.

~

A 1" May, 2023 L Nemo for appellant Mr. Fazal Shah Mohmand, Additional - ™

- Advocate General for the respondents present.

2. Counsel are on strike, therefore, the case is adjoﬁrhed. Office
is directed to notity the next date on the noticeboard as well as on the -
~ website. To come up for arguments on 31.07.2023 before D.B. PP

given to le'arl}ed AAG.

AR (Fareeha Pau : . (Kalim ‘Arshad Khan). .
Member (E) C ‘ Chairman

v *Kaleem Ullah™ - -,

,3~15tJuly, 2023 1. Learned counsel for the appellant pfesént. Mr. Fazal

Shah Mohmand, learned Additional Advocate Geﬁeral for the

respondent present.

2. Learned counsel for the appellant requested for
adjournmen;[ in order to prepare the brief. Adjourned. To come
up for arguments on 10.10.2023 before D.B. P.P given to

parties.

1

-(Mu.hammad Akbar Khan) - (Rashida _B-ano)
- Member (E) . Member (J)

*KaleemUllah'



-
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19 10 2022 Junior to counsel for appellant pi‘esent. |

Sy

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.

L - (Rozina Rehman)
:  | %/////W A | )D@Q % OZ@/ém % Member (J)
- 4 Com % % " U Semmo P2 é / =

o "ﬂ,zjl l ‘
zé o ey 0f ;s gt W/ﬁ/df@
B g2 Js edioinen gy ) L-5-23

Regptt
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13.05 2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present and heard. | -»

Learn_ed counsel for ‘the appetiant submite that the appe.lla'nt is
aggrieved of the order No. 4709/PA dated 16.11.2021, by way of
which the appellant was awarded major punishment pf dismi.s'sal
from service. Against which, he filed departmental representation on
the same date which was deCIded on 05.04.2022 vide order bearmg
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.

& 490/ The appeal 'is admltted to regular hearmg subJect to a!l JUSt :
. ,\' ,3 h'v’
Anaei\apt Deppsited and legal Ob]eCtIOI'IS by the other sude The appellant is dlrected to

Security & Process Fee 7o
‘ ”ﬂw deposit security and process fee within 10 days, thereafter notlces be

AN

iSSUQd to the respondents for submission of rep!y/comments To

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

SCANNED '
KFPST
Pashawar -
(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 come up

“for reply/comments on 19.10.2022 before S.B.
} | . .
. (Mian Muhammad) -
Member (E)
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- FORM OF ORDER SHEET
"~ Courtof .'
Case.No.- 667/2022
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
1 T2 3
1 09/05/2022. The appeal of Mr. Waheed Ahmad presented tod_ay 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.
i P
REGISTRAR -
2. This case is entrusted to Single Bench at Peshawar for preliminary | °
]

hearing to be put there on

otices be issued to appellant

and his counsel for the date fixed.

Ty B L™

3 : CHAIRMAN
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o, BEFOE TI;IE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL :
- T PESHAWAR |

Service -Ai;peal No. . é é% /2022 _

? .W‘aheedi Ahmadv B
~ VERSUS

Inspector General of Policgé KPK Peshawar & Others |

- __ INDEX _ o
| S# Descnptlon of Documents - Annexure ' | Pages
1. | Grounds. of Appeal . - : ] 16
2. | Affidavit, S | R
3. |Addressés of parties = - | ] 8
4. | Copy of impugned order. S sA 9
5. '| Copy of Departmental appeal | ~“B” i 10
6. |Copy of rejection order of| - “C” 11
| departmental appeal B | L
7. | Wakalatnama - A o 12
Through

MehbomKhan Dagai

- R o Advocate, High ( Court
~Dated: 09/05/2022 o Peshawar .



~ PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No.__. /2022

Waheed Ahmad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex- Constable No.

156 R/o Mohallah Par. Mol Manki Tehsﬂ Lahore,
District Swabi.

| Ai)pellant |
VERSUS

1. Inspec'tor. General of Police KPK Peshawar.
2. Regional Pol_ice Officer Mardan i |
. . 3. District Police Officer Swabi .

Respondents

. APPEAL U/S-4 OF THE KHYBER

ArrAal, UDT2 AL Sels—een s

) PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL

ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER -

NO0.4709-14/PA,  DATED 16-11-2021,
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT WAS
AWARDED MAJOR PUNISHME QF

. DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE AND ALSO -

_______________,__...__._.-—--———-———--—-—“—r

THE ORDER OF THE APPELLATE
AUTHORITY ON THE DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL _VIDE ENDORSEMENT NO.
277UES  DATED: MARDAN THE

M

. 05.04.2022.




=

' ON ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL THE
IMPUGNED __ORDERS _NO. _ 4709/PA,
ATED 16/11/2021 ‘RDER OF
" APPELLATE AUTHORITY ON' THE
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL VIDE ORDER
NO. 2771/ES DATED MARDAN THE
05.04.2022 MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE
AND THE APPELLANT MAY KINDLY BE
REINSTATED IN SERVICE WITH ALL
BACK BENEFITS.

ANY OQTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS
' AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT MAY
ALSO BE GRANTED IN FAVOUR OF

_—_—_—W

APPE’LLAN 7.

PRAYER:

Respectfully Sheweth,

L. That the Appellant was appomted as
Constable on 29.06.2012 w1th respondent
department. ' |

‘9. That the appellant performed his duty
regularly and with full devotion and no
complaint whatsoever was made agamst
the appellant

| 3. That the father of the appellant ef/bhe,was
- geriously ailing on the faithful dates, and
on each and every date he was takmg to
different hospitals and doctors for
diagnoses etc but to no avail.

4 That the health of the father of the
appellant gradually had become too much
lweek and despite of request: of the
appellant for so many times: to the



concerned authorlty, he was not left on -

'leave
| That since there Was no other male person
" during those’ days in the house’ of the

{ @ -

 appellant, so due, to.serious 1llness of "
- father of the appellant, the appellant Was |
constramed not to go on his dut‘y and to

look after h1s father

.

¥

. That no show cause notlce or statement of

‘allegation or any other 1nformat10n with
~ regard to inquiry proceedmgs agamst the
~ appellant were recelved to the appellant

. That no- * formal 1nqu1ry was - conducted
against the appellant and the appellant
-was proceeded Ex-parte and | .awarded
major punishment of dismissal from-
service, rteferred to. above. (Copy of
= dismissal order is attached as annexure
GAT | o

P

. That agamst the 1mpugned order the
. happellant subrmtted departmental appeal
on 16 11. 2021 wh1ch was reJected vide
order 2771/ES dated Mardan 0504.2022.

(Copy of departmental appeal & reJectlon o

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

.;"

A. That feehng aggrleved the Appellant |

zprefers the 1nstant serV1ce appeal pefore
th1s Hon'ble Tribunal on. the followmg

grounds inter alia:-



R
GRO UN.DS

A, That the 1mpugned order dated 16/11/2021 |

is void is ab- 1n1t1o |

| 'B. That the 1mpugned order dated 16. 11 2021 i
has been passed- without fulﬁlhng codal -

formaht1es Rehance is placed on 2007-
g HSCMR'Page 834.
C That no charge sheet and’ statement of‘
- allegat1ons were issued or served upon the

; appellant which 18 a clear cut v1olat10n of B

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

- D. That the 1mpugned order is also V01d
| because no regular or departmental 1nqu1ry -
was conducted agamst the appellant which
-' s mandatory before imposing the maJor' :
»'penalty and no opportumty of personal'k
hearing and defense was provrded to the
appellant Rehance is placed on a ]udgment
- reported on 2003 PLC (CS Page 365 and |
. 2021 PLC (CS) page 235 as well as Judgment |
-_of ‘this Tr1buna1 An service - appeal No.

E '1181/2018 dec1ded on 17.09. 2021

B That it'is a well settled prmciple‘ of law that

no one eould be condemned unheard wh1ch



is against the natural Justlce of law.

Reliance 1s placed on 2008 SCMR page 678

" That no opportumty of Cross’ exammatmn )

has been prov1ded to the appellant In thlS '

respect the appellant relied upon a Judgment

| reported on 2016 SCMR Page 108

. That the absence of the appellant Was not

1ntent10nal but due the SGI‘lOU.S 1llness of hlS

father.

.That under the law on the subJect no

like cases, can be awarded and that the

much harsh which is hable to be set as1de

M
i
)

: dlsm1ssal a’x‘ rernoval from serv1ce 1n ‘such

R pumshment awarded to appellant is too

: That since his dlsmlssal the appellant is

]obless and that th1s serV1ce “is the only- - |

‘;‘ source of livelihood of the appellant and his

 large famlly 1nclud1-ng h1s decrep_lt,} ailing

and octogenarlan parents. T

.That since the perlod from Saturday 1i.e |

01.05.2022 till Sunday 1e 108 05.2022 was

declared as holidays for E1d ul Flttar,

therefore, on 1% ‘opening date‘ i.e .on
.\ "



©

09. 05 2022 the 1nstant appeal was flled by
the appellant

X That any other ground not ralsed here may

‘ gracmusly be allowed to be ralsed at the :

time of full arguments.

It is tbéref'ore, most humbly préyéd | that

. ;on acceptance of this appea] the Jmpugned

) orders No. 4709/PA Dated 16/1 1/2021 and a]so

‘order of appeﬂate Autbonty pn the

Departmenta] Appea] vide order No. 2771/ES

| .. dated Mardan the 06. 04. 2022 may kmdly be
set aside and the appe]]ant may Lmd]y be |

reinsta ted in semce Wlt}l all back beneﬁts

e ) - o },\/aéeo/
APPELLAN { | "

llf :

o Thfou’gh - S
| Mehbm1 Khan Dagal
o o ~ Advocate, High Court

Dated: 30/04/2022 Peshawar

' NOTE:-

No such like appeal 1s elther pendmg or dec1ded
earher as per instructiony of my client. ,




_BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL
cTN PESHAWAR

- Service 'Appeal No. : | /2022
‘Waheed Ahr_nad 'T
vERSUS

. _I.hspector.General' of Poliee KPK Peshawar & Others k

AFFIDAVIT

I, Waheed Ahmad Slo d angrez Khan Ex- Constable No 156

R/o Mohallah Par Mol ‘Manki Tehsil Lahore, D1etr1ct‘
Swabl, do hereby solemnly aff1rm and declare that a11 the

contents of the instant appeal are true*and correct £0 the

best of my knowledge and mbehef and nothing has been
concealed or 1W1thhe1d from this Hon ‘ble Tr1buna1 é

. ' ‘

zﬁi- o - DEPONENT

IDENTIFIED BY1),
Mehboob Ali' Khan-Dagai
Advocate High Court -
© Peshawar.

. 1
[
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL" |

PESHAWAR :
Ser{rice'_App‘eal No. . /2022
| | Waheed Ahmad |
e 'VERSUS

Inspector General of Pohce KPK Peshawar & Others'

o @DRESSES QF PABTIES
PETITIONER S | o
| Waheed Ahmad S/o Jangrez Khan Ex- Constable
No:' 156 R/o- Mohallah Par Moli Mankl TehS11

Lahore, District Swab1 S

- ADDRESSES OF RESPONDENTS
1. Inspector General of Pohce KPK Peshawar
9. Reg1onal Police Ofﬁcer Mardan '

- 3. D1str1ct Police Ofﬁcer ‘Swabi

o PELLANT.F;;
' - Through T

Mehboob Ali Khan Dagal' |

L L R - Advocate, High Court
Dated: 09/05/2022 ... Peshawar.
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Fhve Oeider will disguese of dhe dw,-;nrlmcm;xl cuquny dgguhnsl

-
— e R < . . R ;
. oustuble Wuhsed Nu. 1156, swho while pistedd Patice banes Swihil,

willially abnented Tanselt o daty wee l puzt .08 2041 il
G e NN Bl date withiost any leave o proy ;N'.t‘lni:n.ii‘m-uf the authority,
lf"" wats taneead with chotge sheet aloies it stnanary of allegatins antd Me.
Noor vl Amdn PSS TLQes Swida wi appuinted g ey (tiver, The
RN e candncted progea deputmental c:nquiry,'r«;‘t'nruh_:d :slntérnrnhl
at b cuneerned, collected evidence nard subapiited Bis findiips, wherein the
crpnry otheer recennime nded the defaateers Constuble Waheed Na. ) 156 for

X et be proceeding e the mis-coniuen

The tinadersnpted has goue Parough e ey popees and findings
a1t the enguary afficer pind by agrecsg with the peciendations of the
erupan oificer tmsned ©oal Show Catse Nofiee e defaulter. The Fing] Show
Canse Nolretwere sent o SHO PS Laho fur service tpog faa, vonsequently
Pl Show Caase Notee was homded aver to hes relivtive n;um'!y.!t:h.m}‘.cb
Wl servae s e on A0 11 2001 He was elearly hrected vide Para NS

e Final Show Caase Matee b sutnmis his coply within seven Jdays of the
N z'ap't ol the Doler, ol rwias c-parte avtion will be token agninst han,
feew ever He adnl ned Sothiet o malnit bis ceply nor apprae (o p(‘.rsmtrll
P g, even adter bapse ot U8 Javs which shows his ri|s~{r\lt-n‘:{t in Police

aelv i @outd fen tethne to oiferm his Jefenee heonee ex-hute e,

ieretoie, b pubammad Shouib Khan, PSP, Dt it Police Oheer,
enetene of i powsers vosted i me undes Khiyber Pakhtankbiwae
1975, hwewehy awnrld Comstable Waheed No.‘l‘I'SG. Mnjor

S\ g, N

trohee Kudew

Ponishinent of disnissal iram service with nucdute citect He will not be
’

entitle for pavment ot any salary fur the periond ol tas abncoce on the

principle to waork nu pay

. .
>

in o .

Lottt 1o il el WUhly (MUHABMAD SHOAIB KIIAN) P8
DISTRICT POLICE DFFICER, SWABI

OB Nu,,/lz.z;

poted G 1203 |

ngs OF THE DISTRICT POLICE: QIFIC -g,fg\y,gg; \
Nod 20 =/ b_1 PA, dated Swabi, he LB L2 2020
Copics to the! -
{, DsP Lahor with  the directions  to recover the
government propersty e Arms anununition, Bullet
J,(ﬂiug / prouf Jucket i any.
) n. DSP H.Qrs Swabi. _
, 4. Establishment Clerk.
/93 4 4. Fuuji Missal Clerk. ‘
— 5. pay Officer, Swabi
W 5, ULIficial cou\ccrtu:d:."_ ATTESTED )

'W\mr@ l’-um

* -
- D bk A M W v T M

Chiess, Sase. . ok
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. This order will drspose-off the departmental appeal preferred by Ex-
'Constable Waheed No. 1156 of -Swabi District agalnst the order of District Police
‘ Offrcer Swabi, whereby he was awarded ma]or punrshment of d:smrssal from service -
; vrde OB No 1117 dated 16 14.2021 by the District Police Officer, Swabi. The appellant
was proceeded agamst departmentally on the atlegatrons that he while posted at Police
- Lines, Swabi, absented himsalf from his lawful duty without any leavelpermrsslon of the
competent authonty with eﬁect from 11.08.2021 to 23.08. 2021 and from 06.10.2021 til
~ date of his dismissal. . _ _

Proper. departrnentaI enqurry proceedmgs were mltiated against him. He

. w"as |ssued Charge Sheet alongwith - Statement of "Allegations and Deputy

: Supenntendent of Polrce Headquarters Swabl was: nominated as Enqurry Officer. The
- Enqurry Offi cer’ " after fulfr!hng codal formahtles submltted his frndlngs wherein he
reported that the defaulter Officer was contacted time and agam to. appear before the

. 'enqu:ry Offrcer but he failed and remained absent, which showed that he was no more
mterested in Pohce Service. He recommended the delinquent Officer for ex-parte action.

He was issued . Final Show Cause Notic2 but cespite tapse'of specified

. time he did not bother either to. submrt the reply or assume. the duty.

Therefore, after. perusal of enquiry papers and recommendations. of the
enquiry Officers the dellnquent Officer was awarded major punrshment of drsmrssal from
service by the District Police - Officer, Swabi vide his office OB No. 1117 dated
16112021 S ‘ X |

Feeling aggrreved from the order of District Pohce Officer, Swabi, the
appellant preferred the mstant appeal. He was summoned. and heard in person in

" Orderly Room held in this office,on 15.03.2022.
| - From the perusat of the enqurry frle and serwce record of the appellant it
: has been found that aliegatlons leveled agarnst the appetlant have been proved beyond
any. shadow of doubt As the appeltant has bltterly failed to produce any cogent reason
to justify hlS absence Hence the absence period i.e 53 days of the appellant clearly
deprcts the. ‘casual and lethargic attitude towards his otfrcral dutres as the very conduct
ﬁ? : ' of appeltant 15 unbecoming of a disciplined Police Officer. Hence, order passed by the
competent authority does not warrant any mterference : ' _
C/L/lé’( .. Keeping in view the above, |, Yaseen Farooq, PSP Regional Police .

Officer, Mardan, being the appellate authortty find no substance in the appeal .

therefore, the same is’ regected ’a_nd filed, being’ devord of merit.

' Order Announced. , | v/}/WJ
' : : Regional Police Offi er,
Mardan.

No. 377/ JES, ‘Dated Mardan the_ 8 /0{1 _' __2022.

: Copy forwarded 1o District’ Police Ofﬁcer' Swabi for information and
necessary actlon wir to his office Memo: No 03/lnsp Legal dated 14. 01.2022.. His

Ser\"ce Record is returned herewith.
(*****) N .
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Service Appeal No. 667/2022.

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

.................... Appellant
VERSUS
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
& Others.......... e e RESpPONdenit s,
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No. 667/2022.

WaheedAhmad .....
- ’ Diary NO. ——\ &
VERSUS = o
%, Dated 434 .
o ~
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar S /M’ /
A 01 s U] o T TP PO RPPPPRPN Responde

WRITTEN REPLY BY RESPONDENTS.

Respec'tfully Sheweth:

Preliniinary Objections.

1. Thaf the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to the instant
appeal. ‘ |

‘ Thét the appeal is bad due to misjoinder and nonjoinder of necessary parties.
Th"at 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.

N oUW N

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.

2. Pgra 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 on :
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”). |

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

. leave on such ground aﬁd absented willfully from duties:

4. Para No.A 04 of appeal is incorrect. Appellant has not applied for any kind of
leave and proceed on self sanctioned leave.

5. ' Para Nov.. 05 of appeal pertains to appellant, however he is édmitting Wiilflil
absence from duty. Appellant being member of disciplinary instead of applying
for leave proceeded on self sanctioned leave and thereby committed misconduct.

6. Para No. 06 of appeal is incorrect. Proper Show Cause Notice, Charge Sheet and
.Summ_ary of Allegations were issued and proper dé'partmental enquiry through
DSP/HQrs was conducted. Appellant despite of service did not joined enquiry _
proceedings, which shows his disinterest in Police sérvice, hence he was

- proceeded ex-party (Copy of Enquiry report is attached as Annexure “D”).
7. 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 (C'opy of dismissal order is attached as Annexure “E”).



8. Para NO‘r.‘-OS ;)f appeal to the extent of filing departmental appeal is correct,
howevér the same was rejected by the appellate authority through speaking
order dafed 05.04.2022 (Copy of order is attached as Annexure “F”).

9. That the orders of respondents are quite legal and in accordance with
law/ ruléé, hence the‘ p.resent appeal is groundless and liable to be dismissed.

GROUNDS.

A. Incorrect. The orders of respondents are quite legal in accordance with
law/rules.

B. Incorrect. Reply already given vide para above.

Incorre’ctA._ Proper Charge Sheet and Summary of Allegations were issued and
after prdper departrhental enquiry, appellant was dismissed from service in
accbr-da-rlce_ with rules.

D. Tncorrect. Reply already given vide paras above.

k. 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 proceediﬁgs.

[, Incorrect. Reply already given vide paras above.

G.

Incorrect. Appellant being member of disciplinary force instead of applying for
leave willfglly absented himself from duty which he is admitting.

Incorrect. D'uring enquiry proceedings, appellant was found guilty therefore
awarded major punishment of dismissal from service in accordance with rules.
That dis'miésal 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.
Pra‘gex".

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

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

Inspector Greneral
Khyper Pakhtlirikkhwa, Peshawar.
' (Respornident No. 1)

Regional Police Officer, Mardan

(Respondent No. 2)

-
District Police Officer Swabi,

(Respondent No. 3)




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
e Service Appeal No. 667/2022.
Waheed Ahr_ﬁaci. e, SR e Appellant

VERSUS

Provincial Police.Offi'cer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

8 OhETS. ..o e ...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 ol our

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

Inspector G¢neral of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Respondetnt No. 1)

Regionalm;z; Mardan

(Respondent No. 2)




o / s . SHOW CAUSE NOTICE. - -=I "LEFr=l

I, Muhammad Shoaib Khan, District Police Officer, Swabi as competent

authority under Police Dlsc1p11na.ry Rules 1975, hereby served upon you,
DN sConst&ble Waheed"No.*lﬂl 56" as“fcrlie*v"vw""‘* e i e 8 s N

Whereas you Constable Waheed No.1156 while posted to Pohce Lines
Swabi absented yourself from duty w.e. from 06.10.2021 till dat€é without any

leave/prior perrmssmn of the competént authority, which is agamst the

discipline and amounts to gross mis-conduct.

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

A :i:";*‘,erformzngl ‘UL professmnal respon51b1ht1esmw1nthm-«@7<_days a8 Whether»vuu

will not be punished as defined by Police rules.

In case 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 no

defense to offer, and ex-parte action shall be taken against you.

J

L - MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN IPS\i’) .
SRR R S R R A e s <DISTRICT POLICE ‘©OFRICER; e TR
: SWABI




- “L‘- - -
-+ 8 ,
OTFICE OF THE

DluTRLC" POLICE OFFICER SWADL
/- PHONE# 0938 02@030 FAX# 0938-220054
,./ EMAIL: dpo %wabl@vahoo com

CHARGE SHEET UNDER KPK POLICE RULES-1975
sl eyt s s i i W et dag - am satisfiedw- that wformalf,,.enqulrj B S e S S

contemplated by Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 is necessary
and expedient. : '
And whereas I 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
aforesa;d Rules I Muhammad Shoaib Khan, PSP, District Police Officer
%Swabficharge Fyou:Constable s Waheed . Nox11565:0n - thed basissrof o bss
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) %‘SP
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, SW;ABI

TR Tt TTY ks e et - - - - el s s P
£3 20 NOCRCA L T : . - R e Ve myen


mailto:dpo_swabi@vahoo.com
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER SWABI
PHONE# 0938-920050 FAX# 0038-920054

EMAIL: dpo_swabi@yahoo.com
DISCIPLINARY ACTION UNDER KPK POLICE RULES-1975

I;> Muhammad ~Stioaib™Khaii; District - Police’  Officer="SWabi “&8 “CotnpeteRt s

authority am of the opinion that Constable Waheed No.1156, 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

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 leave/pnor permlssmn of . the competent .
-v-m“horwyw Tnerefore 7 he was issued with~ Show - Cause-Notice: He ‘has beén ==

directed time and again to receive his Show Cause Notice but all these
directions fell on deaf ears, hence summary of allegations.

This amounts to grave misconduct on his part, warranting
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 enquiry against the aforesaid official, as contained in section 6 (I)
{a) of the afore mentioned rules, The enquiry officer after completing all

:'pIO(.cc(J.ll.lgS ‘shalkzsubmit: his: verdict tosthis: office: within-(7)days,-Constable*

Waheed No. 115(9 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.

(MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN)} P$P
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, SWABI

/33 eceipa e S

“———

Dated: _ 2L/ /0 2021

i ¢ b

Fher]
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- SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS: - L

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

' PROCEEDINGS - U e m e

12.10.2021. Af’terwards he was 1ssued wammg under KP Police rules 1975 (ser‘tlon 5 6) V1de thls ofﬁce e
‘ "‘correspondence ‘477/HQrs dated-02711, 2021 tnrough DSP T:ahor on his home address 13 appear before the “,

HEARQUARTER, SWABL R ' |

Phone No. 0938-280279, E-Mail: dsphgswabi@gmail.com - - _

To: The District Police Officer, - ’D .
s .  Swabi o , : Q ) i

1t

E‘-‘ic:.;-: .
s

Noo 483 HQrs: Swabidated, § /7y p021 7 v -

--Subjecti~ - DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST CONSTABLE WAHEED NO.1156¢ 2~ e
Memo: ' iﬁ

It is submitted that an enquiry against the above named constable was entrusted to the g

unders1gned V1de Endst No 133/CC/PA dated 20.10.2021 the allegatlons are as under: - *ﬁ

H5y

4

Ll L 0 i A-'.L,::

It 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 any

i

s

ien T

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

ears, hence summary of allegations.

Thls amounts to grave mlsconduct on hlS part, warranting departmental action agamst him.

The 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
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 Vnumbers 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 was contacted through official telephone for

ascertaining the position of the delinquent ofﬁcer- he responded that Constable Waheed is absent since

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.

FINDINGS: -

In view of the aforementioned proceedings the instant enquiry is hereby CIand with the
undersigned reckoning that either the delinquent official has no re gards for departmental proceedmgs or he
has nothing to present in his support before the enquiry officer.

[ e

‘__,RECOMMEI\{DATIONS .

e : Tk KA TS T A SR AR AT SR T R

He: 1satheretore, recommended—for Ex:Paite: proceedm s, "if agreod please S it

Enclosed (24Pages)

'NOOR-UL A\.M*N KHAN)
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ORDER

A

This  Order will dispose of the._?,fdepartmental enquiryf,:,.\a‘igainst

[ (Y] . . (R .
e Wigheed No.1156, who while;,&posted to Police Lmesw Swabi,
willfully absented himself from duty w.e.f’:11.08.2021 to 23.08.2021 and

,,,,,

; » I exercise of the powers vested in me under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

'. Police Rules 1975 hereby award Constakie Waheed No.1156 Major
’. :f Punishment of d_;smissal from service with impediate effect. He will ?.ot be
,1 ,i’ entitle for payment of any salary for t period of his absence o_jri,the
f /f{ principle no worl{fno pay. AX

3

. . (MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KiaN PSP
i b DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, SWABI
L O.B No. /// /2 L e

-Copies to the: -

|

‘L. DSP Lahor with the :dgirectior;s
~ government property ie:'Arms ammunition, Bijllet

. Proof Jacket if any. i i

2. DSP H.Qrs Swabi. e 3!

- Establishmerit Clerk it

EE.

& Fauji Missal Clerk. |
S. Pay Officer, Swabj
6. Official concerned,

e
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. therefore, the same ig rejected and.fileq:

date of hig dismissal.

Proper deparfmental enquiry proceedings were initiated against him. He
was issued Charge Sheet alongwith Statement of 'Allegati‘ons» and Deputy

» Which showed that he was no more
interested in Police Service. He fecommended the delinguent Officer for ex-parte action.

16.11.2021

T Feeling aggrieved from the order “of District Police Officer, -Swabi-the

appellant preferreqd the instant appeal. He was Summoned and hearg

in‘person in
Orderly Room held in this office on 15.03.2022.

From the perusal of the enquiry file ang service record of the appellant, it

Competent authority does not wartant any interference.
e

Keeping in view the above, l, Yascen Farcoq, psp Regional Police
Officer, Mardan, being the appellate authority, finqwnomsub_stance-ih the appeal,

i }ﬁgdeyai"d"bf mefit, "

< !
OrderAnnouncetii“ B NP 5 6 AN
._“—_“_!—._—-'* N

’ R l%}f}, R
| /@ g \{ ‘: (»9 %lf X ,"’_; ; " . T
9‘{"%6“2"9*‘1-“‘ " _Reégionai Police Offider,
Jﬁ’r-so. 7 /BY.  Dated Mardan'the ma— /p 12022,
P ' .
?2 ’ Copy f 'warded to District Palice Officer, Swabi for information and
l necessary action wyr to his office

.Memo; No. 03/insp: Legal dated 14.01.2022. His
Service Record is returned herewith. ’ :

Ldese gy




