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BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
PESHAWAR.

Khyber Pakhtiikhws 
&ervk:t' TVihunalService Appeal No.239/2023

Ejaz s/o Atlas Khan, Ex Constable#2551 SWTD, Caste Wazir Yar Gul Khel, 
r/o Spin, Tehsil Wana, SWTD

■Mary

Versus

1. Government of KP, through Home Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs Department, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3. Additional Inspector General of Police (Establishment), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
4. Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan.
5. District Police Officer, SWTD. ....(Respondents)

PARAWISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS (1 to 5)

Respectfully sheweth,

Parawise Comments are submitted as under;-

PRELIMiNARY OBJECTIONS

1. That the appellant has got no cause of action.
2. That the appeal is bad for misjoinder/non-joinder of necessary parties.

3. That the appeal is badly time barred.
4. That the appellant has not come with clean hands.
5. That the appellant is stupid due to his own conduct.

■ 6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from Honourable Tribunal.

REPLY ON FAgS

1. Pertains to record, needs no reply.

2. Incorrect. That the appellant while selected for training with Pak Army in the training 

Center of South Waziristan vide SWTD office letter No. 1935 dated 02.09.2020 but he 

failed to report at the training Center. He intentionally absent from mandatory 

training without prior approval/permission from the high ups.

3. Incorrect. Appellant wilfully absented himself.from mandatory training without any 

approvat/permission from the high ups, which amounts,to his gross misconduct. A 

proper charge sheet vide No.1726-28/EC, dated 23.09.2020 has been served and 

departmental enquiry was conducted by SDPO Sarwakai. The enquiry officer stated in 

his finding that the defaulter constable neither report to Training Center DC 

Compound, nor received his Charge Sheet and Final Show Cause Notice and 

recommended for ex-parte action. A final show cause notice vide No. 1711, dated 

02.10.2020 was issued and ample opportunities of defence was provided to the 

appellant, but he failed to prove his innocence. Hence, he was awarded major 

punishment of Dismissal from Service vide OB No. 71, dated 04.11.2020 in the light of 

Section 5(5) of Police Rules 1975 (Amended 2014).



"On receipt of the findings of the inquiry Officer or where no such 
officer is appointed, on receipt of the expianation of the accused, if 
any, the authority shail determine whether the charge has been 
proved or not. in case the charge is proved the authority shail award 
one or more of major or minor punishments as deemed necessary".

Copies of charge sheet. Inquiry, Final Show Cause Notice and dismissal order are 
annexed as Annexure-A, B.C&D respectively
Correct to the extent that the departmental appeal of appellant has been filed by the 

Appellate Authority (Respondent No.4) vide Order No. 1134-35/ES, dated 12.03.2021 

after observing all the codal formalities. An opportunity of personal hearing was given 

to the appellant in orderly room, held on 23.02.2021 but the appellant 

.deliberately/intentionally not appear before the appellate authority. Hence the 

appellate authority rejected the appeal of appellant being meritless. (Copy Annex "E"} 

That departmental appeal was rejected vide order dated 12/03/2021 and appellant 

has not attached the copy of revision petition as to when it was lodged, however, the 

affidavit on page 6 of the appeal shows the date 21/06/2022, wording to which 

appellant was required to lodge service appeal after statutory period of 03 months but 

instant appeal has been lodged on 27/01/2023 after considerable delay. (Copy Annex "f") 

Incorrect, the appellant has lodged the instant service appeal after considerable delay, 

which is not maintainable on the following grounds.

y'

4.

5.

6.

REPLY ON GROUNDS

i. Incorrect. The orders passed by the respondents are in accordance with law/rules. 
Whereas the appellant is stupid due to his own conduct, as he has failed to lodge 
instant appeal within the statutory period.

ii. Incorrect. A charge sheet alongwith statement of allegation was issued vide No. 1726- 
28/EC/SWTD, dated 23.09.2020 and departmental inquiry was conducted by SDPO 
Sarwakai who found him guilty and recommended him for ex-parte action. Final Show 
Cause Notice vide No. 1711, dated 02.10.2020 was issued, but the appellant failed to 

prove his innocent. The allegation of misconduct was proved against him hence, he 
was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service vide OB No. 71, dated 
04.11.2020 in accordance with law/rules.

iii. Incorrect. A Final Show Cause Notice vide No. 1711, dated 02.10.2020 was issued and 

ample opportunities of defence was provided to the appellant, but he failed to prove 
his innocence, hence the order was passed in accordance with law/rules.

tv. Incorrect. That the appellant while selected for training with Pak Army in the training 
Center of South Waziristan vide SWTD office letter No. 1935 dated 02.09.2020 but he 
failed to report at the training Center. He intentionally absent from mandatory 

training without prior approval/permission from the high ups. in this regard, a charge 
sheet alongwith statement of allegation was served upon him and departmental 
enquiry was conducted by SDPO Sarwakai who submitted in his finding that the 

‘appellant failed to join the enquiry and recommend for major punishment. A Final 
Show Cause Notice was issued vide No. 1711, dated 02.10.2020 and ample 
opportunities of defence was provided to the appellant, but he failed to prove his 

innocence. Hence, he was awarded major punishment of Dismissal from Service vide



08 No. 71, dated 04.11.2020 in the light of Section 5{5) of Police Rules 1975 
(Amended 2014).

"On receipt of the findings of the Inquiry Officer or where no such 

officer is appointed, on receipt of the explanation of the accused, if 
any, the authority shall determine whether the charge has been 

proved or not. In case the charge is proved the authority shall award 
one or more of major or minor punishments as deemed necessary".

%•

Correct to the extent, but invain the appellant is neither charged criminally nor has 
any action been taken beyond the rules and regulations. Similarly, the Judgment of 
Honourable Sindh High Court Bench at Sukkur is worthy consideration in which the 
Honourale Court order that:

The Hon'ble Supreme Court of Pakistan has time and again 
deprecated the grant of any indulgence to the employees who 
remained absent from duties without prior leave or permission and 
reference in this regard may be made to the cases, reported as 
Deputy Inspector General of Police v Sarfraz Ahmed [2022 PLC (CS)
278], Secretary Elementary & Secondary Education v Noor ul Amin 
[2022 PLC (CS) 132); National Bank of Pakistan v Zahoor Ahmed 
Mengal (2021 SCMR 144)and Federation of Pakistan v Mamoon 
Ahmed Malik (2020 SCMR 1154). (Copy Annex "G”)

V.

incorrect. In fact, as per Police Rules Chapter 19 Rule 2, recruitment training is 
mandatory after the appointment of a constable.
Training of recruits

Except in exceptional circumstances, which shall be reported to the Deputy 
Inspector General of the range, recruits shall not be passed into the ranks until 
they have undergone six months' training and instruction.
The following training and instruction shall be given to recruits:- 
A course of drill and instruction on the lines laid down in Chapter I of the 
Police Drill Manual 1929. A separate programme and time-table shall be 
made out for each squad of recruits and shall be kept to throughout the 

course.
A course of instruction in the headquarters lines school as laid down in rule 

19.10.
And the appellant while selected for mandatory training with Pak Army in the training 
Center of South Waziristan vide SWTD office letter No. 1935 dated 02.09.2020 but he 

failed to report at the training Center. He intentionally absent from mandatory 
training without prior approval/permission from the high ups. In this regard a charge 
sheet alongwith statement of allegation vide No.l726-28/EC/SWTD, dated 23.09.2020 

and departmental enquiry was conducted by SDPO Sarwakai who stated in his finding 
that the appellant failed to join the enquiry neither submit reply of charge sheet. A 
final show cause notice vide No., 1711, dated 02.10.2020 issued but he failed to 

produce any plausible explanation/evidence in his defence. The allegation of 
misconduct was proved against him, hence he was awarded major punishment of 
Disrnissal from Service vie OB No. 71, dated 04.11.2020 in accordance with law/rules.

VI.

(1)

(2)
(a)

(b)



nThat respondents also seeks permission to raise furthe? grounds at the time of 
arguments.

VII.

PRAYER

In view of above, it is prayed that on acceptance of these Parawise Comments, the 

instant appeal may kindly be dismissed, being meritless and time barred.

* y
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Regional Police,j3fficer, 
Dera Ismail Khan 

(Respondent No.4) 
NASIR MEHMOOD SATTI (PSP) 

Incumben

South WaSUJlDsn Lower 
(Respondent No.5) 
Farman Ullah Khan 

Incumbent

\ DI6/lfegal, CPO
For Inspector Generalof-Police, 

--■^"'^Khyber PakjjttrfiKhwa, 
(Resoprf^nt No.2)

(DR. MUyAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS) 
Incumb^mt ^'

♦

As ICC,

Establis wa, Peshawar
(Rcspondbjtt-N<f^ 3) 

(SONIA SHAMROZ KHAN) PSP 
Incumbent

Additional Chief Secret ary 
Home & Tribal Affairs Depa tment, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
(Respondent No.l) 

(ABIDMAJEED) 
Incumbent

Additional Chief Secretary 
Home & T.As Department 

Khyhc. PaXhtunkhwa.
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KIIYBICH PAKin UNKHWA 
I’ESlfAWAU

I’cshuwar.A»A/i:)lG/(-lQrsNo.

() u » n u
! Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa is pleased to aulhon/c 

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Legal, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa to sign the replies to 

Writ Petitions and Service Appeals instituted at different judicial forums on 
Inspector lOencral of Police. Khyber Pakhlunkhwa and other Court mailers. Besides,

Pakhlunkhwa shall apprise/ consultDeputy Inspector General of Police, Legal, Khyber 
and seek guidance from the Worthy Inspector- 
in eases being contested at different judicial forums.

General of Police. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

General of Police, Khyber MThis issues with approval of Inspector
Pakhtunkhwa. \

(1
Deputy Ihs^ 

For Insi
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar

CC:

Copy of above Khyber Pakhlunkhwa.

General of Police, Legal, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa.
1. Addl: Inspector
2. Deputy Inspector
3. AIG/Itstablishmcnt, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
4 AIG/Ixgal, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa.
s! PSO to Worthy Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtnnkhwa.

6. Registrar CPO.
7. OS, Legal Branch, CPO.
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EFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER PAKHTUIMKHWA,

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.239/2023

■ Ejaz s/o Atlas Khan, Ex Constable#2551 SWTD, Caste Wazir Yar Gul Khel, 
r/o Spin, Tehsil Wana, SWTD ...(Appellant)

Versus

Government of KP, through Home Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs Department, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhvi/a, Peshawar.
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Additional Inspector General of Police (Establishment), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan.
District Police Officer, SWTD.

1.

2.
3.
4.

....(Respondents). 5.

AFFIDAVIT ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

I, respondent do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of comments-written reply to Appeal are true & correct to the best of my 

knowledge and nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Tribunal. It is further 

stated on oath that in this appeal, the answering respondents have neither been placed 

ex-parte nor their defense have been struck off/cost.

South Lowef
(Respondent No.5) 
Farman Ullah Khan 

Incumbent

2
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^ BEFORE THE HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,

PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.239/2023

Ejaz s/o-Atlas Khan, Ex ConstableH2551 SWTD, Caste Wazir Yar Gul Khel, 
r/o Spin, Tehsil Wana, SWTD ...(Appellant)

Versus

Government of KP, through Home Secretary Home & Tribal Affairs Department, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Additional Inspector General of Police (Establishment), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail Khan.
District Police Officer, SWTD.

1.

2.
3,
4.

....(Respondents)5.

A U T H O R I T Y

Mr. Syed Asghar Ali Shah DSP/lnv; SWTD is hereby authorized to appear 

before the Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar on behalf of Respondents. He
I

is also authorised to produce/ withdraw any application or documents in the interest of 

Respondents and the Police Department.

RegiorpI Polke^fficer, 
Dera IsrKail Khan 

(Respondent No.4) 
NASIR MEHMOOD SATTI (PSP) 

Incumbent...-—n

©Strict
South Lower

(Respondent No.5) 
Farman Ullah Khan 

Incumbent

DIG/L^I^P*e------
For Inspeclpp-General of Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
(Respondent No.2)

(DR. MUHAMMAD AKHTAR ABBAS) 
Incjjm^nt

4 Assistapi Inspector 
Establishment, IChyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 3)
(SONIA SHAMROZ KHAN) PSP 

Incumbent

eral of Police, p

Additional Chief Secretary 
Horne & Tribal Affairs Department, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
(Respondent No.l)

(ABID MAJEED) 
Incumbent

Additional Chief Secretary 
Monte & TAs Department 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
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DISTRICT POLICE OFnCER, 
SOUTH WAZnUSTAN TRIBAL DISTRICT.P> A
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CH ARGE SHEET

i Shaukat All District. Police Officer, South Waziristan as Competent
.Ati'.ho.'iiv, hereby charge you PC __ _ Sj.Q——

as Jbiiows:- !

1) w11
"i'I

*■

.1■J i<\
V

i
That you you were selected for traing at Dai^zinda/Draband vide this

office Memo:- No.l935 dated 02.09.2020, but you,badly faUed to report

atcraming center will in (time.

it) That You were
approval/permission from the high ups

iii) Seiug a pan of uniformed force your this act" shovys gross n 
your part •

.1
By reason of the above, Vou appear to be guilr.' of'misconduc 

Disciphnary Rules, 1575 with amendments 2014 and have rer.db|ed,ypiuself liab 

of tlic penalties specified in the Rules:- • _ | :
I i .

You are, therefore required to submit ycur written defense within 7 6iys of the rect^pi 0: I

this ChJirge Sheet to the Enquiry Officer as the case may be.
You: wrinen defense, if any, shciiSd reach to ,the Enquirj- Officer iv-nthi a 

oeriod failing which it shall bs prcsumcd ihai you have np:defense;to put 

case, exparte action 'aiII be taken igainsi you.

4) You are dso-ai liberty, if you wis i to be heard in person­
s') Statement ofailcgation is enclosed.

i) • li‘•fw
4

1
-absented from lawful duty without prior • ifi

I

1•!
i1

4':;“. j
isconJuct- nn

!i
1 %I

t ^ »• 1
unde^ Police .

4 ' * 'e 10 ail or-an;* ' lisl11•i. m
i

III
the specified 
' ; 
h and Ln that

3)

)

ii1

I m.
■ ' III I•1 '

1
1(S lauki \

DistrU i Poll e Officer. 
South Wariristan Vrihal District

* C %I
• )■

;■ fI ’
\ «;( ♦ Ii

I. . I

I
»•

It

■■ I.YV

It .
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I I t I\*I/ I I,/
yui\t>!ARY OF allegations .-u. .

i. Shaukat Ali. District Police Officer, South. Waziristan Tribal District, 212 of C’e
opinion .r.51 F0 . ^ij* A? ________________________________________________
this (lisifivi lijs r^ncerod himself liable to be proceeded,against «s he commined the 
acls'om.^•>ions within the meaninn of Polic; Disciolinarv Rules, 19"?? read with Ajntndmerjt' 

- 2014.

n.
of

10

I
USTATEMENT OF ALLF.GATION'S. It

t
i) That he waw selected for craing at Darazinda/Draband vide this office 1 

Memo;-. Nt;,1935 dated 02.09.202oj but he badly failed to report at 

rraining center will in time.
That he was absented from* lawful duty without prior 
approval/permission from the high ups

It

ij '
I

: ■ s•f 1 It.Ur »
Being'a part of uniformed force this act shows'^oss misconduct onihis paix

( T . I

For ihc purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused reference to 
the obc'v allegauons. Mr. Sharif Ullah Khan SDPO Sarwakai is appointed as Gnquii;.' Office;, 
to c.ni’.c.ici enquiry’ 'under the Rules.

The Ef.ciuir^.' Officer shall, in'accordance with the provision of the Police 
D’icipi tar.' R-.’les. 1973 read with .Amendmirnis 2014 provide reasonable oppominiiypf-hfeahr.c ' 
to tnc tccused, record its findings and make withir 15 days of the receipt of thiV order, 
recomrr.cndaiion as to punishmeni or other appropriate action agai.nst the accused.

Iiii) p
t
Ifl-i'SI}

2). \
1f

II[1 >»m
W 1 1 r.f(] Iif'I .'■■I

IfI-'

» •
¥• t
)'»

■

•I
(Shadkat.M). | 

District Police )fficeh 
South Waanstsn Tri tai District. .

j
y ;09.C02'?/=C/SV.'TD Dated Peshawar thiNu.

1

Copy of above is forwarded to the:- »

R .gional Police Officer D i Khan for favour of iniormacion.
2. E.iquiry Officer of this district is directed to init ate departmental proceedings against the 

accused undefthe Police Discipiinary P..uies, 1975 read with .-^endmenis 20U.
3. QA ^ 7m ^ I_____________ to appear before the Enquiry Officer \

0:. the it.aic lime and place fixed the Enqijir.' Office; fc; the purpose cf enqi.ir>' 
c.ucccdinus.

1

t

€3h
I

I'j
I \I », (J Eaukat .Ali)
Dist ict pnilce Officer, 

Soaih'W ziristatATricai District.

I t
: 1 . »

) I

I t
\i i 4
1

i

I

\

i
•4

>

IfI<1
I

i ■ -1 II
V.1
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FINAL SHOW CAUSE NOTirp y
}

Whereas. You Constable
‘^^Pa^enial

f

iry of^^ving the followingj^li^gaiionf^n vo!^

»That you were selected for training with Pak Armv ir f • -I,

i:.

M•f.>i *1
,»:.

on yoiir '

I srj
¥Hence, it has been 

visaged under Police rules.
proposed to impose a suitable punishment 

1975 read^with amendment 7n-i/<

Therefore, L SHAUKAT ALI.' District Police Offi 
p.Jon you Constable .
proposed punishment eSi/d not"be awarded

OH; you. as<r •

If,c

1 ;

I cer, South Waziristan herebv ca 1 
_ to show cause within 07 daysjas to whv *h.- 
to you.

_ y IS not received within stipulated period, ii wilhbe 
make and ex-parte decision will be passed in the ca'se.

to appear before the [undersigned;

3

% 7!)’'
t •

i4 tt
iBfiif you! rei 

you have rio defence tb"

tri

)f'esuiT!ed lh--< I*mIHnYou are also allowed
Itfot, personali' -‘.iig if you want.

1i
I IrI

it t •
t

>1

i.

^ti>
3il;»1/
frf;

;\ \
:)(^HAUKAT ALI) 

Dis/rict f^lide Officer. , 
Sc^th Waziri/tanlTribal Oistri

1 • 1^5
.•S'i f3tl 7;

I\No. 17/f
/ t it

fIDr ted V/2020.
i

k

r
1
i

11*

I

■|t
i

^ I
! $

f I

1

I

i
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OFFICE OF THE 

s DISTRICT POLICE OFRCER, 
SOinjl WAZIRKTAN TRIBAL DISTRICT.

Isr :0t f

^ I '■s'

I!■

ORDER
t

' My this order will dispos^ off depa^ental proceedings initiated against 
Constable Ijaz No. 25SJ on the score ofMicgations that he vs-as selected for tiainiiig wth 
Army in iie. trtuning coalers ol’ Soulh’^^Wsizirisian vide this ofOcc letter No. 1935, dated 
02.09,2020, but be badly failed w repcit.iiw trainkig center. He was intcndonally absented from 
mandatory training without prior approVal/Rennissiofi from the high ups.

He was Charge Sheeted virfc this office No. 1V26-28/EC dated 23-09-2020.
' Sharif Ullah Khan SDPO/Sarwakai has.beea nominated as enquiry officer to conduct piojja- 

Y" Wepartmentabcnquiiy in to the macici. The^cnquliy officer conduct jaoper departmental enquiry 
■ ’ Md su’o;i:r! finding r^orts thtt the said eoi^tabk neither repnit £b DC compound nor receive lus
j v-chargq sheet & Final Show Cause NotLce.'Thcrefore.recoinmaKkd for ex-parte action. ‘

‘'He was called again in Orieriy Room and proper oppottuiuty were fuovided to
defend himself but he did not defend himself nor satisfied the undersigned-

In light of findings/reconunendations of ffie Eriquiry Officer and available record 
file against the delinquint official. I S^aukat Mi, District Police Officer, South Waziiisfen 

Tribal District being Competent Autho^ty, hereby awarded “Major punishment of dismissal

-Mf-

>;

.1* ’
f ft\

rI

i .
r‘;bt

I

t

oa

from service” will> iminwiiivtc cITccu

5/ 1*
OB No._________
Dated!////,

!
/•

bf^ct PoUee Officer 
I'^ristau Tribal District.Soutb

1a

DuledO^(/ll/2020.- ^7 /SWTO 
Copy of above is submitted' to;-

I The Re gional Police Officer, Dl Khan Region for favour cf information. 
^ Acett; ?A, OASI, Reader, SRC for iitfonnation and furthei uecess^r-

I1

} •M.action. i
t. tl'

, J •

/ r

Diatpl Pibliee Officer 
South WHipristcjn Tribal District.

»
•t

1.%
j

. I
f

•f i 1<
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I
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' V';- OFFICE OFTHE 

REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER 
OERA ISMAIL KHAN

■
I
1

REGION.t

•4 I
I

Dl Khan^ theNn " //3ff /ES. Dated
f

iORDER
This order is aimed"-to dispose of tlVe departmental appeal of 

- 51 of District Police SWTD against the Major Punishment order 
vide OB No. 71 dated 01.11.2Q20, on. the

i=K.Censtab>°'Pii»TNa.25Sl -
i.e. Disrr.issal from Service by DPO SWTD
following allegations;

Facts arising of the cl^Je are that he was sdocted for training vflth Pak 
Army in the training centers of South'Wazlristan vide SWTO office letter Nc.l935 dated 
02 03 2020, but he failed to report at the trainee Conltr. He Intentionally absent from 
.mandatory training without prior atilpVoval/permissipn from the high ups.

He was issued charge .sheet and proper departmental 
initiated against him Enquiry irrto the matter was conducted by Mr. Sha.ifuilah Khar. . . , 
nnpn SarvLai The inquiry officer submitted his finding report m w^ich he stawd^tha. , _ 
L above ment-ioned constable neither reported to DC '
-Charge Sheet and Final Show Cause Notice. Therefore, recommended -or ex parte^
action.Hence,DPOSWT0haspassefltheorderd3ted04.11.2020. , ....... . .
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' "SSSHSSiirB
dated 18.12.2020 has furnished the comments on the -

■<

order of DPO SWTD
service record vide this
office memo: No. 2574/SWTO
subject appeal.

The undersigned perused the file of the appellant thorougMy. He
23.02:2021 but he deliburatelv/intentionaliy not appears.^

war-

called in oixierly room on
before the undersigned.

Therefore I YT^EEN-FABOOa Regional Police Officer, Dera Ismail toaj:. 
nf the DOwers conferrad upon me under Ruie-ll(4){a) of Police Rules 19/; 

aU'S 2014, uphold tho meiolpunishmur,. o, .rod, So™co uwurdod uy ,
DPO SWTD and his appeal is hereb^ rejected being mentless.

■:

Regional police OFFiar. •'
DERA ISMWLKHAN»! V

. . ll'I

/ts
is sent to the DPC SWTD alongwith service//35 recoro-i

Copy of aboye 
: No. 2574/SWTD dated 18.12..20:t0.

Silt.r
REGWNAtPOUCEOfriCEf ■ 

0£RA ISMAIL Khan

w-r.t his office memo■
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OFFICE OF THE 

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 
KHYBER PAKOTUNKHW A 

PESUaWAR.

■ t t
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ORDER

I This order is hereby passed to dispose of Revision Peiitior- under Rule 11-A of Khyber ■
/ pakiuiikhwa Polite Rule-1975 (amended 2014) submitted by EvFC Ejuz No. 2551. nie petitionet 

/ disndssed from service by District Police Officer. South AVaaristan Tribal District vide OB No. 71 
/ 01/11/2020 on the allegations that he was selected for training with Pak Army in the training centers of
\ south V/aziristan vide S WTO olVicc letter No. 1935 a:Ucd 02.09.2020. bui ho ftllccl to report at the tiuining

intentionally absent from mandatory trmniog without prior approvai/penrossion from the high
rejected by Regional Police' Officer, DIKhan vide order No.ll34-35/£S, date^ .

was
, dated V

center. He ; 
ups. His appeal was 
12.03.2021.

Meeting of Appellate Board was held on 29.03.2022 wherein petitioner was heard in person.

Petitioner contended that he was not infonneti about training.
Petitioner failed to advance any plausible explanation in rebuttal of the charges

the Boarf decided that his petition is hereby rejectfidj.

. Therefore,

I

(Sd/-
SABIR AHMED, PSP 

Additional Inspector General of Police, 
HQrst Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

/202'.

t'
•»{-

/22. dated Peshawar, fee j
No.S/.

f1 Gopy of the above is forwarded to the;
1, Regional Police Officer. DIKhan, One Service Roll ulongwilh copy of complete enquiry

file of the above named Ex-FCReceived vide your oETice Memo: No..2971/ES. dated

12.07.2021 is returned herewith for your office record
2. District Police Officer. South ^aziristan Tribal Distric.,

.-3. PSO to IGP/Khyber Pakhtunkhw^ CPO Peshawar. •
4. AlG/Legal. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
5. PA to Addl: IGP/HQrs: Khyber P^tunkhwa, Peshat.-r
6. PA to DIO/HQis: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
7. Office Supdt;E-IV CPO Peshawar.
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aKFAN<i:ARKi)PSP 
Alv/Establishment, 

for Ir.s’icctor General of Police, 
Khyber f';-.:hlonkhwa, Peshawar.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF SINDH.
Bench at Sukkur

C. P. No. D-1953 of 2018

(Gulshan AH V/S P.O. Sindh & Others)

Hearing of Case
1 -For orders on office objection 
2.For hearing of Main Case.

Before:
Mr. Justice Muhammad Junaid Ghaffar 
Mr. Justice Zulfiqar Ali Sangi

1 22-02-2022
22-02-2022

Date of Hearing: 
Date of Decision:

Mr. Qurban Ali Kalwar, Advocate for the Petitioner. 
Mr. Mehboob Ali Wassan, Assistant A.G.

ORDER

Muhammad Junaid Ghaffar. J. - Through this Constitutional Petition, the 

Petitioner has prayed for the following relief(s):

“i) That this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to direct the 
respondents to release the salary of petitioner for the period from 
November. 2017 to March, 2018, and from the month of September, 
2018to date.

ii). To direct the respondents to allow the petitioner to continue as 
Head Master Govt. Boys Primary School Shah Murad Jagirani taluka 
Kotdiji”.

Notices were ordered and comments have been filed, wherein it is 

stated that the Petitioner continuously remained absent without prior 

intimation or grant of leave, whereas he was also issued a show-cause 

notice in this regard. It is further stated that he has remained absent for a 

total period of 789-days starting from 01.09.2018 to 29.10.2020.

2.

While confronted, Counsel for the Petitioner has denied this stance 

of the Respondents. However, he has not been able to satisfactorily 

respond to this very specific allegation of petitioner’s absence without 

leave. We in our constitutional jurisdiction cannot decide this factual 

aspect of the matter, whereas if the Petitioner has remained on duty then

3.



a
V.•Y

¥ CPNo.O-19S3of2013

he was supposed to place on record some convincing material including 

rejoinder affidavit to contradict the stance of the respondents. Nothing has 

been place on record: therefore, we cannot go, into this factual dispute.

Even otherwise, the Hon’ble Supreme Court has time and again 

deprecated the grant of any indulgence to the employees who remained 

absent from duties without prior leave or permission and reference in this 

• regard may be made to the cases reported as Deputy Inspector General 

of Police V Sarfraz Ahmed [2022 PLC (CS) 2781 Secretary Elementary &

4.

Seconderv Educetion v Noor ul Amin [2022 PLC (CS) 1321: Netional Bank

of Pakistan v Zahoor Ahmed Menaal (2021 SCMR 144) and Federation of

Pakistan v Mamoon Ahmed Malik (2020 SCMR 1154). Accordingly, this

Petition being misconceived is hereby dismissed.

JUDGE

JUDGE
Ahmad

2
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OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
CENTRAL POLICE OFFICE, PESHAWAR

/Legal ^ dated the / 7 ^ /2024No.

The District Police Officer, 
South Waziristan.

To:

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 239/2023 EJAZ VS GOVT OF KP ETCSubject:

Memo:-
Please refer to your office letter No. 1302 dated 15.05.2024 on the subject

noted above.

The Para-wise comments in the subject service appeal received to CPO for
hereby returned with remarks that the

annexures

2.
favor of signature of W/IGP Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

insufficient, reply to each para may be explained with supporting

are

comments arc
and resubmit the same for further necessary action, please.

End: complete file of your office

DSP/ LEGAL
For Assistant Inspector General of Police, 
Legal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

17.05 2024


