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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

. Servi

PESHAWAR.

ce Appeal No. 1057/2023 C

' Sajjad Said Ex Constable No. 2780 s/o Akbar Said Khan r/o Mohallah Karim Abad

Hatian Tehsil Takht Bhai District Mardan......... T T Appellant

) 1 i ]
VERSUS

The District Police Officer, Mardan and others

.........

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

PARA-WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDERTSHT Tk sl

Respectfully Sheweth, s, ,»,_J‘,,/ . g
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS N A LY %
1. That the appellant has not approached this Hon’ble Tribunal with clean

6.
7.
REPL

hands.

. That the appellant has concealed the actual facts from this Hon'ble Tribunal.

. That the appellant has got no cause of action or locus standi to file the

instant-appeal.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct tc file the instant Service
Appeal.

. That the appeal is unjustifiable, baseless, false, flawless and vexatious and

the same is liable to be dismissed with special compensatory cost in favour of
respondents.

That the Hon’ble Tribunal has no jurisdiction to adjudicate the matter.
That the appeal is bad for miss-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

Y ON FACTS

1.

o]
Para to the extent of enlistment in Police Department as Constable pertains

to record needs no comments.

. Incorrect. Stance of appellant is baseless, because every Police Officer is

under obligation to perform his duty upto the entire satisfaction of his
superiors, because his performance was not satisfactory and he is habitual
absentee as previously he had been awarded major punishment of dismissal
from service vide order book No. 927, dated 25.04.2019. He was reinstated
by the appellate authority through order No. 10024/ES dated 24.07.2019.
Moreover, the perusal of service record of the appellant revealed that due to
his lethargic attitude his entire service record is tainted with bad entries
(Copies previous dismissal, reinstatement order and list of bad
entries is attached as Annexure A & B).

. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible, because being a

member of disciplined force he was supposed to inform his seniors about his
father's illness or submit application for leave bl;kt he failed to do so and
remained absent from duty without any leave/pe-mission of the competent

authority vide DD No. 15 dated 29.09.2021 to PD No.36 dated 04.11.2021,
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2.
DD No. 03 dated 01.12.2021 to DD No.11 dated 05.12.2021, DD No. 04
dated 26.12.2021 to DD -No. 04‘ date 28.12.2021 & DD No. 08 dated
01.01.2022 to DD No. 05 dated 02.02.2022, this attitude of the appellant
clearly showed that he was no more interested in Police Department, which is

gross misconduct under the Police Rules, 1975.

. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is not plausible because he while

posted at Police Station Sheikh Maltoon, remained abseAt from duty for (36)
days without any leave/permission of the competent authority \)ide DD No.
15 dated 29.09.2021 to DD No.36 dated 04.11.2021.-0On account of
aforementioned allegations, the appellant was issuec Charge Sheet with
Statement of allegations and enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Inain Jan the then
SDPO/City, Mardan vide No. 246/PA dated 02.11.2021. During the course of
enquiry the appellant was contacted time and again to appear before the
enquiry officer but neither he appeared before the enquiry officer nor
submitted his reply. However, after fulfillment of all legal and codal
formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended for taking ex-parte action
against the appellant vide his office letter No. 214/S dated. 14.02.2022.
Besides, the above, the appellant while posted at Police Statién Baizo, again
remained absent from duty for (37) days without any |2ave/permission of the
competent authority vide DD No. 03 dated 01.12.2021 to DD No.11 dated
05.12.2021, DD No. 04 dated 26.12.2021 to DD No. 04 date 28.12.2021 &
DD No. 08 dated 01.01.2022 to DD No. 05 dated 02.02.2022. On account of
aforementioned allegations, the appellant was issued Charge Sheet with
Statement of allegations and enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Adnan Azam the
then SDPO/City Mardan vide No. 38/PA dated 1C.02.2022. During the
course of enquiry the appellant was contacted time and again to appear
before the enquiry officer but neither he appeared before the enquiry
officer nor submitted his reply. However, after fulfillment of all legal and
codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer also recommended for taking ex-
parte action against the appellant vide 381/S dated 30.03.2022.
Therefore, the appellant was called for hearing in Orderly Rooms on
30.03.2022, 06.04.2022 & 13.04.2022 respectively cn proper notices but he
did not bother to comply, nor appeared before the competent authority
hence, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service which
does commensurate with the gravity of miscondulct of the appellant (Copies
of Charge sheet with statement of allegations, enquiry papers and
dismissal order are attached as annexure-C, D & E).

. Correct to the extent that the appellant preferred departmental appeal as

well as Revision Petition before the appellate authorities which were fiied,
being bereft of any substance. As the appellant was provided full-fledged
opportur}ity of defending himself but he bitterly failed to prodiice any cogent




proofs/reasons to justify his inicence. Hence, after perusal of entire
material available on record coupled with enquiry report as well as the order
of punishment, the departmental appeal and revision petit}on were filed
being devoid of merit and badly time barred (Copy of orders is attached
as annexure-"F").

6. That the appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following

grounds amongst the others.

REPLY ON GROUNDS:

A. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appeliant is not plausible because the orders
passed by the competent authority as well as appellate authority are;
after fulfilling all legal and codal formalities by providing full-fledged
opportunity of defending himself before the competent as Well as
appellate authority but he bitterly failed to produce any cogent reasons in
his defense.

B. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is not plausible because due to
his long absence from duty without any leave/permission of the
competent authority, he was properly proceeded against departmentally
through the then SDPO City, during the course of enquiry, the appellant
was contacted time and again to appear before the enq@iry officer but
neither did he appear before the enquiry officer 'nor did he submit his
reply. However, after fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities, the
Enquiry Officer recommended for taking ex-parte action against the
appellant, therefore, the appellant was called for hearing in Orderly
Rooms on 30.03.2022, 06.04.2022 & 13.04.2022 respectively through
proper notices but he did not bother to comply, nor appeared before the
competent authority hence, the punishment order was passed. '

C. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is not plausible, because the
respondent have no grudges against the appellant and did not violate any
Article of Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, rather he has been
treated in accordance with law.

D. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is not plausible because he was
issued Charge Sheet with Statement of allegations vide No. 246/PA dated
02.11.2021 and Charge Sheet with Statement of allegations No. 38/PA
dated 10.02.2022 on account of his long absence, which were duly
received by the appellant himself and signed the photo ccoy as token of
its receipt (Photo Copy of receipt of served charge sheet is
attached as annexure-G).

E. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant is baseless because during the
course of enquiry the appellant was contacted time and again to
appear before the enquiry officer but neither he appeared before the

enquiry officer nor submitted his reply. However, after fulfillment of all



legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended for
taking ex-parte action against the appellant, therefore, the appellant
was called for hearing in Orderly Rooms‘on 30.03.2022, 06.04.2022 &
13.04.2022 respectively on proper notices but he did not bother to

~comply, nor appeér before the competent authority.

It is added that the appellant preferred departmental appeal in this
connection he was sumrhoﬁed énd heard in person in orderly room on
22.01.2023 by providing full-fledged opportunity of hearing to the
appellant to produce evidence/grounds in his defense, but he failed.

. Incorrect. Stance taken by the appellant is not plausible because he while

posted at Police Station Sheikh Maltoon, remained absent from duty for
(36) days without any leave/permission of the competent authority vide
DD No. 15 dated 29.09.2021 to DD No.36 dated 04.11.2021. On account
of aforementioned allegations, the appeliant was issued Charge Sheet
with Statement of allegations and enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Inam Jan
the then SDPO/City, Mardan vide No. 246/PA dated 02.11.2021. During
the course of enquiry the appellant was contacted time and again to
appear before the enquiry officer but neither he appeared before the
enquiry officer nor submitted his reply. However, after fulfillment of ali
Ie‘g-:;.\l and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended for
taking ex-parte action against the appellant vide his office letter No.
214/S dated 14.02.2022. '
Besides, the above, the appellant while posted at Police Station Baizo,
again remained absent from duty for (37) days without any
leave/permission of the competent authority vide DD No. 03 dated
01.12.2021 to DD No.11 dated 05.12.2021, DD No. 04 dated 26.12.2021
to DD No. 04 date 28.12.2021 & DD No. 08 dated 01.01.2022 to DD No.
05 dated 02.02.2022. On account of aforementioned allegations, the

appellant was issued Charge Sheet with Statement of a'llegations and -

enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Adnan Azam the then SDPO/City Mardan
vide No. 38/PA dated 10.02.2022. During the course of enquiry the
appellant was contacted time and again to appear before the enquiry
officer but neither he appeared before the enquiry officer nor
submitted his reply. However, after fulfilment of all legal and codal
formalities, the Enquiry Officer also recommended for taking ex-parte
action against the appellant vide 381/S dated 30.03.2022. Therefore,
the appellant was called for hearing in Orderly Rooms on 30.03.2022,
06.04.2022 & 13.04.2022 respectively on proper notices but he did not
bother to comply, nor appeared before the competent authority hence, he
was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service which does

commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of the appellant.
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G. Incorrect. Para already explaini‘e'd needs no comments.

H. Para pertains to record needs no comments.

I. Incorrect. Plea of the appellant is baseless, due to his long absence he is
entitled for the said punishment as per Police Rules 1975, while rest of
para is also not plausible, because- every Police Officer is under obligation
to perform his duty upto th_e*entlre satisfaction of his superiors. Moreover,

%o,

the perusal of serv1ce record of the appellant revealed that due to his

R

lethargic attitude his entire service record is tainted with bad entries.
J. The respondents also seek permission of this honorable tribunal to adduce
additional grounds at the time of arguments.
PRAYER:-

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of above
submissions, appeal of the appellant may very kindly be dismissed being a badly

ti'me-barred and devoid of merits,

#

District Police Officer, Mardan. .--Regional Police Offiter, Mardan.

(Respondent No. 1) (Respondept
(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)"S? AN)PSP ‘
Incumbent J Lé/ .
For Inspector Ge 2
Khyber Pak
(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)"°"

Incumb
—
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR.,

In Re S.A No. 1057/2023

Sajjad Said Ex Constable No. 2780
VERSUS
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others
Reply to the application for condonation of delay:-

Respectfully Sheweth,

1. That the application filed by the applicant before this Honorable Tribunal may
kindly be dismissed being bereft of any substance.

2. Incorrect. Stance of applicant is baseless, because he is habitual absentee
and remained absent from duty without any leave/permission of the
competent authority for (59) days due to which previously he had been
awarded major punishment of dismissal from service vide order book No.
927, dated 25.04.2019. Later on he was reinstated by the appellate authority
through order No. 10024/ES dated 24.07.2019.

3. Incorrect. Plea taken by the applicant is not plausible, because being a
member of disciplined force he was supposed to inform his seniors about his
father's illness or submit application for leave but he failed to do so and
remained absent from duty without any leave/permission of the competent
authority vide DD No. 15 dated 29.09.2021 to DD No.36 dated 04.11.2021,
DD No. 03 dated 01.12.2021 to DD No.11 dated 05.12.2021, DD No. 04
dated 26.12.2021 to DD No. 04 date 28.12.2021 & DD No. 08 dated |
01.01.2022 to DD No. 05 dated 02.02.2022, this attitude of the applicant
showed that he was no more interested in Police Department, which is gross

misconduct under the Police Rules, 1975.

4. Incorrect. Stance taken by the applicant is not plausible because he while
posted at Police Station Sheikh Maltoon, remained absent from duty for (36)
days without any leave/permission of the competent authority vide DD No. 15
dated 29.09.2021 to DD No.36 dated 04.11.2021. On account of
aforementioned allegations, the applicant was issued Charge Sheet with
Statement of allegations and enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Inam Jan the then
SDPOQ/City, Mardan vide No. 246/PA dated 02.11.2021. During the course of
enquiry the applicant was contacted time and again to appear before the
enquiry officer but neither he appeared before the enquiry officer nor
submitted his reply. However, after fulfillment of all legal and codal
formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended for taking ex-parte action
against the applicant vide his office letter No. 214/S dated 14.02.2022.
Besides, the above, the applicant while posted at Police Station Baizo, again
remained absent from duty for (37) days without any leave/permission of the
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competent authority vide DD No./03 dated 01.12.2021 to DD No.11 dated
05.12.2021, DD No. 04 dated 26.12.2021 to DD No. 04 date 28.12.2021 &
DD No. 08 dated 01.01.2022 to DD No. 05 dated 02.02.2022. On account of
aforementioned allegations, the applicant was issued Charge Sheet with
Statement of allegations and enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Adnan Azam the
then SDPO/City Mardan vide No. 38/PA dated 10.02.2022. During the course
of enquiry the applicant was contacted time and again to appear before
the enquiry officer but neither he appeared before the enquiry officer nor
submitted his reply. However, after fulfilment of all legal and codal
formalities, the Enquiry Officer also recommended for taking ex-parte
action against the applicant vide 381/S dated 30.03.2022. Therefore, the
applicant was called for hearing in Orderly Rooms on 30.03.2022,
06.04.2022 & 13.04.2022 respectively on proper notices but he did not
bother to comply, nor appeared before the competent authority hence, he
was awarded major punishment of dismissa!l from service which does

.

commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of the applicant.

. Correct to the extent that the applicant preferred departmental appeal as

well as Revision Petition before the appellate authorities which were filed,
being bereft of any substance. As the applicant was provided full-fledged
opportunity of defending himself but he bitterly failed to produce any cogent
proofs/reasons to justify his innocence. Hence, after perusal of entire
material available on record coupled with enquiry report as well as the order
of punishment, the departmental appeal and revision petition were filed
being devoid of merit and badly time barred.

6. Incorrect. Plea taken by the applicant is not plausible because the orders

passed by the competent authority as well as appellate authority, are after
fulfilling all legal and codal formalities, by providing full-fledged opportunity of
defending himself before the competent as well as appellate authority but he

bitterly failed to produce any cogent reasons in his defense.

7. Incorrect. Stance taken by the applicant is not plausible because due to his

long absence from duty without any leave/permission of the competent
authority he was properly proceeded against departmentally through the
then SDPO City, during the course of enquiry the applicant was contacted
time and again to appear before the enquiry officer but neither he
'appeared before the enquiry officer nor submitte‘d his reply. However,
after fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer
recommended for taking ex-parte action against the applicant, therefore,
the applicant was called for hearing in Orderly Roomé on 30.03.2022,
06.04.2022 & 13.04.2022 respectively through proper notices but he did not

bother to comply, nor appear before the competent authority.



8. Incorrect, plea taken by the applicant is whimsical/concocted rather fanciful
hence, liable to be set at naught. As the apex court of Pakistan has held that
the guestion of limitation canndt beé considered a “technicality” simpliciter as
it has got its own significance and would have substantial bearing on merits
of the case. Reliance is placed on the case of ,Muhammad Islam versus
Inspector General of Police, ,Islamabad and others” (2011 SCMR 8). In an
another judgment it has beeﬁ held fhaf the law of limitation must be followed
strictly. In this regard reliance is placed on the dictum laid down in
Chairman, District Screening committee, Lahore and anothér v. Sharif Ahmad
Hashmi (PLD 1976 SC 258), S. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi v. Chairman, Screening
Committee Lahore and another (1978 6 Civil Revision No.3364 of 2011 SCMR
367), Yousaf Ali v. Muhammad Aslam Zia and 2 others (PLD 1958 SC (Pak)
104), Punjab Province v. The Federation of Pakistan (PLD 1956 FC 72),
Muhammad Swaleh and another v. Messers United Grain and Fodder
Agencies (PLD 1949 PC 45), Hussain Bakhsh and others v. Settlement
Commissioner and another (PLD 1969 Lah. 1039), Nawab Syed Raunaq Ali
and others v. Chief Settlement commissioner and others (PLD 1973 SC 236),
Chief Settlement Commissioner, Lahore v. Raja Muhammad Fazil Khan and
other (PLD 1975 SC 331), WAPDA v. Abdul Rashid Bhatti, (1949 SCMR
1271), Inspector General of Police, Balochistan v. Jawad Haider and another
(1987 SCMR 1606), WAPDA v. Aurganzeb (1988 SCMR 1354), Muhammad
Naseem Sipra v. Secretary, Government of Punjab (1989 SCMR 1149),
Muhammad Ismail Memon v. Government of Sindh and another 1981 SCMR
244), Qazi Sardar Bahadar v. Secretary, Ministry of Health, Islamabad and
others (1984 SCMR 177), Smith v. East Elloe Rural District Council ani
others (1956 AC 736), Province of East Pakistan and others v. Muhammad
Abdu Miah (PLD 1959 SC (Pak), 276 and Mehr Muhammad Nawaz and
others. V. Government of Punjab and others (1977 PLC (C.S5.T) 165) and
Fazal Elahi Siddigi v. Pakistan (PLD 1990 SC 692)”.

9. Para is for the applicant to prove.

10.Incorrect, plea taken by the applicant is whimsical/concocted rather fanciful
hence, liable to be set at naught. As the apex court of Pakistan has held that
the question of limitation cannot be considered a “technicality” simpliciter as
it has got its own significance and would have substantial bearing on merits of
the case. Reliance is placed on the case of ,Muhammad Islam versus
Inspector General of Police, Islamabad and others” (2011 SCMR 8). In an
another judgment it has been held that the law of limitation must be followed
strictly. In this regard reliance is placed on the dictum laid down in Chairman,
District Screening committee, Lahore and another v. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi
(PLD 1976 SC 258), S. Sharif Ahmad Hashmi v. Chairman, Screening
Committee Lahore and another (1978 6 Civil Revision No.3364 of 2011 SCMR
367), Yousaf Ali v. Muhammad Aslam Zia and 2 others (PLD 1958 SC (Pak)
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the applicant regarding cindonatlon of delay may very kindly be ¢

District Police Officer, Mardan. Regional Police Oﬂ

(NAJEEB -UR-REHMAN BUGVI)"®?

104), Punjab Province v. The Federation of Pakistan (PLD 1956 FC 72),
Muhammad Swaleh and another v. Messers United Grain and Fodder Agencies
(PLD 1949 PC 45), Hussain Bakhsh and others v. Settlement Commissioner
and another (PLD 1969 Lah. 1039), Nawab Syed Raunaq Ali and others v.
Chief Settlement commissioner and others (PLD 1973 SC 236), Chief
Settlement Commissioner, Lahore v. Raja Muhammad Fazil Khan and other
(PLD 1975 SC 331), WAPDA v. Abdul Rashid Bhatti, (1949 SCMR 1271),
Inspector General of fDoIice,' Balochistan v. Jawad Haider and another (1987
SCMR 1606), WAPDA v. Aurganzeb (1988 SCMR 1354), Muhammad Naseem
Sipra v. Secretary, Government of Punjab (1989 SCMR 114%), Muhammad
Ismail Memon v. Government of Sindh and another 1981 SCMR 244), Qazi
Sardar Bahadar v. Secretary, Ministry of Health, Islamabad and others (1984
SCMR 177), Smith v. East Elloe Rural District Council and others (1956 AC
736), Province of East Pakistan and others v. Muhammad Abdu Miah (PLD
1959 SC (Pak), 276 and Mehr Muhammad Nawaz and others. V. Government
of Punjab and others (1977 PLC (C.S.T) 165) and Fazal Elahi Siddigi v.
Pakistan (PLD 1990 SC 692)". '

- 11. Para is for the applicant to prove. However, it is pertinent to mention here

that every case has its own facts and circumstances and the very conduct of
the applicant is unbecoming of a disciplined police officer. As during fhe
course of enquiry he did not bother either to report back to his place of duty -
or join enquiry proceedings. Besides he was called trice in Orderly Rooms by
the competent authority but he bitterly failed rather deliberately avoided to
appear & defend himself. Hence, if the conduct of applicant during the enquiry
proceedings was such then he had no care either to obtain copy or get
information regarding the proceedings. Ther'efoAre, the issue of communication

of punishment order is totally a tailored one,

Keeping in view the above submission, it is humbly prayed that application of

ismissed please.

N

er, Mardan.
(Respondent No. 1)

Incumbent

KhyberPakhtunkhwa, Peshawar_

(Respondent No. 3) \
(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)">? :
Incumbent
v
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" BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

' Service Appeal No. 1057/2023

Sajjad Said Ex Constable No. 2780 s/o Akbar Said Khan r/o Mohallah Karim Abad
Hatian Tehsil Takht Bhai District Mardan........ e FEPPROTPTRT Appellant”

VERSUS

The District Police Officer, Mardan and others

rieetnenerehenenreet b naton e s eRraEa ey rrebne PRSP DU T TP RPN Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT. -

We, the respondents do hereby declare and ‘solemnly
affirm on oath that the contents of the Para-wise comments in the service appeal |
cited as subject are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief and
nothlng has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal, It is further stated on

oath that in thIS appeal, the answering respondents have neather been placed ex-

parte nor their defense has been struck off.

S

District Police Officer, Mardan.
(Respondent No. 1)
s (NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)"*P
& Incumbent




I R

GFFICE OF THE
~ DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 13"
NMIARDAN g ke
Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 o
Email: dpo_mardan@yahoo.com

No.fhZb=(5 _1PA . DatedZe /_J /2019

i

: ORDEII ON ENQUIRY OF CONSTABLE SAJJAD SAID NO.2780

This order will dispose-offa Departmental Enquiry unde1 Pollce Rules

1975, initiated against the subject official, under the allegations that while posled at Police

Station Jabbar (Now under transfer to PS Par Hoti), Proceeded against depaxtmentallv through

Mr. Guished Khan SDPO Katlang vide this Ofﬁce Statement of Dlsmplmalv Actlon/Chargd

Sheet No.9307-08/PA dated 11-12-2018 on account of (59) days absencc S pcuod hom duty n.
without any leavefapploval of the competent authorities v1de - n
T 1) DD 30 dated 05-09:2018 1 DD 07 dated 08-09-2018 03, days)?. - ot

2) DD 07 dated 25-09-2018 to DD 22 dated-01-10-2018 (06 days). - a8

3) DD'45 dated 02-10-2018 to DD 27 dated 13-10-2018 (11 days).
* 4) DD 32 dated 25-10-2018 to DD 14 dated 04-12-2018 (39 days).
S) DD 31 dated 02-02-2019 PS Jabbar till-date,

_ . "
W The E.O after fulfi llmg necessary process submitted his demgs to this en
jc 3

Office vide his Office letter No. 271/St dated 05-03-2019, holding responsible the allcgcd official S
Latu

of gress misconduct on accdbunt of being habitual offender & non—appealancc before I*nquny
Officer, despite of given information till ﬁnallzatlon of hus depaﬂmental cnquny wnh

lccommen(lmg hlm for Major Punishment. -

= i

-
—— ¢
R S SR it o et n ————— o /

In this. connection, the alleged ofﬁ01al was selved with a I“,gnal Show

Cause Notice on 13 04-2019 through his brother Lal Said, issued vide lh]S ofﬁce'No 108/PA

dated 10-04-2019, to which, hlS 1eply was due to It:d.(.ﬂ this office within (07) days on 11'5 receipt

o S

5. ,_F;nal Ql_“dgrm. ET
' o Keepmg in view the above facts, I am of the consjdered 0p1mon that

?Mmtable Sajjad Said is an unwilling worker and habitual offender, as cv1den1 thﬂt he has
carned (19) Bad Entrics with no Good F Entry in his scrvice record, thcrcfore awardcd _him

major penalty of dismissal from Police Force wuh cffect from 02-02- 20]9 (Last absencc)

with counting his (59) days abscnce s perlod, quotcd above, as leave’ wuhout “pay with
1mmed1ate effect .In exercise of the power vested in me under Police Rules 1975. - c -
LT i R - —— YL P ot
. : ' ~ . ’ _(/ 1o

OBNo ‘;?&Z L Ry g,n
+ Dated _2& /_47 2019, L o
: , © (Sajjad [ﬂfn) PSP :
! District Police Officer

#}-Mardan ‘

formatiod & n/action to:- -

st} 2 The: DSP/HQrs: Mardan! - RIS . i
2).The SDPOs City. & _lrﬂli\'fardan '

Cop;‘/ forwarded for i



mailto:mardan@vahoo.com

ORDER. ', -°

~<This~crder will dispose-off the appeal preferred by Ex-Constable
. Sajjad No. 2780 of Mardan District Police against the order of District Police

TR

Officer, Mfarl"'d'a'n, whereby he was awarded Major punishment of dismissal from
service vide OB No. 250 dated 31.01.2019 T

Brief facts of the case are that, the appellant while posted at Police
Station Jabbar, Proceeded against departmentally through Mr. Gulshed Khan
SDPO Katlang on account of (59) days absence’s period frgm duty without any
leave/approval of the competent authorities vide: -

1) DD 30 dafed'05-09-2018 to DD 07 dated 08-09-2018 (03 days). / - '
2) DD 07 dated 25-09-2018 to DD 22 dated 01-10-2018 (06 days).
3) DD 45 dated 02-10-2018 to DD 27 dated 13-10-2018 (11 days} s sos -
4) DD 32 dated 25-10-2018 to DD 14 dated 04-12-2018 (39 days). .
5) DD 31 dated 02-02-2019 PS Jabbar tilj-date of dismissal e i
" The Enquiry Officer after fulfilling necessary process, submitted his
Findings, held responsible the alleged official of gross misconduct on account of
being habitualloffender & non-appearance before Enquiry Officer, despite giving
P information Eill;ﬁinaiization of his departmental enquiry, thus recommended him for

1¢h ¢, "~ Major Punistment. In this connection, he was served with a Final Show Cause

P N

“slfice within (07) days from the date of its receipt, but again failed to comply with

Vtiflidate, . , s
‘“ Keeping in view the alleged Constable Sajjad Said was found an
,,fd%_v'villing worker and habitual offender. He .has (19) Bad Entries with no Good

. ."m-Er’wtry in his .,s'efr‘vice record, fherefore, awarded him major penalty of dismissal
from Police Force with effect from 02-02%2019 (Last absence) with counting his

(59) days absence’s period, quoted above, as leave without pay e iy

He was called in orderly rogm held in this office on‘18.07.2019 and
heard him in person. His previous record was perused and found him habitual

. . . *—b-f“" . . . .
absentee. However, taking a lenient view, the punishment of dismissal is set-

4 N

otice on 13-04-2019 through his brother'Lal Said,, his reply was.due to. reach his,

L
L7

_—

aside, he is ,re{iinstated in service and awarded punishment, of.Stonpage-of-02—

Il

-OQ . / years of increment with cumulative effect: “The period he remained out of service
N . ——— -~ —H—.ﬁ\ ‘-_‘_._‘____F'———\ 3
> 's treated as leave without pay. - :

% / 03 QRIDER ANNQUNCED, e
i/ ‘

.

(MUHAMMAD ALI KHAN)PSP
o ¥‘ Regional Police Officer,
Mardan.

LD G ks, Dated Mardanthe___ D & /&5 7. /2010,

D ——————
=

. ‘l
“Copy to District Police Officer, Mardan for info\rn%ion and
necessary action w/r to his office Memo: No0.294/LB dated 10.07.2019. His Service
!}re,c;czr.d—is-retu ed herewith, ; :
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OFFICE OF THE
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
MARDAN  _ -

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 e
, Emalle dpomdn@gmail.com ’

ZRL AV 29 ool
PA oo

,-.,,,,
120z

* ¥ Dated 2 ot 44/2021

~ TTDISCIPLINARY ACTION

I. DR. ZAHID ULLAI (PSP), District Police Officer Mardan. as competent

authority am of the opinion that Constable Sajjad Said No.2780, himself liable to be procecded against
) .

as he commitied the following acts/omissions within the meaning of Police Rules 1975.

4 mamde se &

STATEMENT OF AI;LEG;\TIONS

1

Whereas, Constable Sajjad_Said No.2780, while pogied at Policc Station

Sheikh Maltoon, remained absent from duty without any leave/permission of yife competen. authority vide
DD No.44 dated 29-09-2021 till date. .

T, "‘; ) .
R et N " mea

For the purpose of St;[ulini'zingb\hc condlict of the said accuscd official with

dn is nominated as Enguiry Officer.

reference-(o-the above allcgations, Mr. Inam Jan SDPO/Clty

The Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the proVision of Po ice Rules 1975,

-

~provides reasonablc opportunisyofhearing to the, accused Police Official, record/submit ais findings and

make within' (30) days of the rcceipt of this order‘, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate
Fea e

- - "-"- - .
action against the accused Official.

Y

1
1

Constable Sajjad Said is directed to appear before the Enquiry Officer on the,

date + time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

¥
y!

-—ap
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. tex-parte action shall follow against you.

-
~e

DISTRICT‘POLICE OFFICER

nN

=

5 Y H $v L

‘ MARDAN R

Tel'No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 '

VgL ) Emal: dpomdn@gmail.com _
CHARGE SHEET, S
4 |, DR, ZAIID ULLATI (PSP), District Police Ofﬁcér Mardan, as competent

, duthority. hcrcby charge Constable Sajjad Said No.2780, wh Je posted at Police Station Sheikh Maltoon.

i e

;‘{ as per attached Statement ol Allegations.

L. . By reasons of above, you appear to bz guilty of misconduct under Police Rulcs.,

" 1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all of any of the penzltics specified in Police Rules, 1975,

* 1

2. You are, therefore, required o submit your written defensc within 07 days of the
receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry-Officer, as the case mnay be.

* [}
3. . ) Your writtep defense, if any, should rzath the Enciuuy Officer within the

. :;pcclf'etrperlod failing which, it shall be plesumed that you have no defense to put-in and in that casc,

-— A
—— et

4. ' Intimate whether you desired to be heard in person.

-
PO PO "
=T .’-w-;:uw -

1o

- .-_-:v‘—,_ "“'22"‘"""

s a . -



OFFICE THFE
PUTY SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE,
(\ s CITY CIRCLE MARDAN. -

hone: 0937-9230129 Email: sd po.citymdn@gmail.com

o \/5\/\ o : Dated:ll']/?.ﬁon

" The Worthy District Police Officer,
" Mardan.

2022

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST CONSTABLE SAJJAD SAID NO.2780

. | Memo Kindly refer to your office diary No.246/PA dated 02.11.2021.

. STATEMENT OF ALLEGATION:

09-2021 sideteto DY N9-Z4 DT 04 111 -
! . PROCEEDING:

The official under enquiry Constable Sajjad Said No.2780 was summoned to the office of
undersigned but despite repeated contacts/directions, he neither appeared to undersigned nor submitted his

written statement. Copy of charge sheet was served upon him through local police PS Lund Khwar.

FINDING:

During the process of enquiry it was found that:

b

% The alleged Constable Sajjad Said No.2780 has remained absent for about 36 days i,e absent from 29-09-

2021 t0 04-11-2021 (DD reports are attached).
He has not given any information to the concerned quarters of department.

®,
"

°

Similarly, he has not given any application in this regard.

< The alleged constable was repeatedly contacted on his mobile phone & through Moharrar staff PS Lund

Khwar to appear before the undersigned and submit his written statement but he intentionally avoids such

directions.

Whereas, Constable Sajjad Said No.2780 while nosted at Police Station Sheik Maltoon,
remained absent from duty without any leave/permission of the cor> petent authority vide DD No.15 dated 29-

CONCLUSION, - DSF Leosi

Miara 3,

In view of the above facts, the enquiry officer r2zched to the conclusion that the alleged

Constable Sajjad Said No.2780 has remained absent for about 36 days from his lawful duty without any leave/

permission of the competent authority. His service record was taken fron: Establishment Branch he is enlisted in

police department in 01-12-2010 and in his service; he has 29-Bad entries with No Good entry. The alleged
official is habitual in absence and does not bother to produce before the enquiry officer after repeated contacts.

RECOMMENDATION,

Keeping the above mentioned facts in view, i‘gi;swmnended hat Ex-parte Action may be
taken against him.

Muhammad Inam Jan

| d !
Encl: (- 2 ) ‘ (P\ L Jeputy Superintendent of Police,

[y

/, City Circle Mardan

Ehjf“%3 (D de1 ~ \b éé\m »N
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6 .+ OFFICE OF THE .
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, .
—<--  MARDAN

Tel No. 0937*9230109 & Fax Mo, 0937-9230111
Email: dpomdn@amail.com |

/ 65-—- /PA - - Dated 23 1 12022

ARDFROYE NOC Y OF CONS LABLE SAJJAD SAID NO2ZTRO

/ - . s order w;ll dispose-ott two Departmental Enquiries unzr Poooe
Ralos 1373, iniited 2z1inst Consia able Saijad Said No.2780, vader the allegations that w’
¢ pwsd at Podcs Station Sheikh Maltgon (now-PS Baizo), remained-absent:from duty for (39)
o days withott - any. Iea»e/permnssxon of the competent authorities vide’ DD No.l15 dated
S0 09 2021 to DD No.36 dated 04- 11-2021PS SMT. H o

3
.

e

._ To ascettain facts he was procee eded . against ‘departmentally " through
r. Muhammad Inam Jan, the then SDPO/City Mardan vide this office Statement of
Dlsmpllmry Actlon/Charge Sheet N©.246/PA dated 02-11-202T, whi™ (E’C)"'fter fulfillment
necessary process, submitted his Finding Report to this office vide his office letier No.214/S
djed14-02-2022, concluding that the delinquént official was bound to,submit his reply in
compliance.nf delivered Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet within stipulated time ot
(07) days tc flnquiry Officer, but neither has he suhmitted-his reply, not-appeated before him
(E{tqu‘ry Cfficer) 4!l -conclusicn~ of enquiry process, despite repeated information, so
refommenced him for ex-parte action.

E ' ".

Besides, he also proceeded ageinst departmentally through

Mr. Adnan Azam SDPO/City Mardan vide this office Statemeat of Disciplinary Action/Charge

Sheet No.38/PA dated 10-02-2022 on account 4f (37) days absence's peridd from duty without
. any_.leave/cermission of the campetent authorities vide DD No.03 dated 01-12-2021 to DD
No.11 datec 05-12-2021 (04 days), DD No.04 dated 26-12-2021 to DD No.04 dated 28-12-2021
(02 days) & DD No.08 daetd 01-01-2022 to DD No.05 dated €2-02-2022 (31 days), who (E.O)
vide his office letter No.381/S dated 30-03-2022, highlighting that Constable Sajjad Said was
bound to present his reply in compliance of delivered Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge
Sheet to Enquiry Officer within stipulated time of (07) days, but neither has he submitted his
reply, nor appeared betore him (Enquiry Officer) till finalizing the enquiry process, despite .
repeated information, so the Enquiry Officer also recommended him for ex-parte action. 1t
may-bevmentiened here that at present, he again absented himself-from-duty without any M_‘
leave/perm.ssion of the competent authorities .s:idc DD No. 03 dated 1 1-04-2022 tili-date.

- - ' L
Final Ordér - ' oty

To further verify the issue, Constable Sajjad Said.,was called for hearing Coes
in Orderly Rooms on 30-03-2022, 06-04-2022 & 13-04-2022 1=spectively on propet notices, but
“He didn’t bother to comply with. fill-date, indicating that he is not interested in Police Force,
while on the other hand, his service record was found fulled of (29) bad entries with no good
entry, whith:further verified that he is not 2 willing work.cr, therefore, awarded him major
punishment, of dismissal from Mardan Police with effect from 11-04-2022 & counted his
absence™s period -of (73) days, quoted above, as leave without pay with immediatc effect, in
exercise of the power vested in me under Police Rules 1975, - - - . / g

OPR No. [ob? Dated _ 22 f’/él 2022. / /
rﬁﬁ;J psp

B - Distfict Police Officer
I "‘_c'#.:.;.. ‘1:","“"3‘ .- . " Mardan
Copy forwarded for 1nformatlon & nfacton'to:-

1) The DSSB/HQrs & Katlang in Mardan, -
- 2) The E.C (Police Office) Mard . 1. /’
hH e OSI (Police Office) Mardan wit &Shee!.s STiL T A47/




OFFICE OF THE ' Lo

DISTR,LCI POLICE OFFICER o

(R :
"MARDAN . R
Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No, 0937-9230111 -".-_'..- -

cwaili d n@gmail.com

No 3@65—&( /PA G ' " Dated z;/ixzozz

ORDL‘R ON ENQUIRY OF CONSTABLE SAJJAD SAID NO.2780

This order w;ll .dispose-off two Departmental Enquiries under Police

Ruies~1975 initiated against Constable Sajjad Said No.2780, under the allcgations that while

- posted. at Police Station-Sherkh Malfoon (now PS Baizo), remained: absent-from duty for (36)

“days without any leave/permission of the competent authorities vide DD No.15 dated
29-09-2021 to DD No.36 dated 04~ 11-2()21 PS SMT.

. ..‘0

Yo To ascértain facts he was proceeded against deparlmentally through
Mr. Muhammad Inam Jan, the then 'SDPO/City Mardan vide this office Statement of
Disciplinary” Action/Charge ‘Sheet No.Z46/PA dated 02-11-202T; whd™ (E-O). after fulfillment
necessary process, submitted his Finding Report to this offige vide ‘his office letter No.214/S

. dated14-02-2022, concluding that the delinquent official was bound to submit his reply in

" compliance of delivered Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet within stipulated time of
(07) days to Enquiry Officer, but neither has he submitted his reply, nor appeared before him
.(Bnquigy.<Officer). till conclusion of enquiry process, despite tepeated information, so
recommended him for ex-parte actlon

Besides, he also proceeded against departmentally  through

Mr. Adnan Azam SDPO/City Mardan vide this office Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge

Sheet No.38/PA dated 10-02-2022 on account of (37) days absence’s period from duty without

any leave/permission of the competent authorities vide DD No.03 dated 01-12-2021 to DD

No 1L dated 05-12-2021 (04 days), DD No.04 dated 26-12-2021 to DD No.04 dated 28-12-2021

(02 days) 8 DD No.08 daetd 01-01-2022 to DD No.05 dated 02-02-2022 (31 days), who (E.O)

vide his office letter No.381/S dated 30-03-2022, highlighting that Constable Sajjad Sznd was

bound to present his reply in comphance of delivered Statement of Disciplinary Action/Char ge

Sheet to Enquiry Officer within stipulated time of (07) days, but neither has he submitted his

reply, nor. appeared befcre him (Enquiry Officer) till finalizing the enquiry process, despite

repeated information, so the Enquiry Officer also recommended him for cx-parte action. Ii
_.may. be mentioned here that at present, he again absenteu*‘hnnself from duty without any

leave/pexmlssmn of the compctent authorities vide DD No. 03 dated 11-04-2022 till-date.

.Kinal Order k .
To further verify the issue, Constable Sajjad Said was called for hearing
. in Orderly Rooms on 30-03-2022, 06-04-2022 & 13-04-2022 respectively on proper notices, but

he didn’t bother to comply with till- date, indicating that he is not interested in Police Force,
while on the other hand, his service record was found fulled of (29) bad entries with no good
_ &ntryy;Wvhich further verified that he is not a wnllmg worler, therefore, awarded him major
punishiment of dismissal from Mardan Police with effect from 11-04-2022 & counted his

absence s period of (73) days, quoted above as leave without pay’ with immediate eflect, in
cxercise of the power vested in me under Policc Rules 1975,

OBNo. 4007 Dated_22 /¢ 2022, /ﬁé { e
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ORDER. ' e T
This-arder-will disp‘ose-off ther departmentéi appeal preferred by Ex-

Constable Sajjad Said No. 2880 of Mardan District Police against the order of T
then District Police Officer, Mardan, whereby he was awarded major punishment of

'uu..m

dismissal from service vide OB No. 1007 dated 22. 04.2022. The appellant was =~

proceeded against departmentally on the ailegatlons that he while posted at Po}llcg

TV (TS
Station Sheikh Maltoon District Mardan remained absent from his lawful duty for (36)
days without any Ieave/permussuon of the competent authority vide daily diary No.15

dated 29.09.2021 to daily diary No. 36 dated 04. 11.2(;21 Police Station Sheikh
Maltoon, District Mardan ' ‘
Proper departmentai enqu:ry prot:eedlngs were lmtuated against him. He

Officer, (SDPO) City, Mardan was nominated as Enquiry Officer. The Enquiry Officer
after fulfilling codal formalities, submitted his findings wherein he reported that ‘the
desirlquept Officer was contacted time and again to appear before the enquiry Officer,
but he failed and ?egain:e"d absent, which showed that he was no more interested’in
Police Service. He recommended the delinquent Offi icer for ex-parte action.
Besides the above, the appellant was lssued another Show Capse'Nonce

alongwith statement of allegations and was proceeded agamst departmentally through
Sub Divisional Police Officer, (SDPO) City, Mardan on account of 37 days absence
period from duty without any Iea\;e/permission of the competent authorityvide daily
diary No.03 dated 01.12.2021 to daily diary. No 11 dated 05.12.2021, dally dlary No. 04
dated 26.12.2021 to daily diary No. 04 dated 28.12.2021 and daily diary No. 08 dated -
01.01.2022 to daily diary No. 05 dated 02.02.2022 Police Post Ghazi Baba. The
Enquiry Officer after fulfilling codal formalities, submifted--his findings wherein -he
reported that the delirgqcent Officer was contacted time and again to appear before the
enquiry Officer, but he failed and remained absent, which showed that he was no more
interested in Police Sewice. He recommended the delinquent Officer for ex-parte
action. It is further 'a"daea(that he again absented himself from lawf'ulAduty without any
leave/permission of the competent authority vide daily diary No. 03 dated 11.04.2022
till date of his dismissal.

In order to further verify his misconduct, he was called for hearing in
Orderly Rooms held on 30.03.2022. 06.04.2022 and 13.04.2022 respectively through
notices properly delivered and executed but neither he has appeared before the then

District Police Officer, Mardan, nor assumed duty tiil dates vide mentioned above. The

sl
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'/ - above mentioned conduct of the appellant clearly depicted tha:. he |s no‘ Jr‘nore“
/- interested in Police service. While on the other hand, his service: record was found
/ filed of 30 bad entnes with no good entry Therefore he was awarded major
’ punishment of dismissal from service with effect from 11.04.2022 and counted his
absence period as Jeave without pa‘y vide OB: No. 1007 dated 22.04.2022.
Feeling aggrieved from the,ord;er of the then District Police Officer,
Mardan, the appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was summonefi;"é"r'fd Haardin
person in Orderly Room held in this office on 25.01.2022.

doubt. The servicé record' of the appellant revealed that he was enlisted- in Police

Department on 15.03.2009 and earned 30 bad entries with no good ent_r,y;,.Besides,_the e
appellant in his short span of servuce remalned absent for 160 days including the
instant absence per;oa _gn different occasions which depicts his lethargic attitude
towards his official duties with paying no attention of the directives of Senior Officers.
On perusal of previous service record of the appeliant it was noticed that he is habitual |
absentee and prior to this, the appellant was a!so dismissed from servrce on account of i
same allegations i.e absence. Moreover, the appellant approached thls forum at a
belated stage by filing the instant appeal which is time barred by 08 months and 08
days without advancing any cogent reason regarding such delay. Hence, 'the very
conduct of appellant is unbecoming of a disciplined Police Officer. Therefore, the order
passed by the competent authority does not warrant any interference.
Keeping in view the above, |, Muhammad -Ali - Khan,-PSP IDMuor-a' Peolice ~ 0
Officer, Mardan, being the appellate authority, find no substarce in the appeal,
therefore, the same is rejected and filed, being devoid of merit as well as time barred
/ by 08 months and 08 days.
/( < / P IA aﬂ(?rde'r:i'l;riédnced.
. "’/f*‘/:(aw " Regional P'oli'c‘e'Officer,
- : . ' Mardan.
' No._ [ 35 IES, Dated Mardanthe_ 09 [o2 12023.
¢ N ’
D/‘> o A7
‘necessary action wir to his office Memo: No 03/LB dated 11.%t .2023. His Service

Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Mardan for information and

Record is returned herewith.

(*****)
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DiSTRICT POLICE OFFH CER, n

PO E X o

- MARDAN ' 1 8

et o mw . v .\J No. 0937- 9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 ’
s Ema}l dpomdn@gma:l com - - Lol
PA . T Dwtcdé_/j__/ﬁ’l_l.
¢ o ' . ;e Y . - ". ,‘ b -
£ ’ms'cm,m-/\uv ACTION =~ -+ = ; i
L « ": ..
' L . DR, /AIIll) ULLAIL (PSP), D!slz it Polu.c Officar M(ndan as compeienl
o authority am. of the opinion that Constable S.l_]j.l(' Said No.2780, himself liabic 10 bc proceeded against,
. as he committed the following acts/omissions wnhm the meanmo of Police Rules I975
o .
G et fodh . ) o ; o
& STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS = <.~
f; Whereas, Constable Samd Said No. 2780.. w.h.l!e
1 * Sheikh Maltoon, u.malned absent, from duty wnthout any Ied/ ission
DD No.44 ddted 29-09-2021 till date, "+ . . ;o P e
" ’ . 3 F ]

YET: g,,,‘ . M cmp e e

ema e

SR O UU - Y3 Ll\c...\:l..‘;::pose of scmunmm, the conduct of lho said accusui official with

PRE A e " R wa.n-mu

relerence, 1o the above l||k.1>al!01‘l$ Mr. Inam Jan SDl’O/Cnly Mdn is nominated: .w‘“l nguiry Qlficer.

T
r.
.. . - | . .

(4] . o .

The Enquiry Offcex shall, in accordance with the ]JIOVI:.IOH of I oi.cc Rules 1975,
. provides reasonablc opportunity of heaung o Ihe accused PO|ICL Ofﬁctai TECor d.;ubmu his findings and

make w:lhm (.;0) days of the tecenpt of tliis ondcr tccomm«.ndat!ons asto pumslvucnl or other appropriate

R dcuon agamst thic"hccused Ofﬁcnl RN

. B ’ . e ;'\" . . ' . o r'] {
N g e, - bed A ’

Constable S'\na(l Said is directed to.appear before llu iLinquiry Officer on the
date + time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.
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OFFICE OF THE

CT POLICE OFFICER
%]
) [
N
. ' MARDAN b
S~ 3 - Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 09379230111
o’ Email: dpomdn@gmail.com '
<
T
: CHARGE SHEET
{# oo [, DR. ZAHID ULLAH (PSP) District Police Officer Mardan. as compeient
I authority, hercby charge Constable Sajjad Said No.2780, while posted at Pglicc Sta-ion Sheikh Maltoon,
as per attached Statement of Allegations. . o :,w__
' I By reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of misconducl under Police Rules,
” » 1975 anihavc rgndeucd yourself liable to all or any of the penalties Spccuf'cd in Police Rules. 1975,
'i hendadiindiad _“'—-‘*'-""'"—--.“r-v ~
j;’ 2. ' You ale thcnefonc required Lo submit your written defcme within 07 days of the
{ receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case may be. g
3. Your written defense, if any, should reach the -Enquiry Officer within the
’ -= ~ specified.period, failing which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to pat-in and in that case,

~

ex-parte action shall follow against you. |

’;:11“.

Hy

.

4. . Intimate whether you desired to ' be heard in person.
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR.,
Service Appeal No. 1057/2023
Séjjad Said Ex Constable No. 2780 s/o Akbar Said Khan r/o Mohallah Karim Abad
Hatian Tehsil Takht Bhai District Mardan..........ooovioiiiiiiiiiie Appellant
VERSUS

The District Police Officer, Mardan and others
................ e a0 Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER.

Mr. Wisal Ahmad Superintendent of Police Headquarters
Mardan is hereby authorized to appear before the Honorable Service Tribunal,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar in the above captioned service appeal on behalf of
the réspbndents. He is also authorized to submit all required documents and replies
etc. as representative of the respondents through the Addl: Advocate General/Govt.
P|eader,'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

%

District Police Officer, Mardan. Regional Police Off{cer, Mardan. .
(Respondent No. 1) (Respondent\{)o. .

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)PSP (MUHAMMAD SULEMAN)"S®
Incumbent Incymbe s

/ﬁ'

DIG/Légal, CP
For Inspector Geperal of Police,
Khyber Pakh hwa, Peshawar

pondent No. 3)
(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)"SP \
Incumbent
Lo = S
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