
ORDER
28.01.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Noor Zaman 

Khattak, District Attorney for respondents present. Arguments heard and

record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, placed on file of Service 

Appeal bearing No. 5/2018 titled ”Noor-UI-Amin Versus The Regional 

Police Officer, Malakand, Saidu Sharif Swat", the impugned orders are set 

aside arid the appellant is re-instated in service. Since the appeal is 

decided on technical grounds more so while keeping in view the conduct 

of the appellant, he is not entitled to any of the back benefits, hence the 

absence period as well as the intervening period during which the 

appellant not performed duty shall be treated as extra-ordinary leave 

without pay. The department is at liberty to conduct de-novo inquiry 

against the appellants in accordance with law. Parties are left to bear their 

own costs! File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
28.01.2022

Q
n/

(AHMAD SDLTAN TAREEN) 
CHAIRMAN ■

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (E)

■i ■ ■
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Petitioner in person and Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah, 
DDA for the respondents present.

25.01.2022

Arguments on restoration application heard.

The application in hand has been submitted on 

11.01.2019 for restoration of the appeal, dismissed for 

non-prosecution on 31.12.2018. The application is well 
within time and duly supported by affidavit. Therefore, 
application is accepted and the appeal is restored to its 

original number. To come up for arguments on main 

appeal on 27.01.2022 before the D.B.

Chairman(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

q



Nemo • for the appellant. Mr. Khawas Khan, Inspector01.06.2021
(Legal) alorigwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate 

General for the respondents present. ,
Today's date was posted on Note Reader, therefore,, notice 

for prpsecution of the appeal be issued to appellant as well as his 

counsel and to come up for further proceedings before D.B on 

09.09.2021.

(SALAH-TTD^IN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

Junior to counsel for appellant present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 
for repsondetns present.

Lawyers are on general strike, therefore, case is 

adjourned. To come up for arguments on 25.01.2022 before

09.09.2021

■ Chairman(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)
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Due to.G0VID19,;the case is adjourned to 

(‘2-7 ^72020 for the same as before.
.2020

Due to summer vacations case to come up for the same on 

15.10.2020 before D..B.
12.08.2020

Miss. Uzma Syed, Advocate for appellant is present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondents 

is also present.
Learned counsel for the appellant is seeking adjournment. 

Adjourned to 09.12.2020 on which to come up for further proceedings 

before D.B.

15.10.2020

K
(Muhanimad Jamal Khan) 

MembertJttd4€+a4^—
(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 

Member (Executive)

V Due to COVID-19, case is adjourned to 01.03.2021 for the 

same as before.

09.12.2020

R
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tForm-A

FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of

Case No. 8/2018

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

2/1/2018^^-^^ The appeal of Mr. Ubaid Ullah resdSf^ted today by 

Uzma Syed Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Register 

and put up to Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

1

EGISTRAR

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing 

to be put up there on .2-

".w:.



X-
r^.ft

■

Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments 

heard. It was contended by learned counsel for the appellant 

that the appellant was serving in Police Department and 

during service he was dismissed from service on the 

allegation of his absence from duty vide order dated 

18.12.2008. It was further contended that the impugned order 

of dismissal from service was passed retrospectively from the 

date of his absence i.e 02.08.2008 -therefore, the same is void 

ab-initio and limitation does not run against such void order. 

It was further contended that the appellant also filed ^ 

departmental appeal but the same was rejected vide order 

dated 29.11.2017 hence, the present service appeal. It was 

further contended that since the impugned order is woid ab- 

initio therefore, the same is liable to be set-aside.

12.01.2018

/
/

The contentions raised by learned counsel for the 

appellant need 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 26.02.2018 before S.B.

AppSl’f^
SiiCUW

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member



26.02.2018 Counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG for respondents 

present. Written reply not submitted. Requested for adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come up for written reply on 13.03.2018 before 

S.B.

■k:
(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member(E)

13.03.2018 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. . Riaz 

Paindakhel, Assistant AG for the respondents present. Written 

reply ’ not submitted., Learned Assistant AG requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned, 'fo come up for vviilten 

reply/commcnts 26.03.2018 before S.B.

(M. Hamid Mughal) 
Member •. ,

Appellant alongwith counsel present Mr. ICabir IJlIah 

Khattak,'Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Rhawas Khan, S.l for the 

respondent present. Written reply not submitted. Reqiicsled lor 

adjournment. Adjourned. J.ast opportunity is granted. To come up 

for written rcply/eommcnts 10.04.2018 before S.B.

26.03.2018

tc#

Member

m *-/
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17^

Counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG alongwilh Mi. 

Khawas Khan, S.I for the respondents present. Written reply not 

submitted. Requested for adjournment. Adjourned. Another last.

, opportunity is granted. To come up for writteiVcommcnls on ■ 

24.04.2018 before S.B. ■

10.04.2018

‘r-

Member

;"
1

■' I

24.04.2018 Appellant in person and Addl; AG alongvvith Mr. Khawas Khan, 

S.I for the respondents present. Written reply submitted. 'I’o come up for 

•• .rejoinder and arguments on 11,07.2018 before IT.B.

Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Sardar Shaukat 

Hayal learned Additional Advocate Genera! present. Clerk to counsel 

for the appellant submitted rejoinder which is placed on file. Due to 

general strike of the bar, the case is adjourned. To come up 

31.08.2018 before D.B.

11,07.2018

on

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

■

. 7'’' -4
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•r Service Appeal No. 08/2018

31.08.2018 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District 

Attorney for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 08.10.2018 before D.B.

-5^
V/

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Riaz Ahmad 

Paindakhel, Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Khawas Khan, S.l (Legal) for 

the respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant 

requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 

on 12.11.2018 before D.B.

08.10.2018

(Muhammad Amin Kundi) 
Member

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

>

1^

512.11.2018 Due to retirement of Hon'ble Chairman, the 

Tribunal is defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned. To 

come up on 31.12.2018.

Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the appellant absent. Mr. 
Usman Ghani learned District Attorney present. Case called but 
neither the appellant nor his counsel turned up. Consequently the 
present service appeal is dismissed in default. No order as to 
costs. File be consigned to the record room.

31.12.2018

.ember Member

ANNOUNCED.
31.12.2018
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The appeal of Mr. Ubaidullah Ex-Constable No. 1662 Distt. Swat received today i 

28.12.2017 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

.e. on

Copy of departmental appeal is not attached with the appeal which may be placed 
on it.

2- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notice, enquiry report 
and replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

1-

/S.T,No

Dt.l2^ /2017

1^1
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ' ' ^

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Uzma Sved Adv. Pesh.

©1^

^ oil.«vw

NVa sW^(|s.vW^ rf'

vJsToJ^OLW

VxKilMaA



5
V

20.03.2020 Due to general strike of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar
Council, learned counsel for the appellant is not available 

today. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG for the 

Adjourned to 22.05.2020 

arguments or/reslspration application before D.B.

respondents present. for

;' \
V. i

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

I ’

I

»
I

;
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Riaz 

Khan Paindakhel learned Assistant Advocate General for the 

respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant seeks 

adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

15.11.2019 before D.B.

03.09.2019

V
(Hussain Shah)

Member

Syed Noman Bukhari, learned counsel for the applicant and 

Mr. Kabirullah'Khattak, Additional AG for the'respondents 

present. Learned counsel for the applicant requested for 

adjournment. Adjourned to 14.01.2020 ' for 'arguments on 

restoration application before D.B.

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

15.11.2019

(AhmSl^Iassan) 

Member
(M. Amjn Khan Kundi) 

Member, r

tV

iv ;

Due to general strike on the call of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Bar Council, learned counsel for the applicant is not available 

today. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents 

present. Adjourned to 24.02.2020 for arguments on restoration 

application before D.B.

14.01.2020\ ;

4

■'IT/

(Ahf^l^Hassan)^ 

Member
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
;

/M C-C’Ty’Ff^I-i.

i f-rV

^^-3-'tc’
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16.04.2019 Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Zia Ullah 

learned Deputy District Attorney alongwith Mr. Mir Faraz 

DSP for the respondents present and submitted written 

reply on behalf of the respondents No. 1 & 2. Adjourned. 

To come up for argument on restoration application on 

31.05.2019 before D.B. Original record be also 

requisitioned for the date fixed
r •

■ !

(Hussdin Shah) 
Member

(M. Amin Khan Kiindi) 
Member1. ■ ;

•V

^ 31.05:2019 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongwith 

Mir Faraz DSP for the respondents present. Clerk to counsel for 

the appellant requested for adjournment 

appellant is not in attendance. Adjourned. To

Mr.

as counsel of the

come up for
■' ■/

arguments on 10.07.2019 before D.B.

n S’hah) 

Member
{ M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

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 03.09.2019 before D.B.

10.07.2019

■H-,

V

MemberMerpber
>„•

•.3' ' /
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

17/2019Misc. Application No.,

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

The application for restoration of Appeal No. 08/2018 

submitted by Mr. Ubaid Ullah by Uzma Saeed Advocate may be entered in 

the relevant Register and put up to the Court for pKoper order please.

11/01/20191

* 'I
\

REGlSTRAft^

DB-II BenchThis Misc. application be put up before2-

on

CHAmMAN

i

Counsel for the petitioner present. Notice of restoration application be04.03. >019

issued to th j respondents. To come up for reply and arguments on restoration

application on 16.04.2019 before D.B.
r

\ V ». •* t

(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

. HAMID MUGHAL) 
MEMBER

(IV

i'
r-'-
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICE TRIBUNAL.
PESHAWAR.

yhcr Pnkhtukhwa 
•crvice 'TVitiunal

^iary JNo.

D-I-Ieric,Dated2APPEAL NO. ./

v/s Deptt:

,1

APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION OF APPEAL NO.
o2 IQ WHICH WAS DISMISSED ON DEFAULT VIDE

ORDER DATED 31.12.2018.

RESPECTFiriT.Y SHEWETH;

Q g /^/gwas filed before this1. That the instant appeal No. 
Honorable Tribunal. '

2. That the instant appeal was in Argument stage at principle Bench 
Peshawar, on date 31.12.2018 the counsel for the appellant waiting 
for the bench. The counsel wait till 10 O’ Clock but the bench-II 
not started and then move to Bench-1 for Cases and the 
called forgone time and dismissed on default on today 31.12.2018 
between 10:15 am to 10:25.

was
case was

I-

3. That it is in the interest of justice that the appeal should be dealt 
merit rather to dismiss on default.

on

, It is therefore, most humbly prayed, that the instant 
appeal No. og /ok./S may be restore on the acceptance of 
this application.

APPELLANT 5
■J

Through: i:

Miss U^A SYED
cTy:^ &

Syed NOman Ali Bukhari
ADVOCATE, HIGH COURT 

PESHAWAR.

'T

a ■

-S

A ;■

i
■ i

• •*
'> ■

i ■-
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AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of application are true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief

DETONENT

^ V
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before the kpk service TRTRTTNAT peshaw

gAPPEAL NO. /20l%
•,SfC^yN,er -^nkSiitHjkhwa 

y«Sii-v\'ce''irral!,Tii‘sial ■

JM-tlUbaid ullah, EX- Constable, No. 1662 
Distt: Swat.

•Ct jac".- i'vJo

.33f:a;£€a

(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, Saidu Sharif, Swat. ' 
The District Police officer Swat.

1.
2.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE 

TRIBUNALS ACT,
29.11.2017 WHEREBY, THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL 

OF THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 

18.12.2008 HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR 
GROUNDS.

1974 AGAINST THE ORDER

NO GOOD

Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the appellant absent. Mr. 
Usman Ghani learned District Attorney present. Case called but 
neither the appellant nor his counsel turned up. Consequently the 
present service appeal is dismissed in default. No order as to 

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

31.12.2018,

Memberember
o

ANNOUNCED.
31.12.2018 ^

U' %

/Du IC ‘.I,
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICE TRIBUNAT,
PESHAWAR.

APPEAL NO. 8 / <^0 I £

v/s Deptt:

APPLICATION FOR RESTORATTON OF APPEAT. NO
^ WHICH WAS'DISMISSED ON CiEFAULT VIDE

ORDER DATED 31,12.2018.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH!

2 /^/Swas filed before this1. That the instant appeal No. 
Honorable Tribunal.

6

2. That the instant appeal was in Argument stage k principle Bench 
Peshawar, on date 31.12.2018 the counsel for the appellant waiting 
for the bench. The counsel wait till 10 O’ Clock bi!it the bench-Il 
not started and then move to Bench-1 for Cases and the 
called for one time and dismissed on default on' today 31.12.2018 
between 10:15 am to 10:25.

was
case was

That it is in the interest of justice that the appeal should be dealt 
merit rather to dismiss on default.

on

It is therefore, most humbly prayed, that the instant 
appeal No. eg 7^/8 
this application.

fmay be restore on the acceptance of

APPELLANT

Through:

Miss U^A SYED

Syed NOniiln Ali Bukhari
ADVOCATE, .HIGH COURT 

PESPIAWAR.

rj
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before the kpk servtce trtrttnal pksh aw^^/ ; ,-

Z:icr
U

/.
c ,

V-

->v ..y'■1', ,./
APPEAL NO. /ZOl^E

'K^^ly^-r •T'xikSuvMukSi'VVfl)
>: .L-i;'-'-/' j C i.'. '■[rii'ii 8,1 itm O J

'/ir/MUbaid ullah, EX- Constable, No. 1662 
Distt: Swat.

. O'aac-%' No...

.!Df:i£SS4

(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, Saidu Sharif, Swat. 
2. The District Police officer Swat.

!.■

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE 

TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER 
29.11.2017 WHEREBY, THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL 

OF THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
18.12.2008 HAS BEEN RE.IECTED FOR NO GOOD 

GROUNDS.

Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the appellant absent. Mr. 
Usman Ghani learned District Attorney present. Case called but 
neither the appellant nor his counsel turned up. Consequently the 
present service appeal is dismissed in default. No order as to 

costs. File be consigned to the record

31.12.-201-8

room.

Member.Member
yA

C
announced.

31.12.2018■ r-'.-.
r

/'/
I'L .......
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BEFORE. THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICE TRIBIJNAT.
PESHAWAR.

APPEAL NO. g / I i

v/s Deptt:V^oc.C^^ A

' application for restoration of iAPPEAT. NO.
og ? WHICH was: DISMISSED ON P>EFAITT,T VTDT

ORDER DATED 3M2.2Q18.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

G ? /'9o/gwas ^fileci before thisThat the instant appeal No. 
Honorable Tribunal.

2. That the instant appeal was in Argument stage it principle Bench 

Peshawar, on date 31.12.2018 the counsel for the appellant waiting 
for the bench. The counsel wait till 10 O’ Clock bit the bench-II 

not started and then move to Bench-1 for Cases and the 
called for one time and dismissed 
between 10:15 am to 10:25.

was 
case was 

on default onl today,31.12.2018

3. That it is in the interest of justice that the appeal Miould be dealt 
merit rather to dismiss on default.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed,) that the instant 
appeal No. /^/8 

, this application.

on

may be restore onhhe acceptance of

, i
appIlllant ,

Through:

A SYED
'N. &

Syed NOman Ali Bukhari
ADVOCAT-E, HIGH COURT 

PESHAWAR.



" s'v 'n'• ■•>1?:':*, '.'M ,•

S'

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
*r\ Service Appeal No.08/2pl8

Ubaidullah Ex-Constable No.1662 District: Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

The District Police Officer, Swat.

1.

2.

•,™ (Respondents)

INDEX

S.No: Description of Documents Annexure Page

1 Para-wise Comments 1-3

2 Affidavit 4

3 Authority Letter 5

•i

DistrictYpjice Officer, Swat 
(Rfe^ond^iilNo.02)

[I
S

.'.F ..

'I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.08/2018 

Ubaidullah Ex-Constable No.l662 District: Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

1. The Regional Police Officer/Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

The District Police Officer, Swat.2.

■™ (Respondents)

Parawlse comments on behalf of Respondents.

Respectfully shewith:
Preliminarily objection:-

1. That the service appeal Is time barred.

2. That the service appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

3. The instant appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 

parties.

4. That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct.

5. That the appellant has concealed material facts from this Honorable 

Tribunal.

6. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to prefer 

the instant appeal!

7. The appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean hands.

ON FACTS

1. Para to the extent of employment in Police Department pertains to 

record, hence need no comments

2. Correct to the extent that appellant was dismissed from service after 

fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities as appellant while posted at 

Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Lines Swat absented himself from lawful duty 

vide daily diary No.04 dated 06/01/2009 without prior permission/leave 

of the competent authority.

3. Incorrect. The appellant while posted to Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Lines 

Swat, willfully and deliberately absented himself from lawful duty vide 

daily diary No.04 dated 06/01/2009 without prior permission/leave of the 

competent authority, hence he was issued charge sheet, statement of

I



allegations, duly served on appellant and enquiry officer was nominated 

to probe into the conduct of appellant. Despite repeated 

summons/Parwanas the appellant bitterly failed either to submit his 

reply or joined enquiry proceedings meaning thereby that he had 

defense to provide in his favor. It is worthwhile that right from the date 

of his absence i.e 06/01/2009 till the order of dismissal i.e 12/10/2009, 

the appellant neither repeated his arrival nor bothered to Join enquiry 

proceedings rather remained dormant which clearly depicts his 

disinterest in his official duties. Therefore after fulfillment of all legal and 

codal formalities the appellant was awarded appropriate punishment of 

dismissal from service which does commensurate with the gravity of 

misconduct of appellant.

no

4. Incorrect. Each and every case has its own facts and circumstances, hence 

plea of the appellant is not plausible.

5. Incorrect. As discussed earlier each and every case has its own facts and 

circumstances, hence plea of the appellant is not tenable in the age of 

Law, moreover the appellant after dismissal from service kept mum and 

after lapse of almost 08 years he preferred departmental appeal at a very 

belated stage which was rejected being badly time barred, therefore, 

stance of the appellant is devoid of any merit, hence liable to be set aside 

at naught.

6. Para already explained needs not comments..

7. That appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following 

grounds.

GROUNDS

A. Incorrect. The respondents have no grudges or ill wiir against the 

appellant, hence stance of the appellant has no legal footings to stand

on.

B. Incorrect. The order passed by the competent authority is legal and 

lawful which was passed after fulfillment of codal formalities.

C., Para explained earlier needs no comments.



rv.\

D. Incorrect. Since the respondents have no grudges against the appellant, 

hence discrimination on part of respondents is immaterial

E. Para explained in the preceding paras, therefore needs no comments.

F. Incorrect. The appellant has been treated in accordance with law.

G. Incorrect. As discussed earlier the appellant was summoned and 

informed time and again but he did not bother to join enquiry 

proceedings for reasbn that he had nothing to produce in his defense.

H. That the respondents also seek the permission of this Honorable Tribunal 

to adduce additional grounds at the time of hearing.

PRAYER:-

In view of the above comments of answering respondents, it is prayed 

that instant appeal may be dismissed with cost.

k: T"
Swat

lice Officer, 
Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, 

(Respondent No.l)

District Pohee Of^er, Swat. 
(Respondem No.2)

-■i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.08/2018

Ubaldullah Ex-Constable No.1662 District: Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

The Regional Poiice Officer, Maiakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

The District Poiice Officer, Swat.

1.

2.

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

We, the above respondents do hereby soiemnly affirm on oath and deciare that the 

contents of the appeal are correct/true to the best of our knowledge/ belief and nothing has 

been kept secret from the August Tribunal.

Regional Poffce"Dfficer, 
Maiakand Region at Saidu Sha^ Swat 

(Respondent No.l)

District Pofjc^sOfficer, Swat. 
(Resporra^t No.2)

i

j

iI



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
r-:

Service Appeal No.08/2018 

Ubaidullah Ex-Constable No.1662 District: Swat.

...... (Appellant)

Versus

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

The District Police Officer, Swat.

1.

2.

(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.

Regional Pdnce Officer^/— 
Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif; Swat 

(Respondent No.l)

1
r

District PoIrw^Jfficer, Swat. 
(Respond^t No.2)

f

i

I



BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

M_/2018Service Appeal No.

Police Deptt:VS

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

Preliminary Objections:

(1-7) All objections raised by the respondents are 

incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are 

estopped to raise any objection due to their own 
conduct.

FACTS:

Admitted correct by the respondents as the 
service record is laying in the custody of the 
respondents.

1

2 Incorrect. While para-2 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

3 Incorrect. While para-3 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant. 
Moreover, if the charge sheet, statement of 
allegation and final show cause notice was issued, 
then it is duty of the department the same could 

be annexed with the appeal but the department

j



'r>'
fail to do so its means that no codal formalities 

were fulfilled before imposing major penaity.

Incorrect. While para-4 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.
4

Incorrect. While para-5 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.
5

Incorrect, hence denied misleading. While para-6 

of the appeal is correct as mentioned in the main 

appeal of the appellant.

6

Incorrect, hence denied misleading. While para-7 

of the appeal is correct as mentioned in the main 

appeal of the appellant.

7

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect. The orders of the respondents are 

against the law, rules and norms of justice 

therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

B). Incorrect. While para-B of the appeal is correct 
as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

C) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-C of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-D of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

D)

E) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-E of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the ■ 
appellant.

F) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-F of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.



Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-G of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

■ G)
■

H) Legal.

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

APPELLANT

Through:
(UZM^YEB)

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

&

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of rejoinder are 

true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. S /201^

Ubaid ullah V/S Police Deptt:

INDEX

S.No. Documents Annexure Page No.
1. Memo of Appeal 1-4
2. Copy impugned order -A- 05
3. Copy order -B- 06
4. copy of rejection order -C- 07-08
5. Vakalat Nama 09

„ V

APPELLANT

THROUGH:

(UZMA SYED)

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI
(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR)

!

■•! .

-c

B V
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■BEFliRjEiTHE KPK. SERVICE tRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
: ■ ' !.■■■'■ V

; S!erwiGerApp€!aHNo. C7 9. 72018

VS Police Deptt:
UbetidDttju^

REMmNStERmNxBEHALF OF APPELLANT

RESREEilEHill;l£YaSHiEWF1^H» '
'V

RreliirniiiaFvM!iK^etetiiipnfi: If
V>t. r;

(1-7) obJ|ctions raised by the respondents 
inGprreGt and baseless. Rather the respondents are 

estopped to raise any objection due to their 
conduct.

are

own

FAOS:

1 Admitted correct by the respondents 

service record is laying in the custody of the 
respondents.

IncQ^ct. While para-2 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main

Incornect. While para-3 of the appeal 1s correct as 
ei|en|ioned in. the main appeal of the appellant. 
I^pr^^er, if the charge sheet, statement of 

end final show cause notice was issued, 
fren^it iS. duty of the department the same could 
bp annexed with the

as the

2 /

appeal of the appellant.

3

appeal but thb department
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so vits means that no codal formalities 
vyerefiplfllied-before imposing major penalty.

iBCoteet.- While para-4 of the appeal is correct as 

rnentteed^in the main appeal of the appellant.

IncQrfept. While para-5 of the appeal is correct as 

rnentiohed in the main appeal of the appellant.

liacorreet; hence denied misleading. While para-6 
#thp^ap[^ai is correct as mentioned in the main 

appeaMf the appellant.

Mcorrect, hence denied misleading. While para-7 
of the^appeal is correct as mentioned in the main 
a ppeal; of the a ppel la nt.

4

5

6

7

f

GimiiNDSi

A) Iru^i|eGt. The orders of the respondents 

against the law, rules and norms of justice
therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

; ;

Incorrect. While para-B of the appeal is correct 
as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appiellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-C of the appeal 
is cojirect as mentioned in thq main appeal of the 
appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-D of the appeal
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

are

B).

G):

D)

E) Inconrect. Incorrect. While para-E of the appeal 
IS correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appelant.

F) Incprrect. Incorrect. While para-F of the appeal 
IS correct as: mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appgjlant.

■J
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. G) ineorrect. While para-G of the appeal 
iS:G©fil^ ;as:m in the main appeal of the
apipelitnt.

■v'

H) tegal.
*

;r
It isy fhppefor^, most humbly prayed that the appeal 

of appel;la:nt may kindly be accepted as prayed for.
■-?

;

APPELLANT

Through:
(UZK^YED)

&(

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
ADVOCATE/PESHAWAR.

. f

;

It Is affirmed Land: declared that the contents of rejoinder 
true and correcttothe best of my knowledge and belief.

are

V

•r!

; .
;-i

!

I

'H
::

/:■

i

■
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BEliQfeE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
V -

i

Sf nHC@ A|}p@a I i N o. n ^ /2018;
.r

1'

■C
i

vs Police Deptt;
i

REmmmER^N BEHALF OF APPELLANT

’

f ■

RESREClEEI^Lli^lSHE^WETH:
'i t

PrelinainaiyffliiiieiEfeittiis: : ;

(1-7) ; AH: obj|ctiGns raised by the respondents 

InGorrect arid baseless. Rather the respondents are 
e^ppp^ to raise any objection due to their 

> cdriduct

are

own
J:-
J:

J
i

EAClfS'-s

1 Adrnifcfpd correct by the respondents as the 
service record is laying in the custody of the 
respoRdents.

«

IiicorrfiGti While para-2 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

:•

;■

2

3 Incorr^pct. While para-3 of the appeal is correct as 

tneritioned in the main appeal of the appellant. 
Moreover, if the charge sheet, statement of 
aHegplion and final show cause notice was issued, 
tipeh; it iS: duty of the department the 
bfe aphexed with the

y

same could 
appeal but the department

b



fail to do so its means that no codal formalities 

were fulfilled'before imposing major penalty.

Incorrect. While para-4 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

Incorrect. While para-5 of the appeal is correct as 

mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

Incorrect, hence denied misleading. While para-6 

of the appeal is correct as mentioned in the main 

appeal of the appellant.

Incorrect, hence denied misleading. While para-7 
of the appeal is correct as mentioned in the main 

appeal of the appellant. ■

4

5

6

7

GROUNDS:

A) Incorrect. TTie orders of the respondents 

against the law, rules and norms of justice 
therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

Incorrect. While para-B of the appeal is correct 
as mentioned 
appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-C of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-D of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

are

B).
in the main appeal of the

C)

D)

E) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-E of the appeal 
IS correct as, mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

F) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-F of the appeal 
IS correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 
appellant.

i
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. :g) InGorFpct.. IncoFFect. While para-G of the appeal 
is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the 

appellant.

H) * Legal.

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

APPELLANT

Through:
(UZwJ^YED)

&

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDA^T

It is affirmed; and declared that the contents of rejoinder 

true and correct: to the best of my knowledge and belief.
are

;

DEPONENT
«

>
' I

}

<

r. •

i
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before the KPK service TRIBUNAT. PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO. % IW\%
iKhrayber Pfj*<;htukhwa 

Tribunal

Ubaid ullah, EX- Constable, No. 1662 
Distt: Swat.

t>iary No.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, Saidu Sharif, Swat. 
The District Police officer Swat.

1.
• 2.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE 

TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER 

29.11.2017 WHEREBY, THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL 

OF THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 

18.12.2008 HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR 

GROUNDS.
NO GOOD

PRAYER: > •f
I

. ^

THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE 

APPEAL, THE ORDERS DATED 

18.12.2008 MAY PLEASE BE SET ASIDE
appellant may be reinstated in to service
WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. 
ANY OTHER REMEDY
TRIBUNAL Deems fit and appropriate
MAY ALSO BE AWARDED
appellant.

29.11.2017 AND 

AND THE

WHICH THIS AUGUST
THAT

IN FAVOUR OF

m



w-
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

FACTS:

Facts giving rise to the present service appeal are as under:

That the appellant was the employee of the police and was on the 

strength of the police force Buner.
1.

That during Taliban Militancy in Swat appellant was dismissed 

from the service by the respondent no.2 vide order dated 

18.12.2008. Copy of impugned order is attached as Annexure-A.

2.

That, neither any show cause, charge sheet, statement of allegation, 
inquiry, opportunity of defense, final show cause notice, 
opportunity of personal hearing has been served and provided 

respectively nor any publication has ever been made calling him for 

assumption of his duty.

3.

That some of the colleagues of the appellant have been re-instated 

by the respondent no. 1 vide OB NO 6421-22/E dated 1.11.2011.
Copy of order is attached as Annexure-B.

4.

That appellant upon getting Icnowledge of the aforesaid re
instatement order, immediately preferred departmental appeal 
before respondent no.l& requested therein that case of the appellant 
is at par with those police officer, who have been re-instated in to 

service vide order dated 01.11.2011, so the appellant has also 

entitled to re-instatement in principle of natural justice. The copy of 

departmental appeal may be requisite from the department, the 

same is not available with the appellant.

5.

That the departmental appeal of the appellant was rejected by 

respondent no.l vide order dated 29.11.2017 for no good grounds.
Copy of rejection order is attached as Annexure-C.

6.

That appellant being aggrieved of the impugned order of respondent 
and having no other adequate and efficacious remedy, file this 

service appeal inter-alia on the following grounds amongst others.

7.



3

GROUNDS:

A) That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law, 
rules and policy on subject and acted in violation of Article 4 of the 
Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 by the 
respondents and the appellant has been dismissed from his legal 
service without adopting legal Pre-requisite mandatory Legal 
procedure. The order passed in violating of mandatory provision of 
law, such order is void and illegal order according to superior court 
Judgment reported as 2007 SCMR 834. Hence the impugned order 
is liable to be set aside.

B) That the impugned order was retrospective order which was void in 
the eye of law and also void according to Superiors Court Judgment 
reported as 2002 SCMR 1129. 2006 PLC 221 and KPK Service 
Tribunal Judgment titled as Abdul Shakoor Vs Govt of KPK,

C) That the appeal of the appellant was rejected on the ground that the 
appeal is time barred but according to superior court judgment 
reported as 2015 SCMR 795 there is no limitation was run against 
the void order. Moreover, the Supreme court of Pakistan has laid 
down vide reported judgment PLD 2003 SC 724 and 2005 PLC 
(CS) 796 that the delay if any shall be condoned in respect of 
employee where delay already condoned in identical circumstances. 
All the person shall be treated equally who are sailing in the same 
board,

D) That the appellant has highly been discriminated. Other police 
officials, who were also dismissed with appellant have been 
reinstated by the respondent No.l, whereas, appellant has been 
denied the same treatment. The case of the appellant is similar and 
identical in all respect with those, who have been reinstated.

That neither charge sheet, statement of allegation, show cause 
notice was not served upon the appellant nor was inquiry conducted 
against the appellant, which was necessary and mandatory in law 
before imposing major punishment which is violation of law, rules 
and norms of justice.

F) That the appellant has not been treated according to law despite he 

was a civil servant of the province, therefore, the impugned order is 

liable to be set aside on this score alone.

E)

G) That no chance of personal hearing was provided to the appellant 
and as such the appellant has been condemned unheard throughout.

H) That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 
proofs at the time of hearing.



w
It is, therefore most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT
Ubaid ullah

THROUGH:

(UZMA S¥ED)

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI)
ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR

/

/

...
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(Cf ORDER
•. • J

V

This order will dispose off the ^enquiry
Constable Ubaiduilah No. 1662, who while posted toj Police Lines absented himself 

from duty with vide DD No.52, dated. 02/08/20C8 and failed to report. Thus 

absented himself from his legitimate duty and a rejtort to t;his eftect wc)s entered 

at.Police Lines vide DD No.52, dated 02/08/2008. \ ' ■ , . . ■
i

He was issued charge sheet with statement of allegations. . 

Enquiry.was initiated against him and DSP Legal was appointed as Enquiry OffiCGir. ‘ * 
The Enquiry Officer in hts finding report sub.mittecj that, the defaulter Conslabte 

was summoned time and again, but did not appear lo record his statement, rience 

recommended for Major punishment of the fenquiry Officer., He'was, issued 

Final Show Cause Notice No. 366/E, dated 03/1.1^2008 but no reply has been 

received.

initiated against

}

i

i ■ I:
$

he was•i
}

I:•
1

This constitutes misconduct, |owardice on his part and as 

such he is liable for action under section 5 sub se:tion (4) of the Removal from 

service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000 (Amendment) Ordinance 2001.

This constitutes misconduct/disipterest on his part and as such 
he is liable for action under section 5 Sub Section (i^) of the Removal from service 

(Special Power) Ordinance 2000 (Amendment) Ordinance 2001-and dispose with 

the enquiry proceeding as laid down in the Ordinance and am, further satisfied 

chat'thpre is no ne.ed._of holding further departmenjial enquiry. Since the defaulter ^ 

. Cpnstablc has, been found guilty' of gross , mic:cdnduct. as-.d“f)'ned in the said
' ' j

Ordinance,-I Mr. Dilawar Khan Bangash DPO Swat as a .competent authority, 

therefore impose major penalty by dismissing him| from .service frorh the .date of 

absence i.e 02/08/2008.

f '

i
a

t

f
•I;

: <1St
r

II )
V
h

Order announced. fs :|V’
I

\
N.

/ t v • ■ }f. / -i.
j District^Police Officer, SwaHI

i: \
% • '

0:B.- No.
1

Dated.._/..^j./ \\%
•*

J
I

f
A
\l I

!

\ I
J

iI

{

I
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ir
ORDER

if/
Veil 'of. tho ProVTn-eial-••Roli>;.•j.;0{1■i.CGl^■ KlTyb'-'

' .H ■

had been constituted vide:'.this office No:-100:-1“'jo
WHEREAS as; per the appn' 

' ' i-’UKshtunkhwe e ComiTiittee

. , D-

and- 90-94/E dated- 03/01/2013;,!:'headed by- DP.O Bur,-.-dated 124/11/20.10
reconsider the cases of the personnel dismissed duringj^iiitancy:; ■■ ■

has, .cirterilthorough ' deliberations 'and 
of, Che relevant record, submitted . it rindi.f|ibs vide No:'■■5422/E dated

ii •

AND WHEREAS' the ComnVittoc-j
i

scrufny
27/^0/2011 wOorein 16 personnel l-.avn b(;nn ■ ecoiiKnendecJ for reinsKternent ,n

/i

iiif
0

5>servico.
I•i'-

,if>[)rnv.il oi- ihci’Provincia! .Police d.-:

I'lereby uU
NOW THEREFORE ns pC-T Ihe

ii tpersonnel recommended by ■ th^o-CommittOG are . - i
servU-ft with effect fromlthe date of the!' diiimissai. /The period during wh.!Ch they 

remained out of service: after dismissal and the period of thoir aDsence -will 1,.^- 

ij-L'-.mas leave without pay.

fotldwifig

IIIi

‘ ' MI: • '
.A-..

5:^Name and Tio. ....

Ex-ConsUibiti Snjjod Ali No'. 32
S.,No

I1.
, Ex-Constable Jehan ZeD No. 519________
Ex-ConsLdble Shank,at All ■■^o. 41B___ ^___
Ex-Constabie'Said Nav^ab.Shah No.^l-^^^_

I .Ex-Constubie Nawab All No. iSS______

i Ex-Constable NaG'ei‘n_No_>__ 20^______
j Ex-ConstabiG IrfanuHalr Np_;;__^_Z,0........

Ex-Constable Noor 2ada ,Nb.^_527___

Ex-ConstabteJ^\r Al'' No-; 511___ .....

EX'ConstciblG Liaqat All 

Ex-Constabie Sher Akbar
Ex-Coiistablc Inamullah No. 555__^___

Ex-Constable SamiuUah Np^ ____
;■ Ex-Constable Sher Ghan!_hl^_^502_-_____
”"Ex-Constabie.Saitl bmrafVShah No. 529...

' Ex-Coi-iStable Sliah_Aurang;.Zob Np._593; ....

V@2.
3.

4',

! 5- i
iii 7 II
j:8 'MI9.-. 1. 'I10. ^ I. - i11. • li

/ I.12. I': 1'1..*
'■ t3

s: 14.
• ■-—

15. I16. .I I
'-'■^jjrdoriijnnouncad. '/

• ''•v

Deputy Iifeector; General or-^°-' 'T 
MalakcilUl j|cgion, S:;iiclu ^*■'*''^ '5^

J %/■

/
/

V
U)\ im-o.bjnL 1^' C:

toted- /// /.201Q. . r.'

' - Copv'lorlinfor/n-ail 1.011 and neceyshi'y-action 10 .the

Proviacial pailce OTOcer: kh/ber Pukhtunkhwa/'Peshowcir.

/ •.

1.
Disfnet Polled Cfl'ia^ri' buner.■)

'•v

i uJ4 iki
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OFFICE OF THE
i^fotonat. po]lice officer, MALAKAND -

AT SAIDU SHARIF SWAT.
P!i: 0946-924^i^SI-itS & FiixNn. 0946-92403^_

Email:
immm

S.'*’ Tif!
Mi

■J-'amk.»'ii

../:
ORMEl

The following EK-Constables / Ex-SPF of the Districts noted against each.
Their applications were thoroughly examinedsubmiiied applications for reinstatement in Service, 

and found long time barred having no legal justification to consider, hence hereby filed.-

Date of DismissalDistrictName and NoS. No
12/10/2009SwatEk-Constable Noor-ul-Amin No. 75/RRaf*
26/01/2009SwatEx-Constable Naseer Ullah Khan No. 14282.
12/12/2008SwatEx-Constable Ubaid Ullah No. 1662

05/12/200SSwatEx-Constable Saeed Ullah No. 1655..

15/Q2/2003SwatEx-Constable Muhammad Ibrahim No. 5995.

16/01/2013Dir LowerEx-Constable BakhfZaman No. 17196.

O5/0S/2OO8Dir LowerEx-Constable Atta Ullah No. 5687.

07/07/2009Dir LowerEx-Constable Tahir Khan No. 7818.

□1/09/2014BunerEx-Constable Ruhul Amin No. 10129.

30/05/2009Ex-Constable Aurang Zeb No, 390 Buner10.

02/01/2009ShanglaEx-Constable Tawseef Ahmad No. 25811.
01/07/2016Dir UpperEx-Constable Sher Wall No. 105012.

15/08/2016Ex-Constable (SPO) Nihar Muhammad No. 381 Buner13.

10/08/2017Ex-Constable (SPO) Imtiaz Ur Rehman No. 474 Buner14.

Ex-Constable (SPO) Zafar Ali No. 319 ' 02/02/2017Buner15,

14/03/2016Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Tariq No, 97 Buner16.

14/03/2016Ex-Constable (SPO) Lajbar Khan No. 27917. Buner

11/01/2013Ex-Constable (SPO) Bakhtawar 2eb No. 474 Dir LowerIS.

09/02/201619. Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Rafiq No. 162 Dir Lower

Ex-Cunstable (SPO) Shah Fahad No, 245 11/01/201720. Dir Lower

Ex-Constafale (SPO) Naik Amal No. 81721. 16/09/2016Dir Lower

22. Ex-Coristabie (SPO) Rahmatullah No. 459 03/02/2017Dir Lower

Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Darwish No. 39823. 24/02/2017Dir Lower

Ex-Constable (SPO) Nadar Khan No. 23SS24. 14/06/2017Swat

Ex-Constable (SPO) Umar Rahman No. 282825, 07/12/2016Swat

1Ex-Constable (SPO) Sher Ali No. 200126. 30/10/2012Swat
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/
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26/04/2017 •ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Rahim No. 2417
:

Swat27
05/11/2015Ex-Constable (SPO) Khan Muhammad No. 2352

Ex-Constable (SPO) Taj Muhammad No. 714 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Ghafoor No. 3053 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad 2ahir Shah No. 2045

Swat28.
24/05/2012Swat29.
lS/12/2016Swat30.
27/11/2013Swat31.
10/04/2017SwatEx-Constable (SPO) Hadi Khan No. 190232.
18/09/2015SwatEx-Constable (SPO) Kishwar All No. 3080 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Alam No. 1965 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Nazir Muhammad No. 3016

33.
19/04/2017 .Swat34.
03/12/2013SwatB5.
19/08/2013SwatEx-Constable (SPO) Taj Muhammad No, 21Q836.
26/10/2016Ex-Constable (SPO) Waheed Gu! No. 896 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Hazrat Umar No. 2132

Swat37.

25/01/2016Swat3a.

04/06/2015Ex-Constable (SPOjSyed Hassan No. 1194 Dir tower39.

The applicants of yours respective Districts may be informed accordingly.1

please.

(AKHTAR HAYAT -
Regional Police

Mainkand, at Saidu Sha^f Swat
wd

No. yE»

Bated / J /20I7.

Copy to All District Police Officers, in Malakand Region for information and . '
necessaty action. The applicants of yourrespective District may be informed accordingly please.

j|e**!4:AAAAAAAAAAAA>|t*#!(tAAAAAAAAAAAAAA»*5(i»ti,,
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’ GS&PD.KP-1622/5-RST-15,000 Forms-0S.07.17/PHC Jobs/Form A&B Ser. Tribunal/P2

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD). KHYBER ROAD.

PESHAWAR. /'
// ff *

/ -No. / /

of 20 ,.Appeal No. TJ
I

/ Appellant/Petitioner■ /

Versus/ ^ ^ i ■ / I

•/ .. ^r.<R^spondent/
.Ik ........'t /

■/ )
Respondent No. 1

. // rNotice to: /I

i " ' sj f ^; / C- ^
f ' ' '■ r * rv

WHEREAS an appeal/petitioh imder the provision of the North-West Frontier 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby informed that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal 
’“on...

.r^/

M;.*.M*.at 8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the 
appeljL^tj^tif ioi<er ^oi;i' £»e'^ liberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which 
the cai^e may be^post^ned either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, dvdy supported by your power of Attorney. You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

f

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufficient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

^Copy of appeal is attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide this

office Notice No.. dated» • ♦ » f •A »

Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this.

Day of. .20
;/ * •y

lyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.

Note: t The hours of attendance in tiie court are the same that of the 1^ CcTurt except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.
2. Mways quote Case No. While making any cofretpondence.

I
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EHYBEB PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

PESHAWAR.
t

(No.

oflOf T7Appeal No....

/ -■ /

r

Appellant/Petitioner
^ <

p/ . /. .4
i ■

\ersus
/i il . f " - 
/v'r*’***v-.....

p'-
‘ Respondent/ /

^ / L
i*Respondent No.i

- A

/ /
I r - ^ A

^ ^ I------' f ■

WHEREAS an appeal/petition under the provision of the North-West Frontier 
Province Service Tribunal Act, 1974, has been presented/registered for consideration, in 
the above case by the petitioner in this Court and notice has been ordered to issue. You are 
hereby informed that the said appeal/petition is fixed for hearing before the Tribunal 

on....^«. 
appe^nf/p<
the case may be postponed either in person or by authorised representative or by any 
Advocate, duly supported by yoiu* power of Attorney, You are, therefore, required to file in 
this Court at least seven days before the date of hearing 4 copies of written statement 
alongwith any other documents upon which you rely. Please also take notice that in 
default of your appearance on the date fixed and in the manner aforementioned, the 
appeal/petition will be heard and decided in your absence.

Notice to: (L r... ./■ ..

!; f
/

8.00 A.M. If you wish to urge anything against the 
etitioi^r younre aitdiberty to do so on the date fixed, or any other day to which

Notice of any alteration in the date fixed for hearing of this appeal/petition will be 
given to you by registered post. You should inform the Registrar of any change in your 
address. If you fail to furnish such address your address contained in this notice which the 
address given in the appeal/petition will be deemed to be your correct address, and further 
notice posted to this address by registered post will be deemed sufHcient for the purpose of 
this appeal/petition.

Copy of appeal is attached. Copy of appeal has already been sent to you vide this

ofRce Notice No. ;..dated.X.Vii.

(7^ ,/“ •
. Given under my hand and the seal of this Court, at Peshawar this....

•N

■!// r ^ 20,0^Day of.
/ .1

T^KhyCer P^ditunkhwa Service Tribunal, 
Peshawar.-•*

4
Note: 1. The hours of attendance in the court are the same ttiat of the High Court except Sunday and Gazetted Holidays.

2. Always quote Case No. While making any correspondence.

A
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
:V

APPEAL NO. . /2017

Ubaid ullah, EX- Constable, No.1662 
Distt: Swat.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. .The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, Saidu Sharif, Swat.
2. The District Police officer Swat.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE 

TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER 

29.11.2017 WHEREBY, THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL 

OF THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 

18.12.2008 HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR NO GOOD 

GROUNDS.

PRAYER;

THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE 

APPEAL, THE ORDERS DATED 29.11.2017 AND 

18.12.2008 MAY PLEASE BE SET ASIDE AND THE 

APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED IN TO SERVICE 

WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. 
ANY OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST 

TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT 

MAY ALSO BE A\yARDED IN FAVOUR OF 

APPELLANT.



RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

FACTS:

Facts giving rise to the present service appeal are as under;

1. That the appellant was the employee of the police and was on the 

strength of the police force Buner.

2. That during Taliban Militancy in Swat appellant was dismissed
no.2 vide order datedfrom the service by the • respondent 

18.12.2008. Copy of impugned order is attached as Annexure-A.

3. That, neither any show cause, charge sheet, statement of allegation, 
inquiry, opportunity of defense, final show cause notice, 
opportunity of personal hearing has been served and provided 

respectively nor any publication has ever been made calling him for 

assumption of his duty.

of the colleagues of the appellant have been re-instated 

.Ivide OB NO 6421-22/E dated 1.11.2011.
That some
by the respondent no
Copy of order is attached as Annexure-B.

4.

That appellant upon getting loiowledge of the aforesaid re- 

instatement order, immediately preferred departmental appeal 
before respondent no. 1& requested therein that case of the appellant 
is at par with those police officer, who have been re-instated m to 

service vide order dated 01.11.2011, so the appellant has also 

entitled to re-instatement in principle of natural justice. The copy of 

departmental appeal may be requisite from the department, the 

same is not available with the appellant.

5.

departmental appeal of the appellant was rejected by 

respondent ho.l vide order dated 29.11.2017 for no good grounds.
Copy of rejection order is att^hed as Annexure-C.

6. That the

7. That appellant being aggrieved of the impugned order of respondent
other adequate and efficacious remedy, file thisand having no

service appeal inter-alia on the following grounds amongst others.



GROUNDS:
>■

That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law, 
rules and policy on subject and acted in violation of Article 4 of the 
Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 by the 
respondents and the appellant has been dismissed from his legal 
service without adopting legal Pre-requisite mandatory Legal 
procedure. The order passed in violating of mandatory provision of 

law such order is void and illegal order according to superior court 
judgment reported as 2007 SCMR Ml- Hence the impugned order 

is liable to be set aside.

That the impugned order was retrospective order which was void in 
the eye of law and also void according to Superiors Court Judgment 
reported as_200l^CMRJJ29. 2006 PLC 221 and KPK Service 
Tribunal Judgment titled as Abdul Shakoor Vs Govt of KPK.

That the appeal of the appellant was rejected on the ground that the 

appeal is time barred but according to superior court judgment 
reported as 2015 SCMR 795 there is no limitation was run against 
the void order. Moreover, the Supreme court of Pakistan has laid 
down vide reported judgment PLD 2003 SC 724 and 2003 PL^ 
fCS) 796 that the delay if any shall be condoned in respect of 

ployee where delay already condoned in identical circumstances. 
All the person shall be treated equally who are sailing in the same
board,

D) That the appellant has highly been discriminated. Other police 

officials, who were also dismissed with appellant have been 
reinstated by the respondent No.l, whereas, appellant has been 
denied the same treatment. The case of the appellant is similar an 
identical in all respect with those, who have been reinstated.

That neither charge sheet, statement of allegation, show cause 
notice was not served upon the appellant nor was inquiry conducted 

against the appellant, which was necessary and mandatory in aw 
before imposing major punishment which is violation of law, rules
and norms of justice.

That the appellant has not been treated according to law despite he 

was a civil servant of the province, therefore, the impugned order is 

liable to be set aside on this score alone.

A)

B)

C)

em

E)

F)

That no chance of personal hearing was provided to the appellant 
and as such the appellant has been condemned unheard throughout.G)

That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 

proofs at the time of hearing.
H)



It is, therefore most liumbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT
Ubaid ullah

THROUGH:

(UZMA S¥ED)
■ s.

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI)
ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR
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ORDER'L

order will dispose off the , lenquiry 
1662, who while posted to| Police Lines absented h,msclf

d8 and failed to report..Thus

againstinitiated
This

Constable Ubaidullah No.
No.52, dated. 02/08/200.8

and a report to this
from duty with vide DD

himself from his legitimate duty
effect was entered

absented 

acPpiice Lines vide DD
tNO.S2, dated 02/08/2008.

f,nding, report submiLte<l that the defaulter .Constable

recommended for Major punishment of the tnq
Notice No. 366/E, dated 03/liy2008

Enquiry.w,as initiated 

The Enquiry Officer in his.

was 

he was
Final Show Cause no 

received.

. rluiice

. but no reply has been

misconduct, , lowardice on his part and as

(4) of the. Removal from

20CI.

This constitutes ;1
such he is liable for action under section 5 sub section

Powers) Ordinance 2000 (Amendment) Ordinance
nduct/disiitereston his part.and as suen

(f ) of the Removal, from service ^ 

•and dispose with

service (Special

This constitutes misco

for action under section 5 Sub Section
) ordinance 2000 (Amendment) Or|inance 20.01

in the Ordinance and am

he is liable1

(Special. Power
the enquiry proceeding as laid down m
,M, mere B no need o.l Waing Mrtwr departmwj
e'ensrewe nes. seen tonnd' snldv of dfoes mBcdndect .s

Bangash DPO swat as a

him\ from .service

, further satisfied

-al enquiry. Since the defaulter ^

as'dehned -in iT.c-saio
competent authority,

from the .date ofOrdinance,.! Mr. Diiawar Khan 

therefore impose major penalty by dismissing

absence i.e 02/08/2003. V>s ^ :Order announced. 1n •\
' .rv.'S

DikriW^^oJice Officer!. I swatr

\
' v

Dated.-
..\

i

i.
1

i
i
i
t

i

II
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V-' 11-^ . ..liar..:. 
- .-TO - ■ ....

I

■ P..Oii-

;
! : \r'v y OROER .;

f ■: .

WHEREAS pc-r the appn'val ‘ of-the to'5|'itGi3Kr-:oli...a-pUi.c9i-;v lOiyN

■ had “been constituted videi.this offic^ Nc;'.i00i-l"?.j 
dated'03/01/20lijthea'ded by. DPp- Bune--

•f:'
ID-.

'7 I Puihulnkhwc; a Committee
daced124/11/2010 and^ 90-94/E
reconsider the cases of the personnel dismissed duringjpilitancy;;'

WnD whereas the Commitcoc' has. .after| j-i:horough deliberations -and 

of the relevant record, submitted it find|.tj^s vide No; -SAIZ/B dated

5

•I

I
I

I
‘/i ■scrurny

27/10/20.11 wherein 16 personnel liuve Otinn
I

I ecoiiHner^ded foi' reiru'-caternent in
IV.

■I ;
service.

NOW therefore ns per Ihe .,pi.-nvnl ,ol the: Provincial Police Oih.-.r. 
follotfl.hg personnel recommended by ■ tlrti. Committee a,e hereby reinsured 

.service'With effect fromThe date df thei ■-dismissal, ^he peridd dunhg wh;ch they 

remained out .of service: after dismissal and the pcHOd of thoir. aoscncywlii- b^.

1 Is<ll
•;

m ■Ii .!
iOS leave without pay.l.rc-... ; Ii:
IName and Pfo ..... ........

'Ei-Constable Sajjad Ali No. 32_____

Constable Jehan Zeb No. 515_______
'Ex-Con'suble sVi’sriicat

''’ "ix-Constabie Said ^awab-Shah No._l-^^_

^ r. Ex - Co n G e D b I c N a wab Mi N.o- ______
. 1 Ex-Constable 20 ____ _

■' i Ex-Constable l£faGuMah. Np._b2p_... ..
Ex-Constable Noor Zada No._ 527___

.......Ex-ConstaWe Amir A'V
Ex-Constcible Liaqal All

Vconscab2eJher_^arJS,0;..5'7
^Ex-CbnstabU 'IpamuMah No. 55S _ ■
Ex-Constable 5ami_u\lah No.^ 454____

; Ex-Constable Sher Ghani No. 502 -----
" Ex-Constable-Said £m£arv5hu_h No.jSZ^.....
''' l:x''ConGtab\e Sluil£Auran9:£Ob .......

IS..NO
!■......... !

1.
Ex it2

3
mi 4'.

.I's: i■1I
16..

•i 7.
*fr

8
i' 9.-

.. ;•

■ ll.
1

iTl; .£x-

I<■/ \ 12. I• !

14 i>j

S15. I
.151...

^rder\cjnnounCQd.
I .

1 :
■••II I .

7
.1 i

I A/Nw^.i>’vN:
. ^htAr hay A'

■D^put: IrtetJector; General of_Poi'.-n,
■.MalaUtidHl^egion, sp^iclu

%•-r. 7/-■n PSPHAi ■i/
V

-! • .,: .i
■i•.••• tm ,.. V.■v-. \ •

"Dated' III /loiOdT': y
."eopvWr^m^F'^ailonnnJ necbiisbi''i^';i'bh to tlie ■- _

■ Provinciai PisHcfe Ofheer, Rhfybe- PuMitunkhwa, -Peshawsf.

(?1 ■V
iC:

i
1:(

\
1. St

District'Pditc^Olflcfr;'!!'liner.

V ■

f; X-;
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V; office OF THE 
T^Trr.YONAL POLICE OFFICER,
■ ~ at SAlDXJ SHARIF SWAT.IP#1

'.■k^

>4\Si m

QTOERi

Districts noted against each, 
thoroughly examined

following Ex-ConstablesV Bx-SPF of the

■,bmii.d ,p(n...Hin< ta ,s».«i.n.«.i I" «rebo«»>» “d"
„d ,1, .». b-dd «« .. l..>' i»»-“ •“

The

Date of DismissalDistrict
Name and No

“Ex-Constabie Noor-ul-Amin No, 75/RP 

"JT" Ex'Constab'e Naseer Ullah Khan No 

Ex-Constable Ubaid Ullah No. 1662 

Ex-Conitatale Saeed Ullah No. 1655 

Ex-Constable Muhammad Ibrahim No. 399 

^ 1 Ex-Constable Bakht-Zaman No. 1719

Ex-Constable Atta Ullah No. 568

Ex-Constable Tahir Khan No. 781 ________

Ex-Constable Ruhul Amin No. 1012 

"Ex-Constable AurangZeb No. 390 

Ex-Constable Tawseef Ahmad No. 258 

Ex-Constable Sher Wall No. 1050 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Nihar Muhammad No. 381 
14. 1 Ex-Constable (SPO) Imtlaz Ur Rehman No. 474~

Ex-Constable (SPO) Zafar'Ati NO. 319

Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Tariq No, 97 

Ex-constabie (SPO) lalbar Khan No. OT 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Bakhtawar 2eb No. 474 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Pafiq No. 162 

Ex-Cunstable (SPOl Shah Fahad No. 245 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Naik Amal No. Sl7, 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Rahmatullah No. 459 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Darwish No. 39S 

l^ConstablelsPO) Nadar Khan NQ.-23SS 

Ex-Consiable (SPO) Umar Rahman No^ 282S 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Sher All No. 20^^

S. No 12/10/2009Swat
!

26/01/2009 rSwat. 1428
12/12/2008

05/12/2008
Swat

Swat
15/02/2003

16/01/2013
Swat

5. !
Olr Lower

05/05/2008Dir Lower
7.

07/07/2009Dir Lower
S.

01/09/2014

30/05/2009

Buner
9.

I Buner
10.

02/01/2009

01/07/2006
Shangla

11.
Dir Upper

12,
15/08/2016Buner

13.
lO/Oa/2017 ^ 

02/02/2017
Buner

Buner
15.

14/03/2016Buner
16.

14/03/2016Buner
17.

11/01/2013Dir Lower
18,

09/02/2016Dir Lower
19.

11/01/2017Olr Lower
20.

16/09/2016Dir Lower21,
C3/02/2017Dir Lower

22.
24/02/201?Dir Lower23.
14/06/2017Swat24. ;
07/12/2016Swat

25,
30/10/2012Swat

26.

/
/!

/

L
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' •-■'i'( I ■

: y

V l’.

■ I 26/04/2017^!' 

“ 05/11/2015 "
Swat27, 1 Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Rahim No, 2417 

"Ex-Constable (SPO) Khan Muhammad No. 2353 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Taj Muhammad No. 714 

~Ex-CQnsiable t^PO) Muhammad Ghafoor No. 3053 

^"Ex-ConstaSelsPO) Muhammad 2ahir Shah No 

'Ex-Constable (SPO) Hadi Khan No. 1902 

~Tx-Constable (SPO) Kishwar Alt No. 3080 

34, Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Alam No. 1965 

Ex-Constatale (SPO) Nazir Muhammad No. 3016

™ 36. I Ex-Constable (SPO) Taj Muhammad hlo. 2108

Ex-Constable (SPO) Waheed Gut No. S96 

Ex-Canstable (SPO) Hazrat Umar No. 2132 
Ex-Constatale (SPO) Syed Hassan No. 1194 '

Swat28.
24/05/2012Swat

29.
1$/12/2016.Swat \

30.
27/11/2013Swat,204s31.
10/04/2017Swat

32,
18/09/2015Swat

33,
19/04/2017Swat

03/12/2013 

T9/O8/2OI3 

26/10/2016 '

Swat
35.

Swat
r—■

Swat
37.

25/01/2016Swat . ^38.
04/06/2015Oir Lower

39.

be informed aocordinglyjThe applicants of yours respective Districts may

please.

(AKET AR HAY AT
Regional PoSiceOflic^

Malakand,.at Saidu Sh^fif Swat
'^W **Naqi*®

/ENo. »

./2017.

Copy to All District Police Officers, in Malakand Region for information 

necessary action. The applicants of your respective District may be informed accordingly please,

Bated,

#**4;AAAAA/\AAA^AA>|!*J!I!^CAAAAAAAA^A/^AAAJ»>»*sll. .

i\
//



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
Service Appeal No.08/2018

Ubaidullah Ex-Constable N6,1662 District: Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

The District Police Officer, Swat.

.1.

2.

(Respondents)

INDEX

S.No: Description of Documents Annexure Page

Para-wise Comments1 1-3

2 Affidavit 4

3 Authority Letter 5

DistrictVpIice Officer, Swat 
(Rfes sondpn^No.OZ)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.08/2018

Ubaidullah Ex-Constabie No.1662 District: Swat.

— (Appellant)

Versus

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region atSaidu Sharif, Swat. 

The District Police Officer, Swat.

1.

2.

(Respondents)

Parawise comments on behalf of Respondents.

Respectfully shewith: 
Preliminarily objection:-

i

1. That the service appeal is time barred.

2. That the service appeal is not maintainable in its present form.

3. The instant appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 

parties.

4. That the appellant is estopped due to his own conduct.

5. That the appellant has concealed material facts from this Honorable 

Tribunal.

6. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to prefer 

the instant appeal.

7. The appellant has not come to this Tribunal with clean hands. ^

ON FACTS

1. Para to the extent of employment in Police Department pertains to 

record, hence need no comments

2. Correct to the extent that appellant was dismissed from service after 

fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities as appellant while posted at 

Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Lines Swat absented himself from lawful duty 

vide daily diary No.04 dated 06/01/2009 without prior permission/leave 

of the competent authority.

3. Incorrect. The appellant while posted to Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Lines 

Swat, willfully and deliberately absented himself from lawful duty vide 

daily diary No.04 dated 06/01/2009 without prior permission/leave of the 

competent authority, hence he was issued charge sheet, statement of



r\}
allegations, duly served on appellant and enquiry officer was nominated 

to probe into the conduct of appellant. Despite repeated 

summons/Parwanas the appellant bitterly failed either to submit his 

reply or joined enquiry proceedings meaning thereby that he had 

defense to provide in his favor. It is worthwhile that right from the date 

of his absence i.e 06/01/2009 till the order of dismissal i.e 12/10/2009, 

the appellant neither repeated his arrival nor bothered to join enquiry 

proceedings rather remained dormant which clearly depicts his 

disinterest in his official duties. Therefore after fulfillment of all legal and 

codal formalities the appellant was awarded appropriate punishment of 

dismissal from service which does commensurate with the gravity of 

misconduct of appellant.

no

4. Incorrect. Each and every case has its own facts and circumstances, hence 

plea of the appellant is not plausible.

5. incorrect. As discussed earlier each and every case has its own facts and 

circumstances, hence plea of the appellant is not tenable In the age of 

Law, moreover the appellant after dismissal from service kept mum and 

after lapse of almost 08 years he preferred departmental appeal at a very 

belated stage which was rejected being badly time barred. Therefore, 

stance of the appellant is devoid of any merit, hence liable to be set aside 

at naught.

6. Para already explained needs not comments.

7. That appeal of the appellant is liable to be dismissed on the following 

grounds.

GROUNDS

A. Incorrect. The respondents have no grudges or ill will against the 

appellant, hence stance of the appellant has no legal footings to stand

on.

B. Incorrect. The order passed by the competent authority is legal and 

lawful which was passed after fulfillment of codal formalities.

C.. Para explained earlier needs no comments.



D. Incorrect. Since the respondents have no grudges against the appellant, 

hence discrimination on part of respondents is immaterial.

E. Para explained in the preceding paras, therefore needs no comments.

F. Incorrect. The appellant has been treated in accordance with law.

G. Incorrect. As discussed earlier the appellant was summoned and 

informed time and again but he did not bother to join enquiry 

proceedings for reason that he had nothing to produce in his defense.

H. That the respondents also seek the permission of this Honorable Tribunal 

to adduce additional grounds at the time of hearing.

PRAYER:-

In view of the above comments of answering respondents, it is prayed
■ I .

that instant appeal may be dismissed with cost.

(lice Officer, 
Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat 

(Respondent No.l)

District Ponce Officer, Swat. 
(Respond^! No.2)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No,08/2018

Ubaidullah Ex-Constable No.1662 District: Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

1. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

The District.Police Officer, Swat.2.

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

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

contents of the appeal are correct/true to the best of our knowledge/ belief and nothing has 

been kept secret from the August Tribunal. '

Regional PofiCeufficer, 7^ 
Malakand Region at Saidu ShanOwat 

(Respondent No.l)

District Polk|\Qfficer, 
(Resporaent No.2

Swat.



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

f' Service Appeal No.08/2018

UbaidullaK Ex-Constable No.1662 District: Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

1. The Regional Police Officer, Malakapd Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

The District Police Officer, Swat.2.

(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.

I

'' Regional Pcfftce oWitier,/— 
Malakand Region at Saidu Shanffswat 

(Respondent No.lj’M

District Poltwv^icer, Swat. - 
(Respondelit No.2)


