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Khan Afsar, Constable No. 413, District Police Haripur.
(Appeliant)
VERSUS
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two
others.
' (Respondents)
MR. MOHAMMAD ASLAM TANOLI,
Advocate === For appellant.
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AT CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD.
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JUDGMENT:

SALAH-UD-DIN, MEMBER:-

L

Precise facts as alleged by the appellant in his appéal
are ‘that he was selected' for weapon Class Course at Police
Training Center Hangu; that on reaching PTC Hangu on
04.01.2001, the appellant fell ill due to asthma and was taken
to the hospital; that the- appellant was given treatment and
was advised three days bed rest, however he could not be
recovered from the illness, therefore, he approached the
principal PTC Hangu and requested him to relieve the
appellant from the training due to illness; that upon granting

of permission by the Principa! PTC Hangu, the appellant came
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back to Haripur and resumed his duty’on 10.11.2001; that no
departmental proceedings were carried out against the
appellant, however when the appellant applied for voluntary
retirement from service, he came to know _that he has been
awarded penalty of forfeiture of approved service for two
years somewhere back in the year 2002; that the appellant
after procuring of the copy of impugned order dated
24.01.2002, filed departmental appeal, which was declined
vide order dated 29.04.2019, hence the instant service

appeal.

2. Notices were issued.to the respondents, who submitted
their comments, wherein they denied the assertions made by

the appellant in his appeal.

3. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that
“the appellant had duly reported in PTC Hangu for Weapon
‘E Class Course, but he became seriously ill due to asthma,
—_— therefore,'he was taken to hospital and was given medical
treatment, however the appellant could not get recover from
the disease, therefore, he came back to Haripur after getting
permission from Principal PTC Hangu; that the inquiry
proceedings were conducted in a slipshod manner without
verifying the sfance of the appellant regarding his illness from
the concerned quarter; that neither any final show-cause
notice was issued to the appellant nor copy of the inquiry
report was provided to the appellant, which has caused
prejudice to the appellant; t\hat thé inquiry proceedings were
conducted in sheer violation of the relevant provisions of
Removal From Ser\)ice (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000,
therefore, the impugned orders are liable to be set-aside
being void ab-initio; that the impugned order dated
24.01.2002 was not at all communicated to the appellant and
on attaining knowledge regarding the same, the appellant
o~ /A//_) applied for procuring of the same.and on receipt of copy of
7 the impugned order, the appellant filed departmental appeal

/J/Jon 06.05.2019, which is within time; that the appellant as an
C’
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abundant caution has also filed application for condonation of

delay, which is supported by duly sworn affidavit.

4., On the other hand, learned Assistant Advocate General
has contended that the impugned order was passed way back
in the year 2002 while the appellant filed debartmental appeal
in the year 2019, therefore, the departmental appeal of the
appellant was badly time barred, hence the instant service
appeal is not maintainable; that the appellant deliberately
absented himse!f from the concerned course and came back
from PTC Hangu without seeking permission from the
competent Authority, which act of the appellant come within
the ambit of misconduct; that the inquiry proceedings were
conducted by complying all legal and codal formalities and the
charge against the appellant stood proved, therefore, he was
rightly awarded the impugned penalty. In the last he
requested that the appeal in hand being devoid of merit is

liable to be dismissed with cost.

5. We have heard the arguments of learned counsel for
the appellant as well as learned Assistant Advocate General

for the respondents and have perused the record.

6.  Available on the record are copies of statement of
allegations as well as charge sheet issued to the appellant,
which indicate that the appellant was proceeded against
under Removal from Service- (Special Powers) Ordinance,
2000 (hereinafter referred as the ordinance). The penalties
which could be awarded to a delinquent civil servant are
provided in sub-section (1) of Section-3 of the Ordinance. It
is evident from perusal of sub-section (1) of Section-3 of the
Ordinance that besides the punishments provided therein, the
competent Authority may impose one or more minor penalties _
as prescribéd in the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government
Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 1973. F;ara-(a) of
sub-Rule (1) of Rule-4 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government

Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 1973 provides minor

servant. The appellant has been awarded the impugned




penalty of forfeiture of -approved service for two years,
however on careful. pérusal of sub-section (1) of Section-3 of
the Ordinance as well as Para-(a) of sub-Rule (1) of Rule-4 of
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency &
Discipline) Rules, 1973, we have came to the conclusion that
the penalty so awarded to the appellant has not at all been
provided therein. The impugned order dated 24.01.2002
passed by the competent Authority is thus void ab-initio,
hence not sustainable in the eye of law and is liable to be set-

aside.

7. The appellant had taken specific plea in his reply to the
show-cause notice that it was due to illness of the appellant
that he could not undergo the training for Weapon Class
Course and returned back to Haripur after getting verbal
permission from the Principal PTC Hangu. The inquiry officer
has, however not bothered to inquire regarding the stance so
taken by the appellant. Moreover, upon receipt of the findings
of the inquiry officer, the competent Authority did not pass a
separate speaking order and just wrote below the findings as

under:-
“"Forfeiture of approved service for two years”

The aforementioned fact would show that the impugned order
dated 24.01.2002 has been passed in a casual manner,
without providing any opportunity of hearing to the appellant.
8. The impugned order was passed in the yéar 2002, while
the departmental appeal has been filed in the year 2019,
therefore, the question of limitation is now taken up for
discussion. A perusal of the impugned order would show that
no copy of the same was ordered to be sent/communicate to
the appellant. Moreover, nothing is available on the record
which could show that the same was communicated to the
appellant. The appellant has alleged that he had submitted

application to the competent Authority for providing him copy

> of the impugned order dated 24.01.2002, which was allowed

on 29.04.2019 and he submitted departmental appeal on

06.05.2019. Moreover, the departmental appeal was rejected
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on merit and not on the ground of limitation. In view of
Section-9 of the Ordinance, the appellant was required to
prefer representation/departmental appeal within a period of
15 days from the date of communication of the order and as
such the appellant after obtaining of copy of the impugned
order, has filed the appeal on 06.052019, which is within

time.

9. In view of the above discussion, the appeal in hand is
allowed by setting-aside the impugned orders and the
forfeited approved service of two years of the appellant is
restored with all consequential/back benefits. The
respondents shall, however be at liberty to conduct de-novo
inquiry in the matter strictly in accordance with relevant
law/rules within a period of 30 days of the receipt of copy of
this judgment. In case of de-novo inquiry, the
consequential/back benefits shall be subject to outcome of
the de-novo inquiry. Parties are left to bear their own costs.

File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED

29.11.2021 Ij

(SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN)
CHAIRMAN
CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD
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‘Service Appeal No. 1340/2'_019'.

29.11.2021

Appellant alongwith his counsel Mr. Mohammad Aslam
Tanoli, Advocate, present.JMr. Iftikhar Ahmed, F.C alongwith Mr.
Riaz Ahmed Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate General for the
" respondents present. Arguments heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on
file, the appeal in hand is allowed by setting-aside the impugned
orders and the forfeited approved service of two years of the
appellant is restored with all consequential/back benefits. The
respondents shall, however be 'at liberty to c’%ﬂduct de-novo
inquiry in the matter strictly in accordance with relevant
law/rules within a period of 30 days of the receipt of copy of this
judgment. In case of de-novo inquiry, the consequential/back
benefits shall be subject to outcome of the de-novo inquiry.
Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the

record room.

ANNOUNCED
29.11.2021
</
(Ahmad/si¥an Tareen) | (Salah-Ud-Din)
Chairman Member (3)

Camp Court Abbottabad Camp Court Abbottabad
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- 14.10.2021
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Adeel

Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Mujahid Shah, H.C for the

respondents present.'_

Respondents have furnished reply/comments. Placed on

record. To come up for arguments on 29.11.2021 before the

D.B at camp court, Abbottabad.

Camp Court, A/Abad
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22.10.2020 Nemo for appéil;:int. :

Usman Ghani learned Di_strict Attorney alongwith Mujahid
Shah Reader for respondents present. |

Writtén reply on béhalf of'r'espondents was not submitted.

. Representative of réspondents seeks time.to furnish reply;

granted. To come up for submission of reply on 17.12.2020
before S.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.

-

(Rozina Rehman)
Member (J)
Camp Court, A/Abad
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18.03-‘.2021 Appellant present through counsel. Preliminary arguments
heard. File perused.

Points raised need consideration. Appeal is admitted to
regular hearing subject to all legal objections. Appellant is
directed to deposit security and process fee within 10 days.

Appellant Deposited Thereafter, notices be issued to respondents for

*reply/comments.- To come up for written reply/comments on
/Y4 /2 F 2021 before S.B at Camp Court, Abbottabad.




,’ 22.01.2020 ~ Appellant in person present. Written reply not submitted. Misal - j;";
| - Khan ASI representative of respondents present and seeks time tor "
furnish reply. Granted. To come up for reply/preliminary hearing on B
18.02.2020 before S.B at Camp Court Abbottabad. '
/ /
"o
' ember
Camp Court, A/Abad
Due to covid ,19 case to come up for the same on/4 /Y / 20
at.camp court abbottabad. ‘

Due to summer vacation case to come up for the sameon - / 22~

[(7 /0 at camp court abbottabad.
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rp 19 11, 2019 - Learned counsel for the appellant present. Heard, -~~~ - ‘
The appellant has filed the present service 'ép'péall- agamst :
the order dated 24.01.2002 whereby he was awaldcd pcndlty 01"'3
forfeiture of approved service for a pemod of two-years. Ag,amstfr; ;

the punishment order dated 24.01. 2002 the appcllam has ﬁl d:,‘:'_

departmental appeal on 06.05.2019, whlch dena*tmﬂmdl dpptal:i’i; :
was rejected vide order dated 18. 07. 2019 -

Learned counsel for the appellant was conﬁonlcd wnh 11101‘”_'_"?."
_ issue that the dedrlmcmal appeal of the appclldm appcars 10 bc o L
hi‘_.nopclcssly umc barred WhClcupon leamed counscl for 1hc' |
appellant answered that the appellant was not in the know of lhe .
impugned order dated 24.01.2002. In the mtcrcst of JUSllCC plC-"‘fv o
| admission notice be issued to the rcspondcnts for chiy To comc -
up for reply and preliminary hearing on 19. 12.2019 bcloxc % B at-, "
Camp Court, Abbottabad.

/‘

el 1bcr S o
Camp (,om-t, A/Abad. IR
" ; 9\"3’\}4@ ' B
0 19.12.2019 - Due to general ‘of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar Councﬂ L

learned counsel for the appellant is not avallab]e today Mr :
Ziaullah, Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Misal Khan, R
ASI for the respondents present. Repres‘entéﬁ",é-' of the
department requested for time to file reply. A-djour-ned' to "
22.01.2020 for reply and prehmmary hearlng before S. B at_ B §
J'"'Camp Court Abbottabad. L

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundl)
Member -
Camp Court Abbottabad .




a
‘ Form- A - . T
FORM OF ORDER SHEET
A Court of !
L Case No.- 1340/2019
S.No. l Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
' proceedings

1 2 3

. A Th Viuhamir
1 14/10/2019 e appeal of Mr. Khan Afsar presented today by Mr. Muhammad
“77 | Aslam Tanoli Advocate may be entered in the Institution Reglster and put |

up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order dlease. T L

@ﬁ_ﬂ(ﬁ‘
'REGISTRAR - A\WA 1o\ {3
- ) This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench A.Abad for preliminary.

hearing to be put up there on / 4 /// ~ 2/7/?

CHAIRM




BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appedl NOJEL{@/%

Khan Afsar, Constable No. 413, District Police Haripur, f

; .' Appeliant
VERSUS

. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Reglon Abboﬁobod
3. District Pohce Officer, Horrpur

| Respondenis_ '
SERVICE APPEAL
INDEX
S/No De_scripﬁon of Document _ [ Ann- Page
. exure | No.
1. Appeal and Application for Condonation. | 071-10
2. | Application dated 29-04-2019 and Order “A&B" 111-12

dated 24-01-2002 of DPO Haripur

|
3. Departmental Appeal dated 06-05-2019 oK 13-15
4. Application dated 03-10-2019 and Order| “D&E" 16-17
dated 18-07-2019 of RPO A/Abad ~ _ .
5. .Wokolo’momo | - | 18
Apﬁﬁ»L
Through | 7
(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli)
- Advocate High Court

Dated: / 7-1 0-2019 3 at Haripur




BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appedl No43q0/jﬁ

Khan Afsar, Constable No..413, District Police Hariptyber Pakneakhwg

dizer Triusvndg

Appellant
e- a:;hu ASER TN {Q_LLL

VERSUS ' bmod‘LéL-Le;z—z'g//7

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Haripur

Respondents

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 24-01-2002 OF
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS
BEEN AWARDED PENALTY OF “FORFEITURE _OF APPROVED
SERVICE FOR 02 YEARS” AND REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
HAZARA REGION ABBOTTABAD ORDER DATED 18-07-2019
WHEREBY HIS DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS BEEN REJECTED".

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL.
BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 24-01-2002 AND 18-07-
2019 OF THE RESPONDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE
AND_ THE APPELLANT BE RESTORED HIS VERY FORFEITED
APPROVED SERVICE OF 02 YEARS WITH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL
SERVICE BACK BENEFITS ON RENDITION OF ACCOUNT.

Respectfully sheweth, | ya

: 1. That appellant has rendered more than 26 years
Fi\edto—day

service in the police department. He always

1strai’

\0 W performed his assigned duties with devotion and

honesty. He has unblemished service record.

2. That towards the end of year 2001, the appellant was

selected for'Weopon Class Course at Police Training
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Centre Hungu. The appellant reached PTC Hungu on
04-01-2001 but to his bdd-luck the very next day on 06-
11-2001 he fell seriously ill due to asthma. He was taken
to the PTC Hospital by his coileogueé‘ The doctor
advised appellant bed rest for 03 days. Appellant was
conseéu’rively treated by his doctor at Hungu but he

could not be recovered.

That ultimately in sfd’re of compulsion the appellant
Opprodched the Principle PTC Hungu -and. explained
his ailing health ‘ond requesfed for relieving from
training and sending him back to his district. The
Principle was kind enough and permitted the
appellant to join back his district. On 09-11-2001,

appellant left PTC Hungu and rested duty at Haripur

on 10-11-2001.

That oppelidn’f had never absented .himself from his
training/course at PTC Hungu even for a single day.
On resuming his duties at District Haripur, ’rhe appellant
was called for and enquired verbally by the then DSP
Haripur Syed Igbal Hussain Shah oboufhis illness. The
appellant explained his posiﬁon to the DSP who was

fully satisfied with his explanation.

That thereafier neither any departmental inquiry was
ever conducted against the appellant nor was he was
issued with a charge sheet, show cause notice etc or

any punishment order since 2001 to fill today.

That appellant now a week ago when applied for his




'volun_’ror'y re’r_i_remenf frCQirvice and enquired about
recommendation/sanction of his retirement, he was
fold by the officials in office that some where in the
year 2001 he was awarded the penalty of “forfeiture

of approved service for 02 years by District Police

Officer Honpur

/. That on this informdﬁoﬁ appellant applied for issuance
of punishment order fhrough written application
dated 29-04-2019 then he was issued the order dated
24-01 ;2002. (Copies of application dated 29-04-2019 &

“order dated 24-01 -2002 are attached dnnex-“A & B").

8. That to prove ’rhe'dllégqﬁon ogains’r TAhe appellant no
~ proper departmental inquiry  was  conducted.
Appellant was never provided the copy of- inquiry
findings as well as opportunity of personal hearing and

condemned unheard.

9. That now oppellont Is going to be retired from service
’ and the instant penalty of forfeiture of approved -
service of 02 years will cause tremendous loss to him in
pay, pension and gro’rui’ry The appellant is a low paid
employee therefore he cannot afford such a big
financial loss. He has g large melly but no other
source of income. After his retirement he will have to
depend upon his pension. If this punlshment IS not set
aside appeliant alongwith his family will have to suffer

a fremendous financial loss.
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10.

11.

That on receipt of impugned punishment order of the
District Police Officer Haripur, the oppel[on’r»prefe_rred
a department appeal dated 06-05-2019 before the

Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad

expldining all material facts of the matter as well as his

innocence in detail. (Copy of Departmental Appeal

dated 06-05-2019 is attached as annexure-“C").

That - the appellate authority without taking into
consideration rejected the appellant's departmentdal
without giving any reason vide order dated 18-07-2019

but copy of the same was not provided to him. On

" appellant's specific written request copy’ of the said

order was issued to him on 03-10-2019. (Copies of the

‘application dated 03-10-2019 and order dated 18-09-

2019 is attached as annexure-“D&E"). Hence instant

service appeadal,inter alia, on the following:-

GROUNDS:

a)

b)

That both the impugned orders dated 24 01-2002 ond
18-07-2019 of respondents are illegal, unlawful ogamsf
the facts and cwc;ums’ronces passed in violation -of
departmental rules, regulations, superficially; orbi’rrory
and whimsical in manner; hence both the orders of

respondents are liable to be set aside.

That no proper departmental inquiry was C‘onduc-fed,
no show cause notice was issued to him. Appeliant

was not confronted with any documentary evidence




d)

nor was afforded chance to rebut such document, if

any. Appellant was condemned unheard.

That the respondents have not freated the appellant

in accordance with law, deporfmen’rol rules &

regulations and policy on the subject and have acted
in violation o'f Arficle-4 of the constitution of Islamic
Repubﬁc of Pokisfon 1973 and unlawfully issued the
impugned orders, which are ‘unjust, unfair hence. not

sustainable in-the eyes of law.

That the appellate 'ou’rhorify has also failed to obide

by the law and even did not take into consideration

the grounds taken in the memo of appeal. Thus the
impugned order of respondent is contrary to the law
as laid down in ‘the KPK Police Rules 1934, other
departmental rules regulations read with section 24-A
of General Clause Act 1897 read with Article 10A of

the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973,

That appellant was also not-provided the opportunity
of personal hearing before awarding penalty which

was mandatory under law thus: he has been

condemned unheard.

That instant appeal is well ‘within ‘time and this
honorable Service Tribunal has got every jurisdiction to

entfertain and adjudication upon the same.
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PRAYER: @ ~

It s, A’rherefore, humbly prayed that on oc_:cep’ronce‘ of
instant Service Appeal both the orders dated 24-01-2002
and 18-07-2019 of respondents may graciously be set aside
and the dppéllon’r be resorted his forfeited 02 (two) years
approved service with all consequenﬁol service back

benefits. In circumstances of the case any other relief

- which this Honourable Tribunal deems fit may also be

granted.
| Apm
Through: W
(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli) -
: o A Advocate High Court
Dated / %10-2019 | At Haripur

VERIFICATION
It is veri_fied that the contents of-instant Service Appeal are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief |

and nothing has been concealed thereof.

Dated /f—]O‘-QOT?' | Appellant




REFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRlBUNAL PESHAWAR .

Khan Afsar, Constable No. 413, District Police Haripur.

~ Appellant

VERSUS
1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
. 2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region Abboﬁcbod

3. District Police Officer, Horlpur
Respondenis :

SERVICE APPEAL

CERTIFICATE

St s cerhﬁed that no such Appeal on the subjec’r has ever.

been filed in this Honourable Serv1ce Tribunal or ony other

"cour‘r pnor To the lns’ron’f one.

- ‘AP(ELLANT

pated:/ J10-2019




BEFOREHONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Khan Afsar, Constable No. 413, District Police Haripur.
Appellant

 VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.

3. District Police Officer, Haripur :
Respondents

- SERVICE APPEAL

AFFIDAVIT:

|, Khan Afsar appellant do hereby solemnly deciore and
affirm on oath that the con’ren‘rs of the msTon‘r Service
Appeol_ are frue ond correc‘r to the besf of my
knowledge and beliéf dnd nothing has been suppréssed

from this Ho_nouroble Service Tribunal.

Dated:  -10-2019

[dentified By:

Moho%nod Aslam Tanoli
Advocate High Cour’r
At Haripur

Dated/ '(—10-2019 | ApaSflant
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BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Khan Afsar Constable No. 41 3, District Police Haripur.

Appellant

~

VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer Haripur.

Respondenis

SERVICE APPEAL

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING THE

APPEAL BEFORE THIS HONOUR SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1.

That Applicant/Appellant has today filed the Service
Appeal, which may be considered as part and parcel
of this application, against the order dated 24-01-2002
and - 18-07-2019 whereby appellant has been
awarded the punishment of “Forfeiture of approved
service for 02 years” and his departmental appeal has
been turned down by the appellate authority illegally,
unlawfully against the departmental rules and
regulations and against the facts of the matter.

. That Applicant/appellant. for the review of the

aforesaid illegal order of the Authority submitted
departmental appeal but the Appellate Authority
without taking into consideration the defense
advanced by him has rejected the same leaving the

appellant’s grievance as unsettled which causes a

recurring loss in future with.an ultimate loss in pension
as well.

That as the orders of departmental authorities are
void, being passed in sheer violation and derogation
of the statutory provisions governing the terms and
conditions of service of the appellant, therefore the

same are a nullity in ’rh»é eyes of law.and being a void
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and unlawful orders, causing a recurring cause of
--action to the Applicant/Appellant can be challenged
and questioned irrespective of a time frame.

4. That though impugned orders were passed by the
respondents on 24-01-2002 and 18-07-2019 but its
copies were not issued to the applicant/appellant well -
in time and he had to obtain the same through his
own enthusiastic efforts by filing written applications.
The delay, if any, in fiing departmental as well as
service appeal is due to the act of respondents.

5. That the instant application is being filed .as an
abundant caution for condonation of delay, if any.

6. That the impugned orders are illegot, void' ab-initio, @
- nullity in the eyes of law thus liable to be set aside in
the interest of justice.

It is therefore respectfully prayed that on acceptance of
the instant application the delay, if any, in the filing of the
above titled appeal may graciously be condoned.

Appliconmllom
Through: : | W
| | M - _ i

| (Mohommod Aslam Tanoli)
Advocate High Court
District Bar Haripur

Dated: /b(l 0-2019 -

VERIFICATION:

It is.verified that the contents of instant opplicoﬂon/oppedi
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief and nothing has been concealed thereof.

Dated: /7-10-201'9 - Applico%fe/AEp;eilonf
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BEFORE HONOURABLE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER,
HAZARA REGION, ABBOTTABAD.

(Departimental Appeal by Constable Khan Afsar No.413 District Police Haripur).

| ’ {THROUGH PROPER CHANNEL)
| . ——
|

| £ DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL AGAINST ORDER OB NO. 12 DATED 24-

- 01-2002 PASSED BY THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN AWARDED WITH THE PENALTY
OF “FORFEITURE OF APPROVED SERVICE FOR 02 (TWO) YEARS”.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE CI° INSTANT DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
! - THE IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 24-01-2002 MAY_KINDLY BE SET
Y ASIDE AND APPELLANT BE RESTORED HIS 02 (TWO) YEARS
P FORFEITED APPROVED SERVICE WITH _ ALL_CONSEQUENTIAL
SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

Respected Sir,

With most reverence and humble submission the following few
lines are laid down before your Highness for kind consideration

and favorable order please:-

1.  That towards the end of year 2001, the obpellcn’r was

selected to undergo fraining as Weapon Class Course at

Police Training Centre Hungu. The appellant reached PTC

Hungu on 04-§]-2001 but to his bad-luck the very next day

on 05-11-2001 he fell seriously il due to asthma. He was

taken to the PTC Hospital by his coileagues. The doctor

| advised appellant bed rest for.03 days. Appellant was
consecutively treated by his doctor at Hungu but he

could not get recovered his health.

2. That ultimately due to constrain the appellant
approached the Principle PTC Hungu and explained. him

his ailing health and requested to relieve him from training




!
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|

!

and send him back to his district. Thé Principle was kind

enough and permitted the appellant to join back his

district. On 09-11-2001, appellant left PTC Hungu and

resumed duty at Haripur on 10-11-2001.

That appelldn’f never absented from his duties even for a
single doy The appellant was called for and enquwed
verbally by ’rhe then DSP Haripur Syed Iqbal Hussonn Shoh |

about his illness. The appellant explained his position fo

‘the DSP who was fully satisfied with his explanation.

That no departmental inquiry was ever conducted

- against the appellant and he was never issued with a

charge sheet, show cause notice etc or any punishment

order since 200] to _ﬁ!l today.

I
|
1
I

Thc’f oppellom‘ has now applied for his voluntary -

refirement from serv:ce and when a week ago he

‘enquired ot{>ou’r preparation of-his retirement papers, he

was told by%’rhe office that some where in the year 2001

- he was owdrded.fhe p'énclty of “forfeiture of approved

service for Og years by District Police Officer Haripur.:

|
That on this ‘informo’rion;oppellon’r applied for issuance of
punishmen’rfo‘rder through wiitten application dated 29-

et

04-2019 thus he was issued the said order dated 24-01-

2002. {Copies of application & order attached “A & B").

That to prove’the crll/iegoﬁon against the appellant no -




proper depgﬁmenfol inquiry was conducted. Appellant

- WQas never p;ovided the copy of inquiry findings as well as

opportunity of personal hearing.
That appellant has rendered about 2 .£. years service in
the po_lice department. He always performed his assigned

duties with honesfy and has unblemished service record.

That now obpellon’r is going to be fe’rifed from service and

. the instant penalty of forfeiture of approved service of 02

years will cause fremendous loss to him in pay, pension
and graiuity. The apSéllan’r is a low paid employee
therefore he cannot afford such a big financial Iosé. He
has a large family consisting upon his school and college

going children. He also has no source of income. After his

~retirement ;the only source of his income would be his

view

pension. If z’rhis punishm.entis set aside it will be of great

financial help for the appeliant and his children.

|

|

- Sir, in view of ’rhé facts, it is earnestly requested that keeping in

{ .
cppellont’§ long service and being low paid employee

impugned ordef dated 24—017'2001 of the District Police -Officer

Haripur may kinc;ily be sat aside and the appellant be restored

his forfeited 02 years approved service with all consequential

service back beheﬁ’rs. Thanking you sir in‘anticipation.

?&ted: 06052019 %,

Your Obedient Servant

(KHAN AFSAR)
Constable No. 413
Police Line Haripur

__
.




. P
/ Cu/ .
< Qc

wwaﬁw “ Lo tn U’ 2

5 /J)QV'_& pfo Wz?é-—'
ff@/@@ Q-‘:"’H‘?%g
buaf”wcf“w”" B

e At il add
5’“*’*3'?% V"J/crm&”"” el

L e

(ot
A{@’i




e e

emen

vears approved service is scems 1o he genmne. !

f:.?E. Q (_ o S
, )OHf / & /{ C

| Amﬁ-E

ORDER L come——————

This order is:hereby passed (o (‘Iisposc‘"nff departmental appeal
under Rude 11-A of Khyber I‘nkhffn"unl(hw;] Police Rules 1975 submitted by Constable
Khan Afsar NoA13 of Faripur against the order n-l" punishment i.c. Forfeitnre of 02 years
approved service awarded to him by the District Police Officer. Haripur vide his OB No:

12, dated 24.01 2018,

Facts Ieading to punishment awarded to him are that he was
sclecled for weapon course at PTC Hangu, by the then SP Haripur on 02.11.2001. e
absented himsell from fraining conrse on 05112001 from PTC Hangu without any lecave
or permission and he was returned unqualificd by fhe Commandant PTC TTangu.

After recciving  his appeal, comments of DPO Haripur were
ohlained which were cxamined/ perused. The undersigned called him in O.R on
12.07.2019. heard him in person, where he failed to explain any plausible reasons in his

defencé, Therefore punishment awarded to him hy DPO Haripuy i-c Forfciture of 02

P erm e B

wence his appeal is rejected. v

r———

K#.LM ___.__,.-AG{.//:«A /...:”""

REGIONAL POLICTE OFFICER
4 Fazara Region Abbottabad

) - - : 5 -
No. 7 /f -\) Q) /PA, dated Ahho!mhacl(hé /Qg / ) 209, -

Copy of above is forwarded to the Disirict Police Officer, Haripur
Wi 1o his office letior Na: 3806, dated 30-05-2019 for information and necessary action,

Service Roll & Fuji Missal confaining enquiry file are returned for your office record.

€. A T

e

: REGIONAL POLICE OTFFICER
’_\;f{‘\‘\" 2 }/f" : 4. Tazara Region Abbottabad
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW A. SERVICE
“TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

|A.y|‘

SERVICE APPEAL NO 1340/20 19

Khan Afsar, Constable No.413; District Police Haripur.

....... (Appellant)
VERSU

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, and others.

..... (Respondents)

" ‘Subject:  Reply by respondents No.1.2 & 3.

- " PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

That the instant Service Appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct.

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

“That the appellant has suppressed material facts from the Honorable Tribunal.

That the instant Service Appeal is bad for mis-joinder/ non-Jomder of necessary
* parties.
. That the instant Service Appeal is badly barred by law and limitation
7. That the appellant has filed the instant service appeal just to pressurize the
respondents.

@"'m.b-u'w.-g

8. That the order passed by the authorities are based on facts & rules, after fulfilling

~“all the codal formalities, hence, the appeal is liable to be dismissed without any
further proceeding.

“"OBJECTIONS ON FACTS:-

L. Incorrect, the appellant was awarded several punishments during his
service, the detail is given below:-
i. 03 days extra drill and one day leave without pay, v1de OB No 06 dated
0 703.01.1995.
i.  One day extra drill, vide OB No. 11 dated 10.01.1995.
i.  Pay stopped vide OB No. 391 dated 22.11.1994.
iv.  One day extra drill, vide OB No.161 dated 16.05.1995.
v.  Period of absence treated as leave without pay out, Fine Rs. 500/- vide OB
~ No. 50 dated 18.02.1996.
vi. 02 days leave without pay and fined Rs. 100/~ vide OB No. 66 dated
4.03.1996. : »
vii. 01 day leave wnhout pay, and 1me Rs 50/— v1de OB No. 143 dated
. 12.05.1996.
vii. 01 day leave without pay, and fine Rs.50/- vide OB No. 161 dated
. 23.05.1996.
ix. 0l day leave without pay, and fine Rs. 50/— vide OB No. 217 dated
17.07.1996.

e P
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x. 01 day leave without pay. and 03 days Quarter Guard vide OB No. 327
dated 22.10.1996.
xi. 02 days extra drill vide OB No.66 dated 28.02.1997.
xi.  Fine Rs. 50/- vide OB No:185 dated 09.06.1997.
xii. ~ Warning vide OB No. 241 dated 01.08.1997.
xiv.  Forfeiture of 02 years approved service vide OB No.12 dated 24.01.2002.
xv. 07 days leave without pay vide OB No.215 dated 12.12.2003.
xvi.  Fine Rs. 300/- and 03 days leave without pay vide OB No. 85 dated
26.04.2004. .
xii. ~ 02 days leave w1thout pay and F ine Rs 300/- v1de OB No. 109 dated
25.05.2004.
xviii. ~ Fine Rs. 50/- vide OB No. 192 dated 29.08.2005. ,
xix. 04 days leave without pay vide OB No. 535 dated 05.12.2007.
xx. 08 days leave without pay vide OB No. 240 dated 16.05.2008.
xxi. — Warning and 07 days leave without pay vide OB No. 367 dated 09.06.20009.
xxii. 02 days leave without pay vide OB No. 19 dated 06.10.2010.

~‘xxiii.  Stoppage of 01 year increment without cumulative effect and period of

absence treated as earned leave.
That the appellant Constable Khan Afsar No. 413, was selected for weapon
course at PTC Hangu, by the then Superintendent of Police, Haripur, on
02.11.2001. He absented himself from the training course on 05.11.2001 from
PTC Hangu, without any leave or permission from, the competent authority and
he was returned unqualified by the commandant PTC Hangu, vide his office

- Letter No. 4331/SRC dated 12.12.2001. The acts and omissions of the appellant

were misconduct under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Removal from Service (Special
power) Ordinance 2001. He was issued charge Sheet with statement of allegations
by the then Superintendent of Police, Haripur. DSP Haripur, Syed Igbal Hussain,
was appointed as enquiry officer, who conducted the enquiry and submitted his

“findings, report vide his office Memo No. 06 /SB dated 16.01.2002, and

recommended the appellant for major punishment. The appellant was called in
orderly room and heard in person, being found guilty of misconduct, he was
awarded minor punishment of forfeiture of 02 years approved service vide OB

NO. 12 dated 24.01.2002, by the then Superintendent of Police, Haripur. (Copy

of order is attached as annexure “A”).

. Incorrect, the appellant willfully absented himself from the weapon course and

thereby committed misconduct under the law. The allegations were established
against the appellant.

Incorrect, the appellant could not give satisfactory teply of the charge sheet with
statement of allegations. Rather, the appellant was found guilty of gross
‘misconduct and he was recommended for major punishment by the inquiry
officer, vide his inquiry finding No.06/SB dated 16.01.2002. (Copy of inquiry is
attached as annexure “B”).

. Incorrect, proper departmental inquiry was conducted. The appellant joined the

inquiry proceedings. His statement was also recorded, similarly, he was given
right of personal hearing and self defense. However, the appellant failed to prove
his innocence.

Incorrect, the appellant is cheating the public authorities. He wants to justify the

- period of limitations on frivolous grounds. The order of punishment has attained




finality and not challegéeable in thedi‘r‘l_‘st'a’f‘l‘tvser'viee appeal as about 18 years have
~been lapsed. The waiver and acquiesces of the appellant on the punishment has

u‘?ﬁ created legal rights of the respondents.

) Incorrect, the appellant wants to ]egallze the period of limitations. by false

" grounds and tactics. Th& instant service appeal is badly barred by law/limitation
and not maintainable under the law.

8. Incorrect, proper departmental. mqulry was conducted. The appellant joined the
inquiry proceedings, the inquiry officer recorded the evidence and held the
appellant guilty of misconduct. The appellant was given right of personal hearing
and self defense. The order of punishment was passed in his presence.

. 9. Incorrect, the appellant committed gross misconduct for which he was awarded
lawful punishment. The instant service appeal is not maintainable and liable to be
dismissed. ,

10. Incorrect, the appellant waived his right of appeal within the statutory period of
limitation for appeal. Filing of any application/appeal by the appellant after the
-statuary period does not hold any legal force and it does not create any legal right
of appeal for the appellant.

I1. Incorrect, the appellant is .generating concocted stories to get undue advantages
not ‘admissible under the law and approached this Honorable Tribunal through -
unsound grounds:-

GROUNDS:-

- A. Incorrect, the order of respondents are quite legal, based on facts and
justice, hence, the orders are lawful and maintainable. |

- B. Incorrect, the appellant has been dealt in accordance with law. Proper
departmental inquiry was conducted and appellant was awarded
punishment on recommendation of inquiry -officer which commensurate
with proved charges.

C. Incorrect, the respondents proceeded fairly, justly and in accordance with
law. Therefore, the orders are lawful and maintainable under rules. -

D. Incorrect, proper departmental enquiry was conducted. The appellant was
issued charge sheet with statemént-of allegations. Being found guilty, the
appellant was awarded minor punishment. Moreover, all facts
circumstances and evidence were taken into consideration while awardmg
punishment to the appellant.

E. Incorrect, the appellant joined the enquiry proceedings, he was also given
right of personal hearing and self defense. Havirig fulfilled all legal and
codal requirements the appellant was awarded minor punishment.

~ F. Incorrect, the service appeal is badly barred by law and limitation and not
maintainable under the law/rules
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" PRAYER:-

\)I In view of above stated feict's._ip is most humbly prayed that the instant
VService appeal does not hold any legal.for'ce?“may kindly be dismissed with costs, please.

Peshawar
(Respondent No.1)

Regional Police Officer,
Hazara Region, -

{ ~ Abbottabad
| B (Respondent No.2)




- ’? BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE
2 TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

SERVICE APPEAL NO.1340/2019

e Khan Afsar, Constable No. 413 District Police Haripur.

....... (Appellant)
VERSU

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, and others.

..... (Respondents)

... .REPLY TO APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY IN SERVICE APPEAL
: BY RESPONDENTS.

Respecttully sheweth:-

. .~ ..... . The reply to applxcatlon for condonation of delay of service appeal on
behalf of respondents No. 1,2 &3, is submitted as under:-

. Incorrect, the appellant Constable Khan Afsar No. 413, was selected for weapon
course at PTC Hangu, by the then Superintendent of Police, Haripur, on
02.11.2001. The appellant. absented himself from- the training course on
05.11.2001 from PTC Hangu, without any leave or permission from competent
authority and he was returned unqualified by the commandant PTC Hangu, vide
his office Letter No. 4331/SRC dated 12.12.2001. The acts and omissions of the
appellant were misconduct under Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Removal from Service
(Special power) Ordinance 2001. The appellant was issued charge Sheet and
statement of allegations by the then Superintendent of Police, Haripur. DSP
Haripur, Syed Igbal Hussain, was appointed as enquiry officer, who conducted
the eﬁquiry and submitted his findings vide his office Memo No. 06 /SB dated
16.01.2002, and recommended the appellant for major punishment. The appellant
was called in orderly room and heard in person, being found guilty of
misconduct, the appellant was awarded minor punishment of forfeiture of 02
years approved service vide OB NO. 12 dated 24.01.2002, by the then
Superintendent of Police, Haripur. He was awarded lawful punishment, which is
maintainable under the law.. The instant service appeal is badly time barred and
liable to be dismissed.

2. Incorrect, the appellant filed departmental appeal after about 18 years, therefore,
his departmental apf)eal was rejected by the Regional Police Officer, Hazara
Region, Abbottabad, vide order No.2428/PA dated 18.07.2019. Moreover, the
instant service appeal is devoid of any legal force and liable to be dismissed.

- 3. Incorrect, the order of punishment was passed as per law and evidence.
Therefore, it is proper order, which has attained finality and to be mamtamable
“under the law/rules.

4. Incorrect, the instant service appeal is bad]y barred by law/limitation and not

maintainable under the law/rules. '
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= 5. Incorrect, the mstant serv1ce appeal 1s not mamtamable and liable to be dlsmlssed
'. » in leminie. o '

w0, Incorrect, the order of punishment .is quite legal, based on.facts and evidence.
Hence, it is sound and maintainable under the law/rules.

In view of above, it is most humbly prayed that the instaht service appeal as
well as application for condonationof delay does.not hold any legal force, Wthh may’
- kindly be d1smlssed with cost, please

Provinci 1g€,Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
- Peshawar
(Respondent No.1)

ﬁ{\f@t\‘

Regional Police Officer,
‘ Hazara Region,
Abbottabad
(Respondent No.2)




"BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR CAMP.COURT ABBOTTABAD

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 1340/20 19

| Khan Afsar, Con_stab_le No.413 Dlstrlct Police HaripUr.

L e (Appellant)
VERSUS

Provmc:lal Pollce Ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others
.'....(Respondents) ,

.. COUNTER AFFIDAVIT

I do hereby solemnly affirm and declare, that the
contents of comments / reply, are true to the best of my knowledge and bellef
and nothmg has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. ‘
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Reference attachod Summary of allegation and Charge Sheet

pearing No.24/SB, datcd 27,12, ¢001 regardlng departmental enguiry
entrusted to the undersigned &gsinst constable Khan_Afsar No.411

in lieu of his a®ksence.

SR The statement of conatable was recorded, who stated that
- ' :' © on $.11.2001 on the second day of bis arrival in PTC Hangu to
. undergo training as Weapon Class Course, he fell ill due to
Asthama, Fe proceeded to PTC Hospital, from where the doctor
advised him bed rest for 0% days. On expiry of 03 days‘bed rest
he wen% to hospital on &.11,2001, the doctor againt advised him
0% days Bed rest, On 9.11.2001, he without informing an> one came
kack to District by %bwentlng from PTC, He could not praduced
any Yed rest chit br any prescription,

Going through the available recerd, this constabdle is
of nine year service. He was due to appear before his superiors
~'at the time of his selection fer weapon course, His abgence/
dis~qualification report vide commandant PTC Hangu letter No.
4334/8RC, dated:12.ﬁ2{206ﬂ is worth perusal, During enguiry, this
constakle also absented himself from 7,4.2002 to § 9.1.2002

" without any reason,

Ae seems to be malingerer type, habitual abseutee and

proved to be guilty conciocus, liakle for major punishment.

Submitted please,

Py
IQBAL HUSSATN SHAH )
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FINDINGS.

Reference attached Summary of allegation and Charge Sheet
bearing No.24/SB, dated 27,12. 2001 regarding departmental enquiry
entrusted to the undersigned against constakle Khan Afsar No.411
in lieu of his a®sence,

The statement of constable was recorded, who stated that
cn 5,11.2001 on the second day of his arrival in PTC Hangu to
undergo training as Weapon Class Course, he fell ill due to

vf Asthama, He proceeded to PTC Hospital, from where the doctor
_advised him wed rest for 03 days. On expiry of 03 days wed rest
he went to hospital on 8.11,2001, the doctor againt advised him
03 days wed rest. On 9.11,2001, he without informing any one came
wack to District »y absenting from PTC., He could not produced
any bed rest chit or any prescription,

Going through the availa®le record, this constable is
of nine year service. He was due to appear before his superiors
at the time of his selection for weapon course. His absence/
dis-~equalification report vide commandant PTC Hangu letter No.,

| 4331/SRC, dated:12.12.2091 is worth perusal, During eneuiry, this
| ; o constable also absented himself from 7,1.2002 to # 9.1.2002
B without any reason.

proved to be guilty concious, liable for major punishment.

He seems to be malingerer type, habitual absentee and
|
|

Submitted please,

( SYED IQBAL HBUSSAIN SHAH )

() Q./ Dy:Supdt:of Police
Haripur.g/
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DISCIPLINARY ACTION,

i

I (":ipt Ehsan Tufail (2SP) Superintendent of Police. Haripur as competent authority.
I am of the opinion that, Canstable Whan Afsar No.413 has rendered himself liable to be
pmcculul against as he commitied the Tollowing acliomissions wuh in the meaning of section 3 of 7

thc North West Frontier,_Province Remaoval from Service (Spec;al Powers) 2000 and (Amended)
,.( wd: 2001

SUMMARY O ALLECATIONS,

Constable Khan Afsar No.411 while posted in Police Station Khanpur was selected
tor Weapon Course on 04.11.01 at P'I'C Hangu and where from he absented himself from
undergoing weapen clss course on 09.11.01 with ouwt leave or permission. He was therefore
Teturnad 1o his parent district i.e. Haripur distict as un-qualificd vide Commandant PTC Hangu
letter No 433 1'SRC. dated 12. 12.200] He reported his amvival in Police Lines Hatipur with his own
sweel well on 10.11.01. His deliberaie absence rom the course amounls to gross misconduct. and
also against the gnod orders of discipline. Hence Summary of allegations.

l‘or the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the accused with reference to the
, above allegations Syed Tghal Tlussain Shahk DSP-Faripur is hereby appointed to conduct enquiry
under sechion 3 of the ordinance.

The enquiry olficer shall in accordance with the provisions ol the ordinance, provide
reasonable oppartunity of hearing fo the accused, record its finding and make with in thirty days of

the receipt of (his order, recommendations as to \vh\ panishment or other appropriate action against
.the accused.

. b

: - Havipus.
Ne. Q& g8 Pateod- Ry 2.0
Copy of the above is forwarded to: -
1 The Fnguiry officer for initiating proceedings against the accused under the provision of =
the NWFP. Removal from Service (Special Powers) (Amended) Ordinance 2001. '

2 The accused with the divections to appear before the enquiry officer, on the date, time
and place tixed by tie officer. Tor the purpose of enquiry proceedings.




o

CHARGE SHIERT,

WHEREAS, 1 am satisfied from  the enclosed Summary of
Allegations that the nature of allegations is such that formal enquiry as contemplated in
the NWITP Police Rulgs 1973 read with NWEP Removal from service (Special Powers)
Ordinancz, 2000 apd (amended Oudy 2001 s necessary and expedient as defined in the
oresaid rides. :

AND WHERFAS. as tontemplated by the said rules, 1, Capt Ehsan
Tofail (PSP) Superintendent of Police, Maripur charge you .Coustable Khan Afsar
No.d11, for alleged misconduct and inefficiency on tlm basis of Summary of Allegation
appun]ux,l erewith, )

- I hereby direct you_ furfher under the said rules fo put a written
statement with in 7 davs of the teceipt of this Charge Sheet along with Summary of
Afleoations Tailing which it shall be pmxum-.d that vou Inw no du&mg to offer and Ex-
parte action shall be laken against you. .

)y,
‘)Upmnt sndent of Pohc:,
Harpur.
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] From: The Commandant, -
- Police Training College,Hangu.

To The Superiﬁtendent of Folice,

Haripur. '
No . W3l /53¢ Dated Hangu the ‘?L! B /20871,
¥ .
( .

Subject: RETYRY 70 _DISTT: AS UN-QUALIFIED,

Memo: ‘

Constable Khan Afsar No. 411 of your digtt:
undergoing, weapon Class courge is absent from training
programme from 09.11.2001. He wag, therefore reiurned to his
parent disgtt: as un-qualified under Rule-~-81 of PTC Hangu
Manual vide thies office OB No. 346 dated 26.4.2001,
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- SIGNAL.

FROM : SP. HARTFUR.
™ ' COMMANDANT, PIC, HANGU.

., (W) -7 DIG. HAZARA RANGE ATD:
NO . /3 50¢€ (.) PT: e/ — 7/ — 2001 (.) SUBJECT (.)
- WEAPON COURSE (.) KINDLY REFER TO YOUR OFFICE SIGNAL NO.
3837<55, DT: 24,10,2001 (.) CONSTABLE KHAN AFSAR NO.41% IS
SELECTED FOR THE SUBJECT COURSE FROM THIS DISTRICT (.) DIG/
HAZARA FOR FAVOUR OF THFORMATION PLEASE (.) -
o { ° . - ’
](\f/.f'!,

VA o _— : SUPDT: OF POLICE,
™. _ v\ oo 3 ) 2 HARTPUR.

e e | c e
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA Al communications  should = be
4 . addressed to the Registrar KPK Service
: SERVICE TRIBH_NAL, P ESHAWAR Tribunal and not any official by name.
No. =) 86 /ST ' _
o /“j“’,‘ Ph:- 091-9212281
937 1. Fax:- 091-9213262
S VAL -

To
- The District Police Officer,

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, -
Haripur.

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 1340/2019, MR. KHAN AFSAR.

| am directed to forward herewith a certified cqby of Judgement dated
29.11.2021 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for compliance please.

Encl: As above , ’

| ) | . ‘ . REGISTRAR

'KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

* SERVICE TRIBUNAL
 PESHAWAR




