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BEFORE THE KIIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAT.

PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1467/2023

... MEMBER (J) 
MEMBER(E)

Mr, Naseeb Zaman Ex-Constable No. 6328, FRP Bannu Range.

BEFORE: MRS. RASHIDA BANG 
MISS FAREEHA PAUL

{Appellant)

Versus

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Commandant, Frontier Reserve Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pesh
3. The Superintendent of Police, Frontier Reserve Police

awar.
Bannu. 

(Respondents)

Mr. Taimur All Khan, 
Advocate , For appellant 

For respondentsMr. Asif Masood All Shah, 
Deputy District Attorney

Date of Institution 
Date of Hearing... 
Date of Decision..

07.07.2023
15.05.2024
15.05.2024

JUDGEMENT

FAREEHA PAUL, MEMBER (E): The service appeal in hand has been
(

instituted under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 

1974 against the order dated 14.03.2022, whereby the appellant was removed 

from service, against the order dated 15.07.2022, whereby his departmental 

appeal was rejected and against the order dated 12.06.2023, whereby 

revision petition was rejected. It has been prayed that on acceptance of the 

appeal, the orders dated 14.03.2022, 15.07.2022 and 12.06.2023 might be set 

aside and appellant be reinstated into service with all back and consequential 

benefits, alongwith any other remedy which the Tribunal deemed

his

appropriate.

SL



2. Brief facts of the 

that the appcIJant was appointed as Constable 

lespondent department. His mother became ill

case, as given in the memorandum of appeal

in the year 2007 in the 

and he was engaged in her

, are

treatment and look after during her illness. He filed applications to his high 

for leave, but they did not take
ups

any action on his applications and due to

engagement in the treatment and look after of his mother, he 

remain absent from his duty. On the basis of that 

conducted, however, the appellant

was compelled to

absence, inquiry was

was not associated with the inquiry 

proceedings and ex-parte action was taken against him. When mother of the

appellant recovered from illness, he went to join his duty, but he 

that he had been removed from

was informed

service on 14.03.2022 and was handed over his

Keeling aggrieved, the appellant filed 

departmental appeal on 23.05.2022, which was rejected on 15.07.2022. He then

filed revision petition on 22.07.2022, which was rejected on 12.06.2023; hence 

the instant service appeal.

removal order on 05.05.2022.

3. Respondents were put notice who submitted their joint parawise 

leply on the appeal. We heard the learned counsel for the appellant 

learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents and perused the

on

as well as

case file

with connected documents in detail.

4. L^eained counsel for the appellant, after presenting the 

argued that the impugned orders were against the law, facts, norms of justice 

and material on record, hence not tenable in the eyes of law and liable to be set 

aside. In the inquiry proceedings , the appellant was not associated and the 

whole action was taken against him on the basis of ex-parte proceedings. Even

case in detail.

A
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the inquiry report was not provided, to him. Charge sheet alongwith statement 

of allegations and show cause notice were not served upon him which 

mandatory before awarding major penalty of removal from service. He argued 

that absence of the appellant was not willful but his mother was ill which 

compelled him to remain absent and a lenient view should have been taken 

against him. He fiirthcr argued that absence period of the appellant was treated 

leave without pay, therefore, there remained no ground to penalize him on 

that absence and as such the impugned orders were liable to be set aside. He 

requested that the appeal might be accepted as prayed for.

were

as

5. Learned Deputy District Attorney, while rebutting the arguments of

learned counsel for the appellant, argued that service record of the appellant 

revealed that in the past, he was found absent from lawful duty on different 

occasions for a long period of 1127 days. He was awarded several punishments

including two times dismissal from service. He again remained absent from 

duty w.e.f 05.11.2021 till his removal from service i.e 14.03.2022 (04 months 

and 09 days) without any leave or prior permission of the competent authority. 

He was proceeded against departmentally and was served charge sheet 

alongwith summary of allegations and his thumb impression was obtained as a 

token of receipt and an Inquiry Officer was nominated to conduct enquiry into 

the matter, 'fhe appellant was contacted through his cell phone time and again 

but he did not bother to submit reply to the charge sheet or to appear before

the Inquiry Officer to defend himself He further argued that after fulfillment 

of all codal formalities, the appellant awarded major penalty of removal 

from service. Me requested that the appeal might be dismissed.

was

--5.



6)
6. From the arguments and record presented before us, it transpires that the 

appellant was removed from

appellant absented himself fi

the ground of absence from duty 

lawful duty from 05.11.2021 for which he 

proceeded against departmentally. Charge sheet and statement of allegations 

dated 22.12.2021 was issued which

service on . 'Fhe

rom
was

received by him on 20.01.2022.

e appellant placed his 

the charge sheet as a token of 

receipt, but the same was not responded by him. He also failed to appear before

was

Record produced by respondent department shoVs that th

thumb impression alongwith signature on

the Inquiry Officer as well as his 

showcause notice. Record further shows that i

competent authority when called through the 

It was not the first time that the

appellant absented himself from his lawful duty, rather his previous 

tainted with various punishments 

days. As a member of the disciplined poli 

was bound to submit

service
was

account of his willful absence of 1127on

force of the province, the appellant 

an application and get his leave sanctioned from his

ice

competent authority, but he miserably failed to do so and hence made himself 

liable to be proceeded against departmentally. Learned counsel for 

appellant referred to certain judgments of this Tribunal where major penalties
the

m case oi absence were set aside, but in all those 

themselves were ill

cases, the appellants

and under treatment and because of that they could not

submit leave applications and proceeded against departmentally. In the 

m hand, the appellant was perfectly fine but his mother

were

case
was ill, as stated 

an excuse is not acceptable from a civil servant and a member ofby him. Such

police force. The rules governing his service demand discipline from him and 

make it obligatory to seek permission from his 

leave.

competent authority for any

IV
7
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7. In view of the jbove discussion, Jhe appeal in hand is dismissed being 

devoid of merit. Cost shall follow the event. Consign.

Pronounced iin open court in Peshawar and given under our hands and 

seal oj the Tribunal this J5^'' day of May, 2024.

/
L/(1-ARMha PAUL) 

Member (E) (RASHIDA BANG) 
Member(J)

*l-'(izleSiibhan l\S*
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-SA 1467/2023

15"^ May, 2024 01. Mr. I'aimur All Khan, Advocate for the appellant

present. Mr. Asif Masood All Shah, Deputy District Attorney

for the respondents present. Arguments heard and record

perused.

02. Vide our detailed judgment consisting of 05 pages, the

appeal in hand is dismissed being devoid of merit. Cost shall

follow the event. Consign.

03. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given under 

our hands and seal of the Tribunal on this 15'^ day of May,

2024.

(FARJ/^IA PAUL) 
Member (lii)

(RASHIDA BANG) 
Member(J)

*Fazal Suhhan PS*
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Ky'Man. 2024 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad

Jan, District Attorney^for the respondents present.

2. Former made a request for adjournment in order to prepare the

brief. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 15.05.2024 before D.B.

P.P given to the parties.
ft

'"^^^sr^Muhammad Akbar Khan) 
Member (E)

©SI (Kalim Arshad Khan) 
ChairmanMiiiiiie/ii Shah'^



Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. i%:al 

Shah Mohinand, Additional Advocate General for the

. 2023 1.

respondents present.

2. Reply on behalf of the respondents is still awaited.

Learned AAG made a request for adjournment in order to

submit reply/comments. Granted by way,of last chance. To 

come up for reply/comments on 22.09.2023 before ,S.B. P.P
: KP3T 
^eshawaid

given to the parties.

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairmann'- '

*Muiazem Shah *

22'^^ Sep, 2023 ]. Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Fazal 

Shah mand, Additional Advocate General for the respondents 

present.

O

2. Reply/comments on behalf of respondents submitted. 

Copy of the same was handed over to the learned counsel for the 

appellant. To come up for arguments on 16.01.2024 before D.B. P.P 

given to the parties.

(Kalim Arshad Khan.) 
Chairman*AhdiiUah *

/ ,



FOr^M 01' OF^DER SHEET

ourl of

1467/2023Appeal No.

S.No. I Date of order
I
I proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judges

■ 321

13/07/20231- Thc appeal of Mr. Naseeb /anian .rcsuh:r;iiu;(J hub:;- ; 

by Mr. 'faimur All Khan Advocate.,ll is bxed for i'rcbnnr;,',-'\. ■ 

hearing before Single Bench at lAshavvar ('n

!^y thc ordc!' ol'CAaircvin

Rl'GISTRAR

18^*" July, 2023 1. Learned counsel for the appellant present and argued that ;

impugned order was passed on 14.03.2022, copy of which was ; 

given to him on 05.05.2022 and the appellant challenged it in ; 

departmental appeal dated 23.05.2023 which was rejected on 

15.07.2022. He then filed revision petition on 22.07.2022 which 

wis also rejected on 12.06.2023. Instant appeal was filed on [ 

07.07.2023 within a statutory period of 30 days. He further i

pH
<

pe

argued that appellant was removed from service on the basis of 

absence which was condoned. He further argued that no regular 

conducted. Thus, appeal of the appellant is admittedinquiry was
for regular hearing subject to all legal objections. The appellant is

di rected to deposit security fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be 

issued to respondents for submission of written reply/comments.

Respondents be summoned through TCS the expenses of which be | 

deposited by the appellant. Adjourned. To come up for written :
30.08.2023 before S.B. P.P given to learned |

I

reply/comments on 

counsel for the appellant.

(Rashida Bano) 
Member(J)

*KaleemUllah



Tho i'lpp-uM of Pv-!!'. ;'^i;5!;eoh ox OnxUbiv; nc:. GoH'i-Kl-’ O'0-x:.x:'-
' on 07.07.2023 i:; incon^pioio on the foliov/inp score vvhu.h-'is'rcturnnp ;:a Mo; co;

;p.voih;int for cornpieiion ond resubmi-Osion-vvilhin J.5 dr^ys.

1" Chock list is not attflcheri-vich toe apnoni,
2- AppO'ii has net been fiagged/rnarked svitn annexures rno!'ks.
3- Aniiexeres of the appeai unatlested.

• Momoranduf'n of appeal be got signed by the appeihoit.
5- /-tff'idrA-'il be got attested by the Oath Commissioner,
6- Copies of charge sheet, slatement: of aiiegations, shov7 caose notice. enei:;:\- 

and replies thereto are not attached with the appeal wrach may be pieemJ 7..
7- ,Pnnexur(-)-A & F of the appeal are illegible'which be'.replaced by 'g-ble/hc.!; m 
B- ]'he documents that are to be provided must be legibie/readabrin

rive more copies/sets of the aopeal along wit!; annexures i.e. conichrte in -3 r/
may also he submitted with the appeal. „

9

../5.13

72023.

REGISTRAR 
SRRViCh TRiOtiNAc 

KHVBHR PAJC-rritNKCWA
PESi-;AWAR.

iVir. Taimur All Khan Adv. 
liifib Court Peshawar.

'i
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PAsCHTUMICHWfl SERVICESJif \\ ; ■T?"

fi

1ST
V, ^^crsus

Appellant
C(3>e^P ojl' c p

Respondentss CONTENTS YES NONO
1. This petition tias been presented by: : Advocate Court V2. 73. . Whether appbal is within J ~~~~ ^—----------------— ------

■ __Whether the enactment under which the appeafis filed mentioned? “
Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct? “----------
Whether affidavit is appended? ^ ---------------- -—-----------

J/Vhether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner?
Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged? ~ “

-AjWiether certificate regarding filing any earlieTappeai on the siTbiecrfiimisherl? ^
Whether annexures are iegiblT? ^ -------------- -------------
Whether annexures are atteTed? ^ ’ ------------- :----------

. Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear? ~ ™ ~
Whether copy ofappeal is delivered to AG/DAG? ^ ----------- -—
Whether Power of aHot^ of the Counsel engaged is attested and sign^by 
petitioner/appellant/respondents?
Whether humbers of referred cases given are correct? ~ ^ “
Whether appeal contains cuttinq/oveiwiting? ^ “ '
Whether list of books has been provided atWe end of the appeal? ^ “

..Whether case relate to this co;irt? ^ ~ ' ^ '—
requisite number of spare copieslitached? ^

Whether complete spare copyjs filed in separate file cover? ' ™ ^
Whether addresses of parties given are complete? ^ “
Whether index filed? ^ ^ “■ ------------
Whether index is co7recl^‘ ^
Whether Security 7nd Process Fee deposited? On ~ ^
Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal.Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along 
with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent to respondents? On
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On________
Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to ^ opposite pTty?

It is certified that formaiities/documentation as required'h the above table have been^Tulfife'
Name:- Te. / f A^KV<xa

Signature;- 
Dated:-

7 •4
75. 7I 6,

7. 78.
9. 7'10, 711.
12, 713.

I 14. V
15. 716.

X
17. 718. 719.
20.
21. •V
22.
23. 7
24.

L.___

25. 7
26.
27. On

I'/;.:,



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

<

SERVICE APPEAL NO /2023 scanned
KPSTv/s Police Deptt:Naseeb zaman

INDEX

PAGEDOCUMENTS ANNEXURES.NO.
01-03Memo of Appeal1

Affidavit 042
Copy of medical raport of the mother 
of the appellant'

05-14A3 V

Removal order dated 14.03.2022 15B4
16-19Copies of departmental appeal,order 

dated 15.07.2022,revision and order 
dated 12.06.2023

C,D,E&F5

206 Vakalat nama

APPELLA

THROUGH:

(TAIMM ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 

Cell# 0333-9390916

■
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO.

Mr. Naseeb Zaman Ex-Constable No.6328, 
FRP Bannu Range.

(APPELLANT)

VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

The Commandant, Frontier Reserve Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

3, The Superintendent of Police Frontier Reserve Police, Bannu.

2.

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS 

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 14.03.2022, WHEREBY 

THE APPELLANT WAS REMOVED FROM SERVICE, 
AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 15.07.2022, WHEREBY 

THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OE THE APPELLANT 

WAS REJECTED AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 
12.06.2023, WHEREBY
APPELLANT WAS ALSO REJECTED.

OF THE KHYBER
ACT, 1974

THE REVISION OE THE

PRAYER:
THAT ON IHE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAl 
ORDERS DATED 14.03.2022, 15.07.2022 

MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT MAY BE 

REINSTATED INTO HIS SERVICE W ITH ALL BACK AND 

CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER 

WHICH THIS HONORABLE TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 

APPROPRIATE THAT, MAY ALSO, BE AWARDED 

FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

THE
Re-.'iEtlivsiittctl -day 
andimcsd. , AND 12.06.2023

REMEDY,

IN

1/



r
RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH:
FACTS:

1. That the appellant was appointed as Constable in the year 2007 in the 
respondent Department and completed all his due trainings and since 
his appointment the appellant has performed his duty duties with zeal 
and devotion whatsoever assigned to him and no complaint 
whatsoever regarding his performance.

2. That the mother of the appellant was ill and the appellant was engaged 
in the treatment and look after of his mo_therjiuring her illness and the 
a^ellant also fil^^apphcaftonslo his high ups for leave, but they did 
not take any action on his,applications and due to engagement uTtlie"" 
treatment and look after of his mother, the appellant was compelled to 
remains absent from his duty^CCopy of m^ical report are attached 
as Annexure-A)

3. That on the basis of that absence, inquiry was conducted against the 
appellant, however the appellant was not associated witli the inquiry 
proceeding and ex-parte action was taken against the appellant.

4. That when the mother of the appellant recovered from illness, the 
appellant went to join his duty, but he was informed that he was 
removed fi’om service on 14.03.2022 and handed over him his 
fem6^1"or3eFBated~l^T03.2022_on_05_.ft5..2Q22, (Copy of removal 
order dated 14.03.2022 is attached as Annexure-B)

5. That the appellant being aggrieved from the order dated 14.03.2022 
received on 05.05.2022 Filed departmental appearmr"23.05.2022. 
which w^ rejected on 15.07:2^22,, the appellant then Filed revision on 
22.07.2022 which was also rejected on 12.06.2023. (Copies of

^departmental appe^, injection order dated 15.07.2022, revision 

and rejection order dated 12.06.2023 are attached as Annexure- 
C,D,E&F)

6. That the appellant has no other remedy except to File the instant appeal 
in this Honorable Tribunal for redressal of his grievance on the 
following grounds amongst others.

GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned orders dated 14.03.2022, 15.07.2022 and 
12.06.2023 are against the law...facts, norms of justice and material on 
record, therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B) That in the inquiry proceeding, the appellant was not associated and 
whole action was taken against the appellant on basis of ex-parte 
proceeding, even the mquiry.report was^not provided to the appellant, 
wESTTs againsTthe law and rules and as such the imputed orders 
are liable to be set aside.



r
C) That charge sheet along with statement of allegations

comrnunhcatedTtoThe appellant before passing removlTorderwhidT^
were not

D) That show cause notice was not communicated to the appellant before 
passing the impugned removal order which is agamsTIFFTaw and 
rules.

E) That the appellant did not intentionalLv-nemain absent fmm hi<; Hntv 
but his mother was ill and was engaged in the treatment and look 
after of his. mother due to which he was unable to perform his duty 
and was compel to remain absent from his duty, therefore, needs to 
,be treated with lenient view.

F) That the penalty of removal from service imposed upon the appellant 
is very harsh, which is passed in violation of law and rule, therefore, 
the same is not sustainable in eyes of law and hence liable to be 
aside.

set

G) That the absence period of the appellant was already treated as leave 
without pay, therefore, thei^______-_______________________ no__.i3ro.und the penalize the
appellant on that absence and as such the impugned orders are liable 
to be set aside.

remain

H) That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and 
rules and has been condemned unheard throughout.

That the appellant seeks permission of this Honorable Tribunal 
advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing.

I) to

It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 
appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLy^T
Naseeb Z^nan

THROUGH:

TAIIMLJR/CLI khan 
(ADVOCATE HIGH COURT)
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before the KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICF miKIlNAr
PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. /2023

Naseeb Zaman VS Police Department

AFFIDAVIT
I Naseeb Zaman Ex-Constable No.6328, FRP Bannu Range, (Appellant) do 

hereby affirm and declare, that the contents of this service appeal are true and 

correct and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Tribunal.

deponent
c’

a
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Assistant Professor
Df. Fawud Mehmood Khan

Gestro & Medical Specialist
MBBS, FCPS(IVIedicine) 
FCPS (Gastroenterology)

'ft
r

Age:_SLt—Sex:_^:jgL Date: //{/

RxClinical Record
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1

Islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical 
Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar. i
Contact: +92 (0) 344-9176016 /

E-mail : Ikramjan016(5)gmail.com ji fPatielM Nm'ne*. J^Bilsha’da'Bibt
Age: 55 Yrs

PMDC No:11608-N 
HRA: 02333 Ref By:

i.LaWD.:?' ,•
Dr Fawad Mehmood Jan

. .«
2323

Medical Laboratory & Diagnostic Center.
/ ’

Clinical Hematology:

Test Result Units Normal Value

. Hb %
(Haemoglobin)

RBC
(Red Blood Cells)

HCT
(Packed cell volume)

• MCV
(Mean corpuscular volume)
MCH
(Mean corpuscular Haemoglobin) 
MCHC
(Mean corpuscular Haemoglobin 
concentraUon)
TLC
(Total Leuoocytos Counts)

Platelets Counts 
DLC
(Differential Leucocytes comls)

Neutrophils

g/dl Adult Males: 1.3—17 
Adult Females: 12—15 
Male; 4.5 -- 5.5 
Female: 3.5— 4.5 
Males: • 36.0 to 48.0 
Females 35.0 to 45.0 
80.0 to 96.0 '

4.81 m/d I

42.4 %

88.0 f]
■t

29.0 26 .p'to 32.0pg
33.0 g/dl 32.0 to 36.0

14.500 /cmm 4.000—11.000

410.000 /cmm 1.50.000—4.50.000

70 • . % 40-----70

Lymphocytes 20----- 4020 %

Eosinophil 06 % 02-----05

Monocytes 04 % 02-----08 •

«

Monday, November 01, 
2021

Print Bjj^|krani^^
Electronically verified report, no signature (s) required.

Mr.M. Ihtesham Mr. Awal Mir Mr, M, Ilyas Mr. Saif (A)
. B.Se Medical Technologists B.S Microbiology M.Phil. Microbiology

Medical Faculty Peshawar M.Sc Hematology M.Phll Microbiolgy B.SHONMLT
. 1®'’'''= Peshawar) (Govt: KGMC) . dmlt (KPK) Medical Faculty, Govt: HMC

Mr. Ikram (A)
OMIT KPK
Medical Faculty Peshawar 
(Govt; KTH Peshawar) iQuality Lab Services for ail diagnostic tests our performance Is quality control & standard of health care solutions
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Islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical 
Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar.
Contact: +92 (0) 344-9176016 j
E-mail : Ikramjan016@gmail.com A

55 YrsAge:

.v-lj

Dr Fawad Mehmood JanRef By:

PMDC No:11608-N 
HRA: 02333

Medical Laboratory & Diagnostic Center.

u/iResult 65ALT/SGPT:
(Adults: 10.00 - 50.00)Ref.Range

U/lResult 236Alkaline Phosphates:
(M:80-306 F;64-306) (Children: 15 Yrs 644 

Children :17 Yrs 483
Ref.Range

mg/dlResult 0.8Bilirubin Total:

Ref. Range (Adult: 0.2 - 1.0) (New Born: 6.00 - 10.00)

Note:
Micromethod on heparinised capillary blood is available for total bilirubin for neonatal jaundice.
Reference ranges for neonatal jaundice-are for term babies only. Premature babies have wider/higher reference ranges. 
Ref: Tietz N. Fundamentals of clinical chemisUy, Philadelphia: WB Sounders Co, 740 (1987)_____ _

Result mg/dl412Glucose (R):

1(< 20(100)Ref. Range

Interpretation (ADA 2006)
Normal: <100 (F), <200 (2hr); Diabetes Mellitus: >126 (F) or >200 (2hr); Pre-diabetes: Irripaired Glucose Tolerance (IGT): 140-200 (2hr); 
Impaired Fasting Glycaemia (IFG): .100-126 (F). All values mg/dl. venous plasma/serum. True Random plasma glucose value, the one 
having no relationship with meal has limited screening/diagnostic/prognostic value. For clinical purposes, the diagnosis of diabetes should 
be confirmed by repeating the test unless there is unequivocal hyperglycaemia with acute metabolic decompensation or obvious symptoms.

NORMAL RANGEUNITTEST RESULT

%HBAIC 9.89 Normal Range:3.80 - 5.80 
Diabetic,
Good Control: 5.5 - 6.8 
Fair Controf: 6.8-7. 6 
Poor Control: 7.6—8.0 
Un control above 8.0

Monday, November 01 
2021

?

Print By: Ikram (A)

Electronically verified report, no signature (s) required.

Mr.M. Ihtesham Mr, Awal Mir Mr, M, Ilyas Mr, Saif (A) Mr, Ikram (A)
DMLTKPK
Medical Faculty Peshawar
(Gowt: IRH Peshawar)

B.Sc Medical Technologists 
M-.Sc HematolOEv 
(Govt: KCMC)

M.Phil, Microbiology 
B.SHONMIT
DMIT (KPK) Medical Faculty, Govt: HMC

DMLTKPK
Medical Faculty °eshawar 
(Govt: KTH Peshawar)

B.S Microbiology
M.Phil Microbiolgy iQuality Lab Services for all diagnostic tests our performance is quality control & standard of health care solutions

mailto:Ikramjan016@gmail.com
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Assistant Professor
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Gestro & Medical Specialist 
MBBS, FCPS(Medicine) 
FCPS (Gastroenterology)

AgeSexDate:Name:
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Islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical A 
Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar. i
Contact: +92 (0) 344-9176016 /I
E-mail : Il<ramian016@gmail.com JM

SSYrsAge:
Gender;'-'='7^ Female y.

Ref By:

«Ui.............- —-------------^---------- --

■T'"
“V' A,

PMDC No:11608-N 
HRA:02333Bfo Life Dr Fawad Mehmood Jan

. ■?

Medical Laboratory & Diagnostic Center.
i

Clinical Hematology:s

Normal ValueUnitsResultTest

13----17Adult Males:
Adult Females: 12—15 
Male; 4.5 — 5.5 
Female: 3.5 — 4.5 
Males: 36.0 to 48.0 
Females 35.0 to 45.0 
80.0 to 96.0

g/dlHb%
(Haemoglobin)

RBC
( Red Blood Cells )

HCT
(Packed cell volume)
MCV
(Mean corpuscular volume)
MCH
(Mean corpuscular Haemoglobin) 
MCHC
(Mean corpuscular Haemoglobin 
concentration)
TLC
(Total Leucocytes Counts)

Platelets Counts 
DLC
(Differential Leucocytes counts)

Neutrophils

m/d I4.03I.

%42.4

fl88.0

26 .0 to 32.029.0 pg

32.0 to 36.0g/dl33.0

4,000—11,000/emm11.200

1.50.000—4.50,000/emm339,000
I

40---- 70%56

20---- 40%30Lymphocytes

02—05%07Eosinophil

02—08%■

07Monocytes

I

Thursday, December 02, 
2021

Print By: Ikram (A)
Electronically verified report, no signature (s) required.

Mr. Ikram (A)Mr.M. Ihtesham Mr. Awal Mir Mr. M. Ilyas Mr. Saif (A)
OMLT KPK
Medical Faculty Peshawar 
(6ovl: KTH Peshawar)

M.Phil, Microbiology 
B.SHONMIT
OMLT (KPK) Medical Fsculty, Govt: HMC

B.Sc Medical Technologists 
M.Sc Hematology 
(Govt: KGMC)

B.S Microbiology 
M.Phil Microbiolgy

OMIT KPK
Medical Faculty Peshawar 
(Gowt; IRH Peshawar) iQuality Lab Services for all diagnostic tests our performance is quality control & standard of health care solutions

mailto:ramian016@gmail.com
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Islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical 
Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar. i
Contact: +92 (0) 344-9176016 : /
E-mail : Ikram]an016@)gmail.com ji

SSYrs

r,:

Vs

Age:

1*<tl

Ref By: Dr Fawad Mehmood Jan

/PMDC No:11608-N 
HRA:02333

4

Medical Laboratory & Diagnostic Center.

mg/dlResult 323Glucose (R):

|(< 20p!oo)Ref. Range

Inlerpretation (ADA 2006) • ' -
Normal: <100 (F). <200 (2hr): Diabetes Mellitus: >126 (F) or >200 (2hr): Pre-diabetes; Impaired Glucose Tolerance (IGT): 140-200 (2hr); 
Impaired Fasting Giycaemla (IFG); 100-126 (F). Alt values mg/dl, venous plasma/seaim. True Random plasma glucose value, the one 
having no relationship with meal has limited screening/diagnostic/prognostic value. For clinical purposes, the diagnosis of diabetes should 
be confirmed by repeating the test unless there Is unequivocal hyperglycaemia with acute metabolic decompensation or obvious symptoms.

\

Thursday, December 02, 
2021

Print By: Ikram (A)

I

Electronically verified report, no signature (s) required.

MkM. Ihtesham Mr, Awal Mir Mr. M. Ilyas Mr. Saif (A) Mr. Ikram (A)
M.Phll, Microbiology 
B.SHONMIT
OMIT (KPK) Medical Faculty, Govt: HMC

B.Sc Medical Technologists
M.ScMematology
|Govt:kGMC|

OMLTKPK
Medical Faculty Peshawar 
(Govt: KTH Peshawar)

OMIT KPK
Medical Faculty Peshawar 
(Govt; IRH Peshawar)

B.S Microbiology 
M.Phll Microbiolgy.

Quality Lab Services for all diagnostic tests our performance is qualjty control & standard of health care solutions
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Dk Fawad Mehmood Khan

Gestro & Medical Specialist 
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FCPS (Gastroenterology) h
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Islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical 
Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar. ,
Contact: +92 (0) 344-9176016 /
E-mal! : Ikramjan016@gmall.com /j

?yrsAge: 

Ref By:

r.
Dr Fawad Mehtnood Jan

PMDC No:11608-N 
HRA: 02333

wMEDICAL Laboratory & Diagnostic Center.

I

mg/dlResult 291Glucose (R);
1|(< 200.00)Ref. Range

Interpretation (ADA 2006)
Normal: <100 (F). <200 (2hr): Diabetes M.ellitus: >126 (F) or >200 (2hr): Pre-diabetes: Impaired Glucose Tolerance (IGT): 140-200 (2hr); 
Impaired Fasting Glycaemia (IFG): 100-126 (F). All values mg/dl. venous ptasma/serum. True Random plasma glucose value, the one 
having no relationship with meal has limited screening/diagnostic/prognostic value. For clinical purposes, the diagnosis of diabetes should 
be confirmed by repeating the test unless there Is unequivocal hyperglycaemia with acute metabolic decompensation or obvious symptoms.

t

mg/dlBlood Urea; Result 30Ref.Range (10 - 50)

mg/dlResult 1.1Ref.Range (M.0.6 -1.4) 
^(F. 0.6-1.2)

Serum
Creatinine:

Saturday, January 01,2022
Print By; Dcram (A)

Electronically verified report, no signature (s) required.

Mr,M, Ihtesham Mr, Awal Mir Mr, M, Ilyas Mr, Saif (A) Mr, Ikram (A)
M.r'hil, Microbiology 
B.SHONMLT
DMLT (KPK) Medical Faculty, Govt: HMC

DMLTKPK
Medical Faculty Peshawar 
(Govt; KTH Peshawar)

B.Sc Medical Technologists 
M.Sc Hematology 
(Govt: KGMC)

OMIT KPK
Medical Faculty Peshawar 
(Govt: IRH Peshawar)

B.S Microbiology 
M.Pbil Microbiolgy

Quality Lab Seivices for all diagnostic tests our performance is quality control & standard of health care solutions
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mailto:Ikramjan016@gmall.com
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Assistant Professor
Dr. Fawad Mehmood Khan

Gestrb & Medical Specialist 
MBBS, FCPS(Medicine) 
FCPS (Gastroenterology)
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1/Islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical 
Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar.
Contact: +92 (0) 344-9176016 
E-mail : Il<ramjan016@gmail.com i 55 Yrs

Ref By:

Age:
‘v

Dr Fawad Mehmood Jan

\PMDC No:11608-N 
HRA:02333

'I

'i

Medical Laboratory & Diagnostic Center. }

mg/dlResult 391Glucose (R):

k< 200.00)Ref. Range

;

U/IResult 47ALT/SGPT:
(Adults: 10.00 - 50.00)Ref.Range

f

Thursday, February 03, 
2022

. Print By: Ikram (A)

♦

Electronically verified report, no signature (s) required.

Mr. Ikram (A)Mr.M. Ihtesham Mr.AwalMir Mr. M. Ilyas Mr. Saif (A)
DMLTKPK ■ B.Sc Medical Technologists B.S Mierobiolo.gv
Medical Faculty Peshawar M.Sc Hematology M.Phil Microbioigy • Medical Faculty, Govt: HMC
(Govt: IRH Peshawar) (Govt:KGMC)

DMLTKPK
Medical Faculty Peshawar 
(Govt: KTH Peshawar)

Quality Lab Services for all diagnostic tests our performance is quality control & standard of health care solutions
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My ihis order will

Thus he was properly charsc sheeieH ,,^,1. *'*^''*' pennission of the compeicni auihoriiy.
Departn,cnlal Enquiry againsthiin. "PP®'"*”'" Officer of FRP Bannu Range for proper

The Enquiry Officer deeply probed into .i« 

fmdwp report wherein the B.0
which the defaulter official did not 
wxre made to cal! him for feci 
absented himself, thus there

eondiicted enquiry with submission of his
reported that the charge sheet 

replied to the
was served upon him on 20-01-2022, upon 

charge sheet within the stipulated period. Besides efforts 

cmg enquiry proccedines, but he always avoid to face the enquiry and dclib 

no alternmive but lo initiate ex-
cmtlywas

parte proceedings ogainsl him. During 
examined the relevant record and also recorded statements of concerned 

r official was

ex-parte proceedings the E.O. 
officers. Rcsultamly the dcfaulte 

against him, even did not bother to malt 
wilflil and habitual abse

reported to have been found guilty of the charges leveled 

e arrival back for duty. FinaUy the Enquiry Officer declared him

® far, rcsultamly it was presumed that he don’t warn to
pr ucc any defense. Moreover, previously he also remained absent from duty for days with award of 

certain punishments but he did not mend his way. nicrcfore hi 
^quired.

a

s retottion in Police department is no more
r

Th»cforc I, Alidul Snttar Supermiendent of Police FRP Banim Range BannUi being 
competent authority in exercise of the powers conferred to me under the Police Rules 1975 do hereby impose
upon him the Major punishment of Bemoval from Service with immediate effect. The absence period is also 

treated as leave without pay because of non-jjerfoimanccofGovt; duty forthe cmite period.

OB No. 23(1

Datedj u7/04/-2n22
)0fr

Swpcrtolenilcnt of Police,
No. dated /^/03/2022.

Copy to:
PO, SRC & OHC for necessary action.

'
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r
order
This order will 

constable Naseeb Za 
FRP 0annu Range, 
wherein he

man No departmental appeal preferred by tx-... ...r:rrr r
a period of 04 months 09 
competent authority

rr*face the enquiry and delibPrBtT proceedings, but he always avoid to

was
with

The applicant 
absented himself from lawful duly 

e date of his removal from service i.o 14.03.2022 for 
ays. W'lbout any-leave or prloc-parnlission of the

and recommended

Keeping in view the above narrated facts and other material available on 

.-.■o. 609 LTed ™202T'°'
Feeling aggrieved against the impugned order of SP FRP Bannu Range

,«o.
found that the allegations of willful absence were fully established against hltSSporm 
perusal of his service record the applicant was found a habitual absbnreB*galn&. 
tainted service record. Therefore any leniency or complacenw^ouSffl

record,
■A

Bannu, I

and •;

s iilTilTE •E
•jjr« M •r^

SQiT^ K > >m
m ir>)

S^fiEUflEEa
auras

[•7PP t-'VjrA

hi
mi...

r-
K/!

1'

liMi'AVHM'

aiaftSsnElk>w*

i.
!i/■■m
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Dn-iCK oyniic

INSPECTOR diCNlCKAi; OF VinJCK 
KlIYiSERPAKirniNKIIWA . ’

' PESHAWAR.

QjlDER

This ovdor is hereby passed lo dispose-oT Revision Peliliun under Rule 11-A of Rhyber
r

Pakhtunkhvva ■ Police Rulc-1975 (amended '2014) submitlcd Ex-FC Niiscob Zaman No. ■6328. The 

pclilioner was removed from service by SP I’Ri’ Bannu Range vide order Ididsl No. 609. dated 14.03.2022 

on 'he allegations that he absented himself vv.c.f 05.11.2021 till Ihe date of removal, from service i.c. 

14.03.2022 for a period of04 months and 09 days, fhe Ap’pelTate Authority i.e. Commandant T'Rl’ Khyber” 

Takhlunkhwa, Peshawar rejected his appeal vide order Endst: No. 589-90/PA, dated 15.07.2022.

• Meeting of Appellate, Board was held on 02.06.2023 wherein petitioner was heard in person. 

Petitioner contended that his mother was ill. ‘ . . . ' .

•Petitioner failed lo advance any plausible explanation in rebuttal of the chargc.s. 't herefore. 

The Board decided that his petition hereby rejected.

Scl/-
RIZWAN MANZDOR, PSP 

Additional Inspector Ocncral of Police, 
IIQrs: IChybcr Pakhtunkhwa, I’eshawar.

No. ^ /2U23.• _/23, dated Peshawar, the-

Copy of the above is forwarded to :thc;

1. Commandant FRP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. Service Record alongwilh D.i’ilc of the 

above named Ux-TC received vide your office Memo: No. 7817/SI Legal, dated 23.09.2022 

■he ov.iili'vji vour ufflcc .wword.

2. SP I'Ri' Bannu Range.

3. AIG/fcgal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

4. PA to Addl: IGP/lIQrs: ICIiybcr Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

5. PA to DIG/nQrs; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pc.shawar.

6. Office Supdt: li-IV CPO Peshawar.

(MUnAMI^Al) AZHAR) PSP 
AIG/Bslablishmcnt,

Tor Inspector General of Police, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, J’eshawar.
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qS&PD—NWFP—959 F.S. I.OOOP OF 100—14.06.2000—(9)

^easuw / Sub-Treasury

......
State Bank of Pakis^^

4

.»= z
r Chalan of Cash paid into the.....

,0^1
■??/

CHALAN NO.
To be filled in by the Department

onicer or the Trcaaurys^To be filled in by the remitter

Head of Account

7
Name or Designation p^jj particulars of the 

and address of the remittances and of
person on whose authority (if any)

behalf money is paid

Order to the 
Bank *AmountBy whom 

tendered n; ^Cftrz! f

and full'
^ 'A / (/ ^ designation of the

1 "7 officer ordering the
money to be paid in

Date
Name 7 Correct

Received and grant

CtJ.MRMAN
XhyripT Pakhtunkhwx

Tribunal.
t»esl\a*w»^

rm

Total (A)Signarture 4

remittances to Bank 
through an officer 
of the Government.

D(a) (in words) Rupees
'fntL

DateReceived
Trea>ai5^ DfTicer

Accountant■ Treasurer
( ^ J *» ?•
\ Amount^i-//Particulars

CJoin.
Notes (with details) 
Cheques (with details) 

Total:. ;r%a5a?
N,W.F.P., A&T-199



>

f
In the case of payments at the Treasury Receipts for sums less than, Rs. 500 do not^^e^ ,e the 
signature of the Treasury Officer but only of the Accountant and the Treasury Rece..^tgJ^l^ 
for cash and cheques pa^ for service stamps should always be signed by 'IVeasury Act
ofCA.CodeVol.I

Note 1:
/ever

Note 2 :■ Particulars of money tendered should be given on the reverse.

In case where direct credit at Bank are permissible the columns. “Head of account” will be filled 
in by the Treasury Officers, or the Accounts Officers as the case may be on receipts of the Bank 
Daily Sheet.

/ '

Note 3:

■ \

In case of “Duty on Impressing Documents” the amount creditable to each 
of the following detailed heads be noted

Duty on embossing on anna receipt and cheque stamps.

Duty “On documents voluntarily brought” for adjudication 
(Section 31, Act 11 of 1899).

(a)
]

(b)

Duty on unstamped or insufficiently stamped documents levied 
under Chapter IV of Act II of 1899.,

‘(c)

(d) Other Items.

y--
(

i

♦

... ‘

•c
-?' . ■T

\
i

: h-.r-
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1467/2023.
Mr. Naseeb Zaman Ex-constable No. 6328 FRP Bannu Range, 
.......... .................... ;.................................................................................. Appellant

VERSUS"v

Commandant
others...........

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar & 
..............................Respondents.

FRP

INDEX

S. NO DESCRIPTION OF' DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE PAGE No.
1. Para-wise Comments 03
2. Order A 04
3. Order B 05

Charge Sheet,4. C;D,£-
Affidavit5.

6. ; Authority Letter

Total
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAmNti^EO

kpst

Range, 
Appellant.

4

Service Appeal No. 1467/2023.
Mr. Naseeb Zaman Ex-constable No. 6328 FRP Bannu

VERSUS

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

Peshawar & 

...Respondents.

PARAWISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS 1 to 3.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH.

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:-

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary anB’^cfper 
parties.
That the appellant has no cause of action and locus stand to file the instant 
appeal.
That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean hands. 
That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct to file the Instant Service 
Appeal.
That the appellant is trying to conceal the material facts from this Honorable 
Tribunal.

Ojitet

2.

3.

4.
5.

6.

FACTS:-

1. Correct to the extent that the appellant was enlisted in police department as 
admitted, while the rest of Para is incorrect as perusal of his service record 

reveals that in past he was found remained absent from l.awfuLdutv.j3ri^different 
occasions for a Iona period of 1127 days, which he awarded several, 
punishments including tow times dismissal from service. (Copies of punishment 
orders attached herewith as annexure “A & B”).
Incorrect. The appellant was remained absent from lawful duty with effect from 

05.11.2021 till the date of his removal from service i.e 14.Q3.2Q22. for total 

period of 04 months & 09 days, without any leave or prior permission...oLthe 

competent authority. The plea of illness of his mother as well as submission of 

leave application is a propounded story.

Incorrect. On the allegations of willful absence the appellant was proceeded 

against proper departmentaily as he was issued Charge Sheet alongwith 

Summary of Allegations and an Enquiry officer was nominated to conduct 

enquiry into the matter and to unearth the actual facts. The Charge Sheet was 

served upon him by the Enquiry Officer and his tomb impression was obtained

2.

3.

as a token of receipt, but he deliberately failed to submit his reolv or to aooear 

before the Enquiry Officer to defend himself. (Copy of Charge Sheet attached 

herewith as annexure “C”).

Incorrect. As the appellant was failed to report his arrival or to join his duty 

despite the fact he was summoned time and again by the Enquiry Officer.

4. ) '

L



L
However, after fulfillment of all codal formalities required as per law he was 

awarded major punishment of removal from service.
Correct to the extent that departmental appeal submitted by the appellant was 

thoroughly examined and rejected on sound grounds. The revision petition of 
the appellant was also thoroughly examined and rejected.
Incorrect. The appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean 

hands; hence, this appeal being devoid of merits may kindly be dismissed on 

the following grounds.

I

5.

6.

GROUNDS:-

A. Incorrect. The impugned orders dated 14.03.2022 and 15.07.2022 are legally 

justified and in accordance to law/rules hence, the instant appeal is liable to be 

dismissed.
Incorrect. The allegations are false and baseless. As proper departmental 
enquiry has already been initiated against him and it is evident from Charge 

Sheet and summary of allegations, which were properly served upon him 

during the course of enquiry, but he failed to submit his reply. Besides, the 

appellant was also contacted by the Enquiry Officer through his cell phone 

NO.03329737687 time and again, but he did not bother to loin the Enauiry 

proceedings by meaning thereof that he was no more interested in the service
■ —................................................... .............................................................................................................................................................■_ I ■! ■■II I ■IIIMIWI* 11^

of Police Department hence, the Enquiry Officer found him guilty of the charges 

leveled against him and recommended for major punishment. Moreover, the 

appellant further failed to approach for obtaining of the findings of enquiry. As 

such the whole proceedings against the appellant were adopted in accordance 

to law/rule^'(

Incorrect. The allegations are false and baseless. The Charge Sheet and 

Summary of Allegations were issued and served upon him and his tomb
. impression was obtained on duplicate copy of Charge Sheet as a token of 
receipt, but he failed to submit his reply. The copy of such Charge Sheet has 

already annexed with Para No. 3 of facts as annexure “C”. 
incorrect. Upon the findings of Enquiry Officer the appellant was issued a The 

Final Show Cause Notice however, he deliberately refused from the receiving 

of said noticelVFV”

. Incorrect. The appellant was remained absent from lawful duty with effect from 

05.11.2021 till the date of his removal from service i.e 14.03.2022, for total 
period of 04 months & 09 days, without any leave or prior permission of the 

competent authority. The plea of illness of his mother and submission of is a 

propounded story and he supposed to have taken this plea before the Enquiry 

Officer or before the competent authority.

Incorrect. The penalty of removal from service awarded to the appellant is 

legally justified and commensurate with the gravity of his gross misconduct.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.
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G. Incorrect. The absence period of the appellant was correctly treated as leave 

without pay by the competent authority as according to Police Rules 1975 

amended in 2014, leave without pay is not fallen in the ambit of punishment. 
Hence, the appellant was imposed only the punishment of removal from service 

as per law.

Incorrect. The appellant was absolutely treated in accordance with law within 

the meaning of Article 4 of the constitution by giving him sufficient and proper 
opportunities at every level of defense and that the entire proceedings were 

carried out in accordance with existing laws and rules.
The respondents may also be permitted to raise additional grounds at the time 

of arguments.

H.

I.

PRAYERS:-
Keeping in view the above facts and circumstances, it is most humbly ^ 

prayed that the instant service appeal being devoid of merits may kindly be dismissed 

with costs please.

Superintendent of Police FRP,
Bannu Range, Bannu 

(Respondent No. 03)

an
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No. 02)

Provincial PoCIce-Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

(Respondent No. 01)
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ORDER>

This order shall dispose of the enquiry proceedings pending against Constable 

Naseeb Zaman No.6328/FRP as tlie official was charged for commission of the following miss-cpnduct.

have found absent from duty w.e.from 22-02-2021 to 

19-07-202]lbr, the total absence period of (147) days without any leave, or legal permission of the 

competent authority.

Reported to have reported to

On tlie above charges he was properly charge sheeted & appointed as Enquiry Officer

with the directions to conduct enquiry into the matter within stipulated period.

Enquiry. Officer conducted enquiiy iiito the allegation and submitted his findings, 

wherein defaulter official have found guilty of the charges leveled against him. That defaulter official 

replied to the charge sheet witliin stipulated period. In reply to the .chai'ge sheet he took the plea of his

Officer declared him willful- and habitual absentee and
issued with Final Show Cause 

. Moreover,

domestic problems. Finally Enquiry 

recommended him for imposition of Punishment. Consequently he was

Notice vide No.l084,_dated 17-07-2021, which was properly served upon his on 15-09-202.1
awarded punisliment for the same but youpreviously you had remained absent for (929) days and were

I
2 did not mend your trend.

also heard in perbn, during the course of hearing he advanced cogent teason 

in his defense, his plea was , found plausible and satisfactory.

Keeping in view the above facts and as well as his poor family back ground I,;.take a 

lenient view he No./^g/FRP). However the absence period' (90) days treated as without

& and remmning (57) days absence period treated as Earned Leave, stoppage of One (01) 

Incremenvwithout cumulative for one year and pay released.

He was
1

;.
pay

OB No. .468 

Dated! 29 m

■; -4

(Kif^Jat tfllah lOxah Wazir) psp, 
Subevintendent of Pobc^ 

FRP, Barihu ^

4

5
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ORDER
This order shall, dispose ol' the enquiry proceedings pending against Constable

of the following
/ .

T-'-

Ihe official was charged for conmiissionNnspph Zaman No.6328/FRP as

Aniss-conducl.
4-

.from'02-01-2021 to 22-02-202-1 for the 

conipcteiit authority.
Reported to have found absent from dut>

■ id of (51) days without any leave or legcd permission of the

w.e
I

iota! absence penc

On the above charges he was properly o hargc sheeted. & appointed as Enquiry Officer 

.]uiry into the matter within stipulated period.with the directions to conduct eiic

ted enquiry into the allegation and submitted his findings dated

. That
Enqmi7 OlTicer cbnduc

04 02-2001 - wherein defaulter official have found guilty of the charges leveled against htm 

defaulter official replied to the charge sheet withtn stipulated period. In reply to the charge sheet 

he tdoh the plea of his domestic problems. Finally Enquiry Officer he was rendered guilty or the 

.negation and recommended him for the imposition of punishment. Moreover, previously you 

had remained absenffor (929) days and were awarded punisliment for the

f

i

1 but you did nitsame
iV

mend your trend.

He was alsd heard in person, during the course of hearing he advanced cogent reason 

found convincible and satisfactory.1 in his defense, his plea was.. .

I .Keeping in view the-above- foots and as well as his poor family back ground I.

. However, the absence period (15) days 

Earned Leave and
take a-lenient vieW he (i':Meeb;^ii£UiNa632M:KP) 

treated as witlmut pay & remaining (36) days absence period treated as

year and pay release.

r

increhierit without cumulative foi onesiopage of One

I OB No: _

Dated: 2^2/202LIvr.'

Kliaii V^ziWl’SPi 
Supei intciKlciit ofPoHceiX

FRlLBaiiniu, Vit
. ?

1

i

ii
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CHARGE SHF.FT

[,^bdul Sattar^ Superintendent of Police FRP, Bannu as
competent authority, hereby charge you

enquiry proceedings: as foilbWs.
Ilaseeb Zanian No. 6328/FRP for the purpose departmental

> That you Constable Nasceb Zaman No. 632S/FKP absented

any sarrctioned leave or prior permission of the competent anthority vide Daily Diary No.45 dated 

05-11 -2021 to till date, at Police Line Mansehra. Pay has been stopped to this effect.

Such act on your part is against service discipline and amounts gross misconduct/ negligence in 

duty.

yourself from lawful duty without

>■

1. By reason of the above you appear to be guilty of misconduct 

amended vide Khyber Palditunkhwa 

rendered yourself liable to all

under the Police Rules 1975 (As 
gazette Notification, No.27‘'^ of August 2014) and have

or any of the penalties specified in the said rules.
;

2. You are therefore, directed to submit your defense within 07 days of the receipt of this Charge 

Sheet to the enquiry officer.

Your written defense, if any, should reach to 

failing which, it shall be presumed that you ha 

action shall be taken against you.

You are directed to intimate whether you desire to be heard i 

A statement of allegation is enclosed.

3.
the Enquiry Officer within the specified period, 

defense to put in and in that case ex-parte

r.

ve no

4.
m person.

5.

*.

Superintendent of Pdliw, 
FRP, Bannu

0\0

Ub'

't

• . .V
/j

hi-' i
t;•••

Ii

!

v:

r.
f
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STATEMENT OF ALLFOATTONS
\

,-J*
V

^ I,^bd»l Sattar Superintendent of Police FRP, Bannu as competent autliority, to .initi 
departmental proceedings against Constable Naseeb Zaman No. 6328/FR P who has rendered himself lia 

to be proceeded against as he has committed the following misconduct within the meaning of Police Ru 

(As amended vide Kliyber Pakhtunlchwa gazette Notification, No.27"' of August 2014).

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS
•!

> That you Constable .Naseeb Zaman No. 6328/FRP absented yourself from lawful duty without 

sanctioned leave or prior permission of the competent authority vide Daily Diary No.45 date 

05-11 -2021 to till date, at Police Line Mansehra. Pay has been stopped to this effect.

an

> Such act on your part is against service discipline and amounts gross misconduct/ negligence in duty.

For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused with reference to the above allegati:.. 

Mr. SI/PC Mira Khan is appointed as Enquiry Officer.

'c'l;
The Enquiry Officer shall provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to the 

etc. and findings within the tm-geted days after the receipt of this order.

3. The accused shall join the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Ei^uiry Offilef;

. 1.
ion;

2.
accused, record statements

/

\

.
Superintendent of Police, 

FRP,Barihu
\

Dated; /12/2021No.
/

'Copy to:

I; The Enquiry Officer .
2: the AGGiised Officer/Officiai.

<

j
! ■

• r «

\
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2>'f'20) •• No.
4 c:>3 703/2022Dated.;.4;

FINAL SHOW CAUSE
f

I, Abdul Sattar, Superintendent of Police, FRP Bannu Range, Bannu as competent 

thority, under Rule 5(3) of the Khyber Pukhtunkhwa Police rules (As amended vide Khyber 

Palditunkhwa gazette Notification, No.27‘'^ of August 2014) for the following misconduct hereby 

Nasceb Zaman No.6328 this final show cause notice.

That Constable.Constable Naseeb Zaman No.6328 /FRP has absent himself from lawful 

duty without any sanctioned leave or prior pennission of the competent authority w.e.from 

05-11-2021 till date at Police Line Mansehra. Your pay has been stopped to this effect.
r

> Such act . on your part is against service discipline and amounts gross misconduct/ 

negligence'in diity.

That consequent- iipon the completion of enquiry conducted through enquiry officer FRP, 

Bannu submitted findings report and reported that the allegations contained in the charge sheet 
have fully been proved against the defaulter Constable Naseeb Zaman No,^l MP is proved.

As a result. I, as a competent authority, have tentatively decided to impose upon you 

for more punishments including dismissal as specified the rules.

You are, therefore, required to Show Cause as to why the aforesaid penalty should not be 

imposed upon you!

If no reply to this notice is received within seven days of its delivery, it shall be presumed 

that you have hb defense to put in arid in that case an ex-parte. action shall be taken against you.

the copy of tlib firidings of the Enquiry Officer is enclosed.

au

serve jipon you
,.,.1

one

Superintendent of Police, 
FRP, Bannu^^
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A BEFORE THE KHYBER faKHTONKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
. .'t

Service Appeal No. 1467/2023. ' f

Mr. Naseeb Zaman Ex-constable No. 6328 . FRP Bannu Range 

.................  ........................................... .......................................Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber 
others...........................................................

Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar ^ & 

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

AFFIDAVIT

We respondents No: 1 to 3 do hereby solemnly affirrri and 

declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying Para-wise Comments is 

correct to the best of our knowledge and belief that nothing has been concealed 

. from this Honorable Court. . '

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/costs.

* ‘

Superintendent of Police FRP,
Bannu Range, Bannu 
(Respondent No. 03)

LjComWiand^t FRP,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar' 

(Respondent No. 02):

r.
Provincial Police Officer,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 
(Respondent No. 01)

■

V

V
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1467/2023. 
Mr Naseeb Zaman Ex-constable No. 6328 , FRP Bannu Range; 

.................. ................. ........... ....... ...... .......... Appell
ant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police 
others............ ..........

Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar & 
...... Responde .

nts.

AUTHORITY LETTER

Respectfully Sheweth:-

We respondents No: 1 to 2 do hereby solemnly authorize Mr. 
Ghassan Ullah ASI FRP HQrs; to attend the Honorable Tribunal and submit 
affidavit/Para-wise comments required for the defense of above Service Appeal 
our behalf.

on

/>
Supel-mtendent of Potice FRP, 

Bannu Range, Bannu 
(Respondent No. 03)

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
_ (Respondent No. 02)

Provincial'pQiie^^fficer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. 

(Respondent No. 01)

\


