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BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTIINKHWA SERVTrF TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR CAMP AT ABBOTT A Tt Am

Service Appeal No. /2023

. Israr Ahmed .^on of Sabir Islam, Constable No.1161, District Police Office 

Mtosdhra M°hallah Argoshal, Village Shatay Dhodial , District

...APPELLANT

VERSUS

L Government of Khyber Pakhtunlchwa thi-ough Secretary Home and 
Tribal Affairs Peshawar.
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar.

3. Regional Police Officer/ DIG Hazara Region at Abbottabad
4. District Police Officer Mansehra.

...RESPONDENTS

2.

APPEAL under article 212 OF THE

CONSTITUTION OF ISLAMIC 

PAKISTAN 1973 READ WITH SECTION

REPUBLIC OF

04 OF

khyber PAKHTUNKHWA service TRIBUNAL 

ACT, 1974. AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

DATED 14/04/2023 & 04/07/2023 

RESPONDENT N0.3 &

RESPONDENT

ORDERS

PASSED BY,

4, WHEREBY THE .

N0.4 AWARDED MAJOR

. PUNISHMENT OF REVERSION TO TIME SCALE 

AND RESPONDENT N0.3 UPPIELD TFR

IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 14/04/2023 VIDE

ORDER DATED 04/07/2023 ARE ILLEGAL,



2.

arbitrary, against the law, facts, void 

abinitio and liable to be set-aside.

P^YER:- on acceptance OF THE INSTANT 

SERVICE appeal, IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED' 

14/04/2023 & 04/07/2023 passed

respondents no. 3 & 4 MAY KINDLY 

declared null and VOID, AGAINST THE LAW 

AND NATURAL JUSTICE. ANY OTHER RELIEF 

WHICH THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL DEEMS 

FIT AND PROPER MAY ALSO BE GRANTED IN 

FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

BY

BE .

Respectfully Sheweth;-

Appellant beg to solicit through this appeal 

following factual and legal grounds;-

on the

1. That appellant has rendered about 06 years service in the^. 

police department and he always performed his assigned 

duty with devotion and honesty. He has unblemished 

police official. He is only bread earner of his family and 

is jobless since his ,dismissal from service.
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i. 2. That in the month of March, 2020 while appellant posted

at Police Station Baffa, he was telephonically informed , ■ 

by his mother that the marriage ceremony of his younger 

sister was scheduled to take place on 02/03/2020.

3. That appellant .well in time infomied his Officer 

In-Charge of the Police Station Baffa and requested for

grant of 15 days leave. Appellant submitted written 

application for leave intimating the date of marriage

ceremony.

4. That being an elder both of a sister, the appellant’s 

presence was necessary over there as most of the 

arrangements of mai-riage „ ceremony entrusted to him. 

Appellant, therefore, requested his Incharge time and 

again to get his leave application sanctioned from the 

qompetent authority. Though the appellant was assured 

by his incharge yet he did not take any step in this . 

connection. At the neck of time when appellant had 

purchased ticket for Karachi and was about to move, he 

once again assured appellant that even after his leaving 

place of posting his leave would be got sanctioned. In 

these circumstances the appellant was constrained to 

leave for Karachi and was hopeful for sanction of his 

leave..The appellant never let his station deliberately and

even
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$
without infoimation and cause but in great reluctance 

and compulsion. ■ '

5. That, when marriage ceremony of his sister became to 

end, there started complete lock down due to CbVTD-19 

in the country. Shifting of people from one city to other 

was completely banned. Besides, there is no trcinsport 

was allowed to move from one city to other. Even the 

persons who moved from their home, place to other 

station concealing themselves in contains were arrested 

and put in Jail. On the other hand as a matter of health 

safety and observing the law of tire land, it was not good' 

and right to shift from Karachi to Mansehra. Due to tire 

reason tliat the appellant could not join duty immediately 

after expiry of marriage ceremony of his sister. 

However, no sooner the appellant found a chance then 

he rushed from Karachi to Mansehra and 

reported for duty on 07/0/2020 vide daily diai^ No. 15 

dated 07/06/2020. Copy of daily diaiy dated 07/06/2020 

is attached as Annexure “A”.

an

at once

6. That, after reporting for duty, the appellant was served 

with a charge sheet dated 02/06/2020 which he replied 

on the same day when reported for duty i.e 07/06/2020 

explaining all .facts and circumstances of the matter in
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i detail denying the allegation being a baseless and 

incorrect. Copy of tire charge sheet dated 02/06/2020 

mid its reply dated 07/06/2020 are attached as Annexure

7. That, after conclusion of partial and 

the District Police

one sided inquiry.

Officer Mansehra (respondent No.4) 

passed the impugned order dated 29/06/2020, whereby

major penalty, dismissal from service was imposed. 

Copy of order dated 29/06/2020 is attached as Annexure

“D”.

8. That against the impugned order dated 29/09/2020 

appellant preferred deparhnental appeal before 

learned RPO/DIG Hazara Region at Abbottabad 

16/09/2020-appeal of the appellant 

of order dated 16/09/2020 is attached

tlie

and on

dismissed. Copy 

as Annexure “E”.

was

9. That, thereafter, appellant filed departmental appeal

against the impugned orders dated 29/06/2020 as'well as 

16/09/2020 before this Honourable Tribunal, 

appeal is attached as Annexure “F”..

Copy of

10. That, on 19/09/2022 after hearing'the arguments this' 

Honourable Tribunal set-aside the impugned orders and



6

appellant was reinstated with direction to the respondent

to conduct de-novo inquiry within 60 days. Copy of'

judgment,is annexed as Annexure “G”.

11. , That, thereafter, respondent No.4 initiated de-novo 

inquiry in the light of judgment dated 19/09/2022 and 

chai-ge sheet alongwith summary of allegation 

issued to the appellant and on 07/02/2023 appellant 

submitted reply of the charge sheet. Copy of chai'ge 

sheet is annexed as Annexure “H”.

was

12. That on 02/03/2023 Inquiry Officer submitted his inquiry 

report before the AIG Police Internal Accountability 

Peshawai- in which the Ihquhy Officer recommended

major punishment reversion to time scale. Copy of
♦ > .*

Inquiry report is annexed as Annexure “I”.

13. That, On 14/04/2023 respondent No.4 (Distript Police 

Officer Mansehra) passed the impugned order whereby, 

appellant was reverted to time scale as well as the period 

service was treated as leave without 

pay. Copy of order is annexed as Annex:ure “J”.

remained out of

14. That, feeling aggrieved, from the order dated 14/04/2023, 

appellant filed departmental appeal on 17/05/2023the
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before the leaned-RPO/respondent No.3. Copy of appeal 

is annexed as Annexure “K”.

15. That, on 04/07/2023 respondent No.3 dismissed the

appeal of the appellant and upheld order dated

14/04/2023 . Copy of order dated 04/07/2023 is annexed
;

as Annexure “L”.

16. That feeling aggrieved from the aforesaid, appellant 

seeks indulgence of this Honourable Tribunal, inter-alia, 

the following amongst many other grounds through 

this appeal.

on

GRQUNDS:-

a. That, the impugned orders dated. 14/04/2023 and 

04/07/2023 are illegal/unlawful, without lawful

authority, perverse, and against the constitutional 

guaranteed rights of the appellant hence, untenable 

in the eye of law and his liable to be set-aside.

b. That when law prescribed something which is to 

be in a particular. That must be in that manner and 

not otherwise. Hence the competent authority was
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bound to follow the law which is not done in the 

instant case. Hence impugned orders are liable to 

be set-aside and appellant be reinstated in his old 

service position. •

That, neither any show cause was served upon tlie 

appellant nor he was associated with any enquii7 

hence, the impugned orders ai'e based on political 

influence-, therefore are liable to be set-aside. '

c.

d. That competent authority intentionally 

-- inquiry to the appellant for redressing 

of his grievance which shows the malafide of the 

competent authority.

not

delivered.the i

That, the appellant was condemned unheard and he 

did not given opportunity for personal hearing to 

bring the real and true facts on the

e.

screen.

f. That even othewise the impugned orders dated 

14/04/2023 ; and 04/07/2023

set-aside oh the grounds that no rights of defence.. 

or personal right of hearing which was mandatory

are liable to be
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provision of law was given to the appellant before 

being proceeded against him.

That, impugned orders were passed without show 

cause notice, statement of allegation arid against 

the appellant with malafide, against law and 

natural justice.

g-

h. That the whole disciplinary proceedings initiated 

against the. appellant have been 

contravention to the rules, regulation and law and 

therefore the whole proceedings are liable to be 

set-aside appellant be reinstated 

post. -

done in

to his original

That competent authority violated the basic 

principle of natural justice and rule and procedure 

prescribed in E&D & Police Rules, 

impugned orders are liable to be set-aside.

hence .

That competent authority issued impugned ordei's 

against the well known principles procedures 

prescribed and guidelines by the

J.

superior courts 

and, authorities time by time for the governments
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departments but competent authority ignored all 

these rules and principles.

k. That the competent authority without

.. on. the part of appellant imposed major penalty of 

reversion to time scale and

any reasons

no opportunity of 

personal hearing was given to the appellant.

1. That the whole proceedings were against the clear 

direction and stipulated period given by this 

Honourable Tribunal to the 

de-novo inquiry.

respondents for

m. That appeal of the appellant was accepted on 

19/09/2022 and respondent No.4 issued impugned 

order on 14/04/2023 after laps of seven months 

despite clear direction for sixty days. Hence, the 

whole proceedings as well as impugned orders 

passed by respondent No.4 without any 

justification, unlawful, arbitrary and.void ab-initio.

That, under the law as well as on the direction of 

this Honourable Tribunal contain in the judgment 

dated 19/09/2022 respondent was bound to

n.
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conclude de-novo proceeding/inquity within sixty 

. days, but respondent miserably failed to follow the 

direction of this Honourable Tribunal.

o. That the other points shall be argued at the‘time of 

arguments. ®

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that 

acceptance of the instant service appeal, impugned orders 

dated 14/04/2023 & 04/07/2023 passed by respondents 

No. 3 & 4 may kindly be declared null and void, against 

the law ^d natural justice; Any other relief which this 

honourable tribunal deems fit and 

granted in favour of appellant.

on

proper may also be

4
...AWELLANT

Through
Dated; ~a/ — 7 /2023 /

(FAZLUtXAH KHAN)
&

(HAMAYUN KHAN) 
Advocates High Court, Abbottabad

VERIFICATION/ AFFTnA VTT-,

Verified onto the best If my knowledge and Miefand mMng Tas7em''clnM 

therein from this Honourable Court

...APPELLANT
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V-

CHARGE SHEET^ •

I, Sadiq Hussain :aaloch (PSP), District .Police Officer, /ytansehro as 

^fempetenl Authority, hep|by charge;you Constable 

follows.

Israr No. 1168 PS BOttol os

Vide DD No. 09 doled 02-03-2020 Police Station Battol Mqnsehra it has

transferred from Police Station Baffo tobeen reported that whilf you were
Battol you did rot report your arrival at P< lice Station Battol afterPolice Stolion

. Penodprqm 10OB HP.
,02 day08-07-201606-07-2016179 dated 17-08-2016 

^ 16,-0G^2(^^ t n -2011

145 doted 17-05-2018 

55 dated 22-02-2019 '

303 doted 03-12-2018;

07 dated 07-04-2019 
______ '• : ____ ;_______
79 dated 06-04-2020

perusal of your service record il transpired thal you 

habitual absentee. It sho^vs tliat you are on indiscjplined Police officer and you 

did nol take, interest in Ihe discharge of official duty. It amounts to gross

04-08-20'lf

01 day15-02-201814-02-2018

, 02 days14-11-20181.2-11-2018

16-08-2018 03 days13-08-2018
,01 days04-11-201903-11-2019

17-02-2020 04 days13-02-2020
are anFroni the

misconduct on your part;, 

Due to reasons stbted above you .appear to be guilty of misconduct 

under Khyber Pakhtunkhqwo Police. Disciplinaiy Rules 1975 (amended in 2014) 

ond have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified in the

said Police Disciplirtary Rqles.
You are, therefore^ required to submit your written defense within-07 days

of the receipt of tills charge sl'ieet lo Ihe enquiiY officer. ;

Your V/rilten defense, it any, should reach Ihe enquiry officer within Ihe 

specified period, failing which it shall be presumed thql you hoye no defense to 

put.in and in that cose exportee action shall follow, against you.

Inlimaie whether you desire to be heard in persoi i or otherwise. 

Slotemeni of allegolion is also enclosed.

AW DUtrlc Poli^ Officer, 
AansBhra0 ■■'i
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/ •J - . - DiSCiPHNARY ACTION •

I, Sadiq Hussain B61och (PSP). Djstrict-Police'Officer Mansehro. as Competent Authorily ol 

; Ihe opinion Ihqt Constable Israr No. 1166 PS Battal has rendered himself liable to be proceeded 

commuted the foilowing ocl/omissibn^ y/iltiin the meaning of Khyber/
! against as he
i

Pqkhtunkhawa Police Disciplinory Rules 1975 (amended in 2014}
Vide DD No. 09 dated 02-03-2020 Police Station Bdital Mansehra it has be^n reported

that While ydu were transferred liom Police Station Bqffajo Police Station Battal you did noi 

report your arrival at Police Statioh Battal after passing 05 days ond absented yourselt from duty 

with effecl from 27-02-2020 to dale without any leaye.or permission. Your previous record wqs 

' checked ond found lhal you hove absented yourself on tlie ioliov/ing occasion, without any

leave or permission.
periodTqFromOB No.

?
02 day08-07-2016 ■06-07-2016179 dated 17-08-2016

197 dated 16-08-2017 0^-08-2017 26 days08-07-2017

01 day15-02-2018M-02-2018145 dated 17-^5-2018 .

14-11-2018 , 02 days12-11-201855 dated 22 -02-2019

03 days303 doted 0312-:2018 , 16-08-201813-08-2018

01 days04-11-201903-11-201907 doled 07-04-2019

17-02-2020 04 days79 dated 06-04-2020 13-02-2020

Prom Ihe perusal of yaur service record it transpired that you are qp hapituaj absentee. II 

shows that you are an indisciplined police officer qnd you did nol Iqke inlerest in Ihe disctiorge 

of official duly. It amounb-.tb gross misconduct on your pqrt.For Ihe purpose of scrulihizing the 

conducl of ihe said accused Officer y/ilh reference 1c the above aiiegafions Addl: SP Mqnsehrg 

is deputed to conduct formal daparlmentql enquiry against Constable Israr No. 1168 PS Bgltgi.

the Enquiry Officer'sbpll in accordance with Ihe provisions of Ihe Khyber Pakhlunkliawq 

Police Disciplinary' Rule§rl975 (amended in 2014), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing the 
accused, record findings and make recommendalions qs to punishment or olher appropriate 

action against the qpcused.

The accused and q.v/ell conversant representative of Ihe deparlrnent shall in Ihe

proceedings on the dote, lime and ploce fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

Distrlcti|ollc^ Officer,
. Mias/hrq

I'io 73 /SRG cfafed M^nsehra f/je O^-0f~202Q

Copy of ff|e pboye foryyarded for fayqur of infofmafjon and necessary acriqn fo: -

1. The Enquiry Officer for initiating proceedings against Ihe defaulter officer under the
■I ■ '

provisions of ihe khyber Pakhtunkhawo Police Disciplinary Rules 1975.’

City Mansehra ,wilh Ihe direction |o submit his wrillen 

slqtenlent Id the .Enquiry Officer wilhin 07 days of the receipl of this charge 

sheet/stqtemenl of ollegafions and also to appear belore Ihe Enquiry Officer on the 

date, lime and place fixed forjhe purposes of deportmental proceedings.

2. Constable Iri

A. -

-t'61 u,vv yioceu
ptstfictfolici Officer, 

M¥ns6hra

/\ttditiorial Ssijiui'mtGndont
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EUl^EDEPARTMENT'

mansehra district•i

ORDER

This office order will dispose off fhe deparfmenlal enquiry proceeding 

againsf Constabie Israr Ahnied No.

deparfmenfally wifh ,fhe allegafion fhat while he ^was posfed as GD Police 

Station Batfal he has.absented himself from dufy with effect from 27-02-2020 fo 

25-06-2020 (03 monlhs; & 28 days) without any leqye or pe 

The Enquiry Officer i.e. Mr.

116] who was proceeded againsf

T

rmissiofy
Mukhtiar Ahmed Additional Superintendent 

PoliceAtansehrci afler conducting proper departmental
of

enquiry has submilled
his report slating ther|n that, 1 being enquiry officer came to the conclusion that 

being member, of disciplined force he
supposed fo oblqin proper leave 

perrnission from his seniors, hence feis recommended for Suitable Punishment.

• On 25-06-2020, the delinquent Constable Isrqr Ahmed No. 1161 

heard in person in orderly

was or

was
but he could not satisfy the undersigned In hisroom

defense.

L the District Police Officer, Mansehra, therefore award him 

punishment of ‘Tlismissal from service"

No. 116] under KhybeiV'Pqkhtunkhavva.Police,

mqjor
to the delinquent Constable isrqr Ahmed

Disciplinary Rules 1975 .(amended
..20141. Ih, IM ms doys) te spool po.missioo .ond loaves is

iroolod os lOo po,io| |ill,ool duly ,o i| does op, a|l,„c, aoy Sdtaiy pod olOo, 

allowances.

Ordered announced ——
]: ’ ■■

i.
./
/

r*

Distrlet Poli-^e Officer 

Mansehra
\/
/

tI

A ' /JL.
!.■

.:

f.

• dv.-
■S.-’u

I



/̂ '

OFFICE OF THE UFqiUISAC FOUCE OFFICFU 
IIAZAIIA REGION, ARROTTAllAR 

0992-9310021-22 
. 099^9310023

r,mohHZ3r:t@gmai(.poui 
9 03^5-9560687

/PA BATEP /.^ / •f/202U

M ■

i

NO;

ORDER

This order will dispose off departmental appeal under Rule 11-A of Khybcr 

PalditLiiitdiwa Police Rules, 1975 submitted by Ex-Constable Isvar Alimad No.1161 of Distiicl

Mauselira against the punishment order i.e. Dismimd from Sm’ice awarded by DEO Mansehra vide 

OB No. H9 dated 29.06.2019.,

Brief fads leading to the punishment are that the appellant while posted at 
Tolice Station Batlal absented himself fiom duty without any leave or permission with effect from

27.02.2020 to 25.06,2020 (tolal Od mouths and 28 day^).

'fhe appellant was issued charge sheet alongwith summary of allegations and 

Addl: SP Mansehra was deputed to conduct departmental enquiry. The EO held ’the appellaut 

responsible of misconduct and recommended for suitable punishment- The appellant was heard in 

person, however he failed to advance-any cogent reason in his defence. Consequently, DPO 

Mansehra awarded liim major punishment of dismissal horn service.
.1

After receiving his appeal, comments of DPO Mansehra were sought and
examined/perused. The undersigned called tire official in OR and heard him in persom IToweyer the 

appellant ftiiled to advance any plausible justification in his defence. Moreover, service record of the 

appellant shows Iiis disinterestUn service, Therefore, in exercise of tlie powers conferred upon the 

undersigned under Rule l l-d ('n) of Rliyber PakhUuikhwa Police Rules, 1975 (he instant appeal is 

hereby //M with immediale effect. rT
\'

Qa'/i iitinii itr^Niman (PSP) 
Regiflual Policp Officer 

Ilazara Region, Abhortahad/ •/

/PA, dated Abbotlafaad the f 4 fp ^-—No. /2020,
CC,

Police Officer, Mansehra for informuthip and necessary action,vyith reference to 
No, 13948/GB dated 03-08-2Q2Q. Service Roll and Fuji Missal pontaining 

enquiry file of the app'elluat Is retui hed herewith for record.

. 1.

sec)

For I'y^tA..‘■J

OpL)^r7rtnieK\s?A ■
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'"IT I I I I I !■
BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICF

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No.I

Israr Ahmed S/O Sabir Islam, Ex-Constable No. 1161, District 
Police Mansehra R/O Mohallah Arghoshal Village Shatay 

Dodhyal, District Mansehra.
* Appellant

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabqd.
3. District Police Officer, Mansehra.

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAI 
ACT 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 29-06-2020 OF THE DISTRICT
POLICE OFFICER MANSEHRA WHEREBY APPEIIAMT___________HAS BEEN
DISMISSED FROM SERVICE AND ORDER DATED 16-09-2020 OF THF
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER HAZARA REGION ABBOTTABAD
WHEREBY HIS DEPARTMENTAL APPFAI REJECTED.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAI
IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 29-06-2020 ANin 16-09-2020 OF
RESPONDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPFM AMT 

BE RE-INSTATED IN HIS SERVICE FROM THE DATE OF
WITH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

DISMISSAL

Respectfully sheweth.

1. That in the month of March, 2020 while appellant 

posted dt Police Station Baffa, he was telephonically 

' informed by his mother that the marriage ceremony of 

his younger sister was scheduled to take place oh 02-

03-2020.
^ o
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2. That appellant well in time informed his officer Incharge 

of the. Police Station Baffa and requested for grant of 

15 days leave. Appellant submitted written application 

for leave intimating the date ot marriage ceremony.

3. That being an elder broth of a sister, the appellant's 

presence was necessary over there ,as most of. the 

arrangements of marriage ceremony were entrusted to 

him. Appellant, therefore, requested his Incharge time 

and again to get his leave application sanctioned from 

• the competent authority. Though the appellant

assured by his Incharge yet he did not take any step in ■ 

this connection. At the neck of time when appejiant 

had even purchased ticket for Karachi and was. about 

to move, he once again assured appellant that 

after his leaving place of posting his leave would be 

got sanctioned. In these circumstances the appellant 

was constrained to leave for Karachi and was hopeful 

for sanction of his. leave. The appellant never left his 

station deliberately and without information and 

but in great reluctance & compulsion.

was

even

cause

■ 4. That v/hen marriage ceremony of his sister became to 

an end, there started complete lock down due to 

COVip-19 in the country, Shifting of people from
I .

city to other was conTpletely banned. Beside, there 

■ transport was allowed to move from one city to other.

Even the persons who moved from their home place to

other station concealing themselves in containers were 

arrested and put in jail. On the other hand as a matter 

of health safety and observing the law of the land, it

one

no

U
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was not good and right to shift from Karachi to 

. Mansehra. Due to the reason the appellant could not 

join duty immediately after expiry of 

ceremony of . his sister. However, 

appellant found a chance then he rushed from Karachi 

to Mansehra and at once reported for duty on 07-06- 

2020 vide daily dairy No. 15 dated 07-06-2020. (Copy of 

daily dairy dated 07-06-2020 is attached as Anex “A").

marriage , 

no sooner the '

5. That after reporting for duty,, the appellant was served 

with a charge sheet dated 02-06-2020 which he replied 

on the same day when reported for duty i.e. 07-06-2020 

explaining all facts and circumstances of the matter in 

detail denying the allegation being as baseless and 

incorrect. (Copy of the Charge Sheet dated 02-06-2020 

and its reply dated 07-06-2020 are attached as 

Annexure “B & C”).

6. That thereafter the District Police Officer Mansehra with
y*''

out taking into consideration the stance advanced by 

the appellant in the shape of his reply to the charge 

sheet dismissed, him from service without any reason
and justification vide his order dated 29-06-2020. (Copy

of the order dated 29-06-2020 is attached herewith as 

Annexure “D”).

Cl
7. Thot appeliont s obsence wos not deliberot© 

intentional rather due to compulsion on account of
or

morrioge ceremony of his reel younger sister and 

thereafter because of COVID-19 in he country. Despite 

appellant’s repeated written as well as verbal re.quests
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and assurances, of his Incharge his leave was not 

sanctioned. His case was genuine but was not granted.

8. That no proper departmental enquiry was conducted. 

No Show Cause Notice was issued to him. Copy of 

inquiry findings was not granted to the appellant. Even 

opportunity of personal hearing was not afforded to 

him and he was condemned unheard.

9. That appellant has rendered about 06 years
^ I— '

the police department and he always performed his 

assigned duty with devotion and honesty. He has 

unblemished record at his credit. Appellant is well 

experienced police official. He is only bread earner of 

his family and is jobless since his dismissal from

service in

service.

10. That appellant aggrieved of order of the District Police 

Officer Mansehra preferred a departmental appeal 

before the Regional Police Officer Hazara Region 

Abbottabad (copy of which could not be retained by 

appellant) which was rejected vide order dated 16-09- 

2020. (Copy order dated 16-09-2020 is attached as . 

Annexure-“E"), hence instant service appeal before' 

this Honourable Service Tribunal, inter alia, 

following as well as other grounds;-
on the

GROUNDS:

a) That impugned orders dated 29-06-2020 and 16-09-2020 of

respondents are illegal, unlawful against the facts 

circumstances of matter hence are liable to be.set aside.
and
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b) That no proper departmental inquiry was conducted.. No 

Show Cause Notice was issued. Copy of inquiry findings, if '
t, . •

any, were not provided to the appellant. Even he was. not 

afforded the, opportunity of personal hearing . and 

condemned unheard.

That the respondents have not treated the appellant in 

accordance with .law, departmental rules & regulations 

and policy on the subject and have acted in violation of 

Article-4 of the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 

1973 and unlawfully issued the impugned orders, which 

are unjust, unfair hence not sustainable in the eyes of law.

c

• d) That the appellate authority has also failed to abide by 

■ the law and even did not take into consideration the 

grounds incorporated in the memo of appeal. Even the 

penalty with which the appellant was awarded was 

illegal. Thus the impugned orders of respondents 

contrary to the law as laid down in the KPK Police. Rules 

1934, other departmental rules regulations read

are

with
section 24-A of General Clause Act 1897 read with Article

lOA of Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

e) That appellant never absented himself willfully 

deliberately from his duties rather
, or

due to some 

compulsions on account of marriage ceremony of his real 

younger sister at -Karachi and thereafter because 

COVID-19 in the country. Appellant
of

s genuine cause.was 

not given any heed by respondents and he was punished

for the circumstances beyond his control.
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f) That instant appeal is well within time and this honorable 

Service Tribunal has got every jurisdiction to entertain and 

adjudicate upon the same.

PRAYER:

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of instant 

Service Appeal both the orders dated 29-06-2020 and 16-09-

2020 of respondents may graciously be set aside and appellant 

be re-instated, in service with alt.consequential service back
benefits. Any other relief which this Honorable Service Tribunal

deems fit may also be granted.

Appeftant
M

Through:

Mohammad Aslam Tanoli) 

Advocate High Court 
At HaripurDated d 0-2020

VERIFICATION

It is verified thaf the contents .of instanf Service Appeal are true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and 

nothing has been concealed thereof.

.4?Dafed/^ -10-2020 App^frant
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RFFDRF THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR.

SERVICE APPEL NO. 12096/2020.

Israr Ahmad s/o Sabir Islam Ex. Constable No. 1161 .district Police 

Mohqllah Arghoshal village shatay Dodhyal District 

...................... .Appellant
Mansehra r/o 

Mansehra.....

VERSUS

Provincial Police-Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & of hers,

. ........................... Respondents

Replv/ Comments On Behalf Of Respondents

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH;- 
PRELIAAINARY OBJECTION’^

facts and appellant has got noa) The appeal is not based on
of action or locus standi.cause

b) That appeal is not maintainable in the present form.
c) The appeal is bad for non-joinder of necessary and nhis-joinder

of unnecessary parties.

d) The appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the

appeal. .
e) The appeal is barred by the law and limitation.

f) The appellant has not come 

clean hands.

to the Honorable Tribunal with

HrFACTS:-

appellant while posted at PS battal has 

duty with effect from 27.02.2020 to
T. Incorrect. That the 

absented himself from 

25.06.2020(total 3 months and 28 days) without any leave or

■i . permission.
2. Incorrect. The appellant has not submitted any application 

. before any forum for leave. -
ii1

i! :

i!

;■ I
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3. Incorrect. The appellant had to follow the 

take leave for the
I rules and had to
r

purpose instead of absenting himself form 

lawful duty, which Is professional misconduct under the rules 

4. Incorrect. The appellant had to
n

■■

follow the rules, he 

departure; instead to

was
supposed to take leave before

absented himself from lawful duty wifhouf permissi 

5. Correct. The appellant 

statement of allegation.

ion.

was served with charge sheet and 

he replied but it was found
unsatisfactory.

6. Incorrect. The appellant was dismissed, from service,, after
proper departmental enquiry, conducted in accordance with 

law and rules. in which he was held guilty. After proper
departmental , enquiry, the appellant was dismissed from

service vide OB No. 149. dated 29.06.2020.(copy of dismissal 

order is enclosed as annexure A)

7. Incorrect. The appellant is habitual absentee and
was

awarded several punishments on the ground of absence from 

duty.

8. Incorrect. A proper departmental enquiry was conducted in 

accordance with law and legal formalities were observed and 

he was held guilty. (Copy of the enquiry report is enclosed as
annexure B).

9. Pertains to record. However, his 

bed entries/punishment of worth 

service record is annexure C)

His:appeal was rejected being not maintainable 

punishrhbnt awarded to appellant is based on facts and 

under the law/rules

service record is tainted with 

perusal. (List of his previous

10.
and the

-7u
GROUNDS:-

A. Indorrect. The impugned orders are legal, in accordanc^

with facts and rules.

B. Incorrect. Show cause notice was issued and 

enquiry was conducted through enquiry officer.

C. The appellant was treated in accordance with law/rules!

D. The penalty awarded to appellant 

accordance with law / rules.

Hi proper
; :

was lego: and in

Ll
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E. Incorrect. The appellant deliberately absented from 

official, duty without leave. Detail reply is given in Paras 

ibid..

F. ' The instant appeal is badly time barred. ;

PRAYER:

’1

f-:/'
I

of the above mentioned facts, the 

appeal in hand may kindly be dismissed, being devoid
of any legal force and badly time barred, •

In view

i;

5

District ?o\\64 Officer 
AAansehra 

(Respondent No. 3)

n ' A 
' : 
Regie nal Police Officer

Hazara Region Abbottabad 
(Re^ondent No. 2)

i

lice OfficerProvincial 
Khyber PakhtuniVhwa Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 1)

i

I

;
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i
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Appeal No:•>

2o,•' Ar.. ~V‘1~--.z:

Dodhyal, District Mdnset.ra
I

ADDeiianf
• n-

VERSUS i-

j

. Provincial Police Officer, Khvber PaWunkhv^P;3^'or.
2 Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
:: District Police Officer, Mansehra. .. .. Respondents^

1 I

3.
' 1'

')

ypvirt APPtA1.Jt!Bf»

ppf^inM ABBOTTAj3^.

, i

POLICE_____ _
p]<j\A»<;^ED'PROAA SERVICE ANjj

whfreby hi^ departmental APKeAkBgjSglBB^

impugned orders. ,rf APPELLANT

'OMIsEQUENTIAI SERVIC^ACK BENEFiTS,

:
I

BE
WITH ALL C

Respecffoily shewefh,

i -Tiygt in, .ihe rnoidh. of .March,
•plsted at Polige Stotion: Baffd 

i^rmed by his mother that the marriage
sister was scheduled.to take place on 02

‘rsss'riA

i

2020 while appellant
-,3':.iK..vu ••■

he Wc:is telephonicaily 

ceremony of

his younger 

03-2020. y?.
1

;
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t

1

; ■'it.-;'

it

\'S
'. 'v'-i.L



BEFORE tHE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAU PESHAWAR
AT CAMP COURT, ABBOTTABAD.

\
Service Appeal Np.l2096/202d

Date of Institution \ ...
Datp of Decision ...

\ .
I. ..

I ■ I lu ■i
15..10.2020
19.09.2022

Israr Ahmad S/0 Sabir Is.larn, Ex-Constable No.llGl, District Police

. ■ Mapsehra R/0 Mohailah Arghoshal Village Shatay Dodhyat/ District 
•: Mansehra.

! .(Appellant)

■ VERSUS
. V

!
■Provincial,Police Officer,. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and'two 

others. ;ri

(Respondents)»

Mphammad Aslam Tanoli, 
Advocate''

%

For appellant.. •.»
.1

.t
I

Kabir Ullah .Khattak, 
Additidnai ;Advocate General

: Rozina Redman 
Fareeha Payl . .

■ ■!! ■ •

j

For resporidents.

Member (J) 
Member (E).

JUDGMENT
• I

’ \

ROZINA- REHMAN.MEMBER f3):The appellant has invoked the

jurisdictipn of this Tribunal thro.ugh above titled appeal with the ' 

prayer as copied below:

"On acceptance of instant service appeal, the irhpugned 

orders dated 29.06.2020 and 16.09.2620 ov respondents
•' , ' A-. ,

liiay graciously be s<et aside and eppeilant be reinstated in 

his service from the date of dismissal with all consequential;;

service back benefit!r
■'■■ATT^STEn

.K11 y , j, .,,., ^ ^ ^

Service Tt il.ij-.ia#

f

I

f
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Brief facts of t[ie case are that appellant was posted at 

Police Station Baffa wtfen he was teiephonicaily informed by his 

mother regarding the marriage ceremony of his younger sister which 

was scheduled to be held on 02.03.2020. He informed the Officer 

Incharge of the Police Station Baffa and requested for; grant of 15 ' 

days leave. Hie ^bmitted written application for leave. Being an 

eider 'brother of a ,sister, hi? presence vyas necessary. He, therefore, 

requestbd his Incharge time and again to get his leave application 

sanctioned from-the .competeht authority. He was Assured. He 

fDurchaspd ticket fqr Karachi and was , about to move when he Was 

once again assured by .the, Incharge regarding the sanction of his

2

' i*'

05. \

■ • -'H

applicajtion. After marriage ceremony of his sister, complete

Ipckdoyvn started due to COVID-IO in the cbOntry and, trave'Hing was 

banned. . No transport facilit/ was allowed to move from one cW to 

another. In the given circumsbnces, he could not -join'his dutv' and 

he .rep(^rted for .duty .on 07.06.2020., He was served .with charge 

sheet which was replied, thereafter, he. was dismissed from service 

bn 29.06.2020- He filed departmental appeal, which was. rejected,

hence^ the present.seryice appeal.

;-We have heard Muhammad Aslam Tanoli, Advo.cate learned
,0 ./■’-■ .'W' ■

counsel for the appellant and Kabir Ullah Ktiattak, Additional
■ 'w ■, ; . . . , . .

Advocate General for respondents'and have gone through the 

record and the propeedings of the case in minute particulars.

3

r

I

4. ; Muhammad Aslam Tanoli Advocate, iparnod counsel for the

appellant argued inter alia that the impugned orders' are .iilegai,

unlawful'and against ti e facts, hence, liable to be set aside. He

: ■■■A'TTEST-EO

-/ A-:X
i > > »• MS 

I'iti «> i«,i

. •

V-
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contended that the appeJIant v^as not treated in accordance with law

and rules and they actec in violation of Article-4 of the Gonstitution of 

Islamic Republic , of Pafastan, 1973;, that no proper departmental

v inquiry vvas* conducted and no show cause, notice v/as issued. Lsistly

he submitted that the appellant 'never .absented himself, willfully or 

deliberately from: duty rather due to sgme compulsions on account of 

marriage ceremoiy of, his. younger sister at Karachi and thereafter 

because of the GOVID-19 in the Country. He, therefore, requested for
;

I

acceptance of the instant service appeal.

Conversely, learned MG submitted that appellant while posted 

at P5 :.Battal, absented himself frpni duty. w.e;.f 27.02.2020 to 

25.06.2020 without any leave, or permission and that no application 

was submitted beford any forum. He further s.vibmitted. that the 

appellant had to follow the rules and had to take leave for the 

purpose- Instead of .absenting iiimseif from iawfuS .duty, wh^ch is 

professiqriai misconduct, under the rules. Lastly, he submitted that 

proper ^charge sheet with statement of allegations were served upon' 

appellant which was replied and he was disrtiissed from service after 

proper departmental inquiry conducted in accordance with law and

5

:

r

*•
rules! * ^

Frpm thq. record, it is evident that.appellant was serving as 

Constabje in the Police Deparf:ment. The Allegations against appellant 

are ,in;respect of Jiis absence from duty. As. per record, different 

applications were^ubmitted but the same were not got approved und 

on the assurance of the theti Incharge, he left; for Karachi in order to 

attend;.Remarriage ceremony of his younger sister.. The recora

6.

i

r\ArrmrEnI

;

1.
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further shows that the marriage ceremony was scheduled to be held

the same month vide DD No.09 , dated 

02.03.2020 it was reportjed from Police Station Battal, Mansehra that 

after transfer of the appellant from Police Station Baffa-to Police 

Station Battal, ,he did not report his arrival at Police Station Battal. 

Now on one hand/ the. appellant himself admits his departure for 

/ Karachi in the rnonth of March and .on-the . other hand, ‘he vvas 

transferred in March/2020 from one Police Station to another. In the

absence of appellant, he could not. report his arrival at' Police Station
’' ‘ 1. •

Battal but 'all these facts have .not been properly mentioned in the

inquiry! report as to whether any such application had ever been

submitted by the .appellant seeking permission to leave the .station for

attending-the marriage.cererhony of his sister. Nothing is ayailabie on

file which could show that the^ Inquiry Officer ever tried to recoid

Statement of any. witv'.ess including the statement o" appellant with
. * • *

direction to appellant to prove the marriage ceremony of his younger
'. I, ■

sister in Karachi in March,. 2020. He was not asked to produce proof in 

shape of any train ticket to prove his travelling to Karachi. COVID-IO 

is not denied but the Inquiry Report is silent in respect, of COVID-19 

specially in tt^period. mentioned by the appeiiant wherein he stated 

that transport facilit^'-was not available in the entire country. The 

record is silent-in this regard which shows that no proper inquiry was 

conducted arid, al! .the proceedings were done in an. authoritarian 

manner. Appeiiant was not afforded an opportunity of personal , 

hearing as is required under rules. It is, however, a weil-setti6d legal

LI i

t

on 02.03.2020 and in

:

1;•

..

•'r.

9
^ AI'. v'A- ,

y ■

!

ATirs-es'rED ?. 'U
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proposition duly supported by numerous judgments of Apex Court

■■ j.

that foriJiTiposition of major pehaity, regular inquiry is a must;

^Keeping in view :he entire record, we are left with no option 

but to accept this appea| partially by reinstating the appellant for the

1. / 7.

purpose; of de-nov6 inquiry to be conducted within , 60 days of the 

receipt;^f this judgment. Needless to mention here that the appellant 

shall be provided, with'propel oppoitunit-/ of defense during the

inquiry, proceedings. The issue of back benefits shall be subject to the
■ -.ih ^ ^ ■ ■ ’ ■ ' ■

outcorrip of de-novp inquiry. Parties.aredeft to bear their own costs.
j. Mi ■

File be consigned to the record room.

<
•••

.;

i ANNOUNCED. r. 
V 19.09;2022

!

•9
ha Pad!) 

.Me.mber ^ 
Camp Court, A/Abad

. . . \ L ^i '
(Ro^n^^Rehman) . 

^enTl^er (J) 
Cafep CQiift A/Abad
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CHARGESHIil

as Competent Authority, 

as follows.
Irfnh Tarlq (PSP), District Police Officer, Mansohra

hereliy Charge yhu Constable IsmrAhmadiln. Ufil Ro||C6,toi>-
Vitie OD No* 09 elated 02-03-2020 PS battal It has been reported t y

transfefred ifrom PS Bistta to PS Qattal but you did not report your arrival at PS

w«h0»t m I««. »t /
unur^elf from dutv Oh the fbilowlhg occasions without any leave or^errmsso^--------

Period 

li

/ were
/:

/•

IPP

ToFromOB No 02 days 
26 days

07-07-2016
04-08-201^
15- 02-2018 
14-11-201^
16- 08^2018 

04^011-2019^
17-02-2020

06^07^201617^ dated 17-084016
16^7-2017197 dated 16-07-2017

145 dated l7i?6S‘2Q18
55 dated 22-02-2019 
^nidated 03-2-2018 
07 dated 07-04^2019

01 day
02 days 
03 days
01 day
04 days

i4-02^?018
12-1-2018
13-08-2018
03-11-2019

!

13-02-20207Q dated 66-641620
initiated against you and on the 

It amounts to -gross
In tKis regard proper departmental enquiry was

dismissed from Service.recommendation of enquiry officer you were

misconduct. reasons stated above you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Khyber

2014) and have rendered yourself

the said Police Disciplinary Rules, 
submit your written defense within 07 days of

Dueto
Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amerided inPakhturikhawa Police

liable to all df any of (He penalties specified

YOU are, therefore, required to

the receipt of this chafge sheet to the enquiry officer.

written defense, if any, should

in

reach the enquiry officer within the 

have no defense to put in and inYour
specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you 

that case expattee action shall follow against you.
intimate whether you desire to be heard f n person or otherwise.

Statement is also enclosed

D i St ri ct Volifc Off icer,
Mansehra

C" ^A

C

a

CamScanner
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DISCIP LI N A R Y A C T16 N

I, Irfan t^nq (pSP), piSlrict Police Officer Maiisehra, as Competent Authority of the opinion that 

Constable UiJtAhmad No. Ii6i Poiiee ii .has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against as 
he cdnittlitled, the following act/omlssions within the meaning of Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Police 

Disciplinary Rules 1975 (amended in 2014J. ■

nes

In compliance of-judgment of Service tribunal AbboUabad Bench Vide order dated 19-09-2022 
in service Appeal Nbi 12096/2020 It was directed to conduct tienovo enquiry against you in respect of 

foiipwmg allegatiphs.'•

Vide DO No. 09 dated 02-03-2020 PS Battal it has been reported that you were 
transferred from PS Baffa to. PS Battal but you did not report your arrival at PS Battal and absented 

yourself from duty with effect from 27-02^2020 tO 25-06-2020 (03 months & 05 days) without any leave 

or permission. Your previous record was checked and found that yOu have absented yourself from duty 

on the following pceasibns without any leave or permission.

PBNO toFrom Period
179 dated 17-08-2016 J36^7-2016" 07-07-2016 02 days
197 dated 16-0M017 16^7-2017 b4-0$-2017 26 days
145 dated l7-05t26l8 14H32-2018 15^02-2018 Q1 day
55:dated^2^^2019 .14-Ii4cii8 02 days .
303dited63.2-2018 13^08-2018 03 days16^8-2018
07 dated 01^04-2019 O3tli-2019 04-011-20i9 01 day
79 dated Qg-QA-TOlr 13^2-2020 17^02-2020 04 days

In this regard- proper departmental enquiry was Initiated against you and on the 
recommendation of enquiry officer you were dismissed from service. It amounts to gross misconduct.

It shows that yp,u are indisGipline and irresponsible pdliGe official. It amounts to gross misconduct.

For the purpose Of sGfutinizing the conduct of the said accused Officer with reference to the 

above allegations. Mr. Muhammad Suleman; SP investigation Hariour is deputed to conduct formal 
dgpartmentai enquiry against Constable Israr Ahmad No. 1161 Police Lines

The Enquii^ Officer shall in accordance with the provisions of the Khyber . Pakhtunkhawa 
Efficiency & piscipiihe Rules 1973 (amended in .2014), provide reasonable opportunity of hearing the

accused, record findings and rhake reeprnmendations as to punishment or other appropriate action 

agaitisuhe ^ccMsed. * •
the^accused and a welicqnvefsaht representative of the department shallin the preceedini 

the date, tte and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer. Ipi 7 7^
s on

District Wtcfofficer, 
Mansehra

t/dfed Mmehrg the 9.^, /01/Z02$
■̂ * * * * •

cg^y pf the tf^3ye7j/of>v0fded/or/avour o//n/ormptfori and necessary action to: -
1. The Enquiry Officer for ihitlatlng proceedlnes against the defaMlter officer under the provisions' 

pftteKhyber PakhtunMwatffiCieney.& Discipline Rules 197^ (amended in 2014).

2, Dpnstable Israr Ahmad No* 1161 Police Lines with the direction
to submit his written

statement to the Enquiry Gffleer within 07 days pf the receipt of this charge sheet/statement 

of allegations and alsp to app.ear.bef0re the Enquiry Officer on the date, time and place fixed 

for the purposes of departmental proceedings.

Pistrici Lie/Officer,

CamScanner
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aOFFICE OF THB
^uperlhtehiJem of Police. thvestlgaVoh 

Harlpur. '
l^mBlhssfiJnvJwfipui^yahoo.com

Ph: No. 0H5'920Q33, Fox No. 099S’627069

P3l7f]7^

s
{.

No. tPk, dalRfl
•V
1to: the Assistant ihspQctor General of PoliGo,

ih^uiriBBi imernal Accountability firanch, GPO 
Khybef Pakhtunkhwa* PoBhavyar.%

Subjfect: ;'

Memo:

Kindly refer to your office letter No 59.62/CPWIAB
dated 10.01.2023

on the above cited subject;

It is submitted that subject cited deno

undersigned by .your good office to conduct denovo 

Ahmed No. 1161 District Mansehra.

vp enquiry was entrusted to the

enquiry of Ex-Constable Israr

'""■W 10 Una oat ||»

Officer, Mansehra vide this
requested the district Poiice 

dated 23-01-2023 to issue
. '»^'9^'^t’t#p!»1yithjsumrr,a,y of allegations 

1161. pisMot Merisehra to proceed fufth
Exoconstable Israr Ahmed No. 

ler in the matter of denovo enquiry. (Copy of
Memo No. 158/PA, dated 23-01.2023 i

$ enclosed as Annexure "A").

For the purpose of enquiry the District Police Office^ Mansehra has 

issue Charge Cheet alpng with

Nd, 1161, Pistriet lyiqnsehra

2023> As per summary of allegations levelled

No. i«1, wddDDfNp. 09

summary of allegation to Ex-Constable israr Ahmed

Vide his Office Memo No, 710-11/pa
dated 26^01-

against Ex-;Gpristable israr Ahmed

dated 02.03.2022 PS Battal District Mansehra,ha, white 
he was transferred from PS Bafla to PS Battal and absented himself fro

effect from 27*02-2020 tp 26-06.2020 (03 Monfhs & 05 D
in duty with 

ays) without any leave or'
» »™. ,W d.

IstoH in ^
?!r-

Annexure "8"),

ii CamScanner‘WfSSS^
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mDuring tHe enquiry proceedings the alleged Es-Constable Israr Ahmett|.

ft : w Na. 1161 Distrlbt Marisehfa submitted His written comprehensive statement in ^ 

response of allegetlOns as per charge sheet in which he stated that he submitted 

leave application fOr aUehding his sister marriage ceremony at Karachi, but his ,

■m-.

m. m iSp

application Was net aeeapted. Ha submltled that on 02-03-2020 he went to Karachi 

for the purpose of his sister marriage ceremonyi meanwhile due to COV1D-19 lock- 

down Was started and he was still there at Karachi. Ha added that after some relief 

m fock-dowh he retumed back to iiiisirlct Mansehra 

fiattai Vide OD NO. 15, dated 02-06.2020 and further prayed for forg 

Of Statement of alleged is enclosed as Artnexure "G").

. mil
1

and made his arrival in PS 

iveness. (Copy

Similarly, during the enquiry proceedings others relevant record

thoroughly perused by the undersigned 

Mansehra vras summohed/appeared befo 

Ndr 163^166/RA.

"O").

was

and following officers/officials of District 

re the undersigned vide this office Memo 

dated 1042-2023. (Copy of summoned is end
osed as Annexure

■ii.^-@adMaiid^Na|gifi#,B&dh

aHCBariratyilah,

'w Traffic Inspector Mansehra. 

the then MHC PS Batlal now MHC PS Balakot, Manseh

3.«e Nadeem No. 46, the tben IHC PS Battal now Inv Wing PS Qhari Habib Ullah, 

Mansehra.

,1
:1

ra.
Ia

• iI
ilt
S'

Oyririgthe 

then PS Sattnl

enquiry proceedings the statements of Si Qa^i Majid . the *
linow inspector Traffic Mansehra, HC Barkat Uliah,

the then
Mansehra and HQ Nadeem No. 46. the thenMNQ PQ iattal now MHe PS Balakot,

IHg SaWl ridw IHG PQ Qhari Hai)iq yilah Mansehra, were recorded which is

revealed that the sliepq lxrQpnsfable ismrAhmoq No
1101 Pistrict Mansehra is 

to PS Battal District 

at PS Battal and absented 

or permission. (Copy of statements are enclosed as

transforreq afi6 pbsted from PS Hafft DHtrlst Mansehra

Manshera the alleged, official did not: roRorf his arrival

himself vvifiioW ariy leave

Annexure "B, P and G"),
!■.

Lt!
CamScanner■•eaa'
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Binding/RECOMMfeNbAtjON: • '^niv:"

.V

%IS
In view of the above and after perusal of statement of alleged official 

statemems of other police officers and previous service record of alleged official, it 

has revealed that delinquent constable has gone to Karachi for his sisters marriage 

ceremony and did hpt return bacK to District Mansehra. AS per his statement he 

could rvbt came back to join his duly due to Lock down imposed by the Govt; due to 

eOVlp-19 which does hot seem to be a genuine reason. Being a member of 

disciplined force he was supposed to obtain proper leave or pemiiSsion from his 

seriiprs. therefore, 1, Muhamrnad Suleman. Superintendent of Police, Investigation 

Haripur being ari enquiry officer, recommended that he may kindly be awarded 

Major punishrnent mOst preferably be reverted to time scale of constable.

%9
*■:

-or. r

t

Submitted for your kind perusal, please.

MufUmmad Suleman, 
Superlntendeht of Police, 

investigation, Haripur.

'r'

■ 1 f

CamScanner
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llws oilico drier vyijl dispose off the ddpnfldieninl cn.qtiiry proceeding, against
Oiwia tle Isrnr Alihind hid, 53.4 vvbi) Was proceeded agsiiisl-ddpnftmcnu^^ (ho

ollcgaliim dvaridide Db. No; 09' dnted02i0:|^lj2ft l>^ IJnllnl i
.mSfurLd Ironv tS jjsjfa.qp, 1?S Rntiiil bill he ,did luit report Ids orrivul ot I'S Batlal and 

. ohsemed himscl^fiom ^ty,.47.02:2020 10:25:06;262d>^^^^ QS daya) wilhoot any
ioavepr pcnnlssion. Hispreyioos:rcedrd>yaS;ehceked,add:(dund that^
fVpm duly on the {bllpwine occasions wilhodl any Jeave dr permission

ibn Nq.

il been reported lluil he >vas

Frdm ^
()6i;^07.20]6

.'To:, Periodt:79/V7.a8:20;ifi
6:07:2017 MMmG

Q4s08;2017 
. I^;Q2:2018

02 daysJ40M911 26 dayslA$/i7:05.2Q;l8 •
Ql-days
essays.■jMiasis r :' ::i4;a:2oig^'303/03:05.2018 13:08;20I8 ^16:HSS201ff ,

04.11,2019
. vi§mm

: 03 days. 07/073)412019 ..., :
^ 79/06i04;2020 :03;l4^20i:9‘ I • 01 days

04duvsi3.P2.2()20

In Oiii i^gard proper departmehlai. ertiiJi^ wai initimcf 

tccommciidatidn of cnqiiiry;oftlcef he was dismissed from sem
■ ^ ;Supcrilehdant- of Inyestigalion,, Haripur was

appd.med.as ghciuiry ©fficcr.for denovdvem,ui,y.yiddv(:p>b iyiemp-»;3gd-88ffifip/lAa:<h.ted
303:2023.1)0 Enquiry :Qmw.:after!cSndocting;dcndyd;dcpdTtn)e^ |,as submitted 

.W» repnn

^remony ar,d;aid pjdturmfelo,o.di|tic^gpr^^
he ^uld noi oamefMK: td:j3in l)is;dH|y; apepd doefedowh impps^iby thd ^

m supposed ld;,^^u,;;p|gpoj,

TeeommcndeUthim^riSi^ipudisImiBdt/mQSt^
On epnstabl9:is!rar;A:!vpvfia:ibj[o: i

,otdcrly:room;bu| 1)0 ddugts^^pyiotetKd^vasr^^j^d^^^
^ V.: * ,v> * **' * * **

: against him arid on the

.,;^e;'IhSitiiy, Qflicdi
i«e>s(?a(edpc6j)stabld.

■''ij,.
1. >i^;Oistndr:^diJ^ iiliddft

remainedoMl dP^ndj^islreat^risleayd wilhdur^

r- f?6r4ft^;fU^gMi}Ci^
;4'

I) »niecr■ ir - .
. 'OB'No^

/Si mm.
Miut?



' 6»

before the dig HAZARA RAivrr,Tr
'V ■ abbottabad

appeal against the ORniTP
MANSEHRA
received on 10.05.2023 VTDF. wwrnw
XHE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDEn
major punishment of REVERSTOTJ to
TIME SCALE TTWDP.r

OF DPO
BATED 14.04.2023

DISCRIPLINARYRULES. 197.q-

Respected Sir,

The brief facts leading to the instant 
appeal |are arrayed as follows; -

1) That, the appellant was served with a 
charge sheet stating therein that 
appellant was transferred from PS 
Baffa to^ PS Battal; the appellant 

entered his departure and DD of PS 
Baffa and did not report at PS Battal 
and thus absented himself from duty 
tantaruounting to misconduct.

the

2) That, the family of the 
settled at Karachi and the

appellant is
marriaee

ceremony of his younger sister was 
going to be performed. The 
submitted 
he was

appellant 
application for leave, but 

not granted leave. 
appellant left for Karachi in order to 
participate in the marriage ceremony of 
his younger sister. To his misfortune, 
Covid-19 started and on account of 
that reason even the traffic from 
Karachi to Mansehra
and the petitioner had 
ther^.

an
The

was not available
to stay over 

With great difficulty the 
appellant came to his native village, 
but the native village namely Shatay 
and on account of Covid-19 Village 
Shatay was also locked. On account of 
above noted reasons the appellant 
could not report in the PS.

n

.'4-^
31 That, the absence of the 

neither intentional
appellant is 

nor deliberate but 
account of above noted reasons. Theon



)

appellant could not resumed his 
duties.

That, on account of the impugned 
order, there is an extra ordinary loss to 
the appellant which is not in 
consonance with the gravity of the 
allegations.

4)

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed and 
requested that on acceptance of appeal, the 
impugned order may kindly be set aside.

Dated 16/05/2023

Israr Ahmed 
Ex-Constable 

No. 1161
Presently No. 534

- ^191-3
1

0?> > r
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OFFICE OF THE REGIONAL FGLICE OFFICF.R ' ^ 

HAZARA REGION, ARIJOTTAHAO
ny‘>2-93H>02l-22 

0992-9310023 
^ r.rpoliiizara{fl)”niaiKc(>m 

/E DATED.Z^’7/2023

■

’ o/ km:( No

Dated ^-o

. NT)

O R 0 E R
This order will dispose of departmental appeal under Rule 11-A of KIv- ber 

Raldnunkiuva IT^lice Rules; 1975 submitted by FC Israr Ahmed No. I 161 

Niausehrn against the punishment of'RVeirrAv/ into time scate 

DiSi.ricl I'oiice OlTiecr Mansehra vide OB No.65. dated 14-04-2023.

of Oisiriel

constni’U’" awarded hv

Bricl laets leading to the punishment are that the Appellant winle posted tit 

PS Bnl'lii was iranslirrcd to PS Battal foiled to report his arrival at PS Ifoltal ; 

himseii' from duty with effect from 27-02-2020
and. absenied

to 25-()6-202() (3 months <^2 28 tUtys) 
without any leave or permission. He was dismissed by DPO Mansehra vide OB No. 140

da:cd 20-06-2(120. Later on. he approached to the court of Service i nlnma! K1M2 iVnm

vviicie conducting ofOenovo enquiry was ordered. On w'hich Muhammad Sulu 

SL ln\cs:ig.;iiiori Mansehra deputed
lau ihfo liv.'j!

as F.O (m the order of 01(1 Internal 
Braiidi Peshas’-ar. Unco again he w-as recommended for major Punisliment hv i-.o. 

vyiv.en Leig) ivlausehra awarded him punishment of reverted

il'aliiN'

to lime scale coriStalue.
Mence, tne anpcliant sidimilied this present appeal.

Alter receiving his appeal, comments of District Police cyiTiceie Mansehra

Were sought nned/periised. 1'he undersigned called, the appcllimi in ()R oii 

2!i23 and heard iiim in personLwIicre he has been given rcasmiald

and exan

27^j6-2 t; op,porlUhllv ie.

dei'-nd lamseii against tlic charges, however he failed to advance anv ins!i';caii 

deleiisc. riius. ilK- disciplinary action taken by the coinpeteiH authorip.'
am m ins

seesns genuaa; and, 

ers vunie;’t\:dtag ai'ipe n is Igihle lo he 'Msmissecl. rherc'brc. in exercise of the pc-’.- 

the iintiersigned imder Rule iI-4 (a) of Rhvbcr Pahhlunkhwa jNviice Kill

(anaaKlou 2014) the instant appeal is herebywith immcdiaiwed^

' ' }A*

A.

" \ *\
c <,», v U AVji2MerE\N (PSP)

^ ^ RegirrfiN Poliee ( d'hcer.
Hazara ILegu-ri. AN-on.VLMd.

—-'A oiVv'dorA-. ardcd 10 DPO Mansehra for information and necr-ssar'/ aepn!! w u' 
to his oince Memo: No.6534/PDSiL dated 02-06-2023. Service Record alonmcnii Sdudi 
I'vhssai oi iiic apr-ed.'mi is returned herewith for record.
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