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Tlie appeal ol Mr. Rizwan Khan received today i.e on 04.01.2024 is incomplete on the 

r;)ili:jv.'ing score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and 
r-i'SL'bniiS.sio;^ withu^, .15 days.

1- l.ndex of the appeal be prepared according to Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal
rules 197d. ' . '

2- ̂ Appeal has not been fiagged/marked with annexures marks.
'3-^ Check list i.s not attached with the appeal.

Annexures of the appeal are unattested.
.5 Copy of departfrienta! appeal is not attached with the appeal be placed on it. 
b- Annexures It, L, D fi b of the appeal are illegible be replaced by' iegihle/better 

^ 7- Annexure.s of the appeal are not in ser..jut.'nce be annexed serial wise as mentioned irj
the memo of appeal. ,
i-.‘ve copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect may 
also be SLibniitted with the appeal: , '
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No.

Rizwan Khan Constable No-2291, Police Post Mazanga, District Bannu.

APPELLANT

VERSUS

!1. Province of KPK through Inspector General of Police/ Provincial, Police 

Officer, Central Police Office, Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu.

3. District Police Officer, Bannu.

i

RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974
AGAINST IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 18-01-2023, PASSED BY
RESPONDENT NO-3 WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
AWARDED THE MAJOR PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE
AND HIS DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST THF. IMPUNGED
ORDER IBID WAS REJECTED BY RESPONDENT NO-2 VIDE 

IMPUGNED FINAL ORDER DATED 20-04-2023. DISREGARD OF THP.
RULES AND PRINCIPLES OF NATURAL JUSTICE, PRAYS AND
AGAINST NOT TAKING ACTION ON THE REVISION OF THE
APPELLANT WITH IN STATUTORY PERIOD

Respectfully Sheweth: 

FACTS OF THE CASE

1. That the appellant joined the Police Force as Constable on 01-03-2020 and 

from day one of his service, he performed his statutory duties to the entire 

satisfaction of his superiors and about with full devotion and honesty.

2. That on 12-01-2023, the appellant while posted as constable at police post 
M^anga Haved Bannu had a serious health emergency while leaving for 

his daily duty and was not able to perform his services for a day..



i
3. That ‘Unfortunately on 18-01-2023 the respondent No-3 passed the 

impugned order and imposed the major penalty of Dismissal from service 

upon the appellant on the pretext of absence from duty, disregard of the 

rules and procedure provided under the law. (Copy of the notification and 

dismissal are attached as annexure A and B).

4. That fee ing aggrieved the appellant filed his departmental appeal before 

' the respondent No-2 .but the appellate authority( respondent No-2) rejected 

the departmental appeal of the appellant vide impugned final order dated 

20-04-2023. It is strange and surprising that after the impugned order of 

dismissal from service dated 18-01-2023 a show cause notice dated 19-01- 

2023 was served upon the appellant, which is illegal and a blatant violation 

of the law, procedure and rules. (Annex C, D and E)

5. That the appellants! revision petition regarding reinstatement has been 

communicated to respondents no 01 on 08/06/2023 but no reply or response 

till this date with in statutory period.

Hence the present appeal is being filed inter alia on the following grounds:

GROUNDS:

A. That both the impugned orders are passed without due process of law, 
therefore, illegal and void.

B. That the impugned order dated 18-01-2023 passed by respondent No-3 is 
based oii malafide as the Authority passed the impugned order, ibid on 18- i 
01-2023' while served the show cause notice dated 19-01-2023 upon the 

appellant after the issuance of impugned order, thus entire proceeding is' : 
illegal, void and unsustainable under the law.

C. That before passing the impugned order dated 18-01-2023 no inquiry was 
conduct^ through inquiry committee/inquiry officer to dig out the truth and 

impugned order was passed in a haphazard manner in haste, therefore, all 
proceedings ^d impugned orders are arbitrary and liable to be set- aside.

D. That before issuance of impugned order dated 18-01-2023 and final order 

dated 2()-04-2023 by competent authority and appellate authority, no 

chance of personal hearing was afforded to the appellant, thus the appellant 
was condemned unheard in clear violation of the rules and principles of 

natural justice. The action of the respondents is in utter violation of Article 

10-A of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 which reads 

' asunder: • '



I

"Right to fair trial. For the determination or his civil rights and obligations 

or in iiyj criminal charge against him a person shall be entitled to a fair trial^ 

and dtie process. . t

E. That it is pertinent to mention here that his fellow colleagues (constables) 

who were dismissed along with him on the same date were reinstated in the 

services by this Hon’ble Court, (attested copies of the order is attached)

F. That both the impugned orders passed by respondents are harsh and not 
proportionate to guilt of the appellant. The august Supreme Court of 

PakistanTime and again reiterated that the penalty should proportionate to 

the guilt of the delinquent civil servant. (2006 SCMR-443)

G. That the appellant seeks the permission of this Honourable Court for 

further/ additional grounds at the time of arguments.

In view of the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case it is 

humbly prayed that the impugned order dated 18-01-2023 passed by 

respondent No-3 and Final order dated 20-04-2023 passed by respondent 
No-2 both may graciously be set aside being illegal and void, directing the
respondents to reinstate the appellant into service with all back benefits,

.1.

Any otHer relief if this court deems appropriate in the circumstance of the 

case may also be granted in favour of appellant.

APPELLANT

THROUGH

HIRA BABAR
I Advocate High Court 

Peshawar

AFFIDAVITi
f

I, mentioned above, do hereby declare on oath that the contents of this appeal is true 

and correct to the best of my knowledge and nothing has been concealed there in

Deponent
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Ttff FORF THF, KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 979 12023
✓

Rizwan Khan Constable No-2291, Police Post Mazanga, District Bannu.

VERSUS

Province of KPK through Inspector General of Police/ Provincial Police Officer, 

Central Police Office, Peshawar & others.

ADDRESSES OF PARTIES!

PETITIONER.
Rizwan Khan Constable No-2291, Police Post Mazanga, District Bannu.

AnnRTCfifiRS OF RESPONDENTS
1. Province of KPK through Inspector General of Police/ Provincial Police

Officer, Central Police Office, Peshawar.

2. Regional Police Officer, Bannu Region, Bannu.

3. District Police Officer, Bannu.

APPELLANT

THROUGH

HIRA BABARI

Advocate High Court 

Peshawar
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PiTNTSHMENT ORDER
The following Constables posted to sensitive Police Posts: However. It has been 

reported that they remain absent most of the time and do not perform *eir duty 

efficiently. They pay no attention to the directions issued, by, the undersigned an
do not mend their ways. They are habitual absentee.

PP Mazanga 

PP Mazanga 

PP Mazanga 

Cook PP Mazanga ' 
Cook PP. Sheikh Landak 

Cook PS Haved

1. Constable Wasim Ullah No, 1562
2. Constable Rizwan Khan No. 2291
3. Constable Haq Nawaz No. 157
4. Constable Sair Ullah No. 566
5. Constable Nayab Khan No. 971
6. Constable Parmez Khan No. 662

Keeping in view of the above, the undersigned meticulously perused all the relev^t 

record. Being habitual absentee their further retention in service would be
detrimental and burden over shoulders of the Department. In 
terrorism, their absence have put other officials of the concerned Police Posts ri , 
therefore, I. Dr. Muhammad Iqbal, District Police Officer, Baimu, m of ^

vested in me under Police Rule 1975(As amended vide Govt of l^yber 

Gazette Notification of even No: dated 27th of August 2014) hereby
"Dismissal from Service" with immediate

power
Pakhtunkhwa 
awarded them Major Punishment of

/effect.

OB No. 55 

Dated: 15-01-2023

(Dr. MUHAMMAD IQBAL)
PSP District Police Officer, Banuu.

Tel: 0928-9270038 

Fax:0928-9270045

Email: dpobannu2@gmail.com
. ? 'J

mailto:dpobannu2@gmail.com
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The Ibllovving Constables p-asicd to.sensitive Po!ic<i^'Pos[S‘*hrt)\ver5r"TrTas“bccn’ 

reponed .llinl Ihcy remain absent most of the time and do not pcrroir.i tlieir duty ctncicnily. Tlic\- pay 
no alleniion to the directions IssitciL by the itiidcrsiyncd and iio 
habiluai absentee. ' '

■ >

not inetul liieir ways. Tliey are .

I. (‘on.stabIc VVasim Ullah Nlo. l.->62 
.T'. Con.siabkyRizwah Khan No. 
y,- Constable.i hn| Nawaz. No. 157 

ConstablciSair Uilah No. 560 
C'onsiable'Nayab Khan No. 971 

(). Ctnislable I'arniez. Khi\n No. ()()2

PP Vla/anga.

PP Mazanga 
PP Ma/n.-iga 
Cook VP .Ma/.anga 
Cook PP Sheikh l.andnk 
(.:ook PS I laved

f ^

i

If

I

Keeping in view of the above, the undersigned motictilou.sly pcru.scd all the reiewam 
record. Being habitual abscnteejheir further retention in sci*vicc woalri be detrimental and burden 
tn-er .shoulders of the Department. In the

r .
{

situation of terrorism, ihcir’nb.sencc have put other 
at! ciais of the concerned Police Posi.s at risk, therefore, i. Dr. ivUihammad

eurremt

I(|l)al, Di.strict Police
^■rnecr, iJannu. in e.vereise^of the power vested in me under Police Rule l975C.As amended vide 

■ . Govt: of Khybcr Pakhiunkhwa Gazette Notitleation of even No; dated 27‘” of August :0M> hereby

awarded ilK-n Major'Puni.slmKiu of-Di.smi.ssal rnini Service" with iinipediate elTeel.

on No. 4%
•-• • D.iterl , IS ^ / /2()23 <r

:«
(Dr. MUPIAMMAD IQBAL)P.SP 

Di.strict Police Officer, 
l/amiii.

.................rci:Tj92'S-9270038 •
Fax :0'v2S*9270045 

Email; d|iobanmi2V/ email.eoiii
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BETTER COPYT

OFFICE OF THK DISTRICT POLICF OFFICER. BANNU
SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

(Under Rules 5(03) KPK Police Rules, 1975)
•I •

That you FC Rizwan No. 2291, FC Waseem Khan No. 1592, FC Sairullah No. 566, FC Wall 
Nawaz No 677 FC Haq Nawaz No. 157 have rendered yourselves liable to be proceeded mder 
Rule 5(3) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules (As amended vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
gazette Notification No. If" of August 2014) for the following misconduct:

obeying the orders of your seniors which amounts to gross misconduct and make you liable

> That you were issued Explanation Notices vide this office No. 12/SRC, dated 13.01.2023 
but your replies have been found illogical, irrational, irrelevant and unsatisfactory.

> Such an act on your part is against service discipline and amounts to gross misconduct /
negligence in duty.

That by reason of above, as sufficient material is placed before the undersigned; therefore it is 
decided to proceed against you in general police proceeding without aid of enquiry otlicer.

That the misconduct on your part is prejudicial to good order of discipline in the police force.

in efficient and unbecomingThat your retention in the police force will amount to encourage 
of good police officers:

That by taking cognizance of the matter under inquiry, the undersigned as competent authonty 
under the said rules, proposes stem action against you by awarding one or more of the kind 

punishments as provided in the rules.

You are, therefore called upon to show cause as to why you should not be dealt strictly in 
accordance with the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975 for the misconduct referred to
above.

You should submit reply to this show cause notice within 07 days of the receipt of the notice
failing which an ex-parte action shall be taken against you.
You are further directed to inform the undersigned that wish to be heard in person or not.
By reason of above you have rendered yourself liable to be proceeded under ^)Jer 
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules (As amended vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa gazette Notification No. 
27‘*’ of August 2014), hence these ground of action.

(Dr. MUHAMMAD IQBAL) PSP 
District Police Officer 

Bannu

/SRC, dated 17/01/2023.No. 18

Received by

i:
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BETTER COPY
ORDER:

This order will dispose of departmental appeal, preferred by Ex-Cook 
constable Rizwan Khan No. 2291 of District Bannu, wherein he has prayed for 
setting aside the order of major punishment of “Dismissal from service , iinposed 

DPO Bannu vide OB No. 58 dated 18.01.2023 for committing ofupon him by 
following misconduct:

reported by SDPO Rural-I, Bannu, the appellant was found 
absent without any sanctioned leave or prior permission from the 
competent authority. The appellant did not perform his duty efficiently. 
He did not pay attention to the directions issued by he DPO Bannu and 

did not mend his way. He is habitual absentee.

• That as

Comments, service record and other relevant papers were received 
from DPO Bannu vide his office letter No. 968/SRC, dated 21.02.2023 and pemsed 

in detail. The DPO Bannu has reported that the appellant was issued Show Cause 
Notice vide No. 18/SRC dated 17.01.2023 but his reply was found unsatisfacto^. 
The appellant being habitual absentee, his further retention in service would be 

determental and burden over the shoulder of the department. In the current situation 
of terrorism his absence has put other officials of the concerned Police Post at risk. 
Therefore, the competent au^ority (DPO Bannu) has awarded the appellant major 
punishment of “Dismissal From Service” vide OB No. 58 dated 18.01.2023. the 

appellant was heard in person in orderly room held in RPO Office Bannu on 
06/04/2023. His plea was not found convincing. He had recruited an “Iwazi at a 
rate of Rs; 10,000/- per month to perform duties in his place while he himself was 

doing private business. The introduction of his dirty culture is extremely dangerous 

in police department and caimot be allowed to go unchecked.
Therefore, I Syed Ashfaq Aimax PSP, Regional Police Officer, 

Bannu Region Bannu, in exercise of the powers vested in me under Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules, 1975 (amended in 2014) hereby reject his appeal and 
endorse the punishment awarded to him by DPO Bannu vide OB No. 58 date 

18.01.2023.

ORDER ANNOUNCED
OB No.___23
Dated: 20-04-2023

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, 

Bannu
No. 1217 / EC, dated Bannu the 20/04/2023
Cc:

his office letter No. cited above.DPO Barmu for necessary action ___
Complete Service Roll and other relevant papers of Ex-FC Rizwan Khm No. 2291 
of District Bannu are sent herewith for record in your office, which may be
acknowledged, please. A

Regional Police Officer, 
Bannu Region, 

Bannu
iVi,-..}

/
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, Bannu hds'.k-pi^itfd ihti ihe -nppelbm; wn^-feiicd Shii^v Cmm Xi^iiee v^de NVJSiKltC <i,j:ed 

l7.0.t:2(:Lt3 5|«i: biis rcply'.iyji!; jaltnd uTir;ailsr2dorv,‘tlic .EipfsSL'riipl'ieiiiig hdbbiiail ;ib:scmeCi. hw 

fnPdier ifrlcnTiiMs In '.%en’icv wtutlj be fJerriTnesiliiil m-ld S'nriivn over the ifh^nilder cifthc ;iep.init:en;. 
Iti iK* vtirrent sitmnh'jh bb tenrijr'ism hv-y pul uiher ■i:>friv.lu's td* 'c^''j'ic:etiH*d I'chc'c

_ .J’lasl al ri;d.;j ;^T!ieridhre. Ific conit-vetcnl autlKirity <D!*D |lafir?!,i) him a^vlirded LhemppeUuJit 
■f!lm:shnjdii^br‘*!>br.iE>Miti from Serdtd' vide 0!,ri^'.x 5U daied ISJjyiKp,, TU* iipj-dlant 

I’.caid in ■[■jcmi.'ii'i ii> r‘i‘dlerlv rntmi hdd in tJlPd f)JT:ce l.tannn ixi Or<.0'll,7ri.7X Hiit plea was r.ul 
rmind cndWncir.ii. 31c had reciudcd an ’dwa/.i'nt;« rare of per !i:i r<rtV‘rni
dudes ip-fniT’phvc.while he lsin]Sicirwi,v.s didnii private hiidncs'u TIu.* Intnvductian iiu'lh'i.-; dirve 

culiure iscJitfctnely thm^trri.i'Us in ;xdicc dcpuflmeiii iind canriul he ultcneed tt'ge imcJiccked.
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fen'etidcd 'im.2014| Jterehy rcjecl his appcul un J enJ:ur«e the pdni'ihmctir. .iwnrdcd lo hi in' bv D?0 
O3nmiv;yf)!lKte.JSdi)t*nS.0L:02’.^ ■ ■ .

nKiM-Kj^KXnpNCl-n

■‘ irff g»:;.

:
!

t
/

I y
' I" JI /»

fr'--
Jbcuivuia' fy>5ive Ordycr. 

Bannu Rcgjnn, \ 
Daann

-/ f I.
■/ ;

-V'

f i

\
\

No.
Ct: £

/■ ^’’ '■ ■Dl*0*lhmriu fur necessary a^uion w " mtlice lei;er Nu. died :nK'’ve. Complete 
Service KvifI arit! niticr rclevnnt papers isr rA-rC Khi'jn-.Ni(.2393

.’idii.hcRtwiih tm a-i;;i>rd m ynur ctBice 'wli;id,i -r-.y k' .irfivk^-ylkigcdppSinissr,
t- •■ . /• ‘

of DihtncfpJhmru .are
//

( /

— /
1 V-f

1

"^W;,

Ueyi.nsat Ihdiec Of'lleer. 
. Butmti Reipmh 

Ikruni

•m..
—5.

-
ir
I

,>i

;

'r"~~
j

' I
1



u
/

♦
-/i^U Jyf/?V* ^

!(jltfL^l^

^ c/u 6^J (ji* {ji^ > ^>1^) 45 »U 10 4/ ij" 1^

««

J

i/yuli* J4 -1/^ ^ L‘ (KGN) Jcv^ ;ii^^ 4u> oi*/? 1/

^l7^Jl4^KGN)-J^l/ jrJCV^KGNi-i^^oJ 12/01/23

7

L^^yislests

^l/ t ^ ^ ^^If'*' 1^4 - (^ ^ ul/Documents

/12/01/23c}^w(7 (ji*/l 2/01/2.3

5c<^^/58//OB Jf/^<L^UDPO /l8/01/23»7^7j(iJ>^*J^/^Uy:f

-l/c*^l^y.i:i^ ij/y/cilVr^

Ty’X'BvtftrUX'^^^^cJ^yjreject

*(3;Rejection Mistake^

^rlj^vZ^iJ^fc^U’RPO
I

7ii<i^777

. ^::; \ V



< .; •'

f
/

J
L

j/u il-(J" u c/*i (J^ % (1) a ^ (ji* c^i ^

Jk.( 157y:^ ;(ytJ (^(2) (J/j^)1562' . ci'U'c/*

(

^yt(j

;

(

( ;i-'- 'V'C"r^V'
• 1

2 9 l/FCbil-^vjy i/”

:l/U

N

\

r



/ , n.■■■

.1.

H \u s IV RV R l>AKHTUNKJ-IW a SEHVBCE TRIBUNAL 
-----------------------

BKFORK 'njK

■n-Service Appeal No. 979/2023 r.>..

MEMBER (J) 
MEMBER (E)

[Ji:-i'()Ri;: Mli. SAi,A!i-Ul)-l)!N
iMSSSFAREEHAPAUli

;iJihii! sAasl-.u.k No. 566/Co,ok, Bolicc j'osJ Mazanga, District 
Bonn,.......................................:............................................ -......... .

Versus

klivlM--r Pakhtunkhwa througli [nspector General ofi. Province oi
Pnlicc/Proviociiil Police Officer, Peshawar.

fiannu.2. Rej^iooiti Police {)lTiccr, Bannu Region, 
A Distncl i'oijcc Onicer, Bannu. ....... (Respondents)

Shali/ada irJiwi 
Acivocau; For appellants 

For respondentsMr. .Miiliatnnu'iu Jiiic 
Dislricr .Altonics

0,3.05.2023
21.11.2023
2.1.11.2023

Diio: oi" InsliUiiion........
i );ii.c of Hearing.......
! ).'ilc oi'Decision..........

JIJOGEMEN'r

S’Alii.. MEMBER (Et: 'J'hrough this single judgment, we

intend (liS))o.sc ol'in.slant appeal as well as connected Service Appeal No. 

980/2023. Oiled "Nayab Kltan Versus Province of Ivhyber Pakhtnnldiwa

in both thethrough liispc.clor (.iencral of I'olice, Peshawar and others”, as 

questions of law and facts are involved.appeals coaninou

The scaviec rtppeal in hand has3aeen instituled under Section 4 ot the 

Service Tribunal AcF 1974 against the order dated

whereby the appellant was

7

Khybcr Pakhtiinidnva 

18.01.202.3. i>:isseri by re.spoiidcnt No-3

avvardcti d'lc rcejoi nenatiy oi dismissal irom service: and his depaitmental ,
7

\

2 /-f u
d. j 1 fg

■■d r- -.-t.
‘V > "i;

0 -A ... 
r-r
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?

vidQ 11^?!!

2().()4.:^(}2'i iM (iisR-i>ai-d of the ruie;i and principles ofnawral justice, wi|h 

I'hc prayer io sci. aside both the impugned ordPJ*^ 4nd reinstate tlip appellJint 

ink) service Rail ad inrek bcnchis/along'wil:!^ any other reliet which the

■ ')ii by !-esp()|)dehi. Ui}.i'a|)pCii
:

i■I’rihi.ifia! dc-ciiu'd ;i;Vj)ropr]ate.

rn.'ici' ei'the cascp US givpn in the ineinoraadum pt appeal, ai'e 

i.uncii the Rpiicc Forep as Consiabie on pl.01.2015- On

a.

thaf ihc ajips'iiaiil,

!8.0i.20:-',v die re;;pian<ient No.3 passed the impugned order and impose^’

die iiiajoi jieiiahy ^d' dismissal from service upon tlic appellant on the pretext ,

aggrieved, the appellant tiled his ■
i '

lcf)anTncnuii em'eal before the respondent No. 2 l>ut the appellate authority

rejected ills dcpririincnta] appeal ;vidc impugned final Prdei' dated
i

20.()4.2(!2d, A her die impugned order of dismissal- ifom service dated 

I8.0].2(}:A> n shuw cause notice dated 19.01.2023 was served upon the ■, 

appcllani, -adiicii was idcgal and a blatant violation of the law, procedure 

and i-ules; hence Mu; instant sciwicc appeal.

of absence froui duty. Feeling

. I

[A;sin)!ideiiis vvcrc put on notice who submitted their reply/commehts 

on the amicai, VV'c ficard the learned counsel for the appellant as well as the 

learned Dir.ii ici Auorncy for the respondents and perused the case file with

. -v

connected dcaMi'iicms in detail.

I .eariicd counsel for the appellant, after presenting the case in detail, 

argued dial impugned orders were.passed without due process of law and 

iicncc they v.-cav illegal and void. Me fiirther argued that the impugned order

I 8.01.2023 while the show cau.se notice was served

4.

was ivisscd uuwas

\
Aj

V

.M1. 1'

3 '/
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iuipMgngy

.:!)fM-.^ l)i-{H'Ot-duigs iilcgaijlvtijd and uiiSMSiainable 

i k; nn-UHa- ;iiv,ii(ui ilial before passing tbQ impugneci orcier^ np prpper inquiry

iilk!!! ji'ia ^seP'-foeii kii

iViabinp l!a:

was cendiu;uai dig out the truth: and that the order was p^sse4 in p 

Tao ehai'icp of personal hearing was atigrded to hitti ^o4hapha/.ai’d lortinier.

ho vvas coial::n:!'cu ioihearfo Ageordipg to him. th.e impugned order was \n

,! ArncMc iO'A of the ConstiiulJon of Ulamic Republic of 

Pakisi.aii. ! k rovjm’si.ed thauhe appeal might be gpeepied as prayed tor.

vioUnion

ifsiriia /VttOiTiey, whiije rebutting llie argunictU^ of learned 

-:,)!iiis:J l(.r ihe ;ipi',:llaiit, argjiod that pc apRcllant was uppomted as a Cook
I

Consmbie lun ite tiul not pertbrni his duty regiiiaiiy and was a habitual 

nosenme. AfituiOiiu' to him on ! 3.0! ,?02:f SpOO Rurul-j found him absent 

Irom Ihe >0 and it was found that he ha<l hired a private person for

cookiiig. ii! liis idaLie. fh; rurther argupd that punisitment wgs hnpospd after

bsnrvinu .ill iho coda! lonTialitjcs aifo Ids departmental appeal was rejected
‘

Itemg dcAoiti o! nitu’it. He raforred to Seclion n, sub section (3) of the

Khvber Ibikimmkinva ifoiice Rules, I975 and staled that as per the said rule,
I m

^ '
iih: pu!dsli!!K.:m pretecedings wopld bo .of two kinds, (a) Sumn^ary Ifobce 

Procviectinus inid (lo kenera! ]k)licc Pfoccodings, He I’cad out sub-section 3 

iiini if ilu- niiiiiuiMy deeidqd foal the misconduct or act of omission or 

oiiiinisiduM shtiidd be ticali with in general police proceedings, it should 

dc'lenninc itiii (he light of facts of the ease or in'the interest of justice, a 

deparimemai cnoiiiry, through an cnquii^ ofllcer was necessary. He further 

Slated ihm il' iiu; aiiiJiority decided that it was not necessary then he should.

..oarno.
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iivihrn) iho Qf the iipfipi} prgpp^s^} PU

itublc ppporlurmy of showing Ct{usc against {haj
' (........................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ' ■ '

I ie rcoiu:sic<i ih.ii uu: appca! npghl bo :disirii«scd.

by i>rdy)' iii 'ivrniiii

;ind yjvc :.< ron/;;'!!'!

i'diiionis rpcpi'd prcscnipcl bpipra us shows that Ifip appp.llauiAi6.

was appcanlab ;is anob consLablp in provincial poHce iu 2()i5, Jh^pugh th^

inipugneu orUv! bubal ]h.0].?b23, he;, ajongwiih lavp auier con^tablps, wa|

p the phjp-gp pfabscricp iTOia duty by life 

Maiiuiu halpr ofp a show cause notice was h> hhh?
i

iio)!p.\''Al'i lour (filter ciiiispibjps, pncipr ■■’ulps 5(3) Qt Police Hulps bh 

19.01.2023 and he svas diraclpd i.o spbmit reply widun seven day^ of the
i . '

I'aiiirig which cx~pa.fie action wundd be taHpn.'agapist

^ ' . i'3 ,
Ivin It h:is Ihxv nok:,J tlnit the DVO Baniiu did lioi. bother tp giyp any neCf!

: I

1.0 Ihc rides uiab-i vvhich he Jiad tP proceed againsi; the appeliapt. Hb is^upd
i

lim ()i'(icr oi liiMitisvji l irsl. apcl lalp!' pn, as an alterthought, issued'a shpw

w! day. 'I'ho ruieda vdncli he was reibrring.jn the ^hpy/

l.c lAjic h(3) orthc lihyher pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975,
:

clearly rneudoiis ihai a rcaspnablQ opjpp.rtunii.y pf showing egusa had |g be

Ldvcii to li'r..: .'pisdiaui before passiiigatny order of punishment, which was
i

not doni: in (ins c.Ka:.. I'l has been further noted that the charge of absence is

diSiui:.pcd d'pui ,.0!''., ICC on

pohcc {)i dtw!

reccip! id M\;ii ui>lioe

cause npuc!,’ i tis inc ue

cause, not ivs.',

;,d.‘-;o iu>i spciuiioti ip ihc ijisrnissal order.

]u-o!ii diu al'iove discussioig it transpires that the appellant had bean 

dismissed li-oivi service without following the due process. He had been

punishmonl. without giving him any opportunity of

* •

awarded a uiapjr

dcicncc, w'mcd-i is hiu.hly againsi the spirit of fair triah The service appeal in

‘ ‘-WbU-U
>; f . I .'J-; ?.-p' ■■ 
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c
/’

un!i4;ulcd siJi'vicc Np. ^
'. ■ ' i

'o;.vs sjKili Ibiiow the evbnt Consign.

iiarul, -r:> m

pi-ayctt ibiy

rri»i()uin:r<i in ofXiii CQurf in I^eshaww; and givm und^r oitr hm4^ 

ndsiu.>i ofihc rriinmai llns d I'' day of islpvcmher, 2023
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