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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNA

PESHAWAR '

Service Appeal No. 1467/2023

BEFORE:  MRS. RASHIDA BANO ... MEMBER )
MISS FAREEHA PAUL ... MEMBER(E)
Mr. Naseeb Zaman Ex-Constable No. 6328, FRP Bannu Range.
.............. T (Appellant)

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

............................................................................ (Respondents)

Mr. Taimur Ali Khan,

Advocate - For appellant

Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, ... For respondents
Deputy District Attorney

Date of Institution..................... 07.07.2023
Date of Hearing..................... 15.05.2024
Date of Decision...................... 15.05.2024

JUDGEMENT

FAREEHA PAUL, MEMBER (E): The service appeal in hand has been
illstiluted under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunl‘(hwa Serviée Tribunal Act,
1974 against the order dated 14.03.2022, whereby the appellant was remqved'
from service, against the order dated 15.07.2022, whereby his departmental
appeal was rejected and against the order dated 12.06‘.2023, whereby his
revision pétition was réjected. ‘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 conseqliential

benefits, alongwith any other remedy which the Tribunal deemed appropriate.
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2. Brief facts of the case, as given in the memorandum of appeal, are
that the appcllant was app;)inted as. ‘Con-stable in the year 2007 in the
respondent department. His mother became ill and he was engaged. in her
treatment and look after during her i‘llness. He filed applications to his high ups
for leave, but they did not take any actionth his appl‘ications and due to
engagement in the treatment and look after of his mother, he was compelléd to
remain absent from his duty. On the basis of that absence, inquiry was
conducted, however, the éppellant Was not Aassociated with the inquiry -
proceediﬁgs and ex-parte action waé taken against him. When mother of the
appellant recovered ﬁ‘om illness,'he'Went to join his duty, but he was informed
that he had been removed from service on 14.(-)'3'.2022 and was handed over his
removal order on 05.05.2022. Feeling aggrieved, the appéllant 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.

3. ReSpondents were put on notice who submitted their joint parawise
reply on the appeal. We heard the learned counsel for the appellant as well as
lcamcd Dcputy District Attorney for the respondents and perused the case file

with connected documents in detail.

4, A_Learne.‘d counsel for the appellant, after preéenting the case in detail,
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 ‘in.quiry proceedings , the appellant w;as not associated and the

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




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

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

mandatory before awarding major penalty of removal from sérvice. He argued
that absence of the appellant was not willful but his mother was ill which
compelled hilln to remain absent and a lenient Viev.v should have been taken
against him. He further argued that absence period of the -appellaﬂt was treated
as leave without pay, therefore, there remained no ground to penalize him on
that abéence and as such the impugned orders were liable to be set_aside. He

requested that the appeal might be accepted as prayed for.

5. Learned Deputy District Attorney,lwhile rebutti-ng the arguments of
learned counscl for the appellant, argued that 'serViqe récord of the appellant
revealed that in the past, he was found absent f;om lawful duty oﬁ 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 depaﬁmenfally and was servéd charge sheet
alongwith summary of allegations and his thumb impressiqn was obtained as a
token .of receipt and an Inquiry Officer was nominated to conduct enquiry into
the matter. The appellant was contactcd llhrough 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 was awarded major penalty of removal

from scrvice. He requested that the appeal might be dismissed.
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6. Irom the arguments and record presented before us, it transpires that the
appellant was removed from service on the ground of absence from duty. The

appellant absented himself from lawful duty from 05.11.2021 for which he was

proceeded against departmentally. Charge sheet and statement of allegations

dated 22.12.2021 was issued which was received by him on 20.01.2022.
Record produced by respondent department shotws that the appellant placed his
thumb impression alongwith signature on the charge sheet as a token of
receipt, but the Same was not responded by him. He also failed to appear before
thé Inquiry Officer as well as his competent authorify when called through the
showcause notice. Record further shows that it was not the first time that the
appellant absented himself from his lawful duty, rather his previous service
was tainted with various punishments on account of his willful absence of 1127
days. As a member of the disciplinéd police force of the province, the appellant
was bound to submit an application and get his leave sanctioned from his
competent authority, but he miserably fai led to do so and hence made himself
liable to be proceeded against departmentally. Learned counsel for the
appellant referred to certain judgments of this Tribunal where major penalties
In case of absence were set aside, but in all those cases, the appellants
themselves were ill and under treatment and because of that they could not
submit leave applications and were procecded against departmentally. In the
case in hand, the appellant was pérfectly fine but his mother was ill, as stated
by hirﬁ. Such an excuse is not acceptable from a civil servant and a member of
police force. The rules governing his se.fvice demand discipline from him and

make it obligatory to seek permission from his competent authority for any

_leave. -
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7. In view of the gbp_y_g discussion, the appeal in hand is dismissed being

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

8. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar ard given under our hands and

seal of the T, ribunal this 15" day of May, 2024,

(RASHIDA BANO)
- . - Member(J) -

*FuzleSubhan P.S*

e




'SA 1467/2023

15" May, 2024 . 01.  Mr. Taimur Ali Khan, Advocaté : for the appellant
present. Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney
for the respondents present. Arguments heard and record

perused.

02.  Vide our detailed Jjudgment 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 1 _5”’ day of May,

2024,

g (RASHIDA BANO)
Member (I5) . Member(J) '

*Fazal Subhan PS*
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i_(),‘:‘l1 Jan. 2024 1. A ‘Legme_d qoﬁﬁsei for the appellari-t.:'prese'nt. Mr.‘-_l‘_\}[uhaimmad
Jan, District Attél'lley'«f01' the respoAdents present.
2. Former made a request for adjbﬁmment in order to px‘épare the
brief.- Adjourned. To éome up for arguments on i-5.05.2024 befoxe D.B.

PP given'to_-the pdrties.

o
Scapn

esnazWaf(Muhammad Akbar Khan). { (Kalim Arshad Khan)

SMurazem Shah* Member (E) : 3 , Chairman A
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30" Aug. 2023

BSCANNED)
KT
Peshawar

*Mutazem Shah *

22" Sep, 2023 1.

2.

1.  Learned counsel for the appe‘llaht presen‘t; Mr. fazlal

Shah_'» Mohﬁand, Additional Advocate Gé'neral for the
réspondents preseﬁt. ‘ |

2.. | Reply on behalf of thevrespo_ndents is still éwaite’d.
Le}amed -AAG rhade a requést for adjournment in order to
submit.reply/comments. Granted by way..of last chgnce. To
come ﬁp fér rep}y/éommeﬁts on ;22.09.2625 béﬁor_@ SB P.P

given to the parties. : ‘ G/

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Fazal

Shah mand, Additional Advocate General for the réspondents’;

present. .

Reply/commehts 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. - Q

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman

*shdullal *




FORM OF ORDER SHEET @) ¥y
«',& Court of - - B . . ’ ‘
Appeal No. a 1467/2023
o, | Dateofardar | Drder ar other procecdings with sigrature of jidge
! proceedings ' -

1- 13/07/2023 - . o S \
Fhe appeal of Mr. Nasceb Zaman resubmyiiiod tegday

by Mr. Taimur Ali° Khan Advocate, 1t s fixcd for prohiminem

g@ANMED hearing before Single Beneh at Peshawar on 79.02- 2624
KestT | ‘
w_.eshawar

By theorder of Chairman
. ¢

"‘

REGISTRAR

[S—

8" July, 2023 1.  Learned counsel for the appellant present and argued that
impugned order was passed on 14.03.2022, copy of which was
T @V‘e _ given to him on 05.05.2022 and the appellant challenged it in

‘ 660‘?5 e Lo ~ departmental appeal dated 33.05.2023 which was rejected on |

1%.07.2022. He then filed revision petition on 22.07.2022 which
Wfs also rejected on 12.06.2023. Instant appeal was filed on
07.2023 within a statutory period of 30 days. He further

i
0
R | ar‘gued that appellant was removed from service on the basis of
.absence which was condoned. He further argued that no regular ;
| inquiry was conducted. Thus, appeal of the appellant is admitted '

for regular hearing subjeci to all legal objections. The appellant is
directed to deposit security fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be
issued to respondents for submission of written reply/comments.

|
B Respondents be summoned through TCS the expenses of which be : - |

 reply/comments on 30.08.2023 before S.B. P.P given to learned

cdunsel for the appellant.

TN

l ) A deposited by the appellant. Adjourﬂed. To come up for written

(Rashida Bano)
Member(J)

© *KaleemUIlah




o e aseeh Zaman Ea Conztable 0 TP Ranri: povnoo .
. * o is incompiete on the {Clowing sooro whicn s returan th nounesi £
wilant for complation dand resubimission within 15 days.
K o wath The anpeal
2 Appeal has not veen Hagged/marked with annexures marks,
| e Annoxaess of the appeat sro unatlested, '
g -4 Memorandum of apoeal be ot sigred by the aop .
| 5- Affidavit be got atrested by the Dath Commissionér,
b- Copies of charge sheet, statement of atlegations, show canse rod i
and replies thereto are not attached with the sppoast which may be o

7= Annexure-A & F of the appeal ace illegibie which berep
% the documents that are to be provided must be legible

2o Fwve more coples/sats of the appeal along with annexures o comsiots

i may also be submitied with the appeal. | .

No.___ Jg{?’/S', _ -
pr_t 0 / _____ /2023,

iir. Taimur Ali Khan Adv.
High Court Peshawar,
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wa T BER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL, PESRAWAR

CHECK LIST ~
NGSei/b ginqanﬂ? 'ﬁ/ersus 632119- ce @(’ O’éf’ ;
........ ' Appellant ... Respondents
S CONTENTS ' YES | NO
NO | : T
|| This petifion has been presented by, Advocate Court v
2. | Whether Couinsei/Appellant/Respondent/Deponent have signed the requisite documents?
3. | Whether appeal is within time?
' 4. | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed mentioned?
5. | Whether the enactment under which the appeal is filed is correct?
6. | Whether affidavit is appended?
7. | Whether affidavit is duly attested by competent Oath Commissioner?
8. | Whether appeal/annexures are properly paged?
9. | Whether certificate regarding filing any earlier appeal on the subject, furnished?
10. | Whether annexures are legible?
11. | Whether annexures are attested?
2. | Whether copies of annexures are readable/clear?
13. | Whether copy of appeal is delivered to AG/DAG?

4. | Whether Power of Attorney of the Counsel éngaged is attested and signed by
petitioner/appellant/respondents?

15. | Whether numbers of referred cases given are correct?

16, | Whether appeal contains cutting/overwriting?

17. | Whether list of books has been provided at the end of the appeal?
18. | Whether case relate to this coyirt?

19. | Whether requisite number of spare copies altached?

20. | Whether complete spare copy is filed in separate file-cover?

21. | Whether addresses of parties given are complete?
22. | Whether index filed?

23. | Whether index is correct?

24. | Whether Security-and Process Fee deposited? On )
25. | Whether in view of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Rules 1974 Rule 11, notice along
with copy of appeal and annexures has been sent io respondenis? On _
26. | Whether coples of comments/reply/rejoinder submitted? On o ' I
27. | Whether copies of comments/reply/rejoinder provided to opposite  party?  On

Li2iL Ll iRl < | L2 Lyl 2] 302 j2 ]

<

It is certified that formalities/documentation as required in the above table have been fulfilled.

Name:- {efwmpq fAcpf‘ [(han

Signature:- 7%

Dated:-




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
{
|
SERVICE APPEAL NO.[ [( 67/2023 *
—_ . , SCANNED
Naseeb zaman - - VIS : Police Deptt KrsST
‘ Peshawar
 INDEX |
SNO. | DOCUMENTS . . | ANNEXURE. PAGE
1 Memo of Appeal _ e 01-03
2 | Affidavit - [ 04
3 .| Copy of medical raport of the mother A - 05-14
of the appellant . :
4 | Removal order dated 14.03.2022 B 15
5 | Copies of departmental appeal ,order CD,E&F | 16-19
| dated 15.07.2022,revision and order | / B
_ dated 12.06.2023 1 '
| 6 | Vakalat nama : — ' 20 .
| | o THROUGH: |
| N (TAIMBR ALI KHAN)
' : ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
’ - : Cell# 0333-9390916
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
‘ : PESHAWAR

SERVICE APPEAL NO. / [( 5?/202&\“\»% S

ﬁm PV

L7523
. [arinsy \ts—ma-"%‘“’ 3\9
. : e zz
Mr. Naseeb Zaman Ex-Constable No.6328, ot oF b

FRP Bannu Range.
. (APPELLANT)

VERSUS

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

2. The Commandant, Frontier Reserve Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

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

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974
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 ‘OF THE APPELLANT l/
WAS REJECTED AND AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
12.06.2023, WHEREBY THE REVISION OF THE
APPELLANT WAS ALSO REJECTED.

Ruw® J‘ L)

PRAYER:
THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPE AL, THE

Re-submitted to -8 ORDERS DATED 14, 03.2022, 15.07.2022 AND 12.06.2023
andiiied. MAY KINDLY BE SET ASIDE AND APPELLANT MAY BE /

ng REINSTATED INTO HIS SERVICE WITH ALL BACK AND
momistrar CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY,
WHICH THIS HONORABLE TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND

APPROPRIATE THAT, MAY ALSO, BE AWARDED IN
FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.



@

RESPECTFULLY SHEWTH:
FACTS:

1.

That the appellant was appointed as Constable in the year 2007 in the
respondent Department and completed all his due traifings 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.

. That the mother of the appellant was ill and the appellant was engaged

in the treatment and look after of his mother during her illness and the
appellant also filed applications to his high ups for leave but they did
not take any action on his applications and due to engagement in the™
treatment and look after of his mother, the appellant was compelied to

remains absent from his duty. (Copy of medical Teport are attached
as Annexure-A)

. That on the basis_of that_absence, inquiry was conducted against the
on the bast: Anquiry was condu

appellant, however the appellant was not assoclated with the inquiry
proceeding and ex-parte action was taken against the appellant. '

. That when the mother of the appellant recovered from illness, the

£ A ——————: | r—— " ——_—.

appellant went to_ jo_'in_“mgmgy_try, but he was informed that_he_was
removed from service on 14.03.2022 and handed over_him his
removal “order dated 14.03.2022_on_05.05.2022. (Copy of removal

order dated 14.03.2022 is attached as Annexure-B)

. That the appellant being aggrieved from the order dated 14.03.2022

received on 05.05.2022 filed departmental appeal on_23.05.2022.

which was rejected on 15.07. %92_2_& the appellant then filed revision on

22.07 2022 which was_also_rejected_on_12.06.2023. (Copies of
department‘ul appeal, rejection order dated 15.07.2022, revision
and rejection order dated 12.06.2023 are attached as Annexure-

“C,D,E&F)

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

B)

12.06.2023 are against the law, facts, norms of justice and material on
record , therefore not tenable and hable to be set aside.

-

That in the inquiry proceeding, the appellant was not associated and

whole action was taken agamst the appellant on basis of ex-parte

_Of ex-parly
proceedmg, even the inquiry_report was not provided to the appellant,
which is against the law and rules and as such the impugned orders
are liable to be set aside.




C) That charge sheet along with statement of allegations were not
-communicated to the appellant before passing removal order which o~
violation of law and rules. '

D) That show cause notice was not communicated to the appellant before
passing the impugned removal order which | against the law and
rules. - '

E)  That the appellant did not intentionally. remain_absent from his duty
but his mother was ill and was engaged in the treatment and look
after of his mother due to which he was unable (o 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 eves of law and hence liable to be sot
aside. '

G) That the absence period of the appellant was already treated as leave
without pay, therefore. there remain no eround the penalize the
appellant on that absence and as such the impugned orders are liable
to be set aside. A

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 to
advance others grounds and proofs at the time of hearing. ‘

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

THROUGH:

TAIMURALI KHA

: o 4 . (ADVOCATE HIGH COURT)




BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL

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 anorable Tribunal.

U

DEPONENT
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islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical
Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar.

Contact: +92 (0) 344-9176016 o o
E-mail IkramJan016@gma|I com Patlen( Nmnc “"’Dnlslmdl Blbl, -:,1,,&':«‘,_
] ! . Age: 55 Yrs

PMDC No:11608-N

Bio Life

b Genders” -

e .Female -

S ST
Y

A

Ref By:

Dr Fawad Mehmaod Jan

-

AT

HRA: 02333 . S—— g e
: T e A O
y MEDICAL LABORATORY & DIAGMOSTIC CENTER. B ———
' Clinical Hematology:
Test - Result Units Normal Value
_Hb % @ g/dl Adult Males:  13---~17
(}-!;eanz:oglobin) Adult Females; 12-—---15
( Red Blood Cells ) 4.81 il 2/1:;!:;1::53; .5.;54 5
- HCT 42.4 % Males: - 36.0 to 48.0
(Packed cell volume) . Females 35.0 to 45. 0
- MCV 88.0 fl 80.0t096.0
. (Mean corpuscularvolume) _ '
MCH 29.0 o]} 26 .0 to 32.0
(Mean corpuscular Haemoglobm)
MCHC 33.0 g/d! 32.0t036.0
(Mean corpuscular Haemoglobin ’
concentration) . ’ ’
TLC , 14.500 lcmm 4,000--11,000
{Total Leucocytas Counts) t, - i . .
Platetets Counts . 410,000 fcmm 1,50,000---4,50,000
DLC . C .
- " (Differentia! Leucocytes counts)
Neutrophils 70 ¢ % 40—--70
Lymphocytes 20 % 20--—--40
Eosinophil . 06 % - 02—----05
Mbnocyte; 04 % 02-—-08 -

. [Govt: LRH Peshawar}

. Monday, November 01,
12021
’ — ,__Print By: Tkram (A) :
Electronically verified report, no signature (s) required. "
Mr.M. Ihtesham  Mr. Awal Mir Mr. M. Ilyas M. Saif (4 ) Mr. Ikram (4)
DMLT KPK . B.ScMedical Technotogists B.S Microbiclogy M.Phil, Microblalogy ) . DMLT KPK
Medical Faculty Peshawar M.Sc Hematelogy M.Phil Microblolgy B.S HON MLT Medteal Faculty Peshawar
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PMDC No:11608-N
HRA: 02333

MEDICAL LABORATORY & DIAGNOSTIC CENTER.

TEST

HBAI1C

RESULT UNIT
989 %

ALT/SGPT: Result 65 u/I

Ref.Range (Adults: 10.00 - 50.00}

Alkaline Phosphates: Resuit 236 u/i
Ref.Range {M:80-306 F.64-306) (Children: 15 Yrs 644

. Children :17 Yrs 483 .
Bilirubin Total: Result 0.8 mg/dl

Ref. Range {(Adult: 0.2 - 1.0) (New Bom: 6.00 - 10.00) |
Note

Micromethod on heparinised capillary blood 1s 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 chemistry, Philadelphia: WB Sounders Co, 740 (1987)

Glucose (R): Result 412 mg/dl

Ref. Range {(< 200.00) . '
Interpretation (ADA 2006) . : . HE
Normal: <100 (F),. <200 (2hr); Diabetes Mellitus: >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 plasma/serum. True Random plasma glucose value, the onej
having no relationship with mieal has limited screening/diagnustic/prognostic value. For clinical purposes, the diagnosis of diabetes shouldl
be confirmed by repeating the test unless there is unequivocal hyperglycaemia with acute metabolic decompensation oy obvious symptoms. *

NORMAL RANGE

‘Normal Range:3.80 — 5.80

Diabetic.

Good Control: 5.5 —6.8

Fair Control: 6.8 — 7.

6

- Poor Control : 7.6---8.0
Un control above 8.0

- 2021
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Islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical / ..
Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar.

Contact: +92 (0) 344-9176016
£-mail 1kramjan016@gmall com

R chalc ROR 7

PMDC No: 11608 N . vt s i dM h .
lo LlFe HRA: 02333 . -l ef By: e aw ~" .fn |

L 4
tH
w7 .
:, . .
s I
T T TR AT "'.'21'-" ‘..

i
MEDICAL LABORATORY & DIAGNOSTIC CENTER.
. ~ Clinical Hematolog"y :
Test Result Units - Normal Value - L
pmin b\ , : - .o
Hb % 12.3 g/dl Adult Males: 13—---17.
(H;eBrrggwbin) . : Adult Females: 12-----15
( Red Blood Cells ) 403 - m/dl - g:;?;é:ss_s'_s_i 5
- HCT - 42.4. . % Males: 36.0t048.0 -
(Packed cell volume) . ) Females 35.0 to 45.0 T -
MCV 88.0 fl 80.0t0 96.0 :
{(Mean oorpuscuiar volume) ) .
MCH - 29.0 . Pg . 26 .0to 32.0
-(Mean corpuscular Haemoglobin). . :
MCHC - 33.0 g/dl 32.0t0 36.0
{Mean corpuscular Haemoglobin ' . . ’ ) y
., concentration} ; R ’
TLC . 11.200 © lemm 4,000--11,000
{Total Leucocytes COunls) : . .
Platelets Counts . 339,000 /fecmm 1,50,000--4,50,000
DLC : ' . | S .
{Differential Leucocytes counts)
Neutrophils 56 % L 40:.---70
Lymphocytes -~ -+ 30 ‘ % 20-—-—40
Eosinophit - 07 . % 02-<--05 o .
Monocytes 07 % 02-—08 '
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Islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical /.

I 2 R

Age: 55 Yrs .

Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar. mNaﬁi‘gmlﬁlsmLﬁ'b'm&‘: ;
Contact: +92 {0) 344-9176016

E-mail :lkramjan016@gmail.com

,, a . . . PMDC No:11608- o iah
| Blo LIF@ HRA: 02333 . :

MEDICAL LABORATORY & DIAGNOSTIC CENTER.

Glucose (R): - . ' Resuit 323 - | mg/dl
) Ref. Range [(< 200.00) : - ' B ' o ]
’ Interpretation (ADA 2006}

Normat: <100 {F), <200 {(2hr); Diabetes Mellitus: >126 (F) or >200 (2hr); Pre-diabetes: impaired Glucose Tolerance (IGT): 140-200 (2hr);
Impalred Fasting Glycaemia (IFG): 100-126 (F). All values mg/dl, venous plasma/serum. True Random plasma glucose value, the one
having no relationship with meat 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.

. L ~ Thursday, December 02,
2021
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Islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical

| Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar.
| Contact: +92 (0) 344-9176016
- E-mail : lkramjan016@gmail.com

TIAE Typt T Tnu v -t R RN = e T n
Rntiéﬁ?Name’WDllshﬁda:(Blbl NPty

’
e

4 /4 | PMDC N0:1608-N | ' T e Female G % PR S,
Bl o L l Fe HRA: 02333 12 : » Dr Fnad Mehmoo

37 11452 F i s = |
MEDICAL LABORATORY & DIAGNOSTIC CENTER. FLST AR

+

Glucose (R): Result 291 1 mg/di -
Ref. Range [(< 200.00) - ]
tnterpretation (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 Glycaemia (IFG): 100-126 (F). All values mg/d), venous plasma/serum. True Random plasma glucose value, the one
having no relationship with meal has limited screening/dlagnostic/prognostic value. For clinical purposes, the diagnosis of diabetes should
be confirmed by repeating the test unless there Is uneguivocal hyperglycaemia with acute metabolic decompensation or obvious symptoms.-

Blood Urea: | Ref.Range (10 - 50) Result 30 . mg/dl ‘
Serum Ref.Range (M.0.6-1.4) Result 1.1 - mg/di :
Creatinine: . (F.0.6 — 1.2) . i .

-

Saturﬂay, January 01, 2022
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Islam Medical Center Near Khushal Medical/

Center Dabgari Garden Peshawar.
Contact: +92 (0) 344-9176016
E-mail :lkramjan016@gmail.com

w \ se . [PDCNGuIeEN
BIO LlFe - HRA: 02333

MEDICAL LABORATORY & DIAGNOSTIC CENTER.

Glucose (R):

Result 391 : » mg/di

Ref, Range

[(< 200.00) ‘ I : ]

Interpretation (ADA 2006)

Normat: <100 {F), <200 (2hr); Diabetes Mellitus
impaired Fasling Glycaemia (IFG): 100-126 (F). All values mg/dl, venous plasma/serum. True Randorn 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 1s unequivocal hyperglycaemia with acute metabolic decompensation or obvious symptoms.

: >126 (F) or >200 (2hr); Pre-diabetes: Impaired Glucose Tolerance (IGT): 140-200 (2hr);

’

| ALT/SGPT: Resuit a7 - v/t
Ref.Range (Adults: 10,00 — 50.00) ‘
¥
Thursday, February 03,
2022
Pri(}t By: Ikram (A)
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i y ..’36 ;"d" will dispose off the dcpaﬂmenm! proceedmgs initiated  dpinst %E»fstablc

MM who remained absent from Govt: duty till date of removal vide Dmly Diary No.45
;ued 05-11-2021 Poljec Line Mansehra without an

y lcave orprior permission of the competent authomy
Thus he was propcrly charge sbcctcd with uppg,

ntment of Enqmry Oﬂ' icer of FRP Bannu Rzmgc for proper
Dcpaﬂrtcnlnl Enguiry againet him.

.‘ v " The Enqmry Officer dccply pmbed into the

B {indings report wherein the .0 reported that the charge
which the defaulter official did not replied to the charge

- were made to call him for facing enquiry proceedings,
absented himself, thus there was no altcmntivc but

"”"“’ and conduotad “r"z."y with submiscion of his

sheet was served upon him on 20-01-2022, upon
sheet within the stipulated period. Besides efforts
but he always avoid to face the enqu:ry and dcliberatly

Show Cause bcéribg No.378 dated 03-03-2022 was jss1
to receive the said Final Show Cause. He was 5

authority for personal heanng but he did niot appear 59 far,

resu!tamly it was presumed that he don't want to
-produce any defense. Morcover,

certain punishments but he dad not- mend his way 'I’herefore his retention i in Pohce depmmem is no more

;;cqmrcd
~ Therefore I, Ahdul §at_ia Supmntendent of Police FRP Bannu Range Banmx, béing :
competent authority in exercise af the powers conferrcd to me under the Police Ru!es 1975 do hereby impose

. upon him the Major pumslnnent of Remaval from Service with immediate effect. The absence pcnod is also
treated as leave without pay because of non-performance of Gowt: duty for the entire perlod

) éi'for

W Superinténdent of Pollce,
%M’ y Bannu ‘%

N, 4 89 dated / § 103 2022.
- Copy to: v~

PO, SRC & OHC for necessary action. C/ 2 U’*" P > b /ﬂ

1ed to him, but the defaulter official denied and refused
ummioned time and. ‘again to appear ‘before the' competent

prevmus!y he also remained absent from duty for ({227) days with award of

s
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a perod of 04 months 09 days. without any.leave or piiof. permission of the
competent authority.

to submit his reply within stipulated period. The enquiry officer further reported that
he was called time and again for facing enquiry proceedings. but he always avold to
face the €nquiry and deliberately remained absent from his lawful duty. Finally the

enquiry officer found him guilty of the charges leveled against him and recommended
that ex-parte action

Show Cause Notice bearing No. 378, dated 03.03.2022, but he denied and refused
from the receiving of the said notice. Besides, he was summoned time and again for
personal hearing, but he did not bother to appear before the competent authority.
Keeping in view the above narrated facts and other material avallable on
record, he was awarded major punishment of remaval from service vide Ordar Endat:
NO. 609, daied 14.03.2022.
Feeling aggrieved against the impugned order of SP FRP Bannu Range,
Bannu, the applicant preferred the instant appeal. The applicant was summoned and
heard in person in Orderly Room held on 07.07.2022.
During the course of personal hearing, the applicant falled to present any'¥:.
Justification regarding to his prolong absence. From perusal of enquiry file it has been b
found that the allegations of willful absence were fully established against him¥Form
perusal of his service record the applicant was found a habitual ab;ﬁt):tgte'?hyag 0
tainted service record. Therefore any leniency or complacency {would’ further,
emboiden the accused officer and impinge upon adversely’ gﬁ’{ﬁ&%vémll discipiing
and conduct of the force. There doesn't seem any infirmity In the order.passed byithe)
competent authority, therefore no ground exist to’in;grf_e_;g 'In';'s'.
Based on the findings narrated ab??ﬁ: L\ CommandantIFRPRKH
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar, being the competent aUlority SN asyiounal o e s ta ncey
the appeal, therefore, the same is rejected ant
Order Announced, .3
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(31“1{%(5]‘3 OF T
INSPECTOR GENERATL OF POLICE

KHYBER PAKITUNKITWA -
PESTIAWAR.

Petitioner contended that his mother wa’i ill.

ORDER

‘This ovder is hereby passed o dl»pv's\, -of &w’!sluu Peutton under Rudle ii -Aof I\h)bu

‘l’dkhtunkhwa Policc Rule-1975 (dmcndcd 2014) submitted Ex-FC Nasccb Laman No. 6328. {h(.

pclitioner was removed from scrvice by SP 'RP Bannu Rangg vide order Vindst No. 609, ddu.d 14.03.2022

on the allegaticns that he abscated himsell w.e .l 05.11.2021 (ill the date of :'cmova!.. from service 1.

) :14.03.2022 {or a period ol 04 months and 09 days. The Appellate Authority i.c. Commandant 'R Khybei™

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

- Mccting of Appellate. Board was held on 02.06. "OZJ wherein petitioner was heard in person.

———

Petitioner [ailed to advance any plausible cxplanation in rcbuttal or the chcuocs lhcncfom

“the Buard decided that his pcllllon i.. hereby rejected.

. A - Sd/-
: RIZWAN MANZOOR, PSP
. . ~ ~ Additional Inspcctor General of Police,
C [[Qrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar,

"~

No. §/_. \">‘.-' =1 ‘-_'/2) daicd Peshawar, the _ 42, - !

2023,

. Copy.of the above is forwarded to the: ‘
I. Commandant FRP, Khyber Pakhtunkhswva Peshawar. Scrvice Record alongwith D.lile of the
above named Lix-FC reccived vide .your officc Memo: No. 7817/81 legal, dated 23.09.2022

O laiedrhe Gvndit fun vour offlice < coord,

[\\

. SP I'k& aunu Range. -

- AIG/Tegal, Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa, I’cqhawar .

. PAto Addl: IGP/TQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,. Pc:hdwar
.. P 1o DIG/TTQrs: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
Office Supdt: L-IV CPO Poshawar, '

bJ‘

.:h.

- (MUHAMMAD AZIIAR) PSP
AIG/Establishment,
I'or Inspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
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. GSaPD—NWFP—059 F.S. 1,000P OF 100—14 06 2000—(9)

\
‘w aeasur / Sub-Treasury
,)ﬂC'\/ r Chalan of Cash paid into the...... /£ CAAN QS T
" State Bank of Pakis?
CHALAN No.  / N S
o be filled in by the remitter To be filled in by the Department

officer or the Treasury (<

“» 7
Name or Designation .y : 027 ) 2(
particulars of the
By whom and address of the remittances and of Amount § ead of Account Order to ?‘e
tendered person on whoe_ e authority (if any) f / Bank
behalf money is paid ’3 o g

. i
Name @cm,‘f/ e« Ke/éwu(cvé fe = Date
e‘,\*/ﬂ” - nt 1"(&4/ c"'j R:::':;jed and grant

CHAIRMA(! / ' ccbé'/\/la ' 14é

.zosrgceipts.
Whyher pakhtunkhw? ™ <7 / ilg?atu:}a am; tflx:ll *
nes Tribunal, . nevyy  designa jon of the
_\("“‘)csha‘;m akeeh el officer ordering the
_ money to be paid in
Signarture . Total (A) ’ /0{/—

in the case of
remittances to Bank
through an officer
of the Govgrnment.

(a) (in words) Rupees Dmt Z ﬁ/}(‘uy{ m,/// * To be used only

Received Tate

* Treasurer . : Accountant

Particulars

Coin. ]

Notes (with details)
Cheques (with details)
Total :.

N.W.F.P., A&T-199




Note 1 :

Note 2 :

" Note 3:

4 -

o> .

In the case of payments&*af"the Treasury Receipts for sums less timn Rs. .500@\\ &the
signature of the Treasury Officer but only of the Accountant and the Treasury Recé. s ab/ever

for cash and cheques payi for service stamps should always be signed by '?reasury 01 cor Act

~ of C.A. Code Vol. I

A

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 Oﬂicers or the Accounts Officers as the case may be on receipts of the Bank

Daily Sheet
/ . -\

(a)

(b)
; (c)

(d)

In case of “Duty on Impressmg Documents” the amount creditable to each
of the followmg detalled heads be noted

s

Duty on embossing on anna receipt aind c':he'que’ sﬁamps.

Duty “On documents voluntarﬂy brought” for adgudmatlon .
(Sectlon 31, Act II of 1899) .

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

)

Other Items.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

" Service Appeal No. 1467/2023.
Mr. ‘Na‘seeb Zaman Ex-constable

...............................................................................

- Commandant FRP, Khyber

INDEX

Pakhtunkhwa, -
O NS .

No. 6328 FRP Bannu Range,. .
e e Appellant
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........Respondents. -
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR® NIRIEEY

—o?-)’ﬂ“*?“

<3 b

Service Appeal No. 1467/2023. : s TGS

Mr. Naseeb Zaman Ex-constable No. 6328 FRP Bannu Range §9~ 3

e e e e e ettt te e ae e e e e e e e e e Appellant.

VERSUS

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar &

others.......... . Respondents.

PARAWISE REPLY BY RESPONDENTS 1 to 3.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH. | | -

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS:- i

BE— 7]5 2

1. - That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation. Dace p’l

2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary an p erc
parties.

3. That the appellant has no cause of action and locus stand to file the instant
appeal. ‘

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

5. That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct to file the instant Service
Appeal. :

6. That the appellant is trying to conceal the material facts from this Honorable
Tribunal.

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 lawful duty on different
occasions for a long perlod of 1127 days, which he_awarded several
punlshments mcludmg tow tlmes dlsmlssal from. ser\nce (Coples of punishment -
orders attached herewith as annexure ‘A & B”)

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

ek

05.11. 2021 tlII the date. of hls removal from service i.e 14.03. 2022, for total

Weners o e et T VLT LTI AT

perlod of 04 months & 09 days ‘without any leave or _prior_permission.of the

cornpete_ntauth_grrty. The plea of iliness of his mother as well as submission of

leave application is a propounded story.

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

agalnst proper departmentally as he was |s'sued Charge Sheet alongwith

S IR e

Summary “of A Allegatrons and an Enqurry ofﬁcer was nommated to conduct

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

-
served upon h|m by the Enqurry Offrcer and his tomb impression was obtaaned

B e e L

as a token of recelpt but he dellberately falled to submit his reply or to appear,

e

before the Enquiry Offlcer to defend hlmself (Copy of Charge Sheet attached -

e e

herewith as annexure “C”).

RIS ek ]

RN )

4. Incorrect. As the appeilant was falied to report his arrival or to _join his duty : |

. T

desplte the fact' he was summoned t|me and agaln by the Enqwry Of'flcer




TS
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Lo ~ However, after fulfillment of all codal formalities required as per law he was
~.awarded major punishment of removal from service.

5. Correct to the extent that departmental appeal submitted by the appellant was

m———r

thoroughly examined and rejected on sound grounds. The revision petition of

+ the appellant was also thoroughly examined and rejected.

6. 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. ‘

'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.

B. . -Incorrect. The allegations are false and baseless. As proper giepartmental
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

No0.03329737687 time and again, but he did not bother _to_join thg_ggg_Lify—
proceedings by meaning thereof that he was no more interested in the service

OBk .

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

Tleveled against him and recommended for major punishment. Moreover, the |
appellant further failed to approach for obtaining of the findings of'enquify As |

~such the whole proceedlngs against the appellant were adopted in accordance
to law/rules’ ( D)

C. 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”. N

D. 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 notice’( )" |

E. 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. '

F. Incorrect. The penalty of removal from service awarded to the appellant is
‘legally justified and commensurate with the gravity of his gross misconduct. -



[4 ! .
") ) (3!
G. ‘ Incorrect. The absence pe?iod of the éppellant was correctly treated as .Ieav:e
~ without pay by the conipet'ent authority as ac-':cording‘ to Police Rules 1975
amended in 2014, leave without pay is not fallen in the ambit of punishm‘eht..

A Hence, the appellant was imposed only the punishment of removal from service -

© as per law.

‘H. 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

'opportumtles at every level of defense and that the entire proceedmgs were‘

| carried out in accordance with ex;stmg laws and rules. o |

. The respondents may also be permltted to raise additional grounds at the tlme'
| ‘of arguments. '

PRAYERS:- ; .

‘ Keeping in view the above facts and circumsténces it is most humbly=

prayed that the instant service appeal being devoid of merits may klndly be dlsmlssed

w:th costs please |

Superintendent of Police FRP
Bannu Range, Bannu

(Respondent No. 03)

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawgr
(Respondent No. 02)

Provincial Policé-Officer
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 01)
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“«  ORDER c@( - e

This order qhall dl';pose of the enquiry proceedmgs pendmg agamst Constable

\’ﬁ“?

Naseeb Zain_zg; No.6328/FRP as the official was charged for comm1ssmn of the following miss- -conduct.

Reported to have 'l'eported to have found absent _frdm‘ duty w.e.ﬁom 22-02-2021 to
19-07-2021for’ the total absence period of (147) days without ariy leaiVe_ or legal permission- of the
competent authority.

On the abovc chaxoes he was properly charge sheeted & appomted as Enqulry Ofﬁcer

‘with the directions to conduct: enqmry into the matter wnhm stlpulated period.

3

Enqulry Officer conducted enquiry into the allegatlon and submitted “his findmgs
wherein d(‘faultel official have found guilty of the charges leveled against him. That defaulter ofﬁcml
replied to the charge sheet wnhm stipulated period. In reply to the chiar ge sheet he took thé pica of his
domestic problems. Finally Enquiry Officer declared him w1llful and habltual ‘absentee and
recommended him for 1mp031t10n of Punishment. Consequently he was issued with Final Show Cause
Notice vide No. 1084 dated 17- 07-2021, whu,h was propetly scrved upon his on 13- 09-2021. Moreover
previously you had 1ema1m.d absent for (929) days and were awarded punishment for the same but you

did not mend your lrend ' ;

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

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

Kcepmg in v1ew the. above facts and as s well as his poor fannly back glound I, take a
lcmpnl view hc. WiasgeB 2ara 3 No. JBQB/F RP) However the abserce period (90) days treated as without
pay & and remaining (57) days absence. perlod treated as Edrned Leave, stoppage of One (01)

Increment-without cumulative for one year and pay released.

OB No. _468 .
Dated: = 29/40 /2 0

Snpenntendent of Pdlice
 FRP, Barnnu _
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D:\ted 24/02/? 021

ORDER-

“This order shall. dispose of the enquiry pmceedmgs pending agamsl Constable
Nisech- Zaman No.6328/FRP as the official was charged for commtsqon of ‘the following

/miss-¢ onduct

v

Repofted :0 have found absent from duty w.e. from’ 02 01 22021 to 22- 02 2021 for the

total absence period of (51) days without any lcave or legal permission of the uompctent authority.

On the above ¢harges he was properiy.c harge sheeted & api)ointc'd as Enquiry Officer

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

F,nqu*ly Officer conducted cnquuy into the al1egauon and submitted his ﬁndings dated

' ‘74 02- 2071 r wherein defa ulter of[icml have iound guilty.of the. c,hargcs leveled agamst him. That

def aulter ofﬁ.,ial rephed to the charge sheet within stipulated period. In reply to the charge sheet
he took the plea of. his domestic pr oblems. Fmally Enqmly Officer he was rendered gmlty for the
allcgthon and 1[’60111mendcd him for the imposition of pumshment Mmeover, prevrouslv you
had mmamed abscnt for (929) days and were awarded pumshment for the same but you did nit

mend your trend.

He was also heard in-persor, during the course of hearing he advanced cogent reason

in his defense, his plea was . found ¢ onvmmble and satisfactory.

Kec‘pms, in vu,w the abovc 1act> and as well as hlS poor family. ] back glound L

take & Jenient v1cw he. (I\aascch Z’unan No.6328/FRP). Howevm the abseme penod (15) days

treated as wnmml pay & runammg (36) days absence period treated as Ld] aed Leave and

stopage of One mcru 1ent without pumu]d’u ve-for one year and.pay release.

OBI\G . 88" .

-

( ,if atUll‘lh Kh'mV #iy)
‘Superintendent of Police;
FRP B‘mnu

PSP,




.7+ CHARGE SHEET

[, Abdul Sattar, Superlntendent of Police FRP Bannu as competent authority, hereby charge you -

Constable NaSeeb Zaman No. 6328/FRP for the pur pose departmental enquiry proceedmgs as foHows

R

» T hat you Conslable Nasceb Zaman No. 6328/F RP absented. yourself from lawful duty w1thout o
any sanctioned leave or prior permission of the competent authorlty vide Daily Dlary No.45 dated

05 11-2021 to till date at Police Line Mansehra Pay has been stopped to tlus cffect.

~»  Such act on your part is agamst service dlqmp]me and amounts gross misconduct/ neghgenee in -
" . duty. ) '

l_.' By reason of the above you appea:r to be guilty of misconduct under the Police Rules 1975 (As
“amended vide Khyber Pakhtuikhwa gazette Notlﬁcatlon No.27™ of August 2014) and have
rendered youxself liable to all or any of the penalties spemﬁed in the said rules,

2. You are therefme directed to submit your defense w1thm 07- days of the receipt of this Charge-
Sheet to- 1he enquiry ofﬁcer .
3. Your wrlt*en defense if any should reach to.the Enquiry Officer W]thln the, Spemﬁed perlod
" falhng which, it shall be presumed that you have no defense to put in and in that case ex-parté
actlon shall he taken against you '
4, You are 'd,:i'rected-to intimate whether you desire to be heard in person. -
5 A stétemem of allegation is enclosed,

Superintendent of Police; -

£52 % b /VM/(/}@ S : - FRP, Bannu
}/w;»j/o’s’,e7j~ ) emit

! 033/39’7}7587 |
zo_ofxzo/a,’a ,__))/’9




T e STATEMENT OF ALLEGATIONS

-I,_Abdul Sattar Superintendent of Police FR_P Bannu as competent authorlty, to .initi

depa1 tmental proeeedmgs against Constable Naseeb Zaman No. 6328/FRP, who has rendered hlmself lia

to be pr cceeded against as he has committed the following misconduct within the meaning of Pohce Ru

(As amended vide Khyber Pakhtunkhwa gazette Notxﬁcatlon, No.27" of August 2014)
SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

> That you Lonstable Naseeb Zaman No 6528/FRP absented yourself from lawful duty thhout an
sanctioned lcave or prior perrmssmn of tie: competent authorlty vide Dally Diary No 45 date

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

> Such act on your part is agamst service discipline and amounts. gross mlsconduct/ neghgence in duty.‘
1. ~ For the purpose of scrutlmzmg the conduct of the snd accused w;th reference to the above all egatlon:
Mr SI/PC era Khan 1s appointed as Enquiry Ofﬁcer :
" . I ad \ .
2. The Enqulry Ofﬁcer shall pr0v1de reasonable opportumty of hearing to the accused record statement<

- ete. and ﬁndmgs within the targeted days aﬁer the recexpt of thls order,

-3, The accused shal_l join the proceedings on the date, time and plabe fixed by the Enqulry Ofﬁcer

e\ & A
-Supermtendent of I’ohce,
FRP, Bannu

No./ qa Zf 30 Dated: o R /12/2021
Co c: | ‘ |

I The Enquuy Ofﬁce1 :
2: The Ascused Ofﬁeer/Ofﬁmal

s
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o | 0 Dated O3 /03202

FINAL SHOW CAUSE

L) -"

I, Abdul Sattar, Supermtendent of Police, FRP Bannu Range Bannu as competeut:
duthm ity, under Rule 5(3) of the Khyber Pukbtunkhwa Police rules (As amended vide Khyber |

.

Pakhtunkhwa gazette Notification, No. 27" of August 2014) tor the followmg m1sconduct hereby

©serve u.pon you Naseeb Zaman No.6328 this final show cause notlce

Sk
s

" ». That Constable Constable Naseeb Zaman No 6328 /F RP has absent himself from lawful . |
duty without any sanctioned leave or prior permission of the competent authm ity w.e. from

05-11-2021 till date at I'nlice Line Mansehra. Your pay has been stopped to thls effect

»- Such act.on your part is against service discipl’in,e and amounts gross misconduct/
* negligence in duty.

That consequent- Lmon the completion of enquiry conducted through enquiry ofﬁcer'FRP'

Bannu submitted ﬁndmgs 1ep0rt and reported that the allegatmns contained in the charge sheet

have fully been proved against the defaulter Constable Naseeb Zaman No.6328 JFRP is proved

Asa fesult.- 1, as Va competent euthority, have tentatively decided 't0'1mpose upon you one

~ . for mare punishments including dismissal as specified the rules.

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

imposed upon you.

If no rcply to this notlee 1s I'CCCIVCd w1th1n seven days of its delivery, 11 shall be presumed

‘that you have no dcfense to. put in and in that case an ex-parte. action shall be taken agamst you. -

The ejopylof t'hé’ﬁﬁdihgs of the quuiry Officer is enclosed.

a(@v

A Supcrmtendent of Pohce,

- ,&—Z JFRP, Bann/
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'\f\ 5 BEFORE THE KHYBER A‘KH‘TUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

"Mr. Naseeb Zaman Ex—constable No. 6328 . FRP Bannu Range, o

Serwce Appeal No. 1467/2023.

e e, ....Appellant.
VERSUS '
Provincial  Police  Officer, Khyber  Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar & i_-j
OtheTS. . e, Respondents '
AFFIDAVIT

‘We respondents No: 1 to 3 do hereby solemnly affirrh- and -

- declare on oath that the contents of the accompanying Para-Wise Conjments is

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

e

% ‘5‘, I

from this Honorable Court.

It is further stated on oath that in thls appeal the answenng
respondents have neither been placed ex-parte nor their defense has been struck
off/costs. :

Superintendent of Police FRP, ,
Bannu Range, Bannu - ‘ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar -

(Respondent No. 03) (Respondent No. 02): - -

Provihcral Pelice Officer,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
(Respondent No. 01) -

Ry : N
L T s oaen

T
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR -

i. Service: Appeal No. 1467/2023,

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

................................................................................................................. Appell
ant. .
VERSUS
‘Provincial  Police  Officer,  Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, *'Peshawar ~ &
others............~...:.........;...........‘.‘.....~.................,.........._..f.l......,v....._....Responde‘, 3
nts. : -
AUTHORITY LETTER
Respectfully Sheweth:-

We respondents No 1102 do hereby solemnly authorize Mr. .

~ Ghassan Ullah ASI FRP HQrs: to attend the Honorable Tribunal and submit

affidavit/Para-wise comments requwed for the defense of above Serwce Appeal on
ourbehaﬁ

Supetmiendent of Petice FRP, TN .
Bannu Range, Bannu - Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
(Respondent No. 03) o . (Respondent No. 02) -

: Provincial’Ponee{ﬂicer,
- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
(Respondent. No. 01) -




