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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

i cService Appeal No. 1057/2023

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

AppellantHatian Tehsil Takht Bhai District Mardan

II iI
VERSUS

The District Police Officer, Mardan and others
Respondents

■>cc 'IVibunaAPARA-WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDEI^^Si-^

//79gRespectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS i >

1. That the appellant has not approached this Hon'ble Tribunal with clean 
hands.

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

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

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

5. 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.

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

REPLY ON FACTS

1. Para to the extent of enlistment in Police Department as Constable pertains 

to record needs no comments.

2. 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/E5 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).
3. 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 but 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 DD No.36 dated 04.11.2021,
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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 attitjde of the appellant 

clearly 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 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 appellant was issued Charge Sheet with 

Statement of allegations and enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Inarn 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 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 allegations and enquiry was entrusted to Mr. Adnan Azam the 

then SDPO/City Mardan vide No. 38/PA dated IC.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 381/5 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 (Copies 

of Charge sheet with statement of allegations, enquiry papers and 

dismissal order are attached as annexure-C, D & E).

5. 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 

opportunity of defending himself but he bitterly failed to produce any cogent
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proofs/reasons to justify his innocence. Hence, after perusal of entire 

material available on record coupled with enquiry report as wall as the order 

of punishment, the departmental appeal and revision petition 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:

'f:

t

A. Incorrect. Plea taken by the appellant 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 enquiry 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 copy 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
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legal and codal formalities, the Enquiry Officer recommended for 

taking ex-parte action against the appellant, therefore, the appellant 

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 appear before the competent authority.

It is added that the appellant preferred departmental appeal in this 

connection he was summoned and 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.

F. 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 appellant 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 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 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 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 

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 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.

■4
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t G. Incorrect. Para already explained 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 the entire satisfaction of his superiors. Moreover, 

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

i

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 badiy 
time-barred and devoid of merits.

/

Regional Police Om er, Mardan. 
(Respondent ka. 2)

(MUHAMMAD SUtVflAN
Incumben

District Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 1)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVl)
Incumbent

PSPPSP

JiT ■A oj

DIG/L^gal, CPP^
For Inspector Gepefal of Police, 
Khyber Paktowlkhwa, Peshawar 

(R^i^^ndent No. 3)

I
V

PSP(DR. My^MMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)
Incumb^t
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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 delav;-

Respectfuily 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/permiss.ion 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 

SDPO/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 fulfillment 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 dismissal from service which does 

commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of the applicant.

5. 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 submitted 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 Rooms on 30.03.2022, 

06.04.2022 8t 13.04.2022 respectively through proper notices but he did not 

bother to comply, nor appear before the competent authority.

r*
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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 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 AH 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 AH 

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 Eiloe 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. \/. Government of Punjab and others (1977 PLC (C.S.T) 165) and 

Fazal Elahi Siddiqi 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 AH v. Muhammad Aslam Zia and 2 others (PLD 1958 SC (Pak)

i



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 Afi and others v. 

Chief Settlement commissioner and others (PLD 1973 SC 236), Chief 

Settlement Commissioner, Lahore Raja Muhammad Fazii 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 and others (1956 AC 

736), Province of East Pakistan and others v. Muhammad Abdu Miah (PLD 

1959 SC (Pak), 276 a.nd Mehr Muhammad Nawaz and others. I/. Government 

of Punjab and others (1977 PLC (C.S.T) 165) and Fazal Elahi Siddiqi 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 the 

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. Therefore, the issue of communication 

of punishment order is totally a tailored one.

1

Keeping in view the above submission, it is humbly prayed that application of
the applicant regarding c^donation of delay may very kindly be^smissed please.

Regional Police Offiqer, Mardan. 
(RespondOTt Mo. 2)

(MUHAMMAD/SUL^MAfi)^®
Inci/mbent

District Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 1)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

PSP (

A
‘gIG/Le

For Insp^cfecrfuenerai of Police, 
r^khtunkhwa, Peshawar 
(Respondent No. 3)

(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)
Incumbent

Kh KPSP
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w BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.•i

Service Appeal No. 1057/2023

Sajjad Said Ex Constable No. 2780 s/o Akbar Said Khan r/o Mohallah Karim Abad
AppellantHatian Tehsil Takht Bhai District Mardan

VERSUS

The District Police Officer, Mardan and others
Respondents

1

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 

nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal. It is further stated on 

oath that in this appeal, the answering respondents have neither been placed ex- 

parte nor their defense has been struck off.

District Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 1)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

PSP



d)n\ OFFICE,OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
riliARDAN

(1
■ 4 r'-tO"’'''.-

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111
Email: dpo mardan@vahoo.com

/PA DatedJd? / i^/2019
<

ORDER ON ENQUIRY OF CONSTABLE SAJ.TAD SAID N0.278()

This order will dispose-off'a Departmental Enquiry under Pplite lUiles

al Police
■ :!•1975, initiated against the subject official, under the allegations that while posted 

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

Ml. Gulshed Khan SDPO Katlang vide this Office Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge 

Sheet NO.9307-08/PA dated 11-12-2018 on account of (59) days absence’s period from duty 0..

without any leave/approval of the competent authorities vide: m

, 1) DD 30 dated 05-09-2018 t6 DD 07 dated 08-09-2018 (OS^days):

2) DD 07 dated 25-09-2018 to DD 22 dated-01-10-20I8 (06Mays),
3) DD*45 dated 02-10-2018 to DD 27 dated 13-10-2018 (11 days).

4) DD 32 dated 25-10-2018 topO 14 dated 04-12-2018 (39 days).

5) DD 31 dated 02-02-2019 PS Jabbar till-datc,

. ;nt

. /as

.ichJ The E.p after fulfilling necessary process, submitted his Findings to this 
Office vide his Office letter No.271/St dated 05-03-2019, holding responsible the ilieged official 

of gro.ss misconduct

ilay

Lainon ac-c6unt of being habitual offender & non-appearance before Enquiry 
Officei, despite of given information till finalization of his departmental enquiry with

recommending him for Major Punishment. _ . '

In this connection, the alleged official served with a p^nal Show 
13-04-2019 thi-ough his brother Lai Said, issued vide this offibe No. 108/PA

was
Cause Notice

dated 10-04-2019, to which, his reply was due to reach ihis office within (07) days on its receipt

i.e. up-to 20-04-2019, but he again^ailcd to comply with till date.

on.

Final Order
Keeping in view the above facts,. I am of the considered opinion that 

Sajjad Said is an unwilling worker and'habitual offender, as evidcnfi^t: he has 

earned (19) Bad Entries with no Good Entry in his service record, therefore, 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 

. effect, in exercise of the power vested in me under Police Rules 1975.

OB No.
Dated ^S/

V as leave without, pay with

'•

/..V. V 2019.t
(Sajja^fR f^n) PSP 

District Police Officcr 
^.^^Mardani'.

Cop^ forwarded forifTformatioi^& n/action loi­
rs: Mardam ' ... ...

I

KThq/BSP/HQ
-.2)..p.e_S.DPO.s_Cil.v &^4-Mardan.

j

mailto:mardan@vahoo.com
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i .

^.'if

. 1

ORDER. / r

’Ybis-'oVder will dispose-off the appeal preferred by
Ex-Constable

Sajjad No._ 2780 of Mardan District Police against the order of District Police 
Officer, Mafe’an, whereby he was awarded Major punishment of dismissal 

service vide OB No. 250 dated 31.01.2019

i.
from

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

at Police

0
/.r1) DD 30 da|t:ed^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)
ll nn 13-10-2018 (11 days)/-^;-,.-.-:.
4) DD 32 dated 25-10-2018 tn pn 14 dated Q4-1 2-2ni« (39 days)
5) DD 31 dated 02-02-2019 PS Jabbar tilj-date of d.i&missal„-..-,-.J

The Enquiry Officer after fulfilling necessary process, submitted his 
Findings, held responsible the alleged official of gross misco.nduct on account of 
being habitual offender &

'‘U

4?^
q'-'v.r'

.J.:^T
T!

non-appearance before. , Enquiry Officer, despite giving
information tillTinalization of his departmental enquiry, thus recommended him for

Punishment. In this connection, he, was served with a pinai Show Cause 
Notice on 13-0.4-z0.19 through his brother'Lal Said,, 1____
ofhce within (07) days from the date of its receipt, but again failed

Hilm '
1 1

his reply was.,due.:ta reach his., 
I to comply with

••-I

ate. *
Keeping in view the alleged Constable Sajjad 

/unwilling worker and habitual offender. He .has (19)

his,service record, therefore, awarded him major penalty of dismissal 
from Police; force with effect from

Said was found an 

Bad Efitries with no Good■■•Ti
i-

f''- 02-02-2019 (Last absence) with counting 
(-j3) days absence s period, quoted above, as leave without pay ■■■' " v '

k. hisPl:

■;

He was called in orderly roqm held in this office on 18.07.2019 and 
heard him in person. His previous recordT..

.was perused and found him habitual 
absentee. However, taking a lenient view, thefoliTfiihment of dismissal 

aside, he is re-ipstated in

year^jncmi^t^wth cumulative efocti'Theperiod 

is treated as leave without pay.

g.'"
is set-

service and awarded pa.nisbmenX.ofi^Stonpage-of-OZ-—

he remained out of service

QHueiiV)

^9 yIt (MUHAMMAD ALI KHAN)PSP
\l‘ Regional Police Officer,
^ Mardan.

t

■Jh.

No.
h.

Dated Mardan the ^ ? ,/2019.
»

Copy to District Police Officer, Mardan for 
necessary action w/r to his office Memo: No.294/LB dated 
Recar-d-is-Tetd-imed herewith.

information and 
10.07.2019. His Service

*,?
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C OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN _
r "J NJ
f P
t NJ
t -*•

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
^ Emalk (jpomdn(gigmail.cocn

C-/ r^Q—,
^ / (

‘ V Dated ?///2021fVA
i:-yr DLSCiinitNARY ACTION

I. OR. ZAHID ULLAH (PSP). Dislricl Police Officer Mardan. as compcietti 

authority am of the opinion that Constable Sajjad Said No.2780, himself liable to be proceeded againsi
I

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

v';

k

/

STATEMENT OF AU.KGATIONS/

Whereas, Constable Saiiad Said No.2780, while po^cd at Police Station 

Sheikh Malloon, remained absent from duty without any leave/permission oflKe.compctcn. authority vide 

DDNo.44 dated 29-09-2021 till date. I

i n ■
»■ I

Tor the purpose of scfuliniz.ingNhc coiyiicl of the said accused official with 

reference to the above allegations, Mr. Inam Jan SDPO/Citv Mdn i.s nominated as Eno'iitT OCficcf.

\
\

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

—provides rertsorsublc oppoituni^^y'^hearing to the,accused Police Official, record/submil .lis findings and 

make within (30) days of the receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishment or other appropriate 

action against the accused Official.

Constable Saiiad Said is directed to appear before the Enquiry Officer on ihc 

date + time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

mMrrct Police/ 
Mardjffi

iinii
V..,

N

r

IV*

\ 1
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ism■S r •>.' ► OFFICE Oi; THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
,rr

I./-!m MARDAN $

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax Nb. 0937-9230111 
Email: dpomdn®gmail.com

V .
4 / CHARGE SHEET

OR. ZAIHP ULLAH (PSP). District Police, Officer Mnrdaii, as compctcm 
^ Hiithoriiy. hereby chaise Constabicgaiiad Said No.278n. wh le posted at Police Station Sheikh Malioon. 

ds per attached Slaiemenl o)'Allegations.
“/

i

/ l- ... By reasons of above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules.
' 1975 and have rendered yourself liable to all 0j;any dfthe penrliics specified in Police Rules. 1975.

•> You arc, therefore, required to submit yoi r written defense within 07 dnv.s of the 

receipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Offtcer, as the case nay be./ /
f

I

/ 3. Your written defense, if any, should r^ach the Enc^uiry Officer within the

tave no defense to put-in and in that case,. specifTedTpdnod, failing which, it shall be presumed that you I 

. c.\-partc action shall follow against you.

I

( •*.
4

;
•1. Intimate whether you desired to be heard in person.

/
<

i
’SP

ri'cl Policc^fficcr 
nrdnn

(I la

$
i
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t» ^ OFFICE THE
PUTY SUPERINTENDENT t)F POLICE, \ © \ 

CITY CIRCLE MARDAN.m
Phone: 0937-9230129 Email; sdpo.citymdh@gmail.conipsp Dated: (^ / 1^022

'4 The Worthy District Police Officer, 
Mardan.

‘j
' ■

^ySubject 

Memo:

DEPARTMENTAL ENQUIRY AGAINST CONSTART.E SAJJAD SAID N0.278Q

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

ETATOMENT of ALLEGATION:

^.4
A

W-
Whereas, Constable Sajjad Said No.2780 while costed at Police Station Sheik Maltoon, 

remained absent from duty without any leave/permission of the cor:petent authority vide DD No 15 dated 29- 
09-2021 tiM-Rie.

] PROCEEDING:

t
b.j) dt: oh- ufo'Ji

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

V The alleged Constable Sajjad Said No.2780 has remained absent about 36 days i.e absent from 29-09- 
2021 to 04-11-2021 (DD reports are attached).

V 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 ohone & through Moharrar staff PS Lund 

Khwar to appear before the undersigned and submit his written statement but he intentionally avoids sudi 
directions.

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

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

permission of the competent authority. His service record was taken from 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 

absence and does not bother to produce before the enquiry officer after repeated contacts.

CONCLUSION.

official is habitual in

RECOMMENDATION.

Keeping the above mentioned facts in view, it,45j;e^iimended hat Ex-parte Action may be

^ ^

Muhammad Inam Jan 
Deputy Superintendent of Police, 

City Circle Mardan

taken against him.

End: (7^ 1

A
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s• !► 4 OFFICE OF J-HE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN ^|o '
Tel No. 0937^9230109 fc Fax No. 0937-9230111 

Email: dDQmdn(3Qmail.coT) !

Dated 1^/ ^ mil

QV KNOCDiV OF CONS r VBi.K gAJJAD gAlP NOZlfiO
Th’j order w’4..di.>pose-ott' two OcparL-ncjUal Enquirisi un ;r Pv ;■
agiitut Constable Sajjad.Siid No.27S0,*v.ndcr rhe allegatiors int w ''’ •

* pc^ted at Police Station Sherkh-MaUTOn (now-PS Baizo), remained’^ibsenPpfrom dut)' for (VS)
/■ ' days-any. leave/permission, of the competent authorities vide DD Ko.l5 dated

:^-09-2021 to DD No.36 dated 04-n-‘202l PS SMT.
, i ^ ^

To ascertain fact?, he was proceeded!against yci>artmentally‘through 
Mr. Muhammad Inam Jan, the then SDPO/City Mardan vide this office Statement of 
Di56ipIihary“ActT6h/Chafge Sheet No.246/PA dated 02-11-20217 wfid^(B^)"H‘ter' fulftllmcrif 
necessary process, submitted his Finding Report to this office vide his office letter No.214/S 
dtjsd 14-02-2022, conclading that the delinquent official was bound to .^sXibmit his reply in 
cornpliance^£;^liyered Statement of Disciplinary Action/Charge Sheet within stipulated time of 
(07) days tc Enquiry Officer, but neither has. he submitted*his reply, nor appeared before him 
(Enquiry- Cfficer) till-corvckisipn--of enquiry process, despite repeated information, so 
recommended him for e.x-partc action.

Besides, he also proceeded against departmentally through 
Mr. Adnan Azam SDPO/City Mardan vide this office Statement of Disciplinary Aciion/Charge 
Sheet No.38/PA dated 10-02-2022 on account 6f (37) days absence’s period from duty without 
any Jeave/pennission of the competent authorities vide DD No.03 dated 01-12-2021 to DD 
No.l 1 datec 05-12-2021 (04 days), DD No.04 dated26-12-2021 to DD No.04 dated 2S-12-2021 
(02 days) & DD No.08 daetd 01-01-2022 to DD No.05 dated C2-02-2022 (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 lime of (07) days, but neither has he submitted his 
reply, nor appeared before him (Enquiry Officer) till finalizing the enquiry process, despite 
repeated information, so the Enquiry Officer also recommended him for ex-partc action. It 

' may-laeTmsntiencd here that at present, he again absented himself-from-'duly without any 
have/perm.ssion of the competent authorities yide DD No. 03 dated 11-04-2022 till-date.

Final Order'

/ /PA
fr

■U
i

/

‘ 7 '5, in!R'lt

?

j.,
■4 .

To further verify the issue, Constable Sajjad Said.was called for hearing 
in Orderly I^oms on 50-03-2022, 06-04-2022 §(. 13-04-2022 lespcctivcly on proper notices, but 
He didn’t bother to comply with tiil-datc, 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, yyhibh'further verified that he is not a willing worker, therefore, awarded him major 
punishment, of dismissal from Mardan Polipe With effect' from 11-04-2022 & counted his 
absence s period of (73) days, quoted above, as leave without pay with immediate etTcct, in 
exercise ofthe power vested in me under Police Rules 1975.

No. Dated 2022. (.

(Dn
Di^ict Police Officer 

Mardan
Copy forwarded for information & n/acton to:-

1) The DS^HQrs & Katlang in Mardan.
2) The,P^^|& E.C (Police Office) MardatTT'N

OSI (Police Office) Mardan witlt .7'"7tSheeis.
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTHIGI POLICE OFFICER,
■ V, 7^ • ■

'MARDAN

t '

K> , ,
!■ '.O.

^•'ro' .
ro

Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111
Email: dDomdn@Qmail.conn

No /PA Dated /2022

ORDER ON ENQUIRY OF CONSTABLE SAJJAD SAID NO.2780
This order wjlT.dispose-off two Departmental Enquiries under Police 

Rnle57-].975, initiated against Constable Sajjad Said No.2780, under the allegations that while 
posted-at Police Statiom-Sherldi'Mal,toon (now PS Baizo), remained*absent-Trom 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 04-11-292I PS SMT.

To ascertain fact^, he was proceeded against 'deparlmentally through 

Mr. Muhammad Inam Jan, the then SDPO/City Mardan vide this office Statement of 
Disciplinary'Actibn/Charge'SHeet N6.246/PA dated 02-11-2021”'wh'6"''(E-0) after fulfillment 
necessai7 process, submitted his Finding Report to this offiqe vide his office letter No.214/S 
da]edl4-02-2022, 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 
(^qui!^-..;Officer)- till conclusion of enquiry process, despite repeated information, so 
rcconimerided him for sx-partc action.

• • • -

Besides, he also proceeded against departmentally through 
Mr. Adnan Azam SDPO/City Mardan vide this office Statement of Disciplinary Aclion/Chargc 
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 

])Io.U..dated 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 02-02-2022 (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 before him (Enquiry Officer) till finalizing the enquiry process, despite
repeated infonnation, so the Enquiry Officer also recommended him for ex-partc action. It 
may be mentioned here that at present, he again absenteu^himself from duty without any 
Veave/^i-mission of the competent authorities vide DD No. 03 dated 11-04-2022 till-datc.
Final Order

To further verify the issue, Constable Sajjad Said was called for hearing 
^ in Orderly.Roonis.on 3.QrQ3r2022, 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 sendee record was found fulled of (29) bad entries with no good 
entry,-which further verified that he is not a willing worker, 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 immediate effect, in 
exercise of the power vested in me under Police Rules 1975.

OB No. fooj Dated 22 / ^ 2022.

4 ■■
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/ ORDER.
/ This-^order-Will dispose-off the-departmental appeal preferred by Ex- 

Constable Sajjad Said No. 2880 of Mardan District Police against the order oftfie 

then District Police Officer, Mardan. whereby he was awarded major punishment of 

dismissal from service vide OB No. 1007 .dated 22.04.2022. The appellant was
V *

proceeded against departmentally on the allegations that he while posted,at^ Policy

Station Sheikh Maltoon, District Mardan remained absent from his lawful duty for (36)»
days without any leave/permission of the competent authority vide daily diary No. 15 

dated 29.09.2021 to daily diary No. 36 dated 04. 11.2021 Police Station Sheikh 

Maltoon, District Mardan.

f

I
i

Proper departmental enquiry pro'ceedings were initiated 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 

deilfiquent Officer was contacted time and again to appear before the enquiry Officer,

but he failed and Tehiain’ed absent, which showed that he Was no more interested 'rn

Police Service. He recommended the delinquent Officer for ex-parte action^

Besides the above, the appellant was issued another Show Cause Notice

alongwith statement of allegations and was proceeded against departmentally through 

Sub Divisional Police Officer, (SDPO) City, Mardan on account of 37 days absence 

period from duty without any leave/permission of the competent authority vide daily 

diary No.03 dated 01.12.2021 to daily diary. No.11 dated 05.12.2021, daily diary 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 0^.02.2022 Police Post Ghazi Baba. The 

Enquiry Officer after fulfilling coda! formalities, subrhifted-his findings wherein -he 

reported that the delinquent 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 Service. He recommended the delinquent Officer ,for ex-parte 

action. It is further added that he again absented himself from lawful, duty 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 till dates vide mentioned above. The

A
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above mentioned conduct of the appellant clearly depicted tha: he is no more

'• '-f *' y- -

r'.
/

interested in Police service. While on the other hand, his service record was found/

filled of 30 bad entries 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 leave without pay vide OB; No. 1007 dated 22.04.2022.
Feeling aggrieved from the . order of the then District Police Officer, 

Mardan, the appellant preferred the instant appeal. He was summonec3‘al^d hbarff'ih • 

person in Orderly Room held in this office on 25.01.2022.

/

f.

From jhe perusaLof service record of the appellant, it has^een found that.

doubt. The service recoVd* of the appellant revealed that he was enlisted- in Police 

Department on 15.03.2009 and earned 30 bad entries with no good entry>>.Besides,^the 

appellant in his short span of service remained absent for 160 days including the 

instant absence period, on 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 appellant, it v^as noticed that he is habitual 

absentee and prior to this, the appellant was also‘dismissed from service on account of 

same allegations i.e absence. Moreover, the appellant approached this' 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, I, Muhammad Aii Khanr PSP Ps^idnal-Pclice 

Officer, Mardan, being 1he appellate authority, find no substance 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.

Order Announced.

1

Regional Police Officer 
—' Mardan.
O ^ /2023.

'

No. 71Z /ES Dated Mardan the

41 Copy forwarded to District Police Officer, Mardan for information and
r}/t

'necessary action w/r to his office Memo; No*. 03/LB dated 11..2023. His Service

Record is returned herewith.

.. i
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OFFJCE OF
• DISTRICT POLSCE OFFSCE^?,

z^.
lO
oV ' i

mARDAN ro

,. ^’^T^No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111
EmajI: dporn<Jn@grhail.com •

V.^ {j.-

^d. >./PA . Dated .7 / //72{I21
V •

A- , 1

disciplinary action I
v i

* ZAIIID ULLAIi (PSP). Dislnci Police Off'icer Mnicinn

iurlhority am oCthc opinion that Constable Sajjnd Said No.278n, himseif liable to be proceeded against, 

as lie committed the following acis/omissions within the meaning of Police Rules 197^ /

. as conipelciiir
}

/t
“•s

statement of ALLKCA-nON<;: ^
■

Whereas, Constable Saiind Said No.278n. 
Sheikh Malroon, rcnia'ined absent,from duty without any lea/^/pcrmissioi 

DD No.44 dated 29-09-2021 till dale. ‘ ^ ’

f at Police Station 

Tthe.compcient authority vide/ t
-t

;
tN’"..Vr':' . . .

\
*...,.4.^!Ioi:^iJ,ic.-^!rppse of sciutihi7,ing, the conduct of the .said accused official 

rcrcrcncc to the above allegations. Mr. Innm Jan SDPQ/Citv Mdn is nominni.uliasIlEiuiuirv Omeer
wilh

1 he Enquiry Officer shall, in accordance with the provision of Police Rules 1975.

provides reasonable oppoitunity of hearing to the accuscd.Policc Official, l■eco■■d/3ubnlil his findings and

... , receipt of this order, recommendations as to punishmcni or othcj- appi oprialc
'-■‘•^acfioh'igU’instUHc accused Official.

'\

_ ‘ ■ I': • .1 ■

Constable Sajind Said is directed to.appear before ihC iEnquiry omccr on the

. date -t- time and place fixed by the Enquiry Officer.

' ^ V 'J .■■■'
'(Dr^\i‘tl^m'fjfl^) J^'SP
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■ -I OFFICE OF THE 

ict POLICE OFFICER, 

’i MARDAN

rv
^ - to

o-4 It ro

■H. t
CO; Tel No. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937 *9230111 

Email: dpomdn@gmail.com; * r

CHARGE SHEET

1. DR. ZAHID ULLAH (PSP). District Police Officer Mardan. as compclcni 

thority, hereby charge Constable Sajjad Said No.2780, while posted at Police Sla ion Sheikh Maltoon. 

as per attached Slaiemenl of Allegations.

ail
r

. i

By reasons of abovp, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under Police Rules. 

! 975 and have rendered yourself liable to all or any of the penalties specified^ in Police Ruic.s. 1975.

_ _ .. ^ ^
’ You are, therefore', required to submit your written ^dsl^cnse within 07 tlavj ol the

ipt of this Charge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer, as the case niay be.

V
2.

11

f rccei

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 p.il-in and in ihal case, 

CN-parte action shall follow against you.

/

i

I •

I

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

i

; ! rict Policc^fficcr 
nrdan
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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,' ^ * 7PESHAWAR.-4- Service Appeal No. 1057/2023

Sajjad Said Ex Constable No. 2780 s/o Akbar Said Khan r/o Mohallah Karim Abad
AppellantHatian Tehsil Takht Bhai District Mardan

VERSUS

The District Police Officer, Mardan and others
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 respondents. He is also authorized to submit all required documents and replies 

etc. as representative of the respondents through the AddI: Advocate General/Govt. 

Pleader, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar.

Regional Police pmcer, Mardan. 
(ResponaentV|o. 2p

(MUHAMMAD SUI^MAH)

District Police Officer, Mardan. 
(Respondent No. 1)

(NAJEEB-UR-REHMAN BUGVI)
Incumbent

t
PSPPSP

DIG/Ldgel, CPJ>^
For Inspector Gepef^of Police, 
Khyber PakhitwrlKhwa, Peshawar 

f^^e^ondent No. 3)
(DR.lJJUffAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS)

Incumbent

PSP

a


