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19/11/20241- Thc appeal of Muhammad Amir rcsubmillcd 

today by Mr. Muhammad Asim Khan Advocate. It is fixed for 

preliminary hearing before Single Bench at i’eshawar on 

22.11.2024. Parcha Peshi given to counsel for the appellant.
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Amir received today i.e on 06.11.2024 is 

incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- According to sub-rule-4 of rule-6 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service 

Tribunal rules 1974 respondent nos. 1, 4 & 5 are un-necessary/improper 
parties, in light of the rules ibid and on the written direction of the 

Worthy Chairman the above mentioned respondent number be 

deleted/struck out from the list of respondents.
^ Address of appellant is incomplete be completed according to rule-6jaf 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974.
^ Annexures of the appeal are unattested.
^ The law under which appeal is filed is not mentioned.

yinst./2024/KPST,No.

Dl. ,/2024.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Appeal NoIM'VS /2024
I

. Muhammad Amir S/o Noor Muhammad Khan (Constable) R/o

Petitioner

VERSUS

Inspector General Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

and others Respondents
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Appeal No ^(7-5 /2024

Constable No. 883Muhammad Amir S/o Noor Muhammad Khan 

(Wireless operator BPS-7.) Central Bannu.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Inspector General Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of police, Telecommunication & Transport
I ■ j

Khytier Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Respondents

APPEALUNDER SEaiON 04 OF KHYBER 

PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL ||ACT 
lb74AGAl'NST 'THE ORDER:' DATED; 03/06/2024 ' 

(RECEIVED ON 25/07/2024) PASSED BY DEPUTY 

INSPECTOR GENERAL TELECpMMUNCIATlON & 

TRANSPORT KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.
IPRAYER

On acceptance of this appeal, the order Dated 

3/06/2024 received on 25/07/2b24 may kindly be 

set aside/modified and the appellant may graciously 

be reinstated in service from his removal order 
dated 05/08/2020 till 03/06/2024 with all back 

benefits with full pay etc.
I «

BRIEF FACTS;
1

That the appellant has been performing his duties in 

Respondents’ Department since 14-02-2011 with the 

satisfaction of the high-ups.
I
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2. That prior to the present appeal, the appellant was filed 

as appeal No. 627/2023 against his removal from his 

service on the basis of basless absentia. The said 

removal order was set-aside by the Honourable Service 

Tribunal Khyber Palchtunkhwa and the case was 

remanded for Denovo inquiry,

That finally, the appellant has exonerated from the 

charge, reinstated in service w-e-f 27/03/2024 and 

intervening period of official concerned is hereby 

treated as per principle of no work no pay vide Order 

dated 03-06-2024 (25/07/2024).

3.

1

4. That the appellant beingj aggrieved, filed departmental
j

appeal before the respondent No.2 against the order 

dated 03-06-2024 which is still pending and there are no 

prospects ofits decision in near future. '

GROUNDS:

That the impugned order Is against the law and rules 

governing the subject, hence not sustainable in the eyes
; i

of law.
That the ippellant was rremoved from his service by the

I

respondents due to 'the absence from his duty. 
Furthermore, the said removal order has been challenge 

before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal vide 

appeal No. 627/2023. ^
That the act of respondents is violation of Article lOA 

of the Constitution of Islamic Republic of Paldstan 

which protects the right to fair Trial of the citizens of 

Pakistan.
That the appellant was performing his duties with the 

entire satisfaction of his high-ups during his services in 

Pakistan.
That the action of the respondents by treating the 

intervening period as leave without pay without cogent 
reason. is highly illegal, unlawful and ineffective upon

A.

B.

C.

D.

B.

-the,right of the/appeUant.
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F; That after conducting Denovo inquiry the illness of the 

appellant was genuine and his plea was well founded 

vide inquiry report dated 21/05/2024 and the ajjpellant 
was exonerated from charges'against him.

G. That appellant has not been treated in accordance with 

. law and constitution within the meaning of Articles 4, 8, 
25& 27 of the Constitution, furthermore, duty of the 

state is tp provide jobs to the deserving and not to 

deprive the citizens from their fundamental rights, hence 

the impugned order is against the law and deserves to be 

set at naught.
I

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that, by 

accepting this appeal, the impugned order 

dated: 03-06-2024 (received on 25/07/2024) 

passed by Respondents may kindly tje set- 

aside/ modified and the appellant may kindly be 

re-instated to service from 05-08-2020 with all 
back benefits with full pay from date of his 

removal 05/08/2020 to 03/06/2024.
)

Appellanf^
Through: C

ASIM KHAN 
Advocate High Court

CERTIFICATE;
■ Certificate and the instruction of my client the petitioners have not 
moved previously this Hon, ble court under section 199 Constitution of 
Republic of Pakistan 1973 regarding the instant matter. ^

ADVOCATE

i

LIST OF BOOK.

.1. Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 
2. Any other book according to need.

ADVOCATE
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Appeal No /2024

Muhammad Amir S/o Noor Muhammad Khan (Constable) R/o

Petitioner

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa lihrough Its Chief Secretary and

others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

1, Muhammad Amir S/o Noor Muharhmad Khan, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and declare on Oath that all the contents of accompanied 

Appeal are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

and nothing has been concealed

DEPONENT

itOath* Comwiissioner j w

c
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pipRE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL kHYBER PAKHTUNKHWABE

Appeal No /2024

Muhammad Amir S/o Noor.Muhammad Khan Constable No. 883 (Wireless 

operator BPS-7) Central Bannu.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Inspector General Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of police, Telecommunication & Transport

Khytjer Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. ,

RespondentsI

Memo Of Addresses

Appellant:
Muhammaci Amir S/o Noor Muhammad Khan Constable No; 883 (Wireless

I I » ' I

operator BPS-7) Central Bannu.

I
I >

Respondents:
Inspector General Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, Civil1.

Secretariate Peshawar

Address:Sahibzada Abdul Qayyum Road, Civil Secretariat, 

Peshawar, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan

Deputy Inspector General of police, Telecommunication & Transport,

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
I

Sahibzada Abdul Qayyum Road,, Civil Secretariat, 

Peshawar, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan

i r

2.

Address:

Advocate
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Service A|)pciil Nil. fi27/2()23 •
, MflMUlIR (JjV-OEimii: MRS. lUSHIDA liANO - wr^.»^lHln

MR, MUHAMMAD AKllAR KHAN ..., MLMBliK(li)

Muhummitd Amir Kliun S/0 No«r Mulmminud IClun Constublc No.883 
(Wireless Opcriilor U1'S-U7) Cunli-ol Bunnu.

VERSUS

{Apijalluiii)

i

General uF I’olice Kliybur lluklUiinkhwu. Peshawar. _
General of Police (Tclccommuniculion and1, Inspecliir

2, 'I'hc Assislunl Inspoclor
■rranspurt) Khyber PaklUunkhwa, Peshawar. Tmticnorii Khvbcr

3, Soperinti^ndoil of Police k. Iranspori) R y
Pukiilunkliwu, Peshawar .... (Respondenls)

Mr. Nu/ir Ahmad 
Advoeale ... I’or uppellum

Mr, Muhammad Jan 
Dislrlci Allomoy . Por respondenls

22.03.2023'
..........13,’12.2023
...........13;12,2023

i Dale oflnstilulion........
Dale of Hearing..........
Dale orDcclsion.........

,)

iliOGMEKlC

(JV'rire insmnr service appeal has been 

i„«ii„ud »nd=r .=cli»n 4 of Ihc IChyter Pakhlunkhwa Scrvjc= Tribunal, 4=4
|)^^]-|1pA EANCL.

1974 with ihe prayer copied as below;

“To accept this uppcul and scWisld? the impugned order 

No.7496-75ttS/'rele/OASl dated 05.08.2020 of respondent 
No.2 dedarine it void-Hb-lnitiii, illegal, discrim'matory and 

against the prindplc of natural Justice, tnduding the

sheet dated 06.02.2020 of the respondent No.2 and ,charge
order No.4‘15/23 dated Peshawar 20.02.2023 communicated

Hunt OH 20.03.2023 of respondent No.l whereby1(1 the appo
Ihe departmental appeal of the appellant is rcjeclcd.

I
.A 5STED

tfRlINIiR 
Service

O CamScaimer

I



J,

absentee of lUo appelliinl tlurlug under 
trcnlmcnt extra ordinary leave or at least remove the 

stiy,i»n nl'rcmovttirroui serviee.
him M-ilh all liaeli Venellts or nllo'v him lo

A. Treat the

3. Rciiisliitc
lemler rusly,«atuim’‘

j^vven In the mcmoruiiilum of appeal, are that the, 

■Wiruloss Operator BPS-07 in Iho 

unable lo perform his official liuiy, 

were inilialcd

2. Brier facts of Ihc ease, ns

appellant was cnllsietl In police dcpurimeiil ns

yeiir 2011. service he fell ill and

nicd appliculion for leave. Dcpurlmcnial proceedings 

ollant which culminaled into removal from service of the appellant

was

ilK’iefove. he 

against the app

vide order dated 05.08.2020. 

whicli svas rcjcciod, hence Ihc insiani service appeal, 

5, Respondents were put on 

die appeal, We hiivc 

iGamod District Attorney and perused the

Peeling aggrieved, appellant filed dcpartmcnUil,

notice who submitted written replies/oomments on

os well as theheard die learned counsel for the appellant

file'with connected documents incose

detail ;

dd counsel for die appellant argued that absence of the appellant was

to his serious illness, lie ftittlicr argued that he doesn’t deserve

brought It into UK notice of authorities through applicadon

he is under ircaUnunl so Ihu impugned order of hil removal from service is

againsl ihe law, Oenee liable lo be sol aside, No proper enquiry

toe the matter wherein Ihe appellanl was nel provided opporlttnily of defeueo nor

■ eross-esaminalion of wilnesses. He fbrlher argued Ibal no final show caese nollee

.,„.«d upon him nor afforded him epporlunily of personal hearing and he

was condemned unheard which is againsuhe prineiple ornuluraljusliee.

5. Cenveraely, learned Dlslriel Atlomcy for Ibc respondom cenlended thal the

a member of disciplined Police Porce and did not Euimi the job

villfiilly ubacnlod himself Irom recruit 
AT[^R.?TBD

4, Lcum

not willful but due 

any cliargo shod us

\vus conducted

was

appdllcni was 

obligation of discipline force department, wi

y'

l< lifrluAn*iv«l« III l» h W« 
Svfvlci.- TrUviiniil

y’fMlljtWMr

CamScanner

I
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in accordanceiiceouni of absence, he was. procceilod dcpartmentallyurse on
with lov.- and roles. A chafijc shed aloni-wllh sluimi oriQUesaUons was served 

duly replied by him. He IVinhcr.l contended that proper 

conducted'wherein llie charfie of :abscito<: was
him, which wasupiiii

dupurimenlul umiuiry wt
against him during the enquiry and has rightly ha™ removed from

usiuhlishcd

scivlec, He roquosied lhal the appeal may be dismissed.

■ 6. ■ Perusal of record reveals lhal appellant was scrving;in Police Department as

14.02.2011.in BPS-07 from dale of his appointment i.e,

Balccicd for recruit course ul Police 

from 09.12.2019' during covid-19

wireless Operator

Appclliini was posted at Banitu when he was 

Suiion, Kohai which will have to be Slarl
od. Appellant being heart and diabetes patient had apprehension of contracted 

filed appeal For grant of leave due to. bis Ulncss but
pen

Covid-19 virus, therefore, he 

Bimic was not accepted, Respondent No.3 issued show cause notice dated

ppcUant which was duly replied' by the appellant with request for

grant of time till rcoovery but respondent without conducting proper

providing chance of self-defense and hearing removed him Irom service 

dated 05/08/2020. Appellant filed dcpu^rtmcnlal appeal 

rejected and then service appQol bearing No

13,12.2019 to a
inquiry and

witlioui
which was

vide or|dcr
.1641/2021 which upon oral usscriion •

t • • .

filed revision petition against said 

with request for sctling-asidc of impugned order but his^
of rcinsiatemcru by respondent was withdrawn

order on 15.01.20203,

revision petition despite commitment and assurance, by inspector 

IChyber Pakhlunkhwu rejceicd vide order 20.02,2023

appeal under 11 (3) of Khyber PaWuu>ikhwa Policc.Rules,

General of

on the ground that
Police,

there shall be only one
rejected earlier vldcordcr dated1975 and one appeal by the appellant was 

13.04,2022.
7. Appellant alleged medical ground for his absence and produce rncdical !

sent by the diiparimeni for vcrillcution whichdocuments out of which some were
t ATltrESTED

iMrf

CamScanner
BBS
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liol verified and Tokc one. Appcllnnt pIso annexed 

uppeal, poruwl of which rcvculs lhal 

onnexed by ihc 

, of ihc

according lo rcspondcnl was 

iTicdical prescription along with his

prescription sent by the Inquiry officer and the one which was 

uppdUnl with his appeal have serial number of Ihc.pPD Qiid Serial No

datd of medical prcscriplion i.e sent forhlospilal alongwith its dale, The 

verificalion and annexed with the appeal are thesume bat hospital and OPD slips ■

numbers arc loialty difrerent from each other sent urc|\vhich arc given as under:

Annexed with the appealSentTor verification
Hospital
OPD No

OPD,Sli]
Sr. No.

DoteS.No.OPD Hospital 
Slip Sr. OPD No.

S.No Date

No. 17421948201.01,20201.349240301.01.20201.
69108341306.02.20202,263106.02.2020 924022.
1331727.02.2020 834573.50379240127.02,20203

other medical prescriptions alongwith the appeal 

of medical tests conducipd upon advice of doctors to determine his
Appellant also annexed some

different types

nature ofillncss.

Inquiry officer was duly bound to send original for verification and not the 

the foco of record from OPD slip serial number I.e. 92403, 92402

can with'the interval of one month und

S.

one which on

and 92401 seems to bo Me because how

lo the hospital OPD and how it was in reverse order. •

he will
20 days no palloni caino

Inquiry officer if received report from AddilionallHospilal Director ^hen 

have ,0 ell him hlonewiO. mcmd phrthinmB lo :OI’13 of ihc .clov.m dam aod

of cross examination.him in presence of appellant by providing chance 

Moroovc, inquiry off,on- aUoBodly informod .ppollnnUhrouBh 01/C Tolc Bhonu

who In response reported that uppollani

exummo

« is running business of doth with his

vrv lime and he on 14/03/2020.was also

ATtfleSTED
brother and rentain present in his shop every

XJW* 15P*ft
Mvrvlvv.Trlbuuul

KvatiuMur
\ ■

S

® CamScanner
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, preaunl llicrc al shop wlio dospiw nil clToi-ls did nnl want lo rcsiinn. his diilicB 

/ ,\ppclUnl was also not providad wUh un opiioriuniiy oi' cross axanimation upon

awarded major punislimontjOf removal liom
Ol/C Tolo Bnjihu. Appollanl was 

service wllhoul provldini’ eliiuiuc of sdr-defonfio apocmlly cross cxuminalion

whicli means he wasl-lospitul Director iviid Ol/C, 'role Bimnuupon

condemnudunheurd.
is must beforewell settled Icfial proposillun that rcguliir inquiry

1

of removal from service,' whereas in
9. It is a

of theease
imposition of major penalty

Court of Pakistan in itsappellant, no such inquiry was conducted. The Supreme
as 2008 SCMll 1369 has held that in ease of imposing majo‘-

judgment reported
to be

p=„.lty, 11.0 priiKipl- ot «•“»'
„„Juapd in <hc mnltar and oppnrtunily of doftnaa and parsonal hoarins

ided to lha oivll aarvant proaaadod aEainat. nlharwlsa civil sotniant would

service would be

was to

be prov
d unheard and major penally of dismissal frombe condemne

imposed upon him without adopting the required mandatory proecdure. resulting 

in manifest injustice. In absence of proper disciplinary proceeding, the appellant

condemned unheard, whereas Ihc principle of 'aucti aiierain partm’ was 

be imbedded in the stalulc and even If there was no such
was

always deemed to

provision, it would bo dcemed.to be one of thc parB of the statute, 

adverse action can be taken against a person without providing right of hearing to

os no
express

him. Reliance is placed on 2010 PLO SC 483.

10. Mow come towards issue of limitation, appellant admittedly filed earlier

113 was willt drawnservice appeal bearing Mo.16412/2020 within lime and sumo
commitment of respondent for appellant rcinslatemenl which was not

with pemiission to flic
upon
honored accordingly. Appellant withdrew lirat appeal

uccorUinBly gr.mud to Imn by Ihis tribunal. Moreover
which wasftcsli one 

jcvislonal aulhorliy in his
mondunud that earlieris order dated ,20/02/2023

ATTj5.STED

Kfl.Vll/r'
WtVJVii/0

:s
IWlf

n y|

CamScanner
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U2.2023 Learned counsel lor the appellant present. Mr. Muhammads

Jan, Dislricl Auomey for the respondents prcsoni.

detailed judgement u.C today plaeed on file, we arc 

set-asidB imputed otder and reinslala, apppllatil into
2. Vide our

\
unison to

of de-novo inqulh" direction lb
)
e,'<amiivation which is

service for the purpose ol
I

provide chance of hearing specially cross 

foremost essential clcmenl/componenl

further directed to conclude inquiry within sixty days

of fair trial. Respondents 

after
are

, of this order. Costs shall follow the events.receipt of copy 

Consign.

3, pronounced in open cowl In 

hands and seal of the Tr-bitnal on

Peshawar and f'iven under our 

(his 1S‘‘' day of December.

2023.

li'j^kbar <'tian) 
Member (li)

tUashi^Buno) 
Member (J)

ll1(Muhani
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DIAHVN'n, -----—
IKX.rnNs-i’Aiii I.

(A)

• i. “Tiini ho while jwsloU iil ciiiurol IJiinnu WHS .selected fnr recruit 
coiifso PrS Kohut w.u.rOD.|2,2,019 but ymi did not join the .snia 
course iind luurked absent w.c.f 05.12.2019 vide DD No. 13 
tliiluci 00.12.2019 nnti PTS Kolial hotter No. 10173-80/lriiining 
cisUoU 23.12.2019 and not yet been reported so Ihr

ii. By retison the above you appear'io be guilty of misconduct under, 
the KP Police Rules 1975 (amended 2014) iiiid hiivu rendered 
yuurseir liable to all or uiiy of the pcnQllies specined in the said 
rules.

(B) PKOCEISDINGS inuring the liiuiiilrj' proceedings accused onicial was 
culled and heard In person. His sttitcnicni was also'rccordcd.tlic brief thereof is 
mentioned hereunder. Similarly the rdevuni record was also perused.

1. STATEMENT OF eONSTABLB MUHAMMAD AAMIR NO. 883/890.

He .slated lital Itc was eager to uuend the training courses, however, when 
ho was preparing for ilie training he fell ill and vvos advised ireaiment and bed 
rest by llie District Head Quarter hospiui! 13aiuiu. 'nint. the doctor advi.scd him 
lesLS nnd rclovani diagnosis and was found that he was suffering from diabetes 
and allergy diseases. That he hud .submitted lab test reports and leave

leave as pur rule and applied for it. ‘fliul Uiuapplications. That, he was on 
charge sheet against him be Hied. He provided medical slips us per details 
mentioned bebw:-

DiiteOIM) NilS.NO
16.01,20203597I.
06.02.2020 :09102.
12.02.202086993.
27.02.2020 ..133174.
03.06.2020200785.
24,06.2020238996.
01.01.20201747,

His statement is attached as Anne.\urc “/V

2. STATEMENT OP VC NOQR ALl BELT NO. 1891.

He stated that he was entrusted Uic duty to verify llic medical docutucuis of 
FC Muhammad Amir No. 883/890. Thai on 17.04.2024 went lo DHQ Moapiinl 
Bannu and look Idler No. 3760/PA dated 17.04.2024 perilaining lo vcnhcalton 
of medical documcius of FC Muhainmui! Ainir No. 883/890. flutl ihc hospital 
staff received liic Idler and told him ilmi ihc vcnllcaiion of mctlical clociimenis 

' will be vcrillcd and reply will be sent through leuer. Mis stulcmcul is nltadicd 

as Annexurc “B”

»
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''ii!'.* Idler No. 3760/1’
clocumcmsns
Mtdicnl Su . lo

UK-
S.NO OPI) No Diilu

3597 10,01.20201 0910 • !. 1)6,02.2020 
;12.01202D3, 8699

4. 13317 : 27.02.2020
5. . 20078 ^ 03.00.2020
6. 23899 f 24.00.2020
7. 174 0l;01.3020

Ihc Addilionnl Director DHQTH, MTi. Biinnu re|jorlcd vide letter No. 
745/Verirication//DMQ/I3NU duied 20.04,2024jlliiil all the OPD slips Lssiicd by 
the DHQTH MTi Bannu aiid all arc bereby verified. Thoi all documents are 
verified I'roni the concerned units uf the Hospital.

(C) KiNDlNGS

I. I'C Muliiimmad Aamir was sclecicd for Basie recruit iraining at 
I’TS Kohui commenciiig w.o.r09.12.2019 vide letter No.d21/I rs 
dated 29.11.2019. He wiw directed lo report al l’TS'Kohal on 
08.12.2019 alongwiih original CNIC Medical rilne.ss certineiiie.

ii. Me was iiilbmied vide Tele Uigniil No. I3986-92/Telc/OASl
iii, He wis^elosed*tVoiii Control Uunnu to Tele I-'”'; j'lQ''/’ '’';f 

vide Signal No. I449.50/Tcle/OASI dated 16.12.2019. He was 
issued SCN but be didn't submit reply and \ya.s served wlt i

didn’t appear before him and didn't submit bi.s rep >, That I u 
nilher silbmilK<l an .ipplinulinn .hrnush “'"f ' ®
That tbe medical documents were venlicd and loimd fake.

issued FSCN by Si’ Tele Communiculion and Motor 
d thouuh 01/C Tele Bannu Itowever. the

1

V, Me \^'as
Transport, it was serve , . , ,

vii His appeal for rc-instatement was '

- siSsssssirx-
enquirv’.
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(0) CONCLUSION
0). The medical prescriptions provided by; llic official ai the time □!' his 

appeal and rclercncc made in the judgment order of the Honorable 

Service 'lYibunal, Peshawar were verified as genuine by the Add):
Director DHQ MTI Bannu.
He was ill and suffering iVom various |discases his plea well founded, 
therefore keeping in view the above circumslances he may be

(ii).

exonerated from the charges. 
Report is submitted, please.

I
SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE 
HEADQUARTERS, PESHAWARNOOR HAIDER 

SDPO Citv-l Peshawar

1^: CamScanner
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In.conipUm'icc orjudgmeju (hitfd 13.12.0023 orScr\’kc Tribunal Pushuwar ii\ ScrviJif;:
, ■ PpL'ul No. 627/2023 and the rcconnuciKlaiicmB orDcpartmcninl CommiUcc vidii mihiilcs of 
tMc mccUng held on 08"' March. 202-h li\-Consiiible Muhammad Aaniir No. 890 lias been 
rc-inslulod into service Tor the pun^nse-or de-nm'o eiuiiury on 27.03.2024 vide this OlTiec 
Order No. 3324-33n'clo/0.\SI; dated 27.03.2024.

S*.
In view of ihc above, his case w;is som to DIG lAB CPO Peshawar for de-novo 

enquiiw. Mr. Ruheem Wussain SP HQrs: CCP Peshawar & Mr. Noor Haider iChan SDPO, 
C'iiy-l* Peshawar were nomimued Enqulo’ OITteers lo conduct enquiry against Uic official 
concerned. After completing enquiry, the Enquiry Offtcers in llieir ihding have

reommended the tbllawing:-

i. The niccliciil prescriptions provided by the ofncinl at the time of hi'i appeal and 

reference made in tlie Judgment Order of the Honorable Service Tribunal 
PeshawH r were verified us genuine by the Addl; Director DHQ MTI Bniinu.

ii. He was ill aud suffering from various diseases, his plea iveil founded, thcrefo :c 
keeping in view of the above clrcumstanec, he may be exonerated from the
charges.

ICccping in view of the above, Constable; Muhammad Aarair No. 890 is hereby 
nerated from die charges and enquiry proceeding against Uie concerned is filed.

!'•

t

t

[T)
For Doput)' Injector General of Police 
yTclecommunicatioh& Transport,

, KliyborPakhlunkhwa, Peshawar.
f-

/Tcle/OASl. dated Peshawar the / ,diJi /2024 

Copy of above is forwarded to tfae>

1. Accountant General of KhyberPaklilunkhwa Peshawar.
2. DIG Internal .Accountabilily Branch KP, CPO Peshawar
3. SP/Tclccomm: & Transport Peshawar.
4. DSP/ Telecomm: & Transport Peshawu.

Officer Tele Peshawar.
6. Accountant Tele Peshawar.
7. SRC Tele Peshawar.
8. Official concerned.
9. OB.No._Afl.i_/2024

No.

k
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I. amcd 27;U5^0y ar.a Nt*.IHcc'WiijtTNij. 33'24-53n'<i|t/OASiliiConduYiation «.^i itnr. cii
Mdiiunnma Aa«nr ts \iurd-.Y rcutauicd:'*'Tclii‘f->fVSr, ?'i 05.21124. Constable

ridd nf umcidl iioncc-rncil nTrom 27.U3.ilV>4. The liUctvcitlnii pciiiHi sendee wtih eUce! 
hel’cbx' U'CUlcii .It ]7r-or ot'iio xvnrk no pay.

I AtlBAS MuA^WA f i
Deputv U«f]^^laT tiaieriil oi Pnhci:. 

y/TKSltnmunic4iilon & I ranspon, 
’^^'lO^yber PakhUuiiaiwu, reshuv.-ar.

I’.M*

/"i cie/GASl, dated IVshirtvurrtie ’ \3 /202-
>0.

.. A ce<.mntat>i.Gcncrnl of lChyI>er Paklnunklns^t Peshtnvar.
2. lilG lntcrnai-AccoiiniabiUty Branch CTO Peshawar.
3, A.IG:LcL>al CPO/Pcsbavvar,

- $IVTeh:coninK& Transptin;Pesli5m'rj-.
•;ti7 *1 ,;ici;Vuitni:'L'i TraiispunPcshhwai-. 

i.ij\c C^incer Tele Peshawar.
j.Tv.;-e l*e3li*5V.;ar.
HishaWar.

I

V_>i
; j

e. CjfJldar -.aivAintecL
I
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I
TO.

inspector General of Police,
Khvber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar.

cilHJECT: APPEflt, AGAINST IMPUGNfP ORPER^ 
appellant is pfinstATED into SFpVICIi PUT 
^.ATFn ..s NO viomm^awnsmsmm

—SSS3
TIFICATIOUU

serving In your good 
dated

Respected Sir

—.cr.=.pH:—:=
was

without pay
department by treating the intervening period as

judgment of service tribunal and Supreme 
ntioned that when appellant Is not gainfully ennployed anywhere 

duty When he is not at fault same Is the case of

leave without is against 
Court wherein it has

various 

been me
else shall be treated as on
the appellant. So the case of the appellant Is very clear ahd unambiguous in 

all aspect and treating the leave without pay is against fundamenta rights 

□f appellant which the department deliberately violated without provision

□f any justifiable reason.

It Is therefore most humbly prayed that on acceptance of this departmental 
representation the Impugned order dated 03.06,2024 may very kindly be 

set aside and the appellant be granted all back benefits with full pay from 

the date of his rerrioval order dated 05.08.2020 till 03.06.2024.

APPEUANT

a^/eMuhammad Ami 
S/0 Noor Muhammad khan
Constabte.690/883 
Wifeless Operator BPS-7 

Control Bannu.

i ■. —“'A •..kv'.
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