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None is present on behalf of the appellant. Mr. Ziaullah,
Deputy Iﬁsiriclf Attor‘ney“ ‘fo the. respondents- presen.t. Called
several times till the last‘_hqurs of the éourtAbutirilone appcared on
behalf 61‘ the ép})ellaht;'As such 1hé. appeal is d:ismis'sed*’ in default.

Iile be consigried to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

09.10.2017

N (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) . (Muham "dd Hamid Mughal)
Member ' -~ Member
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02.02.2017

{18.03.2017

07.06.2017
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None present on behalf of appe_llént. Mr, Mﬁhafnmad Rié;ziéb ‘-‘::4-
H.C.alongwith Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, -Additional AG for =
respondents present. Written reply by respo__ndents not .subAmitted‘f
despite last opportunity and réequested for further '(ti'rx_le-, -La.st :
opportunity further extended subject to 'payment of cots of Rs. -500/-
which shall be borne by the respondents form their own pockets “To )
come up for written reply/comments positively on 08.03. 2017 before

S.B

"\M M»L

(ASHFAQUETAY) -
MEMBER

Counscl for the appellant and Mr. Mu iaiﬁlﬁad Raiiq" "
[1.C alongwith Addl AG for respondents prcscm erllon
“reply submitted. To come up for- KC}deQI and argumems on
07.06.2017 before D.B. '

(MUFANIM] MI&NMIR} :
MEMBER o

‘None present on behalf of the appellant. Mr Muhammad Adeel Butt
* Additional AG for the respondents present. Notice be issued to appellant and
~ his counsel for attendance for 09.10.2017 before D. B o .
(GUL ZEBF'KHAN) (MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) L
MEMBER . MEMBER ’




05.10.2016 Appellant with counsel and - Addl: AG o for
respondents present. Notice be tssued to respondents to
submit written reply comments on next dale. o come

up for written reply’'comments on 07.11.2016 belore

S
/
{Muhaimmad Aamir Nasin
(Member)
IRRENTANY Clerk to counset for the appellant and Mro Mubaminad

Rasg. HO alongwith Addl AG for respondents present. Writien
repiy not submitted. Requested for adjournient. Request
aceepted. o come up for wnitten reply conupents on 29122016

hetore S B. [}

290220106 Counsel dor the appellant and Mo Muhanunad
Razig. 10O alongwith  Addl AG for the respondents
prosent. Written reph not subiintted. Requested for further
adjournment. 1 ast opportunity  granted. bo come up tor

written rephy comments on 02022017 betore S.B.
'.‘5
(hairdhan
‘




7 11.05.2016 Counsel fbr the apﬁellant present. Learned counseZI for -
the appellant érgued that the appellant was serving as constable
when dismissed from ser\licé vide impugned order - dafed'
03.07.2014 on the allegations of willful absence for 20 months and
9 days where-against ‘h'e preferred departmental. appeal on
'19.1.2015 which was rejected on 14.03.2016 and hence the instant

service appeal on 12.04.2016.

That the absence attributed to the appellant was not
willful as the appéllaht belongs to Shiah Sect and due to militancy
coﬁf’med on certain occasibns to his house and that the enqﬁiry' was
not cqndUcted in the prescribed manner and préscribed procedufc
also not adopted. - _
N 7o

Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject.to
de.p\(‘)\sif of security and 'proces-s fee within 10 days, notices be

issued to the respondents for written reply/comments . for

08,09.2016 before S.B.
Chai%'

»()8.09.2016' Counsel " for fihe appellant and. Addl. AG for

\

respondents present. Security and process fee not
deposited. Appellant is directed to deposit security and-
process fee within seven days, thereafter notices be issued

to the respondents for written réply/comments on

05.10.2016 before S.B.

Member




- Court of

| Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Case No.

469/2016

Date of order
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate

2 3

02.05.2016 _ :

' The appeal of Syed Shafaat Hussain resubmitted today
by Syed Amijid Hussain Advocate may be entered in the
Institution Registér and put up to the Worthy Chairman for
proper order please.

: G s e
9'75_*% /4 REGISTRAR ¢

This case is entrusted to S. Beﬁch for preliminary

hearing to be put up thereon _ //—S$— /C .




The appe-al of Mr. Shafaat Hussain son of Salman Shah Distt. Peshawar received to-day i.e. on

12.04.2016 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the appellant for

completion and resubmission within 15 days. ) -

Annexures of the appeal may be attested.

Annexures of the appeal may be flagged.

Annexures of the appeal may be annexed serial wise as mentioned in the memo of appeal.
Appeal may be page marked according to the index. . -

Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notlce enquiry report and replies - -

“thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

6- Copy of appointment order mentioned in para-1 of the appeal memo of appea! is not attached
with the appeal which may be placed on it. — -
~ 7- Six more copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures i.e. complete in all respect may also be
submltted with the appeal.
No. 557’ /S.T,

o 13 [l s

Mr. Syed Amjid Huséain Adv. High Court.

Lo L
REGISTRAR =-6
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
PESHAWAR.
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SERVCIES TRIBU AI. ':K"PK'%.P;I'SHAWAR

Service Appeal No. Ué‘i /2016

. Shafaat Hussain
(Appellant) -
VERSUS
Capital City Police, Peshawar and others | _
| ~(Respondents)
INDEX
~ Nso a ‘Documents Annexure | Page No.
1| Appedl | | R
2 |Stay Application ‘ ' 5-6
3 - | Addresses of Parties | ° 7

.Id’}'

4 Copy of c:pponntmem‘ order )

5Copy of order 2158 dated
03.07.2014 /“ {/j ozl
| .6 .- Copy of deparimen olo eal
- PY ox e;? O-En pppe(A
7 Wakalat Nama

, Al
.

Appellan’r

Throu gh
_ @V

Syed Ajmol Hussain
Advocate, High Cour’r
Peshawar :

‘Syed Sajjad Haider
Advocate, Peshawar

-

Dated: 12.04.2016




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE O -
SERVCIES TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR

| . -~ Bervias Tribyag)
service Appeal No. 469 /2016 a:%zafy m_} ‘zé,

Shafaat Hussain S/o Salman Shah
R/o Wadpaga, Tehsil & District Peshawar . o
| (Appellant)

VERSUS

1}  Capital City Police, Peshawar

2)  Superintendent of Police Headquarters, Peshawar )

3)  Deputy Superintended of Police City-1, Circle Peshawar

4) Deputy Superintendent of Police University Campus,
'Peshov'vdr‘

(Respondents)

Appeal U/s 4 of N.W.P. Services Tribunal Act, 1974
v@g against the impugned termination order OB No.
w, _ 2158 dated 03.07.2014. |

On the acceptance of this appeal to set aside the

ze-submitted to-dap
wd \iled, impugned termination order vide OB No. 2158 dated

@e—_»czo/ 03.07.2014 issved by SP/HQRs Peshawar and to re-
“45\\6 instate the pefitioner w.e.f. 03.07.2014 with all back
benefits.

i
|
T
e



Respectiully Sheweth,
Brief facts of the instant appeal are as under:

1}  That the appellant was appointed ds Police
Constable in District Police Peshawar on 09.03.2002.

(Copy of appointment order is attached -herewith)

2) That the appellant performed his duties to the entire
satisfaction of his superiors.

3) That the appellant became ill and could not perform
his duties and an application to this effect was also
submitted by the appellant before the departmental
authorities. |

4)  That due to his iliness and féor of target kiling of
believer of Figa Jaffia (Shiasect), the appeliant
disappeared from Peshawar as the appellant also
belongs to Shaia Sect-9.

5)  That there was ‘row of target kiﬂing in Peshawar and
many of fiends and relatives of appeliant were killed
during the period when the appellant absented from
duty and, during this period the appellant came ’rq
know that he was finally charged sheeted by the
departmental authority / respoﬁdér"\f No6.2 and
respondent No. 3 & 4 were nominated as enquiry
officer, who conducted enquires against o‘bpellon’r. :
(Copy is attached)

6)  That thereafter the appellant submitted written reply _
to the same but was not considered by the authority . <.
. . H

and the appeliant was dismissed from service, vide ™




impugned order BO No. 2158 dated 03.07.2014.
(Copy is attached) B

|

! -

| 7) - That the appellant submitted départmental appeal

’ against his termination order before respondent No.
1 which was aiso dismissed vide Order No. 666-72/PA
dated 04.03.2016. (Copies are attached) |

8) That the appellant has no other remedy but to
challehge his terminafion order dated 03.07.2014
inter alia on the following grounds.

GROUNDS

a) That the impugned order is illegal, against the

established principles of law.

b)  That no nofice, charge sheet etc. was given to the
appellant and the appellant was condemned
unheard.

c) That it was categorically brought on record by the
appellant that there was row of target killing of Shia
Sect at Peshawar and the appellant due to his illness
and fear could not attend his dutiés, but this fact
'was not considered by respondents, which is against
the norms of justice.

d) That any other ground will be taken at the time of
arguments with the permission of this honourable

tribunal.




acceptance of this appeal the oral termination
order of appellant OB No. 2158 dated 03.07.2014
may kindly be set aside and the respondents
may kindly be directed to re-instate the
appellant into his service from the date of

- termination with all back benefits.

Appellon%

c

Through

l v
Syeé&jmol Hussain

Advocate, High Court,
Peshawar '

Syed Sajjad Haider
‘Advocate, Peshawar

/
Dated: 12,04.2016 WQ

' r
V - It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on the
AFFIDAVIT

[, Shafat Hussain S/o Salman Shah R/o Wadpaga, Tehsil &
- District Peshawar, do hereby solemnly affirm and déclore on
Oath that the contents of sérvice appeal are true and corréct
to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been

concealed form this honaurable tibunat.,

DEPONENT

et T
o ARG 5
TG T Ay N




BEFORE THE HONOURABLE @
SERVCIES TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2016

Shafaat Hussain

(Appellant)

VERSUS

Capital City Police, Peshawar and others

(Respondents)

Application for the suspension of termination
order BO No. 2158 dated 03.07.2014 of

termination of the appellant {ill the final B

disposal of appeal.

Respectfully Sheweth,
The applicant submits as under:

1) That the instant appeal has. been filed before this -
honourable court in which no date of hearing is
fixed. '

2)  That the applicant has good prima facie case.
3)  That the balance of convenience lies in favour of the -
applicant and there is ever success of the instant

appedal.

4)  That ‘the applicant will suffer imeparable loss if the
interim reliefis not granted in his favour. §




| - It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on

| | acceptance of this application the termination order
OB No. 2158 dated 03.07.2014 of applicant may
kindly be suspended il final decision of the appeal.

! | Appellant M

Through

| » Syed Ajmal Hussain
| Advocate, High Court,
| Peshawar

Syed Sdajjad Haider
Advocate, Peshawar

Dated: 12.04.2016

AFFIDAVIT

I, Shafat Hussain S/0 Salman Shah R/o Wadpaga, Tehsil &
‘District Peshawar, do hereby solemnly aoffirm and declare on
Oath that the contents of instant application are true and
coirect to the best of my k"r‘ile"edgfe and belief and nothing
has been concealed form this honourable tibunal. -
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- SERVCIES TRIBUNAL, KPK PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No.

Shafaat Hussain .

/2016

VERSUS

Cdpitol City Police, Peshawar and others

(Appellant)

(Respondents)

- ADDRESSES OF PARTIES

Appellant

Shafaat Hussain S/o Saiman Shah
R/o Wadpaga, Tehsil & District Peshawar

| Respondents

1) -~ Capital City Police, Peshawar

2)  Superintendent of Police Headquarters, Peshawar

3) Deputy Supeiintended of Police City-1, Circle Peshawar

4)  Deputy Superintendent of Police University Campus,

‘Peshawar
Appellant ~

Through ﬁ

Syed Aj.mal Hussain
Advocate, High Court,

Peshawar

Syed Sdjjad Haider
Advocate, Peshawar

Dated: 12.04.2016 : %
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50 pla QA_CHAMEAN, i bist: v PESHPLI AL —
= herecy enlisted as rﬁcrult/Conotaoh in EBPS Ko. (5) w.e.from
- :l 3_ zm“é “O.Q&Ba { v -L,
o 17 ’
Height 9 - 727 oo Chest_S7 5 x 3% 2

Education [0‘4/—?: .. /0 Birth 56 : & ‘/.‘“_/'_26"0 '

Age Cn Enmlm;snt“___ Y=ars -

bt e W e,

Month anqg cays..

_— His service ig purely
liable fop Termination ot "My time withsut

on temporary basis ang
any notice,

0B NO, . 6&,

Dated é\) ,9)" 3 »;;?62/'2 _ ;o
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Ea) This office or o the disposal of formal departmental
7(.1? enguiry against Constabl 1ssain_No0.4232 of Capital City Police
' Peshawar on the allegatic vhile posted at Police Lines, Peshawar
was absent from duty on tne Tollowing period without taking permission or
leave.
—TTN S No | From To Total absentee '
i ‘01 10.10.2012 12.11.2012 33-days - ﬁﬂﬂcﬁ(a{
o {0 S /02 27.11.2012 | Till date 19-months & 06-days €8
7 JZ' —~ 03 __Total - 20-months & 09-days |
=:\’/ / / ' ' l : p7¢ . /"I/O" y

In this regard, he was issued charge sheet and summary of
allegations. Two separate enquiries were initiated, conducted by SDPO City &
DSP Campus,

SDPO City conducted the enquiry proceedings in the 1% absence
period & submitted his report that the defaulter official did not attend the
enquiry proceedings. The E.O further recommended ex-parte decision after
issuing of final show cause notice to the sald official vides Enquiry Report
No.57/ST dated 03.04.2013.

Dsp Campus conducted the enqu1ry proceedings in 2™ absence
period & submitted his report that the defauiter official did not attend the
enquiry proceedings. The E.O further recommended major punishment for
the defaulter official vide Enquiry Report No.414/R/CPC dated 08.10.2013.

Upon the finding of E.Os, he was issued final show cause notice
and delivered him on home &ddress through=ocal Police of PS Chamkani
which received by his brother namely Bakhtiar wherein stated that his
brother is not available in Pakistan and proceeded abroad.

Lastly, the report of MASI Police Lines was obtained. He reported
that the defaulter official is still absent from duty vide DD report No.17 dated
27.11.2012 till date.

In light of the findings of E.Os and other material available on
record, the undersigned came to conclusion that the alleged official has no
interest in official duties and,ound guilty of this misconduct. Therefore, in
exercise of the power vested to me_under Police Disciplinary Rules, 1975, he
is hereby dismissed from service with immediate effect. Hence the period he
remained absent for 20-months & 09-days is treated without pay.

SUPERINTE’NDENT OF PdL;CE&& AR A
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWA?{ '

' 0B.NO._ /5 & /pated 3 /A /2014 ‘
No. 2 7o/~ 07 /pa/SF/dated Peshawar the 2% /_ */ /2014 ¥3 )P
Copy of above is forwarded for information & n/action to: .

Capital City Police Officer, Pe)aawar
DSP/HQrs, Peshawar. N

Pay Office, OASI, CRC & FMC along-with complete departmentai file\.
Officials concerned

:
H

,-——\"’\







... -CHARGE SHEET ) - :
I, Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City Police
Peshawar, as a competent authority, hereby, charge that

Constable Shafat Hussain No.4232 of Capital City Police Peshawar with
-the following irregularities. .

“That you_Constable Shafat Hussain N0.4232 while posted at
Police Lines, Peshawar were absent from duty w.e.f._10.10.2012 till
date without taking permission or leave. This amounts to gross
misconduct on your part-and is against the discipline of the force.”

- You are,-therefd_‘r‘é; required to submit your written defence within
seven days of the réceipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer
éommittee, as the case may be.

; “Your written defence, if any, should reach the Enquiry
. Officer/Committee within the specified period, failing which it shall be =
- presumed that have no defence to put in and in that case exparte

action shall follow agaiﬁst you.
. Intim’ate_whether you desire to be heard in person.

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

: ‘ ‘ SUPERINTEOENT OF POLICE,
' ' . S ) HEADQUARITERS, PESHAWAR

AvneAureS- ¢
' P&Y - o
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" The CCPO, Peshawar. Bi: /,2 PR ERN

n

APPLICATION FOR THE REINSI ATENVENT OF THE
APPLICAJ_VT NAMELY SYED SHAFAT HUSSAIN SHAH
BELT NO. 4232, EX. CONSTABLIE, / 3 Z /B

Sir; \ | M 97///?e/j

foot respetflly pottioner subm o
‘Most respectfully pciitioner submits as under:-

- That the applicant vwas appointed on 3002 as police

constable in district police Peshawar.

:l-
o ' 7
- “

To,

Subject;

Respected
1.
2.

ﬁ,l/c" /
7[
IZLJL/C/ /g‘f‘!‘fjé/

That _the._appl-icant 'p.{“f_-tformed ris duties efficiently to

the entire satisfaction of his ofiicials.

That the: applicant unfortunately b:come ill ad

could not perform his duty.

- That applicant submitted an application for sick

leave along with medical certificute.

That thc annln,a 1* was dlsnnc,s.,d from lns service

on3/7,2014 - - ,,g-m’\

i - . ‘ S we : ’
T the applicaent vua condomrad simbaar? oo d g -
wat C (.\D A.l LD QOO unkeare ang

/’lb no opoortu dty [/ chance of personal bearing

was givento the petitioner.

That inquiry officer did wnot try tc inform the

‘applicant nor applicaiit was porsenally served upon

with any notice.

[90‘}/*6 —l @




10.

ated: 15/ 01/2015 '

fp‘“j‘z ve

That enquiry repwrt is - against the facts and

circumstances, therefore, -is liable to be turned.

down.

That the apa:)hcant is a young and healthy person .
l"'""ﬂm a large Yumily .1nc1udmg ninor under

educauon children.

That the applicant get received information of his

chsrmssal on 15/1/2015.

IT IS THEREI(”?E REQJESI ED THAT ON THE '

| 'ACCEPTAN CE OF THIS APPLICAIYON, THE
APPLICAN" Bb R P‘IN.ST/‘ ED ON HIS DUTY.

Syed Shafat Eussain Shah
-S/0 Suleman Shah

0304905 452z

TS ]
ol ’
fornrzs
-
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* . "~ OFFICE OF THE /
CAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER, ' .
~ PESHAWAR
Phone No. 091-9210989
Fax No. 091-9212597

ORDER

This order will dispose off departmental appeal preferred by ex-.constable Shafat
Hussain No.4232 who was awarded the major punishment of Dismissal from service under
Police Rules-1975 vide OB No. 2158 dated 3.7.2014 by SP/HQrs: Peshawar on the charge

mentioned below:-.

He while posted at Police Lines Peshawar, absented himself w.e.f. 10.10.2012 to

12.11.2012 (33-da)ésj) and 27.11.2012 t0 3.7.2014 (1'9-months & 6-days) (Grand Total
20-months & 9-days). -

2- Two separate depaﬂmental proceedings were initiated against him and DSP/City-I and
DSP-CPC were appointed as E:Os. They summoned the delinquent official time and again but he
deliberately avoided to appear and join the departmental proceedings. On receipt of the findings of
the E.Os, the delinquent coﬁstéible Shafat Hussain was issued Final Show Cause Notice at his home
address through local Policf:.j which was delivered to him through father Suleman Shah on
16.5.2013, but he did not Arésﬁt.)fr}d, hence the Competent Authority awarded him the above major

punishment.

3- | He was called 1n O.R. on 11.3.2016, and heard in person. Enquiry file was
thoroughly examined. He was provided full opportunity to defend himself but he rﬁiserably failed
to produce any cogent reasont in his favour. All-codal formalities have been completed before
awarding him punishment by the Cofnpetent Authority. There is no justification to interfere in the
order passed by SP-HQRs. The appeal is also time barred by 5 months and 23-days. The charge of

absence stand proved against him, hence his appeal for re-instatement in service is rejected/filed.

- GAPITAL CITY POLICE OFFICER,
Y510 pESHAWAR.

No. & {5*7{9— /PA datcd Peshawar the /;/ 032016, ‘ ' -
' Copies for Informatlon-gnd /a to the:- : A‘ - .
", 1. SP/HQRs:Peshawar. - | | PN
2. PO/OASY Complain Cell, CCP Peshawar., Doy

3. CRC along with S. Roll for making necessary entry in hlS S.Roll.
A" FMCalong with FM

S. Official concerned.
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BEFORI ERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.469/2016. b _ =
Shafaat Hussain Ex- Constable No.4232 Pollce Llne Peshawar ..... ...Appellant. :
VERSUS. | - p

{
1. Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar. ;
2 Superintendent of Police, HQrs: Peshawar
3. Deputy Superintendent of Police, City-1 Clrcle, Peshawar. .
4 Deputy Superintendent of Police Umversnty Campus, Peshawar. Respondents
Reply on behalf of Responden .1 l e

e lly she H

L ' SRR
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS. -‘i ‘ o T
l

1. That the appeal is badly time barred.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary partles
3. That the appellant has not come to thlS Hon’able Tribunal with clean hands.
4. That the appellant has no cause of actlon shioadled o, :
5. That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal
6. That the appellant concealed the materla! facts from Honorable Tribunal.
7. - That this Hon’ble tribuna! has no ]UI‘ISdlCtlon to entertain the appeal
8. .That the appeal is not maintainable in |ts present form.
FACTS:- ' »
1- Para No. 1 Pertains to record , herice needs no'comments. .
2- Para No 2 is totally incorrect and denied. ‘The appellant is a- habltual

| - absentee and is not interested in pe|rform|ng his -duties. ‘

3- Para No. 3 is totally incorrect andiconcocted, one. The appellant wilfully

absented himself from his lawful duty without ‘taking permission or leave.

He also admitted in his service appeal that due to fear of target k!llmg he
remained absent for about 20 months and 09 days

4- Para No. 4 is correct to the extent that ‘the appellant wilfully absented'

himself from his lawful duty.. '

5- Para No. 5 is incorrect. He was |ssued charge sheet and statement of
allegations which he himself admltted in the paras. In fact two separate
proceedings were initiated against .him by- DSP/City-I and DSP-CPC. They

summoned the'delinquenf ofﬁcial; time and again but he deliberately-
avoided to appear and join the debartmental proceedings. After fulﬁllin"g'
all codal formalities, he was issued final show cause notice at"his ljlorne _

address through local Police but he did not respond, hence after vfulﬁlling
all codal formalities, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from
service.(copy of charge sheet and statement of allegations’ and inquiry
report and show cause notice annexed)

6- Para No. 6 is totally incorrect and denled' In fact the appellant was called
time and again by the. enquiry ofﬁcers but' he dellberately avoided the
proceedings, which shows that he is not mterested in his duties.

Rt




1.

Para No. 7 is correct to the extent t'hait he filed a departmental appeal

v /1': which was also time barred for about 65 months and 23 days, however
Sl after due consideration was fi Ied/rejected -
f '8~ That appeal of appellant being devoid of mems may kmdly be dismissed
, o with cost. '
. A- Incorrect, The punrshment order is legal .and per the law,

B- - Incorrect Proper charge sheet was |ssued to hnm He was also called and - '

heard in person in OR on 11.03.2016. * |~
iC- Incorrect. The appellant dellberately absgnted "ihimself from his lawful duty B
without taking permission/leave. Being'_j a police'?orce member _he is to
~ protect innocent citizen againét suchg acts but instead he absented
»hi'mself. : | '

D- - That the respondents also seek perm_fission of this honorable Service
' Tribunal to raise additional grounds duriﬁg the time of arguments.

) It is therefore most humbly prayed that in light of above stated facts/

submissions, the appeal of the appeliant may kmdly be dlsmussed being devond
of merit and baseless. :

|
P
|

Capltal City Police Officer,
Peshawar.

Umversn
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Service Appeal No.469/2016.

Shafaat Hussain Ex- Constable N0.4232 Pohce Line Peshawar.

VERSUS,
Capital City Police Officer, Peshawar.,

Superintendent of Police, HQrs: Peshagwar'.

1
3. Deputy Superintendent of Police, City%l Ciré_le, Peshawar, 'if '
4 Deputy Superintendent of Police Univéféit %afhpus

» Peshawar. Respondents. -

We respondents No. 1 ,2 3& 4ldo hereby solemnly affirm’ ef;n'd
declare that the contents of the written reply ‘are true and correct to the best

of our knowledge and belief and nothing has concealed

/kept secret from this
Honorable Tribunal.

! N I TN
! N /], %—/’;"—_ -7
| Capital City Police Officer,

] Peshawar.

I

1

" Superintéhdent of Police,

| . HQYs, Peshawar.
N R
' :'(\-..,_,_ B » I

:‘ , '. SF Zenacnd § EEEEEE R . .
Deputy Su inténdent of Police, -

. City-1 CircJe, Peshawar.

——

D;epu‘ty“ Sup l(nd;nt of Police, -

}Umversity vampus, Peshawar.
B

i . !
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CHARGE SHEET

o 3
i I, Superintendent of Police, Headquarters, Capital City Police
i Peshawar, as a competent authority, . hereby, charge that
Constable Shafat Hussain No.4232 of Capital City Police Peshawar with
the following irregularities.

“That you Constable Shafat Hussan‘n No 4232 _while posted at
Police Lines, Peshawar were absent from duty w.e.f._27.11.2012 till
date wuthout taking permission or Ieave This amounts to gross
misconduct on your part and is against thie discipline of the force.

You are, therefore, required to sub:mit your written defence within
seven days of the receipt of this cha,rg‘je sheet to the Enquiry Officer

‘ Your written defence, if any, ishould -reach the Enquiry
Officer/Committee within the specified pferiod, failing which it shall be

|
presumed that have no defence to putjin and in that case exparte
|
[ :i i . .

. action shall follow against you.

i: S v ‘ U

| Intimate whether you desire to be heard in person.
A statement of allegation is enclosed

-;i" 3 ]A\
SuU PERINTENDENT OF POLICE
,HFADQUARTERS PESHAWAR -

1
. committee, as the case may be. i

i
i
i
i
B
i
!
1
}

SPHQWEMizwawNew prislnen folder/Quirger sheel ks
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION

Ny VI, Superintendent of Policé, Headquarters, Capital City-
Police Peshawar as a competent authority, am of the opinion that
Constable Shafat Hussain N0.4232 _has rendered him-self liable to be

proceeded against under the provisior’r of Police Disciplinary Rules-
1975 v .
.

: . L
STATEMENT OF ALLEGAT;ON

“That Constable Shafat Hussain No.4232 while posted at
Police Lines, Peshawar absented himself from duty w.e.f. 27.11.2012
till date _without taking permission or leave. This amounts to gross
misconduct on his part and is against tﬁe discipline of the force.”

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of said accused with

'ref'erence to the above allegations, an enquiry is ordered and

is appointed as Enquiry

Officer. ‘ mos |

2. The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provi-sions

of the Ordinance, provide reasonable: oppoftuhitx of hearing to the

accused officer, record his finding with]in 30 days of the receipt of this
order, make recommenc:ations as to punishn"\ent'dr other appropriate
action against the accused. i ' o

3. Th'e accused shali join the proceeding on the date time
“and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer. | '

| SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
. - 'HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR
No. &  JE/PA, dated Peshafuwar the 8 / 64 /2013

1 D(’P (/:rﬂpﬁ(/ ;A@m is directed to

finalize the aforementioned departmental proceeding within
stipulated period under the provision of Police Rules-1975.
2. Official concerned :

SPAHQISE/RI \alderDisciphuy Aclion now
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I Superintendent of . PO|IC€ Headquarters, Capital : K
City Police- Peshawar as competent authorlty, under the provision of
Police  Disciplinary Rules 1975 . doe hereby serve you :
Constable Shafat Hussain No.4232 of Capltal City Police, Peshawar as : j

follows. : 1.
| éc [
l 1 (i) That consequent upon the completlon of enquiry conducted /

against you by the enqwry offlceri for* which you were given
' opportunity of hearing. X ;
-, f !:‘ TN
(i)On going through the findings, and: recommendation of the !
enquiry Officer, the material on record and other connected papers , ‘ ‘
produced before the E.O. i ;j;; ' 1
I am satisfied that you ha\)e committed the following
acts/omissions specified in Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 of the said
Ordinance. '

“That you Constable Shafat Hussain No0.4232 while posted at
Police Lines, Peshawar were absent from duty w.e.f. 27.11.2012 till
date without taking permission or leave. Your act amounts to gross
misconduct and against the discipline of the force” :

.
v ———— b r— W

~As a result thereof, I, as competent authority, have tentatively
decided to impose upon you the penalty of major punishment under
Police Disciplinary Rules 1975 for absence wullfully performing duty
away from place of posting.

! I :

j 3. You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the
aforesaid penalty should not be lmposed upon you and also |nt|mate
whether you desire to be heard in person.

4, If no reply to this notice is received within 7 days of its
delivery, in normal course of circumstances, it shall, be presumed that
you have no defence to put in and in that case as ex-parate action be
taken against you. .

1
3
]
E
J
3

5.  The copy of the finding of the enquiry officer is enclosed.

SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWAR

. ' J . .
No. 22 é /PA, SP/HQrs: dated _l?eshawar the é[ / /f / /2013.

Copy to official concerned

DF <

E/RizwaNew pucishment fokderfFia) Show Case Notiee No

1
i
i
3
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No. é_{/ JR/CPC.
Dated 08 _/Oct, 2013.

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY

!
This is departmental ehquify against Constable Shafat
Hussain No. 4232 posted at Police Lines, :Peshawar on the ground that
he was absented from lawful duty with effect from 27.11.2012 till to

e e~
date without any leave/permission from h|s senlors

) !
He was properly charge sheeted with statement of

allegations and the undersigned was appointed as Enquiry Officer.

The constable was contacted time and again through his
mobile and called to the office of the Undersigned for enquiry and
recording his statement regarding his abslence but he was not received

the charge sheet so for nor attended the énquiry proceedings.

Keeping in view the situation,;. the unde.‘éigned came to the
conclusion that the constable deliberately, absented himseif from lawful

duty and not attending the enquiry proceedifigs, therefore he ‘is

recommended for major punishment to be awarded as experte.

e ——

Submitted please. i
|
{

(TAJAMMUL KHAN)
Dy Supdt: of Police,
Umverslty Campus Peshawar.
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' Supermlmdent of Police

Qs CCP Pes hawat




