated 28.10.2021; however, he failed to appear. The undersigned perused all the 

relevant documents and his absence DD reports. He was contacted through his cell numbers 0300-5195556, 

0313-8790636, and was informed to attend the office of undersigned for recording his statement in the 

subject departmental enquiry. Muharrar Police Lines Swabi

J

was contacted through official telephone for 
ascertaining the position of the delinquent officer; he responded that Constable Waheed is absent since m

i
warning under KP Police rules 1975 (section 5.6) vide this office 

-■c6rfesp6ii;&hce'A77/HQrs dated^02.TL2G2t-through DSP;’ Labor'orr his hdme Are^fto a^p^'i5^?e the' 

undersigned, for recording his statement but he failed to comply, and did not show up. Therefore, upon the 

expiry of stipulated period of warning notice, ex-parte action was initiated against him.

™J|
.. .-i'I

■M

FINDINGS: >
;'s&
aIn view of the aforementioned proceedings the instant enquiry is hereby closed with the 

undersigned reckoning that either the delinquent official has no regards for departmental proceedings or he 
has nothing to present in his support before the enquiry officer.

'i
I-4

RECOMMENDATIONS: :l
- -1 ■ • -    :

•■Heds-theref6fe,-'recbmmended-fopEx^Pafte--prbceediniJ--. ■ .■ ^s,' if agreed, pie

Enclosed (24Pages)

'Si
■' ^ '

(NOOR-UL-AMIN KHAN 
.,enur’ Superintendent ;i Police.

-i) ■n
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Order will Him'joQp r->f ^-u • i
Constable M^heed No. 1156 who enquiryj/^against
willfully abseuted himself from duiv ' ^Police Lines/’Swabi, 
06,10.2021 till date without any leaL""" ^ and
He was issued with charge sheet alon °>hi Permission of the authority.
Noor ul Amin^ DSP H Ors of allegations ^dSfid Mr

H.Qrs Swab was apRointed as Enquiiy Offibir. Tl^

concerned, collected CTWeLe^ar^S^drd'?!'^’ statements
enquiiy officer recommended the defaulter Co f
ex-parte proceedings for the mis-concLc! ^aheed No. M.56 for

ri I. i /

/'d''
f

I

enquiry officer conducted 
of all

ilm
t'y- ;'••*

The undersigned ha, 
of the enquiry; officer and by
enquiry officer 4 
Cause Notice

;'U■.-;

• I",
.* ■

A:'.f.•••■• t'
S gone through tile enquiry papers and firidings 

issued Final Shn recommendations*fof the
were sent to SHO PS Labor foTw'' '"'rial Show

Final Show Cause Notice was handed over toi^rZ^ oonseguently 
service upon him on 09 11 2091 h? elative namely Jehanzeb

of the Final Sh6w Cause Notice to suhmU ^ directed vide Parl’No.OS
receipt of the Notice, otherwise ex reply within seven day#^f the
however, he did not bother to submit h" -", againsfhim,
hearing even after lapse of 08 days which^ ^ appear for personal
service .o „ff„ J h’.tfcnoS" ‘

Swahi^^'''^''^^”'^''’ Shoaib
J^wabi, m exercise of the
Police Rules 1975^
Punishment of dismissal
entitle for

(■

;r*.
for

m

■:

in;; Police
nence ex-parte action.<1

Khair, PSP, District Police Officer

, c. wL?r"
payment „r .„7.,™rT

principle no work ho pay. /

r
powers vested 

hereby award
I f No. 1156, ^Major 

He will not be 
period of his absence on the

;1 : ’

; ••d
r(muhaMmad shoaib

district police office:r
KHAN) JPSP

i SWABI

.!
O.B No. ///9 .

'!
Dated^e^,^^^/262.1.

^^^^gg5*M£OUCEp4cEH,

ri!

!L
i.i;

SWABI
-/202 k
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■V'Hi- DSP Labor with the directions 

government property i.e'''Arms 
I i proof Jacket if any. ^'
2- DSP H.Qrs Swabi.
3- Establishment Clerk 

Eauji Missal Clerk
5- Pay Officer, Swabi 

Official

1 h

to recover ejhe 
ammunition, Bulletr.

1.1 >.
k ;'.

'(/ \V'/ concerned.h, f.;
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Nn P^i^hmenl of disoiissal

. , was proceeded againtl'Jvtmrnll,rcn th''"'"'
■ Swabi. absented hirdself from his^l^wf^i

Constable Waheed
Officer, Swabi, 
vide OB: from service

■j ■

and from 06.10.2021 till

Proper departmental
enquiry proceedings 

afongwith Statement 
Headquarters, Svi^abi lA^as

were initiated against him. He 
of Allegations

was issued Charge Sheet 
Superintendent of Police, 
Enquiry Officer

and Deputy 
nominated as Enquiry Officer. The 

formalities submittedafter fulfilling coda! 
reported that the defaulter Offi
enquiry Officer, but he failed 
interested in Police Servi

his findings wherein he
cer was contacted time and 

and remained
again to appear before the

absent, which showed that h 
ce. He recommended the deli e was no more

Final Shew r f-ex-parte action.
not bother ellhaMorbl ,

The i ^ O'" assume the duty '
• “pp-po.,™.,::!* -pp

-P. PP ». D,.„ Pp,^“

16.11.2021 ’ office OB:

He was issued
time he did specified

1, ‘i

Ho. 1117 dated

Peeling aggrieved from
tiie order of District Police Officer. Swabi 

was summoned and heard
appellant preferred the i T'the 

it]/person in
■nstant appeal. *He

Orderly Room held in this
office on 15.03.2022.

Prom the
-■•P..P.PPP1

any shadow of doubt. As the 
to justify his absence

record of the appellant, it 

sen proved beyond 

any.cogent reason 

appellant clearly 
the very conduct 

order passed by the

against the appellant have b 
appellant has bitterly failed to produce 

Hence, the absence period i.e “ 
and lethargic

.'•e 53 days of the 
attitude towards his official duties as 

nbecoming of a disciplined Police Offi
competent auihority does not warrant

bepicts the casual 

of appellant is
oer. Hence

any interference, 
above. I, Yasoen 

appellate authority, find
is rejected

r t Regional Police Offi^V 
' Mardan. " ’

----------/2022.

Keeping in view the 
Officer, Mardan, being the 

therefore, the

Farooq, PSP Regional Police

appeal,Uno,1-substance In the

2^2
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./EJIo4iAy • Dated Mard^h tlie d)S~~ /o
7 t/)

^^ormahon ^d
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