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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 508/2018

Date of Institution ... 11.04.2018
Date of Decision ... 24.01.2022

Muhammad Ayub S/o Sher Aii Khan R/o Navay Kalay Mingora Swat, Ex-Constable 
No. 1460, PS, Imam Dhery, Swat. (Appellant)

VERSUS

District Police Officer, Swat and others.
(Respondents)

Arbab Saiful Kamal, 
Advocates For Appellant

Asif Masood Ali Shah, 
Deputy District Attorney - For respondents

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

w JUDGMENT

ATIO-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER fE^:- Brief facts of the case are

that the appellant while serving as Constable in Police Department was
j,

proceeded against on the charges of absence from duty and was ultimately 

dismissed from service vide order dated 21-02-2009. Feeling aggrieved, the 

appellant filed departmental appeal dated 20-03-2009, which was rejected vide 

order dated 18-09-2017. The appellant filed revision petition dated 27-09-2017, 

which was also rejected vide order dated .03-10-2017 communicated to appellant 

on 20-03-2018, hence the instant seiA/ice appeal with prayers that the impugned 

orders dated 21-02-2009, 18-09-2017 and 03-10-2017 may be set aside and the

appellant may be re-instated in service with all back benefits.
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02. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the appellant has 

not been treated in accordance with law, hence his rights secured under the 

Constitution has badly been violated; that the impugned order is against law, 

facts and norms of natural justice, therefore not tenable and liable to be set 

aside; that absence of the appellant was not willful, but was due to compelling 

reason of terrorism in the area and which does not constitute gross misconduct 

entailing major penalty of dismissal; that the penalty so awarded is harsh, which, 

does not commensurate with gravity of the guilt; that the appellant has been 

discriminated as similarly placed employees were re-instated but case of the 

appellant was not considered.

03. Learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents has contended that 

the appellant willfully absented himself from lawful duty and did not turn 

despite repeated summons; that the appellant while posted at Imam Dheri check 

post Police Station Kanjo absented himself without permission of the competent 

authority vide daily diary No 11 dated 17-10-2008; that the appellant was issued 

chargeji^e^statement of allegation and proper inquiry was conducted; that the 

appellant was summoned repeatedly but he did not turn up, hence he was 

proceeded ex-parte; that after fulfillment of all codal formalities, the appellant 

was awarded with major punishment of dismissal from service vide order dated 2- 

02-2009; that the appellant filed departmental appeal with delay of more than 

seven year, which was considered but was rejected vide order dated 11-09-2017 

being barred by time.

up

04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the

record.

05. Placed before us is case of a police constable, who alongwith many other 

police personnel had deserted their jobs in the wake of insurgency in Malakand

division and particularly in District Swat. Police department had constituted a
/

committee for cases of desertion and taking humanitarian view, re-instated such
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personnel into service in large number. Placed on record is a notification dated 

30-11-2010, where 253 similarly placed employees had been re-instated on the 

recommendation of the committee constituted for the purpose. Vide another 

order dated 07-02-2012, batch of another 12 employees had been re-instated in 

service. Yet another order dated 15-03-2017 would show that similarly placed 

employee had been re-instated upon his revision petition on the ground of length 

of his service and threats from Taliban. Other cases of similar nature are available 

on record, which would suggest that the provincial government had taken a 

lenient view keeping in view the peculiar circumstances in the area at that 

particular time. Even this tribunal has already granted relief in similar nature 

cases on the principle of consistency. Appellant is also one among those, who had 

deserted his job due to threats from terrorists. Coupled with this are dents in the 

departmental proceedings, which has not been conducted as per mandate of law, 

as the appellant in case of willful absence was required to be proceeded under 

general law i.e. Rule-9 of E& D Rules, 2011. Regular inquiry is also rnust before 

imposition of major punishment of dismissal from service, which also was not 

conducted.

06. In view of the situation mentioned above and keeping in view the principle 

of consistency, we are inclined to partially accept the instant appeal by converting 

the major penalty of removal from service into minor penalty of stoppage of 

increments for two years. The intervening period is treated as leave without pay. 

Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned tO'record room.

ANNOUNCED
24.01.2022

(AH ‘AN TAREEN) (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)CHAIRMAN



ORDER
Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Asif Masood Ali24.01.2022

Shah, Deputy District Attorney for respondents present. Arguments heard

and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on file, we

are inclined to partially accept the instant appeal by converting the major 

penalty of removal from service into minor penalty of stoppage of 

increments for two years. The intervening period is treated as leave

without pay. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to

record room.

ANNOUNCED
24.01.2022

(AH M ADSSLTANTAqEEN) 
CHAIRMAN

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for the respondents 

present.

29.10.2021
V.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments before the 

D.B on 17.11^^021.

't

('

V; • V/
V. \

y

(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Mian Muhammao) 
Member (E)

17.11.2021 Junior of learned counsel for the appellant present. 
Mr. Hikmat Khan, H.C alongwith Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, 
Deputy District Attorney for the respondents present.

The learned Member (Judicial) Mr. Salah-ud-Din is 

on leave, therefore, arguments could not be heard. 
Adjourned. To come up for arguments before the D.B bn 

24.01.2022. .v'

V
(Mian Muharfmrr^) 

Member (E)

X
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Counsel for appellant present.16.09.2021

Asif Masood All Shah learned Deputy District Attorhey 

alongwith Hikmat Khan H.C for respondents present.

Arguments heard. To come up for order 21.10.2021

before D.B.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

lan

21.10.2021 Counsel for appellant present.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional Advocate 

General for respondents present.

This case was fixed for today for orders, however, learned 

counsel for appellant has requested to make further 

submissions before announcement of the order. After hearing 

learned counsel at short length. It has been deemed 

appropriate to direct the office to fix this appeal before the 

.bench comprising Hon'ble Members Mr. Salah ud Din (Member 

Judicial) and Mr. Mian Muhammad (Member Executive) when 

available. To come up for arguments on 29.10.2021 before D.B.

(Ahmad Suft^ Tareen) 
Chairman

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)



r

01.12.2020 . Junior;to counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG 

for the respondents present.

Request for adjournment is made on behalf of
learned counsel’ for the appellant as he is engaged 

before the Honourable Peshawar High Court in many 

cases today.
Adjourned 23.02.2021 for hearing before the

D.B. r\ ■

V bU'*
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member(E)
Chairman'%

23.02.2021 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for respondents
present.

Former states that the appellant was awarded major
penalty through order dated 21.02.2009 but w.e.f. 17.10.2018.
The proposition regarding the retrospectivity of penalty is 

pending disposal before a Larger Bench of this Tribunal which is 

yet to decide the issue. Requests for adjournment to a date 

after 09.03.2021. Request accepted. Adjourned to 31.05.2021 

for hearing befoi^eNthe D.B. r\
(Mian Muhamrn^

Member(E)

Nemo for appellant.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate 
General alongwith Hikmat Khan Constable for 
respondents present.

Issue involved in the instant case is pending before 
Larger Bench, therefore, case is adjourned to 
16.09.2021 for hearing before D.B. Appellant/counsel 
be put on notice for the date fixed.

Chairman

31.05.2021

i'

V
(Mian Muhammdd) 

Member (E)
(Rozina'Rehman) 

Member (J)



11.03.2020 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zia Ullah 

learned Deputy District Attorney present. Learned counsel 

for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up 

for arguments on 08.06.2020 before D.B.

Member

08.06.2020 Bench is incomplete as one learned Member (J) is on 

leave. Therefore the case is adjourned. To come up for the 

same on 21.08.2020 before D.B.

, /

21.08.2020 Due to summer vacation case to come up for the 

same on 23.10.2020 before D.B.

'i

23.10.2020 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Zara Tajwar, 
DDA alongwith Hikmat Khan; H.C for the respondents 

present.

The Bar is observing general strike, therefore, the 

matter is adjoyjmed to 01.12.2020 for hearing before the
D.B.

2fV
/

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member

Chairman

,4
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman 

Ghani learned District Attorney present. Learned counsel for 

the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for 

arguments on 13.11.2019 before D.B.

29.08.2019

V

f

Member

' ^

Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir Ullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General present. .Learned 

counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come 

up for arguments on 15,01.2020 before D.B.

13.11.2019

j

i

■»

i ,■ MemberMember

Appellant in person present. Anwar Badshah S.I present. Due to 

general strike of the Bar on the call of Khyber Palchtunlchwa Bar
i ■ '

Council, the case is adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

11.03.2020 before D.B.

15.01.2020

•5 • !
Member? '
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Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional 

for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 10.06.2019 before 

D.B.

27.03.2019 -

\

(HUSSAIN SHAH) 
MEMBER

(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

10.06.2019 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Jan, 
DDA for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant as well as learned 

DDA require further time to address their respective 

arguments regarding retrospective application of punitive 

orders passed against a civil servant and its effects in view 

of the judgments/orders handed down by the Apex Court as 

well as this Tribunal. Adjourned to 31.07.2019 before the

■ m

D.B. r\
K-

Member Chairman

31.07.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zia Ullah 

learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mir Faraz DSP 

Legal present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourn. To come/up for arguments 
' 2'9'^08.2019 before D.B. ' ^

on
V

-■ ^

Memoer Member

Stb



Appellant in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak 
learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr.

legal for^ljhe^r^pondents present. 
Representative of the respondents ^submitted written 
reply/comments. Adjourn. To come up for rejoinder if 
any and arguments on 04.12.2018 before D.B

18.10.2018

Khawas Khan S.I
■ ’

9*'" •

Member

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, DDA 

for respondents present. Counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Granted. To come up for arguments on 22.01.2019 

before D.B.

04.12.2018

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Riaz 

Paindakhel learned Assistant Advocate General alongwith 

Mr. Khawas Khan SI and Mr. Mir Faraz Khan DSP for the 

respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant 

submitted rejoinder which is placed on file and also 

requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up 

arguments on 27.03.2019 before D.B

22.01.2019

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

(HiKsain Shah) 
Member



f ^1/c22.06.2018 Counsel for the appellant present and seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for preliminary 

hearing on 10.07.2018 before S.B.

(Muhammad Amiri Khan Kundi) 
Member

10.07.2018 Counsel for the appellant Mohammad Ayub present. 

Preliminary arguments heard. It was contended by learned 

counsel for the appellant that the appellant was imposed 

major penalty and was dismissed from service vide order 

dated 21.02.2009 on the allegation of absence from duty. 

The appellant filed departmental appeal on 20.03.2009

which was rejected on 18.09.2017 thereafter, the appellant 

filed revision petition on 27.09.2017 which was rejected on 

03.10.2018 hence, the present service appeal on 

11.04.2018. Learned counsel for the appellant further

contended that the impugned order of dismissal of the 

appellant from service is retrospective i.e from the date of 

absence therefore, the same is void and limitation does not 

run against void order. It was further contended that neither 

proper inquiry was conducted nor opportunity of personal 

hearing was provided to the appellant therefore, the 

impugned order is illegal and liable to be set-aside.
■ 'k

The contention raised by learned counsel for the 

appellant needs consideration. The appeal is admitted for 

regular hearing subject to deposit of security and process 

fee within 10 days thereafter notice be issued to the 

respondents for written reply/comments for 21.08.2018 

before S.B.

Appollp’'*^ n^nos!t6d
Securiiv5<^''i'CicessFe9

(Muhammad Amin Khan KUndi) 
Member

Due QicpImI

7^
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tForm-A• v.

FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of

508/2018Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. , Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

11/04/2018^^^' The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Ayub pres^'ted today by 

Mr. Saadullah Khan Marwat Advocate may be entered in the 

Institution Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for 

proper order please.

1

REGISTRAR ^

2- This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing 

to be put up there on -X-Lj ffii) .

Appellant in person present. The Tribunal is non llinclional di e to 

ment of the Honorable Chairman, 'fherefore, the case is adjourned 

: up for the same on 22.06.20J8 before S.B. ■

26.04.2018

Toretire

COITK

Reader

' A --
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.BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

^cS-S.A No. 72018

Muhammad Ayub Versus D.P.O & Others

INDEX

S. No. Documents Annex P. No.

1 Memo of Appeal 

Dismissal Order: 21-02-2009 

Departmental Appeal; 20-03-08 

Rejection Order: 18-09-2017 

Sub: Representation: 27-09-2017

1-3
2 "A" 4

3 "B" 5
4 6
5 7
6 Filing Order: 03-10-2017 w ^// 8
7 Reinstatement of other Constables \\ p« 9-W
8 Judgments in similar cases "G"

Appellant
Through

Saaduilah Khan Marwat 
Advocate
21-A Nasir Mansion, 
Shoba Bazaar, Peshawar 
Ph: 0300-5872676 
0311-9266609Dated: 09-04-2018

■ m
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BEFORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S.A No._S£S_/2018

Muhammad Ayub S/0 Sher Ali Khan 

R/o Navay Kaly Mengawara, Swat, 

Ex-Constable No. 1460,

PS, Imam Dhery, Swat..................... . Appellant
SChyber 'paUbtukbwa 

Service 'IVibunisIVersus
522_ry No.

1. District Police Officer, Swat. 

Regional Police Officer, 

Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat 

Provincial Police Officer, KP, 

Peshawar..................

Dated2.

3.

Respondents

C^< = >0< = >0< = >0< = >0

APPEAL U/S 4 OF SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT. 

AGAINST O.B, NO. 28, DATED 21-02-2009 OF R 

01, WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS DISMISSED

SERVICE, FROM 17-10-2008 OR OFFICE ORDER NO. 

8609-12/E DATED 18-09-2017 

WHEREBY REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT

1974
NO.

FROM

OF R. NO. 07.

WAS
FILED: OR OFFICE ORDER NO. 6383/17 DATFH 

10-2017 OF R
03-

NO. 03, WHEREBY REVISION 

^U^^i^^,^a-^ETITION WAS FILED FOR NO LEGAL REASOM;

, - Q_____

Respectfully Shewefh;

1. That appellant was enlisted in service in the year 2002 as

Constable and served the department till the date of dismissal 

from service.

2. That appellant was deputed to PTC, Hangu for training in the year 

2004 which was qualified by him. Similarly, in the year 2007 he

i
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passed drill course from PTC Hangu and was posted as Drill 
Instructor at PRC Mardan.

3. That in the impugned order Charge Sheet,

Allegation and Enquiry is mentioned but due to the deteriorated 

situation the same could not be served upon him so no reply was 

submitted to the same.

Statement of

4. That on the absence of allegation, appellant was dismissed from 

service by R. No. 01 vide order dated 21-02-2009 with effect 
from 29-10-2008 retrospectively. (Copy as Annex "A")

That on 20-03-2009, appellant submitted departmental 
before R. No. 02 for reinstatement in service which was filed on 

18-09-2017. (Copies as Annex "B" & "C")

5, appeal

6. That on 27-09-2017, appellant submitted subsequent
representation before R. No. OJ which was filed on 03-10-2017.
The same was received from the office of R. No. 02 on 20-03- 

2018. (Copies as Annex "D" & "E")

7. That not only appellant was dismissed from service on the score 

of absence but numerous others were also dismissed as such and
they were reinstated into their services vide order dated 30-11- 

2010, 15-03-2017 and 09-08-2017 (Copies as Annex "F")

8. That apart from the aforesaid fact, the subject 
for consideration before the hon'ble Tribunal and after thorough 

probe, their appeal's were accepted vide judgments dated02-05- 

2016 and 07-12-2017, etc. (Copies as Annex "G")

Hence this appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:

matter came up

GROUNDS!

a. That appellant was enlisted in service in the year 2002 and served the 

department till the date of dismissal from

b. That at the time, the Swat Valley was in clutches of the miscreants 

and it is will in knowledge of every one that they were ruling the

service.

area

J



and the government machinery was totally collapsed. Employees were 

kidnapping, beheading and killing either through guns or bomb blasts. 

• In such a situation employees of almost all of every department let 
their services, especially of the police department.

c. That appellant was dismissed from service on the score of absence but

such absence was not willful but was due to the deteriorated situation 

of the area.

d. That absence does not constitute any misconduct when the 

not willful and as stated earlier, hundreds and thousands similarly and 

equally placed employees have been reinstated into their 

only by the department but also by the hon'ble Tribunal / courts which 

judgments were upheld by the apex court.

e. That codal formalities enumerated in the Rules were 

observed, being mandatory. The impugned orders are not per the 

mandate of Law and based on malafide.

same is

services not

never

f. That no administrative order could be given retrospective effect.

On this score alone, the impugned orders are illegal and ab-initio 

void.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of appeal, 
order dated 21-02-2009 and 18-09-2017 

respondents be set aside and appellant be reinstated in service with all 
consequential / back benefits, with such other relief 
deemed proper and just in circumstances of the

or 03-10-2017 of the

as may be
case.

Appellant

Through

Saadullah Khan Marwat

Arbab Saiful Kamal 
AdvocatesDated: 09-04-2018
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This hrder will dispose cT litie irilLii.U:edenquiry ogainsi

Constable Muhammad /,yub No.1460, wtto vvhik-; posted to Check Post Imam 

Dherai absented himself 

tailed to report. Thus at 

this effect was entered a

■from duty with vide DD No.:t.:i, dated 17/10/2008 and 

sented himself from his legitimate duty and a report to 

Police Post Kanju vide DD 0 dalr;cl 1'//'! 0/2008,

i-ic \|/as issued charge sticet with slutcmeiU of' allegations, 

inst him-and DSP Legal was appointed as'[inquiry Officer, 

is finding report subrnitLc!d tliaf i.iio dc'iaultei' Con.stable 

again, but did not appear to I'ecoi d his statement. Dcnr.i-e 

■ Major punishment of tfic finquirv OlTieeiy l ie was issued 

^ No. 681/L, dated 04/0.2/2000 but no 'reply has been

inquiry was initiated age

The Enquiry Officer in t 

was summoned time anc 

he was recommended fo 

Final Show Cause N'otic 

received.

M I
i'-

•re:
ihT111Ic' lliis (onstitutes mi.sconduct, cowardice on his part and as iimich 

he is liable for action under section 5 sub section (4) of !he'Rernciva! from 

(Special Powers) Ordinar

')

service

c:e 2000 (Amendr.-ient) Ordinance c.Lit.H

This (jonstitutes misconduct/disiriLcrcsl on his part ana as such ' 

er section 5 Sub Section (4) of tlit: Ternoyai from

:e 2000 (Amendment) Ordinance .2001 and dispose with
'

as laid down in tfic Ordinance' (.mu am further satisfied
I

lolding ft.Ti.fier dc^parLmeni.al enciuii'y. .'••jcicci tl'it' defauUiU'
' I

nd guilty of gross rniscondud. a.s de-iirteiJ in the

'1
he is liable for .action uncli -sei vice
(Special Power) Ordinan 

the enquiry proceeding 

that there is no need of 

Constable has been fot 

Ordinance, I Mr. Diiawc

!!*

f
i

I;;I
i

said
r Khan Bangash OPO Swat as a .^.-ornpetent authonly, 

therefore impose iTVajor benally by dismissinu fiiiTi froiri sorviee from the dale of 

absence i.e 17/10/2008. . i ____________ 1

t
:■

•!
^'i

.1

Order announeed.

'
/

■'I/
i> ap I r At: ■•WR75'e"'bff: 'C e r, S; waS;

p

!' \O.B. No. ...A C2 .'.I
T.,T

I-i; %d- 7 4Dated.
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wFrom ; s aec .tf\t:ysuiriiay roiice Urficer, 

P^alakand, at Saldu ShaHf, Swat.

To
r

'f

/2017.
Subject: ORDER-

Memorandum ‘

Applications :of the following Ex-Police officers 
With reinstatement in Service of the Districts as noted against each 

examined and filed being time barred;-

In' connec;::..:'t

Wore
!;

Name and'No!•
DistrScfcI'!

1. Ex-Constable Yaseen Khan No. 1595 Dir Lower
'r
!? 2. Ex-Constable Mtihanrimad Ayub No, 1460 

Ex-Constable Aleem Shah No. 173

Swat

3.
Dir'Lower

4. Ex-Constable Anwar shah No. 126 Swat
I. 5. Ex-Constable Habib Ur Rehman No. 877 Dir Upper

i'. 6. Ex-SPF Fazal Khaliq No. 155I-’ Swatit I

7. Ex-SPF Awrang Zeb No. 613 Swat

e. Ex-SPF Saleem Bahadar No. 887 Buner

9. Ex-Class-IV Rahim Ullah Dir Upper

please];
I'

r
i;

Regional Police Oy 
Mal^kand, at Saidu ^

ticer^

j

1

\

;i

ii
■;i
■i;
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1
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:■ DPO^C>i^'^ 21/02/2009

!;■

1'

X^28y 2009 Juti/u y/^y/j^'u

t

I; r

3 71 ^ (1> [J iy; ^ 2_ X"

-^l3i^(/77v_iJir-^77Uo.L^I 
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j;A:^: li* xlX 7JI L-as^ jy ‘h^jj\Ji/ /
\

(L^ytiiLj

Ofllce ef ina F?3 KPK, Peshawar
•’ :: i. l';.?"cl'0

f ^..
L.J..2.r,.?.i.X.9

I f

D^tcd

■)..

- ^ IX (17 A A £:_ y (j/X
\
'<

15602-0437817-5 :j>bXC- 

03489306557 XJjO
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OFFICE OF THE

INSPI^CTOU GENERAL OF iR)iaCE 

KllYBER PAKIITUNKUWA 

CFNl'lCVL POIJCE OFFICE 

PESHAWAR.
yi7, chUcil Peshawar lhe<^S //fc/2017.

5

No. S/

I
The Regional Police OlTiccr, 

Malakaiul Region, Swal.
0

■1;
I Siibjccl: 

Memo :
APPEAL (EX-FC MUHAMMAD AYIJH NO. 1460)-

f
i;

f I'X-Constablc Muhammad Ayiib No. 1460 of District IMlicc Swat had submillcd 

I appeal to the Worthy Inspeetor General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar lor
I rcinstalcinenl into service, llis appeal was processed / examined at Central Police Ollicc,

!
Peshawar and filed by the compclenl authority being badly time barred for about 08 ly

' . I
The applicant may please be Informed accordingly.

1.

;
I.
I

ll: ears.it

I'!!,(

(ARIF SITATTRAZ
it A tTT/''i‘^sTaI'; I i s h m e n lir

/ h'L For Inspector General of Police,
j Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, iPeshawar,r

I .
i,'

,1:

<=Cp ^
ll

lit1;
It
f

■i

V•Ir'
I

i
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M

•I'l:;

•

'1) li ^5•Ii;WHEREAS asi; peri the appro</al of the ^'••ovIncial Police Orficer, Khyber '-'A
* V • ' ' • ■ ' «

Pukhtunkhwa a Committee' had been constituted vide this office No: 9871-77/E. . 
dated 16/11/2010,.headed by .DPO Swpt to rccor lider the cases of the personnel - ''I

• ■!

WHEREAS the Committee .(has, a'.er thorough deliberations and' ;||

dismissed, during mliitancy.
i'.i«

AND

■scrutiny of the relevant record, submitted it fi- dings vide .No: 14732/E dated .■.i
29/11/2010 wherein 253 personnel have been re ommended for reinstatement In ''11

. . •; ''-ii?!
service. •’ ' '. 3

NOW THEREFORE as per thn approval of. :hc Provincial Police OfFlcer, the 
following personnel Recommended by the Com littce are l-iercby reinstated In 
service with effect frolm the date of their dismiss il. The period during which they 
remained out of service after dismissal and the period of their absence will be-, 
treated'as leave without pay. . . • '

A

; ■n
■M)

ii

7 'MName and No.S.Nlo., ■I
Ex-Constable BahadefKhan No’. 1322 
Ex-HC Mian Said Rehi lan No.552__________

Ex-Constaiale Muhammad Saced No. 1543

1. •' 1
2. \
3. • •71

Ex-Constable;Fida Hussain No. 7514. .

5-. i! Ex-Constable Zla-u-dln No. 1581 
Ex-Constabjic, Snm'l UHah'No. 103 
Ex-CohsCnble-,S.-ndiq 4kbnr No. 3'^0 
Exf'ConriUylJlc .Ay;i:> All Nu. 14U?.

Ex^PASI Ij^7. All No.3 5 (Shahecd Son)

Ex-Constable Farmon Al! No.757 
Ex-ConstnbffiSHaFiUllah No. 298 
Ex-Constabfp',Shor.A\i Khan No. 443

rTx-Coh''.t|'tl'ijf?t-i^dSSMin Nn. 1-1 PI
_Ex-Co'nstabic Sharafg-irKhah No. 776 
Ijx-CiinslubU;; Anwi-i Nu. .1 U‘J I

Ex-Cohstab!^.Asmat AH No. 1304 

Ey-Constabie 'Niaz Mbhd. No. 822 
Ex-Cnhstribril]'Abd<-'l Wnclncl

G.

7. i.....
a
9. il''

Ti10. I11. '!!
12.

■4

14.

15.' Ii ■;W•;!
M.|;16. i

17. i
118. No. 1.41 •I
li19 Ex-Constable Muharnmad Shoaib No il2/RR

Ex Olln^i;Ul^l'j ^^|wllV [ilUSSaiVi Nn. |?4V
Ex-i-lC Abdul/w-ali khan No. 378 

■d E>^-Gori5table.i:Np5ecT Un

11 .:Ex-GonstablejAlmol Khai

20. .'d
.1121. Jl

22.
-din N0.141S 
n No. 1524

23. .
• t:

; t 1. I

I i



/

\ ^

Ex-Conr.l:nblc Gul Forra Khnn No. _1517. ______

ax-Con'.-.i.,iljl<‘ I _N<j. 1 ___ _
Ex-Con5tabIc 5uH:annL\<han No. 55G___________
Ex-Con^ab 1 o Dnkhi: NaWnb No._\A\.lRR_______

Ex-Constable Saeed ul\&h No. 1043 ______

Ex-Constable Nasir AH __________

Ex-Constable Zahoor AVimad No. 1038________
Ex-Const^e Said AkbSr No.lllB____________

Ex-Constable Muharnryiad All No.1850________

Ex-Constable Fala.k Zeb No. 887______ _______

'Ex-Constable Adalat KVian No. 1254__________

Ex-Constable Malak ZQ-da No. 953 _________

Ex-Constable ZaSoor AVimad No. 1G5/RR

Ex-Constable Akhtar fiU No. 49______________
Fv-rnnstable Shakir HUssain No. 7.90_______

Ex-Conr.tahlo Aklxw A\1 No. 1300^ ........ .
Ex-Consuable Akbcr A\; No. 1L)7.B___________

ConstDble Zoor Muhnmmd Khan No. 549 
Ex-Constable Muhammad Alam No 512

Ex-Constable Amir Khfatam No. 30______

Ex-Constable. Naseer-Ullah Khan No, 1428 

Ex-Constable Muhammad Zeb Khan No. 371 .

Ex-Constable Hayat muhd Khan No. 143________

Ex-Constable SubhanUHah No. lOG/RR_________

Ex-Constable Asad-u^lah Jah No, 1226

Ex-Constoblo Rashcc^ Khan No. 33/RR________

Ex-Cnr^st^ble l lahih-Ur- Rnliman No. 7.D5/RR

£x-Constablb AbdullaV) No. 0013________________
rx-C.f'i\st;ihln Nia/ Ali E.l^nh No. VBO/RR
Ex-CoiisUibU; SlMT Al^m KhanJNu. ' ___
fx-CniiM able hoifl MaiTmoofl .Inn No. G 1 .F . 
Ex-Constabic Mulmimmad Shoaib Nu. Gh'J 
Ex-Constable Ajab KVian No. 172

Ex-Constable Tariq No. 1534 _________________

Ex-Constable Karim Ullah Khan No. 608______

Ex-Constablc Shafi Ullah No. 150G____________

Ex-Constable Bashir.Ahmad No. 1457 __

Ex-Constablc l7.;:at/Vlond No. 1244___________

Ex-Constablc Sheh2:3’da No.‘364

7.4.
25.
26.
27,

28.

29.
30.

31.
32.

33..

34.

■ Ul
36.

37.

38.
39.
40.

Ex-41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.
on.
51.
57,.
53.
54 .

55.

56.

57.

58.
59.
60.

61.
62,

Ex-Constabl.c UmarT^alb No. 1440 
Ex-Constabtc Majee(iv Khan No, 81

63.

64.

2
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• -i

■<_

■I

II ’i;
•X

;

!
Ex-ConstablQ ShomshaY Khon No. 508 ________
Ex-ConstablG Sabz Ali Rhan No. __________
Ex-Constable Baktawaf Khan No. 12S1 ______ _

Ex-Constable Sacha Wa\i No. 1^34______ ‘__
Ex-Constable Rasheed P\hmad No. 1791 . . _

Ex-Constable Muhd She/ All Khan No. 463 __

£x-Const3ble Adalat Klrtan No. 275____ ^_________
' Ex-Constable Mian SaiA Parvez No. 752_________

Ex-Constablc Jahan Pa’i^vcx No. 7.93_______ .

Ex-Constabic Rchmnt A" ^^-7_______________
Ex-Cbnstable Abdul Haynoed No. 20G___________
Ex-Constable Bakht Ul\5h No. 92 ________
Ex-Constable Shokat No. 1371______________
Ex-Constablc Zikriya 421 _______ ___

~ Ex-Constablc Zahlr AhTnad No. IdSO _____
Ex-Constable Said Ahrmad Khan No. 917________

Ex-Constablc Bakht Z^vln No. 169^_____________
Ex-Constable Riaz Mu^ammad No. 1467________

Ex-Constable Zahid LMlfih No. 1394 __________
Ex-Constable Bakht^amroz No. 667__________

Constable Mian SalA No. 3*1^______ ^1

Constable Hldayat UMah Khan No. 335______
: -C^s^Tc Umar Relnman No. 728 __________
Ex-Constablc Gohnr aW No. G7J3......... ........ ............j

Ex~ConstablG Said Ay.gm No- ____ ______ _
Ex-AST Amnn Kl^dn................ .................. ... ....
Ex-Constable Nallb UllSh No. 1481_____________j

Ex-Cun‘-.L;ii»lu Al tnUliaWNo. l.Sl'^........................ ..
Ex-Constable Feroz Khan No. 961_____ ________ _
Ex-Constablc Ubald m\ah No. 190 ____ _________

ExrConstable Akbar BSch No. 8S2_____________ _
Ex-GonstiTble Sher Atam No. QQG____________
Ex-Constable Muhammad.Ayaz No. ^88______

Ex-Constable Anwar-U\-Haq No. 572 ,

Ex-Constablc Mi.ihnmmncl iQbaJ^ . .. -.

Ex-Constable Gphar Al' No. 642______ ________
Ex-Constnble P.i7v/nnUlMnh No. Id5d

Ex-Cdhstablc Yousor Khan No. 350____________

Ex-Constablo Farooq hlo., 13 _____________

Ex-Constable Muhamfhad Shoaib No. 1528 
Ex-Conslablc All'Mubgrrmncl No. MSG

S5.
66..

•rV
67 .i:
68. ■

69’.

•if70.

711
72.
73.
7A. ■
75.■

76. W
•77.

78.
• i79.

so.
81.
82. ■

83.
84..

Ex-85.'
Ext86.
Ex-87.

88.
89.i
90.
91.
92.
93.'
94.
95.
96.

■ ;R

97.
90. ■•5

499.'
100.
101.
102.
103.
104.
105.

t 3

1
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%
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Ex-Constable.Mumtaz A'' No. 62_______
Ex-Constable. Shah Wa\i Khan No. 1502 
Ex-ConstoblG Mion KhnVq Jan No. 3G3

Ex-Constable Luqman AH No. 95_____________
Ex-Constable 3ehan All No. 195______________
Ex-Constciblc Mur.hnrri't Khnn^No. IJ \3______
Ex-COnstablG Amir MuK-a.mmad No. 1.76/RP.__

Ex-Constablc Alam Khay 
• Ex-Constnblc Sl-(rr F.haV) Nn. Bh?. 
Ex-Constable Arnjid Ali No-.10‘^h 
Ex-Constablc Sher All Khan No. 1353

Ex-Consta:ble Iftikhar'No. 564__________ _

Ex-Consta^e Bakht AK^)ar No. 17-8B
Ex-Constable Taj Muhc). No. 1111 ______

Ex-Constable Alam Da<^shah N0.119G 
Ex-Constable IJaqat All _No^225 
Ux-Coiiiaablc l.kuiai All ■/'!.)J__

Ex-Constable Azam Khan No. 1^27____
Ex-Cotv.;l!ibl<:Tl;'hlh Nn.^ M-lh

Ex-Constable Yar DadsVnah No.

Ex-Const'able Nadar SViah 
Ex-Consl;able Nazir No. 1379

ID'S.•.V
107.
108.

109.-
110.
111.
112.

No.107n113.
ll'I.
IIS.
116.
117.
118.
119.
120.
121.
122.
123.
12^. i933125.

No. <568126.
127.

Ex-HC Asghar Khan NQ. 31 _____
Ex-Const^ble Ali' Rashe-Cd No. inflc) 
Ex-Constable Fazal R^Wrnan'No. 78A_ 

‘.Ex-Constable Bakhtaj No.'1329 
Ex-Constable Ibrar Hussain No. 420

Ex-Constable Zafar Al'aim No. 653 __

Ex-Constable Muhd R'a^Hq No. 1G33 
Bx-Con'-.i.-ihlr' f.niinrl VAhnn No. ir*lB 

KhSipb No. I1U9

128.
129.
130.
131. .
132.

0133.
.K.

134.
235. • 
136. Ex-Constable Umar

Ex-Conr.toblo Ahmad Aji No. 1 318__
Ex-Constabic Rchmal yili No. 175 ___

137.
138.

Ex-ConstnWc Iqbjil HuiT.ain No. MOO _ 
Ex-ConsVa'^q Rchmar\UHah No.-156Q.................

Cx-Cotvsl.tbli> Ayn/ A’h'Vnnd Nn. 370 
Ex-Constoblc Sadlq 1470

139.
140.
14 1.
142.

Ex-Constable Shafiq-Ur-Rehman N,o. 851 

Ex-Constable Bashir ^hmad No. 1377 
Ex-Constab'lc Liaqat ^'1 No.' 1345 
Ex-Conr.tablc Aziz-ul-H.n.ssan No. 1170

143.
144,

145.
146,

• 4
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•5

'M

I>■

3 '^v

•4i

1 Ex-Constable Zakir HuS5ain No. 308 
Ex’Consti^bic MIcJraruliaVi_________
t;x-Coni;liib\i‘ Mur.llm Khan Nf>. lon/RP,
Ex-Constablc ZaFpr AH ^hah No^7^________
Ex-Constl^rNajlb Ub8V\ Khan No.1439 _

Ex-Constable RahimKinan Ng. 571_______ _

Ex-Constable Azam Khan No.*45 ______  ■ _
Ex-Constable Mian Salt^ Bacha No. 1362 

‘ Ex-Constable Hazra^\am No. 1570 

Ex-Constable Irfan Ud'Pin No. 15^9 
Ex-Constable Sher HoS5ah Khan 
Ex-Constable Muhcl RSTjci No. 1.31/RR

Mian Sali Farooq No, 333

147.
No. 533148. '4

14 9.
150.

. 151.
152.

153. •

• 154.
M155. .

156. ■MNo. 685157.
'1 ■158.

Ex-Constable
Cnnr.l.ahlc M^hnmmSh Tnhlr Nn. 1703

Ex-ConsTablc”Dahn_dtir Mawrib Khnii 635

l.x ( .nn'.l .tl4iiuU J'.liSn N'».
Ex-Constablc Sami UllSV No.
'Ex-Constablc Muharnmacl Qasim No. l ____
Ex-Constable Muhd. Af'F Khan No. 1393 _____

Ex-Constable Asmat A\i No. 1723 ____________

Ex-Constable Farhad Mi No. 1761_________
Ex-Constable Mian.SaiA Ghani No. 1689 ____

. Ex-Constable Inam Oliah No. 114 5 ____

Ex-Constablc Umar Fasooq No. 1.G77________
Ex-Constable Israr Ahrnad No. 1622__________

Ex-Constable Aroal Kh^n No. 1569___________

Ex-Constable Rehmat All No. 496___________ _
Ex-Constable Zara WaV No.
Ex-Constable Anwar Ullah No. 1666_______

Ex-Constablo Bnkht .... ■■ ...
Ex-Constablc Anwar Ali No. 1574 ______
Ex-Constable Aziz Ullah Khan No. 1591 

^ Ex-Constable Hazrat EUal No. 1776 
Ex-Constable Farman (\li No. 217/RR 
Ex-Constable Muhd A^^m Khan No. 1774

Ex-Constabie Asghar id^an No. 1720______

Ex-cdnstoblc Abdullah No. 1661_________

Ex-Constable'Mohamrrj,ad Azim No. 9.71

159.
nx-IGO.

1 161.
1 wv/.
1 163.

• 164.

1 I.(14 
1 588

■^k
M ■
1

165.
166.

167.

168.
:'Sa• 169.

170.
M.171. . m

172.
■.'s;173.

■ '-m134 I174.
175.''
176. •1177.

1178.

179.

180.

181.

182.

183.

184.
Ex-Constable Said Sor iullah No.1600 
Ex-Constablc Samin KV^an No. 1724

185.
186. .

.nnh.ir No. .1 575Ex-Conr.l.nhio S.Mlm.ni',187.
S

I
I



■• ^

t ••
f ■r

/
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t:x-C6nr.tablc l-layot No. IGl^______ '
Ex-Constablc Llngol: All Khan No.
Ex-Constable Yaqub]Khan No. IGOI_______ _

Ex-Conr.tablc rnrmn'n A'l ___ :......
“i'i^Constablc Rchmvt7.aib No. 1G79
Ex-Constablc Fayaz All No. 91^________ __

1 Ex-Constable Wall Ahrnad No. 84i ■ ■
\ Ex-Constable Barkat A\\ Khan No. .190/RP. 
’ Ex-Constable Nazir MsV^mobd No. 
i Ex-Constable Mohlm 6&cha No. 1608 

1 Ex-Constable Muhd. l^shlf No. 1579 
1 Ex-Constable Nisar^mad No.1565 

Fv-rnnstable Fazal Hag No. 1589

lOQ.
■;

189.
190.
191.
192.

193.
194.

195.
1771196:

197.

• 198.
•• 199.

200.
1 Ex-Constable Ajab Kh^n No. 1553 ^ 
i Ex-ConsLiiblc Shah Ali Yai Kluin No. 1045

I Ex-Constabic Hnzra^Mi ^0.1797__  ___
~ll?i-Constrihln 7.1:i ..

201.
202.

■■■<

203. .
204.

Ex-Constable Naeem >qbal No.1716 
Ex-Constable Amjld Ali No. 1624_______
Ex-Constable FarhadTAll No. 127 .__
Pv-rnhct-ahle HazrarUsman No. 1691 

Ex-Constable Umar’zaman No. 16Q/RR

■i205.

206.
207.

;
. 208.

209.
Ex-Constable Zafan Al? No. 159 ^ ._______ __

Ex-Constable Saeed Clllah No. 1513_______ _—_
Sher BaV»adar Shah No. 211/R.R

•210..

211.'
Ex-Constable 
Ex-Constable ArTTAli Shah No. 828

212.

213.
Ex-Constable Fazal A1 ad No. 1647___________
Fx-Constable Abdur l^ahman No. 1607 _

Constable Muham lad Ikram No. 240 _

Ex - Co n s table Inay at-.U-Hab No. 1665_________
Tx-ciinstabTcj Sajkf UJllS.I' No. IC.72__________

Constable Karim Ullah No. .1788^ __ ------
No. 1361

214.

215.;
Ex-216.

217;I

218.
Ex-219.
Ex-Constable Umar N\UJTommad 
ij<'-G.on5S;i4lc Nawabtlchman No. 1664 
Fk^Constabie'^gi Ulla\^ Khan No. 9/RP^ 
Ex-ConsSbIc QayufTi Vjian No. 1586

220.

221.
222.
223.

Ex-Constobic Imran Ail No. 531 
'Ex-Constable Naslr A\\ No. 1623

224.
225.

Ex-Constable Riaz All No. 1559_______^^

Ex-Constablc Haider fyii No.l667_____ _ ■
Ex-Constable Qadch^V Muhamm.a.ei»No. in?./RR ^

226.

227.
228.

6
■■

'

•ft
fa
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i
! 'v'

m
■:iHIS ■•a.1

*Ex.-Constable Sher Zavran No. 1167 
Ex-Constsble MuhamVnBd Jan No,. 1708 _■
Cx-ConstDblc Mlon GLL\ Diicb:' No. 1 GQG_________
Ex-Constable Sair UMSb N0.17G9_______ -
Ex-Constable ZahirGUah No. 1'644_________^

Ex-Constatalc ParvccX-Kbs'n No. GS/RR________
Ex-Constable Muham/nad Naeem No. 17AG _

Ex-Constable Fazal B3cha No. 605____________

' Ex-Constable Barkat frli No. 1312_______ ______

Ex - Constable, Amir Ze.b No. 1787 _________
Ex-Constable Kalim U-llah Jan No. 1656 • —

~ Ex-Constable Zai-'unflehman No. 1694 . _
fonci-nhIP Muhammad Alam No. 1730

Ex-Constable FazblTigyat No. 1658 ^___
Ex-Constable Hazr^fXawaz Khan No.72j.___

Ex-Constable Ikram lUlab No. 1606 ___ ^
Ex-Constable Tariq ftahim No. 1782________
Ex-Constable WalM^an No. 212/RR _

Ex-Constable Abd^VJ^an No. 188/RR 
Ex-Constable Mut^mad Parvez No. 63/RR. 

Ex-Constable Muharri\nad Zahid No. 71/R.R
■1 Ex-Constable Sar^r,Ali No.'45/RR________

Ex-Constable Lugm&n No.95 _______
Ex-Constable Bahad - All No. ■468B/FRP. 
Ex-Constablc ShcrNo. ^308/FRP

• 229.t ■

230.
3231. M

232.
233.

23^.
235.

• 236.
■'Vcv237. 1238. ■ : M

239.

240, /IEx-241.
242.

. 243.
M244. 1• 245.

■1246.

247.
248.

249. -

250,
■ .•

251.
252.
253.

4Order announced.

■ ^
i (y.A2I 3AMIL-UR-REHMAN) . 

DbpL%cy Inspector Gcncrnl 
M'nlnwnnd Region, Snidu Swat^

••SAIF**
Nn. /0^.lL~4^-/^r

jf /2010.
^ Copy for information and ne(..issar7 action to the:- 

Provlnclnl Police Omccr, Khyber Pukhtoon hwo, Penhawnr. 
District Police Officer, Swat.
Superintendent of Police, FRP, Svyat.

Dated c

1.
2.
3.

/
;

7
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Sir

/
S:

■

>1 • i-
. v^.2£fIC-L0I<^ERI'

WHliPsl-AS 0;. 
ornccr, rR. PuklUunkhw;, . 

t^iis orficc No:9R7l .

rc-'COni:Idc.M‘ [.htj cji

Ik'.: vip[.5i ■•'.Mi • (.11 :tH- Ii’vni, I.ii i'.)|,,-,.II ! Cu.MlniLl. 'i; 1,'jJ ]

CI'IU.'CI iTj/m/:;iji{j,
‘.‘I'lii.i/iuh-il Vick:

hy [j|J( ) |(,

’' 'iii .

-v

LlK‘ pcr-ionii ^ •y
JliCl.lU.'Cl Cl'jI'lIUj

i ■•■ and -WHEREAS 

deliberation
l-kC' L.'oninkLioe

scrutiny of the relevant lecorcl, sutaniitled ii rin,■linos
«Cc ™:M,0AS,, ........... „ ^

■.recommended for reinstatement service.

ciilur

IS'i 

i»;c' (jr.

NOW THEREFORE 

■Police . Officer, following 

Committee are hereby reinstate 

of their c-liiiinisscil.

: ■ ; ice ofter tlif.missal 'anti the 

leave without

is. Mo

per thi; apprcjvul ul LhJ'i 

porsonni‘1 recomi'n.:nc!c.(J • ihe'V
service with efferA lorm: !!v il.il \ *

■'he ix;nod durhuj wim:h. /■

• n.;cl ’ni;; C li r.'.'•er:• •
period of their ahsc ‘•Ci; will ; 1. 'ci hr.

N.j \ Pciy.

•! Manic cind No, •■ ■■

■•.V

1. \ Ex-Constoble Minhaj-ud-'Din 'INo. 139 

No. 1738
2. j Ex-Constable.Zahoor Hussain

/. t
1 Ex-Constablc Ali P^a?: No.5013., t

■
■ ;

y- :
'1. Ex-Constable Muhammad israr No.iift

Ex-Constable Attaullah No.92m 

Ex-Constable Muhan'iiv.jcl 

Ex-Constable l-a.ol l-iao.Mi No.ibn.i 

Ex-Constable Ikir.ii'n No I i;-:9

I

5.
,....

6.
Afi Mo. i (M;:-;i "■ik•;s: 7.

::
8. ..'cM .

'h.
9’. Ex-Constable Qaivor aIi Shah 

Ex-Constable Bashir Ah;nacl No.770 

Ex-Constable Parwanat

No.rjV!)
i -1,0.

I-.11. ' i.Kh'an i']o,3U 
12_. ■ Ex-Constable Faiia! Rabbi No.579

I ••
l.

1

• ‘Order announced.
....

1 ■'

I (AKHTAR MAYAT KHAN) 
Oepuly InspcnLor G'

Malakand iO 'ij.icin, ' kiiOu

V■l.:.iv

■4
%̂

: '■-herui of P; )!;;•, .
I '..‘h.ii liNo. ------ ../E,

Dated 07/02/2012
I •,

Copy for inforiTiOti 

Provincial Police Omeur,, Ki-,

, District Police, Ofricoi-, Swat, ,

ion and ncef.'ss.i:' y action io tis.- • 

Pesha',‘v'u:.

*V. 1..■.V
-I I

•• 2. ■ :i

i'.

ta
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- OFFICE. OF-THK 

• INSPECTOR GENK.roVl. OF I^OX-ICE:.
:,vUYBiCU PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAVS’AH.
/17, daied Pcshav.'sr ihs

■pfic

/4s ^No. S/,

;A.V'-ORT>ER
TWs order la hereby passed to dispose r,f depertme.de! epi^^'i tender .Rule ^

: KJ^yber yaklrhinkirwa Police Rule-1975 subminccl by Kx-Coosteble Noor ICien No,
appellant was dismissed from service by DPO; Di: Lower vide OB Xo. 361, deled 16,03,2009^1-, tbp.^

charge OX absence from duty for 02 monthu iiT.d 0‘W,ays. , y / iH ''ih
Mcctinr. of AppeUaic Board was held on 02.03.201V wherein appclianr s... heard in ■i.r;; >, ‘V 

Darin, beerin. peUilener eeruended Uiei be was posted at Ivl.ddln.mi R=..n as He ^ , 'a

summon and'Werrnnts to .h= men because of terrorism, Terrortsts .end Tahben ; ,
"■■V:

i’ '

:

person.
could not bring
thveotenod him time and again on his cell phone.

The Board examined his servioe record wVuch revealed Ihal appellant has no bad eihry
•; cx&mlr.p.tio'.i.

;;

ciurirtshisservlcc. Moreover, he has qualified Recruit Course cu-.oA-: ^ ....
II months and 12 c.^.ys service ut the credit of pehuonci

c'.Uioner is hereby re-ir.slated inK.ecpi*ng in view 07 years
from Terrorists and Taliban, the Bpard decided thr.'v the ?c

intervening period inciv.ding period of absence

V',’; .
I and threats 
1 service, hoNVCvcL*, the

from dury is c.onsidcrcd.'.as-,: 
ri.r,c intervening perico. Iric •• •

i

on duty oiid he will not be cnthled -.T;- urilary operiod in. service but not
I whU remain under special v.'atch for one year. .^.-i-urUv

' 1, issued -.vith the approval by tl-.u Compovent ..ua.uruy.

I

I*This orderI )
sVrAdJi/"'

! •<V‘> '

.M BTJGVI). •

General of PoUve.For Inspector
Khybcr Vakhturd''.hv/a, 

Peshawar.
;

■ No. Sti\
Copy of the above is forwarded to tV-c;

{ ■

. Regional Police Omccr. Maluhand =t Swat.

■ 2. District Police Offtcer, Dir Lov.-cr.
TQP/Khybcr Pal<.hiunh.nwa

; Khvbcr Vakhtur.Wnvu. -.’eshawat.

I
I

C?0 Pcsltawat. V- f
i \2, PSOto

4 PA 10 Addlt IGP/HQrs: ■
5 PAioDlG/HQiBtKhybor?nVhtunhhwa,:os.ts....i. ,

Khyh<t:Va;oumh:tv.a,h = ^.tawtu,
i'

itei
a p.^ to .MG/Bcgal
.7. omceSupdf.E-lVCPO Peshawar.

Central Registry Cell CPQ. •i8.
vr: >

•
1

..
!

•1 i

11

b
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. ORDER .I

I-

.y^™5.^j>vE..cpp5t.ble.Sadiq-ur-R^K^Pg^; ^

)d .f^angSy Swai;,,.wi^eWih-:fcvG

art inat-Ex-ccnsUbic! 'Satiiq-ijr-R^Inno'rL W.(y;;W8:8^

• ' ’■’ ... •*«*'7«*.^v** W. *•. * r 7,'%-' ' w wil

»="Be.wi)s enl|,sted'i,s.,consJ*lc o,i;:5.07.20(17,,uter,op'cl^rii,>^tl>e’^'' ■
ff- ‘--C.qu^se ofduty be was abstjnu^d hin^self froin duty 
•', datt of.hi/5i'removal from service.

les 1975,-

{
-v7^
-■-n='.r-:.rv •:

: \

Wiih effect Irom.;?.0,.07.7008, till the

,,.^.the CotprnittGe recommended him^ for major punishmeatoUo^SfuZ ■

■ ?prv,ce.^c^r on he was issued.final show .cause, r.ovieejbojhhiscepi. was nov received '' ' 
......within4tip4l2tGd.pgriqcl., • - •- ••'• V

■'■■■■■■'■!.■ ■ '..... if’' the light of recornm

; -. '■'. ■" I-

•••• *••-
* C

• ’O- "

.■

• \
.* .'V* •

|/151, dared .14.11.7009.., •■'■ '■‘' -g-^,.<.. - ?•.
. :r■.■

-:.i..--olper.s6.b?l'hG'?.ring.-.'' ■■-■■'

••>! •

■-:-r- >•

• . \

1

%WSSS<:s:sss:''?m^‘i»;i ...g"

'
I

v. • 1:r

f
-.v
i

;■•.-• 'v'svC
;>'.;» ' ;•• .^•

i
\

■ !
J
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m

■i
■■

:■■
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;
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. tw

-i This order shall dispose of dtipartmental: appeal.under .rule U of 'Khyber
• .i

..:,,.-,..,:.iyi^l^and .Range was-enlisted 3s\onstable^or);'26:07.2007;^fe;^agartas^ ,/
^^^^^^H#tft^^ff:e-6V^rorn.01:04.2P09;.til!;ihe.date of h\6\ removal -from'^eryfei':?;-^ v:-,,o;r'

'p

/but' - •7'•In this regard he wDsjissued charge sheet.and.i^tate.ment of allegations

' 'v.the.Enquir.y; Comrnittee-recommended him for ihajor ddHish>^ntr:-cf;in^
■;seVyice:'La.t.er-on he was issued final show caus.e notice-but his repjy.-was .n;g.t received ' / 

/■•_ withih-stip.u'ated. period.-

;•

,h, pf SiiSiiaiiitts™.:, V*,
I

•• dvailaWe Qdrecprd he was.r,emqved fi;om set^|ce.by.th.?^SR,.ERf7M^^jmT\c^^ 

■7'v :-/.7.;-vidc‘off'icG'G& No. 294, dated 2.1.0?..2009.

After going.through the available,record, it.has pointed'put that.ciuring the

•■■i •■ -•

^?^^€4^^^drid^:the'dQur5e of hearingihe contended that at those■clays-the SWaiiiyaM.eY w^;s,upderA, . 
trpl-oT;mi.screant.s/Taliban-and:we.Fe:.l5idfiapdineJdlhng::il^^g|^||!fej|^r^^

. .(.Po.l.ice Department) he. was received t-Hreat'from taliban] then he aipngyvi-t.h ■his.,family ,■ 
;/|/id|ifym^mh/«:,were .corr,Ru.lsjy|)>vshifted ^Q.^othery^eJpfacj: j; ■ ■

' ■; thntMiis remova|.froiii-servtey.;&rjter.;w.a-^P0t'PPmTOunicatfid:‘te&rnyHi?^Ri^>i5§S»lSpjj^3'':!^5;'.;.
,,...-,-,-.d,.,,i-CO.3H5ible.aijd'5Otisf0ctorv,

i

'.V. •*

./•Cpn

■ i

0

. •

■■•;■■ r'- |r/^oriyE.rt.ed.into' major

;:■■■.■■• .his' ab.sencc From- duty .an;d:the.'i.ht;ervening.;peri6aJi^reM;d/sid!eited'^'a-5;pL'riod ;
on ■duty....a|,id he w.i]i.'.npt-:.6G-',e.n.ti.tred for'salary of his. absence and 

,'/T-;-. inter.v,enid.g.-;P‘er'iod.

■ ■ ■

Keeping in view
•I*

!

n.

••
'lA:■

:

i
.•••

y

b
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BEBORE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
:I :.uS. •
I \m- 1

I J2012

3^7 8wa,.To.-^.,

S . A N o. -J
■.;'i ;

. I *.
^ .'-i

■ I'-iuis- i Ali S/0 MuhamiTiQd M^iihal Khan,
i‘:•/'/ .■»■*'■'

'i l'7o C Viar Bagh, B:<-C. No. 4708, FP.P, i;-.f/ ;fV ./• 
^ ''.r.l •! !.■'•. ■

. Poll-:- Station M'kta, Swat ....

;!: Si4:
i--\
'.f-

■ I
•i..; ■;■ . Appellant\ t-1
■X.'/■:i vtii'sus vI\i •>
•4-’;• ;; •iKPKf-RPConnmanclant,

•Reshowar.
.1. ;

I
►

t

fiuperintendent of. Police., fRP, 

"'■lalakand Region, Swat.

•■’rovincial Police Officer, KPK,

I

;
•v

I'.ier.pondor'.ts!;i;hawar»
;

j. ;•1

APPFAL • AGAINST " OFFICE ORDER

DATED 09.04.2017. OFMO.1064-65/EC. 

, R.NO.l

;
‘i AUTHORITY). { APPEILATF.

REPRESENTATION
i

.0.!:\N W EREBY
• app'=!iant v^a.s-rejected against_.c^,

NQ.13S DATED
r i-jI l-t -i tri l^l .t' (■•:) A1- 

.f_PIiNjD_LEGAl-_RE_^^.O.N,

;
r

nLT_RJi_00g OP R..NO_.P. 
__AiuTMQUl'T-V^_____ V^LO.:

■;;

; ;
;•

K-/M,
• .ti \i.xsi.'>':sr; i li 11\' S howe th,

:
That on 7.5,07.7:007,-..appellant was enlisted aii FRP constable in 

'■'■■iDlakand Range'Ir-v R,No..l.
,1,I,

i
M WV' '.■■.l-t/.Ci’i'

il'ioL was .nn aOrnitted fact that the whole Sw,.!! v.;'.iii.;Y w.;:'.:i •••

11..17 :''dI'ho c.'onl’i'cl • <:.i’ -'nr.i' !’i:nni ‘YToiih.'in, i'l ''
'1 jsoi'ji.oiY rnefiO'Ctivo. i''HscroaiM3/'l'al'bnn wer';: '..•di'.n.ppirig

ni'iii he'll

.■„ii/,ni ir.iTM,
•I'

V} '1 1I

i
1 ;!•/ ■rni'i'ii '11 en;.,

:

A/liA^

ta
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I.’ (...r Ordcv or other proceedings with signtituvc oI\ludge pr;|i>Ui£i^U->i,le 

nncl thol of pJirfics where necessary. '

/• of DuVc of 
■ liv.i Order or

proceedings.
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IM'-rOlUl'TlirL lCH.YDl:.tl I'AKI-ITUNICMWA St-RViCl],jnjJJiy.NAU 
rAMP COURT SWAT.I

i

ArPlilALNO.I

I (b;'nrnci All Vs. Command!.ml 1'lt.P. Kl'K Pc_sJiL'.iyill'.J^Jti.'1 

n IDGMENT .

MUHAMMAO A7.1M -KHAN. _A1-1U01. CHMJ-^MAN:

1 Appellant with counsel and Mr. 'Muhammad Zubair. Senior 

! Government Pleader ulongwilli Mushiaq Ahmad. Inspector (.Legal) 

lor the respondents presen..

I

i

; 02;05.2016

I ’ ;

i

t

Murad Ali son of Muhammad Mashal Khan hereinal'ler 

rd'erred m as ihc. appellant has prererred the inslam appeal againsi 

order tinted 09.‘-1,2012 communicated ui ihc appcllani on 

vide which, his-departmental appeal against origi.nal order dated 

10.10.2005 ofremoval from service was rcgrelled,

;

Uriel’ Tacts giving rise la the present appeal are tlial ihe 

appellant was appoinled as Chuistahle. in-h ItP Ma'lakand I'.ange

•. Idu iippi 'ii'ii inonl i'

round absent I'rom duty Tor a perind oT 2 rnonihs and i-t ilavs and

■ alter conducting enquiry removed Trom scrvlee. vide order claied

10,10.2005 whcrc-againsl tlcparlmc-nial appeal of ihe appeilani
j

■ wa.s relceicd on U9.d.2012 and hence the inslanl service appeal t'u 

2i-.05.2012.

b’

■ru (Inlri- il;iu‘(l ,07 .P.On";, Wlillu I'.ci'VMir, ;;•> lu; v\a:sY<r
)■ '

[

1

I: \
\
I

I
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ius of ihc* Icai-ncd counsel' lor llte\
We have heard arguhicnls 

parlies and perused Ihe record.

dial charge sheel daied 

on Ihe alleeiMions

Perusal or ihe record would sdg&csi

aiunicaled. lo dje appellani09.0R.200S was com
ol' iheorcling. 10 lindings/rcporl

Uirncd up in response
or wiU'ul absence, however, acc 

enquiry commillcc appellani had nol
lo

.1 duly and laelne an
„ulicc issued Ui Ihu sppullunl lor resuruuvu 

enquirv. 11 is pvideni tronvlhc ruPOVcMhul enquiry procuiiuru

nolTollowcdby ihc enquiry commUlce

ss'as \

^^.>as nehheras die appellani

,>ranv opporiuniiy

ol* ahscnec. 

'nol made In

wllh Ihe enquiry procccchnes

him . and, ruvihermore. In ease

nor
associaicd

alTordcd lohearing
, publiodUoa ol- any r.oticp-.n prescribed nreuners ivus

llic aUer,ed period of I'bserree wus 1

ol' ihei
die newspapers, rurlhcvmore

and. accordin'?, lo die siaiiee

I'v-iiiraaied in serviee
during Ihe days ol' mdilancy

werenpp.lbnl, simih.rly pbee.l employees

iilso cnlilledlosamclrcalmenl.
;iiid lh:u appciliinl wa.s

whereinVibjcclcd 10 enquiry

Ibtlowcd nor appellani
Since the appeHnnl wa.s

•;
l-;. , ppqher prescribed procedure rvss

ch Avc deem il more appropnaie U1•'i

ocialcd whh Ihe same as su

pugned original order daied l0.l0.2lM.Vcl as well as
scl aside ihe im 

mud urdui' diiiyi 
I die appellani in .■service.

di.;paruuenlad;'' l"‘'

and lhai ihc plea

ihereid* reins'aiv 

Mulcnis :u dh^''i>' j 
pv;;h, il' ia:ed h'-'.l 

ol'i

unhsf.Mdalita'nQ.d-?«l^. ih-'d ih' 

placing \he I'csp'

.•d lo'ami\\‘A

; ol' reinsiaicmenl

also be lakcn Inio accouni

of Ihc apphllani in rcspeci 

- ui. service shallsimilarly placed persons uv
concluded wdlhin iJU: a period o 

In case lin:

h-v which shall be. during the enquiry

ol* rccclpl or ihis juclumcni2 mohili rroih

b
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKPITUNtCHWA SERV1C1£ TRIBUNAL, • « *.*.
CAMP COURT SWAT

Service Appeal No. 957/2016

■()^.0S.20.I6 

■ ^ 07.12.2017

Date onnslilulion...

Dale.of decision...1

Shoukat All son of Muhammad Shafiq, R/O Kokari Mingom Swml lr,>;rCon^bIe
(Appellant)

;
No. 4741, FR? Platoon No. 83, P.S Mingora Swat.i >.

1

Versus!.

Superintendent of Police, FRP Malakand Region, Malakand and two others. "
(Respondents)

1.

ARBAB SAIFUL KAMAL 
Advocate

1

For appellant. .■:
i

;
MR. KABIRULLAH KHATTAR 
Addl Advocate General lAir respondents.

MR. NIAZ MU1TAM.M/\D K>IAN 
MR MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL,

CHAIRMAN
MLMIIIER

I

‘••-s

JUDGMENT

NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN: • 'Phis jtidgment shall 4so1
\;

• disposed of other connected appeals No. 697/2016 Muliainmad Said, No.

...........958/2016 Fazal Yaseen, No. 959/2016 Alzal Kiiiin. 'and No. 961/2016 Umar All

‘ ' as in all the appeals common questions of law and facts are involved.

j

r
.t

f. .
r

Arguments of the learned counsel for the panics heard and record perused.2.1

FACTS
• \\ •

3. The appellant Shaukai All, Umar All and Afzal Khan wore removed 

from ■ "sep/ice_ on 28.08.2016, the appellant Fazal Yaseen was removed from

:

••

ATTESTED



4

o-r «r.-

service on 02.02.200,9 and ihe appcllani MuhanMiKid 

service on 21.09.2009. 

which were

Saccd was rctnuviid Itoiti 

The appellants then Hied dcparin-ieiual appeals belatedly 

rejected then the.appcllani also approached this Tribunal belaicdjy 

within the stipulated time.
not

ARGUMENTS

• k
4. The learned counsel for the appellants argued that the very, orders of

I

removal .from service are vVid

retrospective effect. That in-view of judgment reported 

limitation shall run against void order.

'.v
1

because all these orders have been given!
•>;
■xi

I

as 19S5-SCM11.1178 no
;

:
■v;

I 5. On the other hand the learned Addl. 

departmental appeals are hopelessly time barred, 

meaning of Rule 11 -A of Khyber Pakhiunkhvva i'oliee 

^ ^ enlarge the period of limitation. That all ihe coda! formalities

department.

Advocate General argued that the ■

Dial the revision within the
•••

lUdes, 1975 could not
A-

1

luliilled by thewere

!

CONCLTISTON
-1

T.J 6. Regardless of other merits of ihe case ii.i 

these orders have been gi

judgments delivered by this Tribunal 

SGMR-1178 the retrospective order i 

against void order.

•IS an admiiied position that all

given reirospeciive cffcci and in view of so many

on the basis oi Judgment reported in 1985-

IS a void order ant! no ilmiialion shall ru n

• •, - 7. Since no limitation runs'against a void order, 

. revision would not curtail the rights of the
tiny successive appeals of 

appellants qua the limitation or in other

ATTEs JED i

^yh
Scr.-; • * •.!
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respect. Presuming that all other cleincms of due processes-have been complied 

_with, the void order.cannot be sustained on this.score alone.

!

,Vr',

8. As a sequel U) the above discussion, tne present appeals are accepted and '% 

the appellants arc rcinsiaicd in service. The department is however, at liberty to 

hold denovo proceedings in accordance wiili law within a period of ninety days. 

The intervening period shall, be subject to ihe Tinal outcome of the denoyo 

proceedings. Parlies arc left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the 

record room. ^

( c

' .

11!

Date of Preset*;;-:' r *
- Nur.-:.'.7i-.:r\V

Cop V

‘Ur--::

Tot..:
Nci.v: cre
Di'i'-: C.'-r.* •

■—/ X7^Date of Delivery c.! Cr;.’

1
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. BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,

PESHAWAR.
4

Service Appeal No. 508/2018.

Muhammad Ayub Ex-Constable No. 1460

(Appellant)

VERSUS

District Police Officer Swat and others

(Respondents)

-•>INDEX

S.No: Description of Documents Annexure Page

1 Para-wise Comments 1-4

2 Affidavit 5

3 Authority Letter 6

Copy of Appeal of the Appellant4 1

5 Order of RPO Malakand

Dis^ict Police Officer, Swat 
^Respondent No.Ol)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PEASHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 508/2018.

Muhammad Ayub Ex-Constable No. 1460

(Appellant)

VERSUS

District Police Officer Swat and others

(Respondents)

COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Preliminary Objections:-

a) The appeal has not been based on facts.

b) The appeal is not maintainable in the present form.

-c) The appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.

d) The appellant Is estopped to file the appeal.

The appellant has got no cause of action to file the present appeal.e

f) The appellant has not come to the Honorable Tribunal with clean hands..

FACTS:-

1. Para to the extent of enlistment in Police department pertains to record needs no 

comments while rest of the Para is incorrect because the appellant absented 

himself wilfully & deliberately and did not turn up despite repeated summons by 

the Enquiry Officer, hence, he was aw^ded appropriate punishment.

2. • Para not related as being member of Police Force, every official/officer should 

undergo the requisite course, hence, it does not mean that a person if, undergoes

■ -/

i
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J
/equisite courses, is exonerated from his future wrong deeds. Therefore, plea of 

the appellant is not plausible.

Incorrect, the punishment order enquiry report/ findings report is completely 

silent regarding non-service rather it has categorically been mentioned that the 

defaulter official (appellant) was summoned times & again to record his statement 

but to no avail, hence, the appellant was awarded major punishment of dismissal 

from service which does commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of 

appellant.

6.

Incorrect, the appellant while posted at Imam Derai check post, Police Station 

Kanju wilfully and deliberately absented himself from his lawful duty without 

proper permission of the competent authority vide DD No. 11 dated

17.10.2008, hence, he was issued charge sheet along with statement of allegations 

and an Enquiry Officer was nominated to probe into the conduct of defaulter 

official. During course of enquiry the appellant was summoned times and again to 

defend himself but he did not bother to do so because he had no defense to 

produce in his favour. Therefore, he was recommended for major punishment, 

hence the appellant was issued Final Show Cause Notice but this time too, the 

appellant did not turn up which clearly indicates the disinterest of appellant. After 

fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities the appellant was awarded 

appropriate punishment of dismissal from service vide OB No. 28 dated 

21.02.2009. It is worth to add here that the appellant absented himself from his 

lawful duty vide DD No. 11 dated 17.10.2008 but till dismissal from service i.e. 

21.02.2009 the appellant neither reported arrival nor joined enquiry proceedings 

which clearly depicts the lethargic attitude of appellant towards his official duties.

4.

5. - Incorrect. The appellant has filed appeal before the Regional Police Officer 

Malakand Region on 11/09/2017 which was badly time barred and filed on 

18/09/2017. (Annex “A” & “B”)-



3

6. Para already explained hence needs no comments.

7. Every case has its own facts and circumstances therefore, the fate of one case has 

no effects on other, therefore, plea of the appellant is not tenable in the eye of law.

8. As explained earlier the fate of one case has no effect on other hence, stance of 

the appellant is liable to be sent at naught.

GROUNDS;-

Incorrect. As every Police officer is under obligation to serve the department after 

enlistment hence, serving the department is not a clean chit that the delinquent 

official will not be dealt with departmentally for his wrong deeds.

a.

b. As the appellant categorically admitted his cowardice in this Para that he left the 

job due to fear of militants, hence on this score the_appeal of the appellant is not 
tenable.

■ Incorrect. As the appellant was not the only employee of Police who faced the so 

called deteriorated situation rather in the entire province every individual was 

passing through the same dilemma, therefore, stance of the appellant is not 
tenable in the eyes of law.

c.

d. Incorrect. The conduct of appellant does come within the purview of misconduct 

and cowardice. Hence, plea of the appellant is not plausible.

As explained earlier all legal & codal formalities were fulfilled where after the 

appellant was awarded appropriate punishment of dismissal from service which 

does commensurate with the gravity of misconduct of appellant.

e.

• f



f. Incorrect. As discussed in the proceeding Para, after fulfillment of all legal & 

codal formalities the appellant was awarded appropriate punishment which is 

legal and lawful hence, the same is liable to be maintained.

PRAYER:-
It is therefore, prayed that the appeal of appellant may be dismissed with

costs.

Provincial Poljce Officer 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar. 
(Respondent No.3)

^|^a)<>^rpl&''^flcer 
Malakand Region 
IRe^snnndent No., 2)

District Police Omc 
Swat

(Respondent No. 1)

V. ‘I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR. !)

Service Appeal No. 508/2018.

Muhammad Ayub Ex-Constable No. 1460

(Appellant)

VERSUS

District Police Officer Swat and others

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

We, the above respondents do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that

the accompanying Para-wise comments submitted in reply to above cited service appeal are

correct to the best of our knowledge and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable

Tribunal.

Tee Officer, 
Khyber PakhtunkiVjwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.03)

\J
Malakarra<Be

(Respondent No.02)
llpn at Saidu Sharif, Swat.

V

District Police Officer, Swaf^ 
J^Respondent No.Ol)

i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. 508/2018.

Muhammad Ayub Ex-Constable No. 1460

(Appellant)

VERSUS

District Police Officer Swat and others

(Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

We, the above respondents do hereby authorize Mr. Khawas Khan SI Legal Swat to 

appear in the Service Tribunal on our behalf on each date fixed in connection with titled Service 

Appeal and do whatever is needed.

P royipciatl^ I icfrOff i ce r, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

(Respondent No.03)

icer,
M^(b1(afi^Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat 

(Respondent No.02)

ICi

DIsfrict Police Officer, Swat. 
^(Respondent No.OX)
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I Froin ;, The .RsglorisS FoMce Officer, 
hSaiakand, at: Saldij Shadh '

The DsstE'Ect Pokce Offkars^ 
Swa.t^ Di'r lowe'?' snd DjiV

dated Saichs

ORDER-'

d T Ti,:J. SvvaO:.

mt i
f if “i

T • !' hTo' ••i'-
T, 'fi; •:

Upper.

^ 8o.
Sharif, the /2Q17.

Subject:1

Msrnorr'nrfjjmj^iV

; ,i
;.-r Apolicetionc .of l;he follovhny

■ in Service of the Dictricfs 
examined gnd filed-being time barred:-

•r

OX doljce orflcers in conne 

ae noted ogainiU each
With rGlnGtstemeni;

t S. U^oii and 'Wo
i^5stric5:i!

-....J1. Sx-Constable Ya=;ee-n Khanb: i\lo, 159L> Uir Lovve;-I • V.'

i«-'h; 2 - - Co n s ta 01 e M u h a m im, a d 

tx-Cor:stad!e Aieem Shah No. x?3 

i-X-Constable Anwar

n AN Ay Lib Mo, 1..4G0 SAvatn '*
3JO;

:Si Dir Lovvcr ;
•L__A ■ 4V■v5j Shah No, '126 5 w a. r.IN 5.Uf Tx-Coriatable Habib Ur Rehman No, 877 

Ex-SPF Fazal Khailg No, 1.55 

bx-SPF Awrang Zeb No, 613 

L.x-;;f-F Saleem Bahadar No, S87 

^Bx-‘,_ia5a-IV Rahim Uliah

7,-- I S»Ir Upper? •

6,!: H'V' '
Swa.c iA,

i- • 7.
Svoat

8K .i
B'Jiier

9.i:<
S^ir Upperi- j-.;

hr; .i-
,1 he applicants■; ri niay be inrormed.....c c 0 rd 1 n q 1 y ^ pleasek i;
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r

v‘.
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L
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// ll)l/}, ^ j\\ t'-\. / i

A I 7X I

AAj ?/ V/7i; /
I

i] !
J



irT;75j;T7ipi-7.T'.- .--^r • -x,- -r • — •«?‘W
‘T-

■;

’ '■ •^\' ' ';';

•ORDER ..' •V.

V.

Air-the.Ex-Officials,Who,dismissed7'yischar:9?d^frd,n-i,servicd3;'id-7^td;
•" "S

their ab^sehee during the past insurgency,. have"bGen ■drderedrand re-jrvsta'tGdh'by7th-e 

Region' Police Chief Swa't orders, issued; vide -Region Office'Sw3tCN!:0..'.td'?.l'4--l6/E':d.dt'ed ■ /I

!'
30/ 11/2010,. are strictly directed to-report their arrival,to OASt of District Police office.

bwnt vyithin toi'tnight (15 da-ys) from the issuarice' of this order,- other wise tf'ieir arrivaf

report will not be considered and .accepted at the deleted stage i.'e. beyond the fixed. 

I.Teriod. However, the OASI of' the' office is directed to' get an , affi'davit from -each 

Ex-bh1cid,l to the-erfect that he wili never in submit any kind of appeal / mercy;petition 

for the grant of ali bsck benefits p'srtaining to the period, for v/hich,.,&h,ey remained .out 

of service / absented himself. '

;

.I
!

I
,4 i

c'^7| :■
7.•

District PQ"tice.:0'fficerV Sv\fat
-+• .t *

i
.-zbac/EC Dated cff/vMO. / !>.• 72010—ilZr.]'__

9• •
Gopies to the:.P

Deputy Insoector General of Police, 
favour of information please.

Additional ^superintendent of .Police t pper Swat, ' 
Superintendent of FRP Swat, '
OSP/Headq jarter.'
All SDF'Os.. , . ■
Office Establishment Clerk.
OASJ of District Police Office .Swat,

I-' .;Malakand Region. Saidu Sharif'Swat for •
r

f

4-
S

• 6

S.
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MfORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

S. A. No. 508 /2018

Muhammad Ayub D.P.O & Othersversus

RE PLICATIQ N

Respectfully Sheweth.

Preliminary Obiectiong;

All the preliminary objections are illegal and incorrect. No 

in support of the same is ever given as to why appeal is 

not based on facts, the same is not maintainable, is bad for non 

and mis-joinder of necessary parties, estoppel, cause of action 

and un clean hands.

reason

ON FACTS

1. In response to para No. 01 of the reply, it is submitted that due to 

the abnormal situation absentee was made not only by the 

appellant but unlimited employees who were later on reinstated 

into services either by the department herself or by the this 

hon'ble Tribunal.

Not correct. No wrong deed was made.2.

3. Not correct. The enquiry was not conducted as per the mandate of

law but self made report was prepared which is not tenable in,the 

eyes of law.

4. Not correct. Order of dismissal from service: was void as the same

was given retrospective effect. No Charge Sheet or Show Cause 

Notice was served upon appellant regarding the subject matter.

5. Not correct. The para of the appeal is correct regarding 

submission of appeal and its rejection.



r
(■'

C 6. Not correct. The authority is legally bound to show the 

order upon the defaulter. Limitation can only be run from the date
of receipt of order and not from the date borne on the impugned 

order.

receipt of

7. Not correct. The case of the appellant is at par with the case of 
the reinstated employees by the respondents.

8. As above.

GROUNDS:

All the grounds of the appeal are legal and correct while 

that of the'reply are illegal'and'incorrect. The same are again
adopted.. As for as cowardice is concerned, the same bear no

major punishment but fine and forfeiture of approved service. No 

departmental enquiry was conducted in legal manner.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal be 

accepted as prayed for.
'* c

Appellant

Through

Saadullah Khan IMarwat 
Advocate,Dated: 10-01>2019

AFFIDAVIT

I, Muhammad Ayub, appellant do hereby solemnly affirm and
declare that contents of the Appeal & replication are true and correct 
to the best of my knowledge and belief while that of reply of
respondents are illegal and incorrect.

I reaffirm the same on oath once again to be true and correct as 

per the available record.

DEPONENT
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<- KfilffiSR PAKirrURKUTA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
All communications should be 
addressed to the Registrar KPK Service 
Tribunal and not any official by name.

i

m3 /STNo.i

091-9212281 
Fax;-091-9213262

Dated; /2»22

To

The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Swat.

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 508/2018 MR. MUHAMMAD AYUB.

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
24.01.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for compliance please.

End: As above

REGISTRAR

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

PESHAWAR
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