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10.05.2019 Appellant in person present and requested for adjournment on 

the ground that his counsel is not available today. Adjourned to,. 

27.06.2019 for preliminary hearing before S.B.-V.

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the 

appellant absent. Case called but none appeared on 

behalf of appellant. Consequently the present service 

appeal is hereby dismissed in default. No order as to 

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

27.06.2019

y

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
Member

ANNOUNCED.
27.06.2019

i

r.

w



m:
Mir Faraz DSP legal representative of the respondent 

department present and submitted reply/parawise 

comments. Adjourn. To come up for further proceedings on 

09.04.2019 before S.B.

28.02.2019

lember

Counsel for the appellant present.09.04..2019

Instant application is for restoration of service 

appeal No. 1315/2018' which was dismissed for non­

prosecution on 22.11.2018.

the original record suggests that the date 

22.11.2018 was for first hearing after institution of service

appeal. In the eventuality of absence of appellant on the

said date notice should have been issued to him for the

Lnext date, which has not been ia^riiQd tn^wxi

On the said count the application is allowed and
► r •

service appeal No. 1315/2018 is restored to its original

number which shall come up for preliminary hearing on

10.05.2019 before S.B

Chairman
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

436/2018Misc. Application No.,■■;

*
Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or Magistrate• Date of order 

proceedings
S.No.

321

The application for restoration of appeal no. 1315/2018
1,. I.;

submitted by Mr. Muhammad Ali through Mr. Khalid Tanvir Rohila 

Advocate may be entered in the relevant Register and put up to the Court 

for proper order please.

11/12/20181

\

REGISTRAR ^2-

This Misc. application be put up before SB. Bench
on.

CHAIRMAN

Mr. Khalid Tanveer Rohaila Advocate for petitioner16.1.2019

present.
•#» f

Notice of instant application for restoration of 

appeal be issued to respondents for 28.02.2019 on which date 

reco -d of the appeal shall also be made available.

0^ .

Chairman
:■

■i

1,.,,

A
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22.11.2018 Nemo for appellant.

The case was called several times today, the last being at 

01.00 pm, however, none appeared on behalf of the 

appellant. The memo of appeal suggests that the appellant 

was discharged from service through order dated 28.06.2011 

against which his departmental appeal was also rejected on 

10.08.2018 on the ground of being barred by time for about 

07 years.

Dismissed for non^ prosecution. File be consigned to the 

record room.

Chainiian

Announced:
22.11.2018



Nemo for appellant«^a?^s^.22.11.2018

The case was called several times today, the last being at 

, teBt »efte appeared on behalf of the appellant. 

The memo of appeal suggests that the appellant was 

discharged from service through order dated 28.06.2011

against which his departmental appeal was also rejected on
^ -r

10.08.2018 on the groundy^being barred by time for about © (

years.

01.00 pm

Dismissed for non^ prosecution. File be consigned to the 

record room.
Iv

Chairman

Announced:
22.11.2018
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%■- Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

1315/2018Case No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

17/10/2018 The appeal of Mr. Muhammad Ali resubmitted today by Mr. 

Khaled Tanveer Rohila. Advocate may be entered in the Institution 
Register and put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper o?der please.

1-

■;

REGISTRAR''

' ■ This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to 

be put up there on
2-

CHAIRMAN
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The appeal of Mr. Muhammad All son of Araf Khan r/o P.O Hero Shah Jabaghai 

Malakand received today i.e. on 05.09.2018 Is incomplete on the following score which’ is’ 

returned to the counsel for the appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

4i

1- Index of the appeal Is incomplete.
. 2- Address of respondent No.l is incomplete which may be completed according to the 

khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal rules 1974.
Annexures of the appeal rhay be flagged. ' ^

4- Annexures of the appeal may be attested.
Order dated 28.06.2011 is illegible which may be replaced by legible/better one. 

j(^ Copy of impugned discharge .from service order mentioned in the heading of the 

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

• on it. /
;! ^ The authority to whom the departmental appeal

arrayed a party.
9- Three copies/sets of the appeal along with annexures I.e. complete in all respect for 

Tribunal and one for each respondent may also be submifted'with the.appeal.

was made/preferred has not been

iS.l,No.
\

^ /2018.Dt.

-REGISTRAR y J 
SERVICE TRIBI!jnAl

niii.
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Mr. Khaled Tanveer Rohtia Adv. Pesh.

V-.

.5-h\

Ion IV yV-V 3

X \AS^ 

VV-SL
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No:13/3 /2018

Muhammad All

VERSUS

Government of KPK through DPO & Others

INDEX

Page
No’s

AnnexureDescription of DocumentsS#

1-6Memo of Appeal1
«A” 0-72 The impugned order dated 28/06/2011

0-8Departmental Appeal3
0-94 The impugned order dated 10/08/2018

Wakalatnama5

Dated: 05/09/2018

Appellant

Through
f

Khalid 7o[//wser Rohaila
e, Pe^warA(

\
\



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR
APPEAL NOJ3i£/2018 Diary No------ 37

Muhammad Ali S/o Araf Khan R/o P.O. Hero Shah, Jabaghai,

Tehsil Dargai, District Malakand P Area, Pakistan.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Government of KPK through Inspector General Police.
2. Inspector General Police C.P.O office Peshawar.
3. District Police Officer, Swat, Near Grassy Ground, Saidu Sharif

Swat.
4. Deputy Superintendent Police Swat, Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police 

Line, Swat.
Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KPK SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUNED
ORDER DATED 28/06/2011 VIDE ANNEXURE A
WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
DISCHARGED FROM SERVICE AND ALSO
AGAINST THE FINAL IMPUGNED ORDER DATEDMegistrafir

10/08/2018 VIDE ANNEXURE ‘B' WHEREBY THE
APPELLANTS DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS

■Rc-suijmitted to -dny 
and tiled- BEEN REJECTED.

S^egistrar

PRAYER:

On acceptance of appeal, both the impugned 

orders dated 28/06/2011 vide annexure 'A' and 

the final impugned order dated 10/08/2018 as 

annexure 'B' may kindly be set aside and the 

appellant may kindly be reinstated on his



..V -.-V*

post from the date of his discharge, along with all back 

benefits.
n

Respectfully Sheweth:

Brief facts leading to the instant appeal are as under:-

1. That the appellant was appointed as Constable in 

Police Department at District Swat on 09/11/2008 

and was allotted belt No. 1920.

2. That after appointment the appellant was selected 

and recommended for the required training.

3. That the appellant Joined the training at Police 

Training Center Mardan but due to a mishap just 

before two months of the completion of the training, 

he became victim of Malaria and Muscular disorder.

4. That keeping in view, the physical condition, the 

appellant was sent on leave on presentation of his 

medical reports to the concerned officer.

5. That after recovering from the illness, the appellant 

joined the services and was performing his duties In 

Police Line Swat where once again he was 

recommended and sent by the department for 

required training to Hangu.



6. That the appellant again joined the training but he 

faced the misfortune again and only before one 

month of completion of training, the same disease of 

Muscular disorder caught the appellant.

7. That the concerned officer at Police Training School 

Hangu was fully aware of the previous and present 

critical physical condition of the appellant, therefore, 

on presentation of his medical reports, the appellant 

was recommended for leave.

8. That the appellant once again after recovering from 

illness rejoined his service at Police Line Swat where 

he performed his duties for about a month but due to 

his physical weakness the concerned DSP namely 

Mubarak Khan sent the appellant on leave for three 

days.

9. That after completion of leave the appellant resumed 

his duty but just after 11 days, when on date due the 

appellant's salary was blocked. He approached the 

concerned officer who very surprisingly handed over 

the appellant, the impugned order of discharge from

service.

lO.That it is pertinent to mention here that the appellant 

has served in the department, received sa aries upto



^ ■

May 2011, duly recommended for medical leave but 

he was given the impugned order of discharge from 

service, without any show-cause notice, service of 

statement of allegations upon him or conducting his 

personal hearing, hence no proper departmental 

proceedings were taken against him and the 

mentioned departmental inquiry in the impugned 

order was never conducted against the appellant.

n.That it is also pertinent to mention here that the 

appellant served the department in the days which 

were critical and there was terrorism specially in the 

district Swat.

i2.That the Police Officials were the targets of the 

Terrorists and the appellant was also one of those 

misfortune people who became the victims of the 

terrorism, because immediate after discharge from 

service he was abducted by some miscreants / 

terrorists and remained in their illegal custody for a 

long period since 30 June 2011 to l"’^ August 2018 and 

by the grace of Almighty Allah he was succeeded to 

run away from the clutches of the terrorists.

iB.That after release from the clutches of the terrorists

the appellant has recorded his statement of release 

from the illegal custody of Taliban in the concerned



Police Station'and also broughl the same in the notice 

of the competent authority.

i4.That immediate after release from the illegal custody 

of the terrorists the appellant approached the 

competent authority and filed departmental appea 

on 06/08/2018 which was rejected hopelessly on 

10/08/2018.

is.That feeling aggrieved of the acts and omissions of 

the respondents the appellant has approached this 

Hon'ble Tribunal for the redressal of his grievance on 

the following amongst other grounds:-

GROUNDS:

A. That neither any show cause notice, statement of 

allegations etc has ever been served upon the appellant 

nor he has been personally heard before discharging him 

from service which was necessary under the law. So both 

the impugned orders to this effect are illegally under the 

law and are liable to be set aside.

B. That both the impugned orders at annexure 'A' and 'B' are 

illegal, malafide, without justification and without lawful 

authority hence liable to be set aside.



G. That as the impugried drder of discharge from service of 

the appellant is illegal, void ab-initio and unjustifiable, 

therefore as per law and precedents of the apex courts, no 

period of limitation run against it.

□.That the appellant may kindly be allowed to present the 

additional grounds to support his version at the time of 

arguments if required.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this appeal, both the impugned orders 

dated 28/06/2011 at annexure 'A' and the final impugned 

order dated 10/08/2018 at annexure 'B' may kindly be set 

aside and the appellant may kindly be reinstated in his 

service with all back benefits in the best interest of justice.

Dated: 05/09/2018

Appellant

Through

Khali^Tar}v^h:Rohaila
Advocate, Peshawar



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

/2018Appeal No:

Muhammad AN

VERSUS

Government of KPK through DPO & Others

AFFIDAVIT

1, Muhammad Ali, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare 

that all the contents of the service appeal are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed or withheld from this Hon'able Tribunal.

Deponent
CNIC:

0 4 SEP 2018

fafh
ner

.A



f BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

/2018Appeal No:

Muhammad AN

VERSUS

Government of KPK through DPO & Others 

ADDRESS OF THE PARTIES
APPELLANT

Muhammad AN S/o Araf Khan R/o P.O. Hero Shah,

Jabaghai, Tehsil Dargai, District Malakand P Area, Pakistan.

RESPONDENTS

1. Government of KPK through Inspector General Police, 
CPO Office Peshawar.

2. District Police Officer, Swat, Near Grassy Ground, Saidu 

Sharif Swat
3. Deputy Superintendent Police Swat, Javed Iqbal 

Shaheed Police Line, Swat

>

Appellant

Through

Ady
lidAcmveer Rohaila 

ocate,^eshawar

...• .A.
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER. SWAT

ORDER SHEET IN CONNEaiON WITH ENQUIRY AGAINST
RECRUIT CONSTABLE MOHAMMAD All NO. 1920

ALLEGATIOIM:

THAT THE Recruit Constable Mohammad Ali No. 1920 while
posted to JIS Police line, Swat absented himself from duty without prior

leave vide DD NO. 1, dated 06/09/2011.permission on
DSP/Headquarter Swat was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct 
departmental enquiry against him. Charge Sheet No. 215/EB dated
01/06/2011 was issued to him.

RECOMMENDATION OF
ENQUIRY OFFICER:

The enquiry officer DSP/Hqrs: Swat in his finding report 
dated 06/09/2011 intimated that the above named Recruit Constable 

was enrolled on 09/12/2009 and has deputed two times for recruit 
training to (1) PRC Mardan on 31/05/2011 (2) PTC Hangu on 

05/10/2010 but returned to district unqualified. Besides above also 

absented w.e.f 06/05/2011 till to date. Hence the enquiry officer 

recommended for Major punishment discharged from service under 

Police Rules 12.21.

Signed
18/06/2011

FINAL DECISION 

BY DPp/SWAT

i
I

i
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OFriCK OK I'MK
INSPKCTOR OKNKKAK OF POIJCF 

KHY15FR i*AKiH UNKIIWA 
CFN'I UAl. 1H)FK:K OFFICK, 

PFSUAVV \R.
/IS.datcc] Peshawar thc/^'* /

4 v*‘ **

No. S.

1 l;r Kt'iiional 1‘olicc Officer, 
Malakand l^c<»ion, Swat.

11

(F\ F( MFIIAMMAI) AM NO. 192(P

-1( Ml ilia 111 mad Ah \o. I d.;h) ol' I )i si riel Police S\v;U had submiUed appeal 

ilia Will 111}' Inspcclor Cpciicral ol Police. Khyhcr PakhUinkhvva. Pc.sliawar for rcinslatcmcnl into 

sei \ lee, I lls appeal was proeesseu ' exairaiied al Ceniral Police C')fncc, Peshawar and filed by Ihe 

coinpoieiil aiiihoril}' beinp lime barred h'r ahoui 07 years,

I he appheanl'ma} p!ea--e be inlormcd accordingly.

lo

(SYJdiriANIS-aJF-IIASSAN).
Kcgisirar.

for inspcclor nencrai of Police. 
Khyber Pakhluiikhwa. Peshawar.

j'

\
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'
BEFORE I HE KJiYBKR PAKIl l UNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

s Restoration Application No. 436/2018

Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Dargai, District 
Malakand. ' .

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Government of KPK through Inspector General of Police.

2. Inspector General of Police, C.P.O Office Peshawar.
3, District Police Officer Saidu Sharif Swat.

4, Deputy Superintendent of Police Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Line Swat.
K

Respondents

INDEX

S.No: Description of Documents Annexure Page

1 Para-wise Comments 1-2

2 Affidavit

Authority Letter 4

\

...dl
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL lOTYBER PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR.
Restoration Application No. 436/2018

Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Dargai, District 
Malakand.

Appellant

VERSUS
1. Government of KPK through Inspector General of Police.

2. Inspector General of Police, C.P.O Office Peshawar.

3. District Police Officer Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. Deputy Superintendent of Police Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Line Swat.

Respondents

PAl^AWISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Shewith,

Brief facts of the Applicant’s case;

Applicant Muhammad Ali Ex-Constable No.2122 while posted at Javed Iqbal 

Shaheed Police Lines absented from duty without prior permission or approved leave of 

competent authority vide Daily Diary Report No.91 dated 06/05/2011. DSP Head

Quarters Swat was appointed as Enquiry Officer to conduct departmental enquiry against 

the applicant. He was charges sheeted and issued Show Cause Notice to explain his

position. His reply to Show Cause Notice regarding willful absence of 21 days in initial

probation period was found unsatisfactory, furthermore the Constable willful absented

from basic mandatory recruit, course. After observing all codal formalities he was

discharged under 12.21 Police Rules-1934 vide OB No. 130 dated 20/06/2011. Applicant

has 08 bad entries (willful absence from official duty) in his record and his departmental

appeal was badly time barred for about 07 years.

FACTS:

1. Pertain to the record of Honorable KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar. The 

Service Appeal of the applicant is barred by Law and limitation.

2. Incorrect. The applicant has no Locus Standi to fie time barred appeal to the 

Honorable Court. He has willfully absented from the official duty for 21 days 

during initial probation period without any cogent or reasonable cause, 

therefore the order dated 22/11/2018 of Honorable Tribunal is justified and in



V

k accordance with tacts and rules. The appellant has wrongly challenged the 

legal order of the .respondents aS well as Honorable tribunal through unsound 

reasons.

GROUNDS

A. Incorrect. There is no need of issuing Notice/Summon to the applicant under the 

rules. Applicant and his counsel were well aware about their appeal pending in 

the Court but they intentionally did not appear before the Tribunal despite the 

facts the service appeal was several times called on 22/11/2018.

B. Incorrect. As stated above, the order dated 22/11/2018 of the Honorable 

Tribunal is well reasoned and justified under the rules. The applicant and his 

counsel have willfully absented from the hearing of the case without any 

justified cause, therefore the restoration application of applicant is not 
maintainable under the rules.

C. Incorrect. No valuable rights of the appellant are involved in the time barred’ 

service appeal and the applicant has no right to file the instant application for 
willful mistake on his part.

D. Incorrect. As stated above, the applicant has no right to file application for 

restoration of service appeal due to his willful mistake and badly time barred 

issue.

E. Incorrect. There is no law/rule for restoration of dismissed appeal due to 

mistake of applicant and his counsel. The process of restoration is amount to 

wastage of precious time of Court as well as of tlift>ii(8fliDeT^d'e»iiria«^
PRAYER:

Keeping in views the above facts and circumstances, it is humbly prayed thatmhe 

restoration application of applicant is devoid of legSiTforce, may kindly be filed/dismi*cd 

with costs. ^

District Police Officer Swat 
(Respondent No. 3)

Deputy Superintendent of Police 
Javcd Iqbal Shaheed Police Line 

Swat
(Respondent No. 4)

b
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Restoration Application No. 436/2018

Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/O- Ilero Shah, Tehsil Dargai, District 
Malakand.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Government of KPK through Inspector General of Police.
2. Inspector General of Police, C.P.O Office Peshawar.

3. District Police Officer Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. Deputy Superintendent of Police Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Line Swat.

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We, the above respondents do hereby solemnL^ffirm on oath and declalWhat the 

contents of the application are correct to the best of our knowledge/ belief and nothi^ has 

been kept secret from the honorable Tribunal. V ^

District Police Officc^^at 

(Respondent No. 3)

Deputy Superintendent of Police 
javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Line 

Swat
(Respondent No. 4)



BEFORE THE KIIYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Restoration Application No. 436/2018

Muhammad All S/O Aral Khan 1^0 P/O Hero Shah, Tehsil Dargai, District 
Malakand.

Appellant

VERSUS

1. Government of KPK through Inspector General of Police.

2. Inspector General of Police, C.P.O Office Peshawar.

3. District Police Officer Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. Deputy Superintendent of Police laved Iqbal Shaheed Police Line Swat

Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER

We, the above respondents do hereby authorize Mr. Mir Faraz Khan DSP/Legal 
&. Mr. Khawas Khan SI Legal to appear before the Tri^iiiiaL-e-fe 

reply etc in connection with titled restoration apph^Suon.
ehalf and submit •

District Police Officer Swat 
(Respondent No. 3)

Deputy Superintendent of Police 
Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Line 

Swat
(Respondent No. 4)



Application No. 285/19 

. 08.10.2019 Counsel for the petitioner present.

The application in hand is with the prayer for restoration 

of service appeal No. 1315/2018 dismissed for non­

prosecution on 27.06.2019.

The record of appeal suggests that on 10.05.2019 the 

appellant was present in person and had requested for 

adjournment due to non-availability of his learned counsel. 

The matter was, therefore, adjourned to 27.06.2019 on which 

date neither the appellant nor his learned counsel 

available. Due to the absence the appeal was dismissed in 

default.

Instant application was submitted on 24.07.2019, well 

beyond the period provided for the purpose. Besides, in the 

application for condonation of delay no cogent explanation has .
been provided ^

It is also a fact that the appeal of applicant was 

previously dismissed for non-prosecution on 22.11.2018 and 

was restored on 09^4.2019. Despite, the appellant opted -eet 

in prosecution of his cause. The application 

in hand is, therefore, rejected. File be consigned to the record.

to remain

Chairman

■-ii
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Application No. 285/19 

■ 08.10.2019 Counsel for the petitioner present.

The application in hand is with the prayer for restoration 

of service appeal No. 1315/2018 dismissed for non­

prosecution on 27.06.2019.

The record of appeal suggests that on 10.05.2019 the 

appellant was present in person and had requested for 

adjournment due to non-availability of his learned counsel. 

The matter was, therefore, adjourned to 27.06.2019 on which 

date neither the appellant nor his learned counsel was 

available. Due to the absence the appeal was dismissed in 

default.

Instant application was submitted on 24.07.2019, well 

beyond the period provided for the purpose. Besides, in the 

application.for condonation of delay no cogent explanation has 

been provided which could warrant mitigation of delay.

It is also a fact that the appeal of applicant was 

previously dismissed for non-prosecution on 22.11.2018 and 

was restored on 09.04.2019. Despite, the appellant opted to 

remain indolent in prosecution of his cause. The application in 

hand is, therefore, rejected. File be consigned to the record.

■H

. V
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Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

/2019Appeal's Restoration Application No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of 
order
Proceedings

S.No.

321

The application for restoration of appeal No. 1315/2018 

submitted by Khalid Tanveer Rohaila Advocate, may be entered 

in the relevant register and put up to the Court for proper order 

please.

24.07.20191

/\0a'
>>^EGISTRAR

2 This restoration application Is entrusted to S. Bench to be 

put up there on

\
\

CHAIR'IVIAN

26 08.2019 Appellant in person present.

Due to general strike on the call of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council learned counsel is not in 

attendance. Adjourned to 08.10.2019 for preliminary 

hearing before S.B.

V

Chairman



'I BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

2^- 120^Restoration Application No.

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018

Muhammad AH IGP Et OthersVersus

Index

PagesDocuments AnnexureS.No

-----------------------=
Application for restoration1.

Impugned order2.

Affidavit3.

Dated: 24/07/2019
Petitioner

Muhammad Ali

r\ !,

Through

KHAL VEER ROHAILA

Advocate and Associates.
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<' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

120Restoration Application No.

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018

Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Dar^ai, 

District Malakand.
Appellant

Versus

1. Government of KPK through Inspector General of Police.

2. Inspector General of Police, C.P.O Office Peshawar.

3. District Police Officer, Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. Deputy Superintendent of Police Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Line 

Swat.
Respondents

APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION OF

CAPTIONED APPEAL DISMISSED FOR NON

PROSECUTION.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

That the captioned case was subjudice before this 

Honourable court, wherein the instant case was fixed 

for hearing, but was dismissed for non-prosecution 

vide order dated: 27/06/2019.

1.

2. That the petitioner / appellant feeling aggrieved

27/06/2019,from the impugned order dated: 

whereby the appeal was dismissed for non­

prosecution now approaches this Honourable Court 

for Restoration, inter alia, on the following grounds.



.

.»•

GROUNDS:-

A. Neither any notice nor any summon has been served 

upon the appellant nor his counsel that is why the 

appellant os well os his counsel were totally unaware of 

the dote fixed.

B. That the absence of the appellant as well os his counsel 

on the date fixed was neither intentional nor deliberate 

mistake on their port.

C. That the valuable rights of the appellant are involved 

in the matter and to meet the end of justice, the 

restoration of the cose is just and equitable.

D. That the present application is well within time and 

there is no legal impediment in restoration of the case.

E. That when the appellant approached the Tribunal 

regarding the information of his cose he come to know 

that his appeal was fixed before the Court but the some 

was dismissed for non-prosecution.

Therefore, it is humbly prayed that the captioned 

appeal may kindly be restored and thereafter adjudicated 

on merits.
)-

Dated: 2410712019

Appellant

Through

KHALID T OHAILA

Advocate and Associates.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICES TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

12018Restoration Application No. __________

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018

Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsii Dargai,

AppellantDistrict Malakand.

AFFIDAVIT:-
It is stated on oath that the contents of the instant application 

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

nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Court.

Aellisigs
r Oath

Deponent

ThroughI A Commissl^cr A
AN VEER WHAILAt '/es

awan

"2^

d
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Muhammad AH IGP & OthersVersus

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1, That the above titled appeal was pending adjudication 

before this Honourable Court which was fixe for 27-06- 

2019.

2. That due to a bonafide mistake the applicant was under 

impression that his date of hearing was 2210712019
i

which he already intimated to his council too.

3. That on 22-07-2019 when the applicant come to this 

Honourable Court he was informed that his dote of 

hearing was 27-06-2019 ft not 22-07-2019 and on date 

fixed the case was dismissed for non-prosecution.

4. That thereafter immediately the applicant filed the 

restoration application which is accompanied by this 

condonation of delay application.

5. That the delay caused if any was neither intentional nor 

deliberate but a bonafide mistake on part of applicant.

6. That very valuable rights of applicant are involved in 

the matter.



1

*
V\0
jlegal bar 

disposal of Lis on the basis of merits.

on condoning the delay for the7. That there is

PRAYER:-

it is therefore most humbly prayed that the instant 

application may kindly be considered as part and parcel 

of the main application and on acceptance of this 

application the delay if any in filing of restoration of 

application may kindly be condoned in the best interest 

of justice.

Dated: 2410712019
Applicant 

Muhammad Ali

Through

KHALIS^ANV^ ROHAILA 

Advocate ft As^ciates 

Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT:-

/, Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/OP/O Hero Shah, Tehsil Dar^ai, District 

Malokand, do hereby solemnly ^pffirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of this application arej true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this 

Honourable Court. r

DEPONENT
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before the KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SFRVirF 

IRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Sc i.c c ji - :■ I

APPEAL Noi 316 7201S I
.j...

oXbnM
Shah, Jabaghai)

rea, Pakista^p^^^V

1^^/onf

Muhammad AM S/o Araf Khan R/o P.O. Hero 

Tehsil Dargai, District Malakand P A
a;
Cj

v<

Police?°°^

VERSUS

1. Government of KPK through Inspector General
2. Inspector General Police C.P.O office Peshawar.
3. District Police Officer, Swat, Near Grassy Ground, Saidu Sharif 

Swat.
4. Deputy Superintendant Police Swat, Javed Iqbai Shaheed Police

Line, Swat.

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF
IRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUNFn
ORDER DATED 28/06/2011 VIDF ANNEXIJRF A 

WHEREBY

DISCHARGED FROM 

AGAINST THE FINAL IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 

10/08/2018 VIDE ANNEXURE 'B' WHEREBY THE 

APPELLANrs DEPARTMENTAL APPFAl uac 

BEEN REJECTED

■}

KPK SERVICEf
i

THE appellant HAS BEEN
SERVICE AND ALSO

h'<t

PRAYER:

acceptance of appeal, both the i 
i -STgj) orders dated 28/06/2011 vide

impugned 

annexure 'A' and 

the final impugned order dated 10/08/2018 as

annexure may kindly be set aside and the 

appellant may kindly be reinstated on his

■A



10.05.2019 Appellant in person present and requested for adjournment on 

the ground that his counsel is not available today. Adjourned to

27.06.2019 for preliminary hearing before S.B.

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

/ o /
IA-A /ftf o V<P

?//
=35

27.06.2019 Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the 

appellant absent. Case called but none appeared 'on 

behalf of appellant. Consequently the present 

appeal is hereby dismissed in default. No order as to 

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

service

V___^
(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member
ANNOUNCED.

27.06.2019

I
Onte of of.4 •i-

N u trr b e :• o J ‘ Wo ro. s 

Copyimj, Fee 
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Tof2!_

V/72
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Date of Coijipk'efior: of Co'OV._ 
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR \:
\

/'2018Restoration Application No.

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018

ICP St: OthersMuhamrriad AH Versus

y

Index
PagesAnnexureDocuments

Application for restoration 

Impugned order

S.No

'-r1.
5^72.

Affktavit-3.

Dated: 2410712019
\

Petitioner /
4/

Muhammaa Alii

throughi rU VEER ROHAILAKHAL
(

Advocate and Associates./

I
'

!/

\



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL

tlPESHAWAR

n-

TJ-J noisRestoration Application No.

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018
!

Muhammad AU S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Dargai, 

District Malakand.
Appellant

Versus \

1. Government of KPK through Inspector General of Police.

2. Inspector General of Police, C.P.O Office Peshawar.

3. District Police Officer, Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. Deputy Superintendent of Police Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Line 

Swat.
Respondents

OFAPPLICATION FOR RESTORATION

NONCAPTIONED APPEAL DISMISSED FOR

PROSECUTION.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

That the captioned case was subjudice before this 

Honourable court, wherein the instant case was fixed 

for hearing, but was dismissed for non-prosecution 

vide order dated: 27/06/2019.

1.

2. That the petitioner / appellant feeling aggrieved

27/06/2019,from the impugned order dated: 

whereby the appeal was dismissed for non­

prosecution now approaches this Honourable 

for Restoration, inter alia, on the following gro

Zourt

mds.



LV

i •

V

GROUNDS:-
\

A. Neither any notice nor any summon has been served 

upon the appellant nor his counsel that is why the 

appellant as well as his counsel were totally unaware of 

the date fixed.

B. That the absence of the appellant as well as his counsel 

on the dote fixed was neither intentional nor deliberate ■ 

mistake on their part. |

C. That the valuable rights of the appellant ore involved 

in'the matter and to meet the end of justices the 

restoration of the cose is just and equitable.

D. That the present application is well within time and 

there is no legal impediment in restoration of the cose.

E. That when the appellant approached the Tribunal 

regarding the information of his cose he come to know 

that his.oppeoj^wos fixed before the Court but the some 

was dismissed for non-prosecution. ^

Therefore,: is humbly prayed that the captioned '

appeal may kindly be restored and thereafter adjudicated 

on merits.
)

Dated: 2410712019

Appellant
■ ^

KHALID

Advocate and Associates.

Through

OHAILA

j

I



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Restoration Application No.

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018

12018

/Auhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Dargai,

AppellantDistrict /^alakand.

AFFIDAVtT:-
It is stated on oath that the contents of the instant application 

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

nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Court.

ajTESTgp Deponent

Through
\

KHALID TAN VEER R0HAILA

Advocate Pestldwar.

li



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR■a

IGP & OthersVersusMuhammad AH

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1. That the above titled appeal was pending adjudication 

before this Honourable Court which was fixe for 27-06- 

2019. \

2. That due to a bonafide mistake the applicant was under 

impression that his date of hearing was 22/07/2019 

which he already intimated to his council too. )

3. That on 22-07-2019 when the applicant came to this 

Honourable Court he was informed that his date of 

hearing was 27-06-2019 Et not 22-07-2019 and on date 

fixed the case was dismissed for non-prosecutionl

4. That thereafter immediately the applicant filed the 

restoration application which is accompanied by this 

condonation of delay application.

5. That the delay caused if any was neither intentional nor 

deliberate but a bonafide mistake on part of applicant.

6. That very valuable rights of applicant are involved in 

the matter.



jlegal bar 

isposal of Lis on the basis of merits.

on condoning the delay forj thet there is

N'

/r It is therefore most humbly prayed that the instant 

application may kindly be considered as part and parcel 
of the main application and on acceptance [of this 

application the, delay if any in filing of restoration of 

application may kindly be condoned in the bestj interest 

of justice.

Dated: 2410712019
Applicant 

Muhammad All

Through

khAi

Advocate ft A^ciates 

Peshawar.

ANVEm ROHAILA

AFFIDAVIT:- j
I, Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, TehsiljDargai, District 

Malakand, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare onj oath that the 

contents of this application are true and correct to jthe best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this 

Honourable Court. C

mi
DEPONENT•>'S

<iS

m/ ★ /\

.. (
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA <;FR\/irp 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

APPEAL Nol 3!^/2Q.1R

Muhammad AN S/o Araf Khan R/o P.O. Hero Shah, j'aSgQ
Tehsil Dargai, District Malakand P Area, Pakistap^^^J^tSX

'31-
1. Government of KPK through Inspector General
2. Inspector General Police C.P.O office Peshawar.
3. District Police Officer, Swat, Near Grassy Ground 

Swat.

!

.i

i
.J..

te':

;

It

§ ir>
oVERSUS3A XP

I
I ; Saidu Sharifi

rS
Ik 4. Deputy Superintendant Police Swat, Javed Iqbal Shaheeci

Line/Swat.
Police

1

■M
Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTIDM 4 OF KPK 

TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUNED 

ORDER DATED 28/06/2011 VIDE ANNEXIIRF a

SERVICE

WHEREBY THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
:v..,

DISCHARGED FROM 

AGAINST THE FINAL IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
10/08/2018 VIDE ANNEXURE 'B' WHEREBY THE
APPELLANT'S DEPARTMENTA!
BEEN REJECTFn

SERVICE AND ALSO

appeal hasif?ftT-yT’•••'rSo.y 
y:..7’

PRAYER:

On acceptance of appeal, both the impugned 

i BD. °''ders dated 28/06/2011 vide annexure 1A' and 

the final impugned order dated 10/08/2018 as 

annexure 'B' may kindly be set aside ahd the 

appellant may kindly be reinstated on his

ATTj70--r-
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10.05.2019 Appellant in person present and requested for adjournment 
the ground that his counsel is not available today. Adjourned to 

27.06.2019 for preliminary hearing .before S.B.

on

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KLFNDl) 
MEMBER

)

27.06.2019 Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the 

appellant absent. Case called but none appeared on 

behalf of appellant. Consequently the present 

appeal is hereby dismissed in default. No order as Ho 

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

service

%
(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member
'4 :

ANNOUNCED.
27.06.2019

■ LMV 1

■■ '

N IS r:i aier c t V',’o.-r7s__
Copyhii^, Fee
Urg-etij;--------

____
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Name
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

11018Restoration Application No.

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018

IGP a othersMuhammad All Versus

Index

PagesAnnexureDocumentsS.No
Application for resforof/on0~^*^^o^^'^

1.

Impugned order2.
AffidevfE3.

Dated: 24/07/2019
Petitioner

t

Muhammoa Alip

A
Through r

VEER ROHAILAKHAL

Advocate and Associates.

■ t.
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X‘,v- '> • BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICES TRIBUNAL

t PESHAWAR

tn uf

/2018Restoration Application No.___________

Service Appeal No. .1315/2018

/•
Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Dargai, 

District Malakand. 4 .

Appellant

Versus

1. Government of KPK through Inspector General of Police.

2. Inspector General of Police, C.P.O Office Peshawar.

3. District Police Officer, Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. Deputy Superintendent of Police Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Line

Swat.
Respondents

APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION OF

CAPTIONED APPEAL DISMISSED FOR NON

PROSECUTION.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

That the captioned case was subjudice before this 

Honourable court, wherein the instant case was fixed 

for hearing, but was dismissed for non-prosecution 

vide order dated: 27/06/2019.

1.

2. That the petit'oner / appellant feeling aggrieved
27/06/2019,from' the Impugned order dated: 

whereby the appeal was dismissed for non-

prosecution now approaches this Honourable Court 

for Restoration inter alia, on the following grounds.

/.



•v

Vv.
1 f ■

GROUNDS:-

lor any summon has been served 

nor his counsel that is why the 

)is counsel were totally unaware of

A, Neither any notice 

upon the appellant 

appellant os well as 

the dote fixed.

I.

■ B. That the absence of the appellant as well as his counsel 

on the date fixed was neither intentional nor deliberate 

mistake on their part.

i
C. That the valuable rights of the appellant are involved 

in the matter and to meet the end of justice, the 

restoration of the case is Just and equitable.

D. That the present application is well within time and 

there is no legal impediment in restoration of the case.

PAr
E. That when the appellant approached the Tribunal 

regarding the information of his case he came to know 

that his appeaiwas fixed before the Court but the same 

was dismissed for non-prosecution.

Therefore, it is humbly prayed that the captioned 

appeal may kindly be restored and thereafter adjudicated 

on merits.
,1

Dated: 24/0712019
Appellant

’Through

OHAILAKHALID T. 5 *

Advocate and Associates.

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICES TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR
t

12018Restoration Application No. _________

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018

Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Dargai, 

District Malakand. Appellant

AFFIDAVIT
It is stated on oath that the contents of the instant application 

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

nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Court.

fcTTESTgn Deponent •<

Oath
I

Throughf«0
\

WLA
awor.

1

/

';

. i

1

V

i
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■ BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL

-PESHAWAR■ !

/

IGP & OthersMuhammad Ali Versus

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1. That the above titled appeal was pending adjudication 

before this Honourable Court which was fixe for 27-06- 

2019.

2. That due to a bonafide mistake the applicant was under 

impression that his date of hearing was 2210712019 

which he already intimated to his council too.

3. That on 22-07-20f9 when the applicant came to this 

Honourable Court he was informed that his date of 

hearing was 27-06-2019 Sl not 22-07-2019 and on date 

fixed the cose was dismissed for non-prosecution.

♦

4. That thereafter immediately the applicant filed the 

restoration application which is accompanied by this
i ■ r-j.

condonation of delay application.

5. That the delay caused if any was neither intentional nor 

deliberate but a bonafide mistake on part of applicant.

6. That very valuable rights of applicant are involved in 

the matter. ■!
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jlegal barV ■

on condoning the delay for the7. That there is
disposal of Lis on the basis of merits.

PRAYER:-

It is therefore most humbly prayed that the instant 

application may kindly be considered as part and parcel 

of the main application and on acceptance of this 

application the delay if any in filing of restoration of 

application may kindly be condoned in the best interest 

of justice.

Dated: 2410712019
Applicant 

Muhammad Ali

Through
KH/Ct,
Advo^te Et As^ciates 

Peshawar.

ANVEER ROHAILA

AFFIDAVIT
I, Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Dargai, District 

Malakand, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of this application are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been canceled from 

Honourable Court.

this

r

DEPONENT
AtTiSTH

Gcmm?ss, mOi m
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA <;FR\/irF 

fRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO j 315"72018

Muhammad Ali S/o Araf Khan R/o P.O. Hero Shah, Jab^hai 

TehsN Dargai, District Malakand P Area, Pakistarx^*^^

pf ^ .v>*

3<h-A-bv>- r-;' t< T-i ^v r.
rScJ-'-'co ■r.'LVai::'.;ki1I 1r. X>K>! y r-,’:.- ■J...

H-■

i o
•;?

u ■

Wf-
1. Government of KPK through Inspector General Poticef'^^’^'^^

2. Inspector General Police C.P.O office Peshawar.
3. District Police Officer, Swat, Near Grassy Ground 

Swat.

want>
VERSUS xP

a.
a

, Saidu Sharif
1

4. Deputy Superintendent Police Swat, Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police 

Line, Swat.
f •
ItwW

Respondentsw
APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAIIM.ST THF
ORDER DATED 28/06/2011 VIDE ANNEXLJRF a 

WHEREBY

KPK SERVirP■;i

IMPUNED

THE APPELLANT HAS BEEN
2 IS 'I? say DISCHARGED FROM SERVICE AND ALSO 

AGAINST THE FINAL IMPUGNED ORDER DATED
10/08/2018 VIDE ANNEXURE 'B' WHFRFRV tuf

APPELLANT'S DEPARTMENTA! appeal has-day
BEEN Rejected

PRAYER:

On acceptance of appeal, both the impugned 

D o*'ders dated 28/06/2011 vide annexure 'A' and 

the final impugned order dated 10/08/2018 as 

annexure 'B' may kindly be set aside and the 

appellant may kindly be reinstated on his

“Ai i, Jy C'T'y-!
o t

Kh.:
Ac*

5 War

!f
I
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10.05.2019 Appellant in person present and requested for adjournment 
the ground that his counsel is not available today. Adjourned to 

27.06.2019 for preliminary hearing before S.B.

I on

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER __ ,^ -..f .I,. ,1 ^

i

■

Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the 

appellant absent. Case called but none appeared on 

behalf of appellant. Consequently the present 

appeal is hereby dismissed in default. No order as to 

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

j.}

27.06.2019

service
I

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 
MemberIj

ANNOUNCED.
27.06.2019

!.

Date of Prer,i'~t3i-Un c,i'A
NuHiller oi’ Vvc/cC3___

Copy^/' Fez 

Urgctii!:_____

7

a

Nacnc- C'.’y?y;l;;: 
Date of 

ofD

;■ -

\ 2^ -7
f-

i-i
{

: : -I . •'i

%

i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICES TRIBUNALV- •

PESHAWAR

i’-fcT' noisRestoration Application No.
Service Appeal No, f315/2018

!

IGP & OthersVersusMuhammad Alt

Index
Annexure Rases 

Applf^tion for restorations/ p

Impugned order

DocumentsS.No

1.
*

2.
Affidev-it3.

Dated: 2410712019
• Petitioner ■, y

■;

Muhammaa Aii

r\
Through :.

r
VjER ROHAILA 

Advocate and Associates.

KHAL

I

d'



before the khyber pakhtunkhwa. services tririjnai

PESHAWAR

Restoration Application No. __________

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018
12018

Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, 

District Malakand.
Tehsil Dargai,

.C-'

Appellant
Versus .

Government of KPK through Inspector General of Police.

2. Inspector General of Police, C.P.O Office Peshawar. ,

3. District Police Officer, Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. Deputy Superintendent of Police Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Line 

Swat.

1.

j

Respondents

application for restoration nr
CAPTIONED APPEAL DISMISSED FOR Mnu

prosecution

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1. That the captioned was subjudice before this 

Honourable court, wherein the instant case was fixed

for hearing, but was dismissed for non-prosecution 

Vide order doted: 27f0612019.

cose

2. That the petitioner / appellant feeling aggrieved

dated: 27/06/2019,

non- 

Court
, on the following grounds.

from the impugned order

whereby the appeal v/as dismissed for
prosecution now approaches this Honourable 

for Restoration, inter olio



Miiii.iw w***-

-!

^ GROUNDS:-

A, Neither any notice nor any summon has been served 

the appellant nor his counsel that is why thei upon

appellant as well os his counsel were totally unaware ofn
the dote fixed.I

B. That the absence of the appellant as well as his counsel 

on the date fixed was neither intentional nor deliberate 

mistake on their part.

1

i

^ j

C. That the valuable rights of the appellant ore involved 

in the matter and to meet the end of justice, the 

restoration of the cose is just and equitable,.

D. That the present application is well within time and 

there is ho le^al impediment in restoration of the cose.
■ !

E. That when the appellant approached the Tribunal 

resardins the information of his case he came to know 

that his appeal was fixed before the Court bpt the same 

was dismissed for non-prosecution.

Therefore, it is humbly prayejd that the cdptioned
- 1 • ■ • I

appeal may kindly be restored and thereafter adjudicated 

on merits. ; ,,
)

Dated: 24107/2019

Appellant

ift Through /

OHAILAKHALID T

Advocate and Associates.

V'i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL :
.=VV^

C
■a PESHAWAR ■- <i-

. ;

/2018Restoration Application No.__________
Service Appeal No. 1315/2018

'J

'.i'\\tv
i

I
I i

••1

! Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Darga;, j i^;|j 

District Malakand.
;

Appellant -i'/jitil'■s

!

AFFIDAVIT :-
It is stated on oath that the contents of the instantppplicatiornff -;^ 

are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and^Jaelief dnd\ - fi 

nothing has been concealed from this Honourable Court. ‘

s i

i ,

!!■
' S

' V

r.

Deponent
l<.

Through

ANVEER KOHAILAi

r
1 awory

.:■/

!: ;
i

. 1; •>;
•1

• i\

\
I

,1
w

j .

{

,* 5

lo
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y' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICES TRIBUNAL: /! ,y/' \

PESHAWARy.
jr'

Muhammad Ali ICP & OthersVersus

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth:’

1, That the above titled appeal was pending adjudication 

before this Honourable Court which was fixe for 27-06- 

2019,
’

2. That due to a bonafide mistake the applicant was under 

impression that his date of hearing was 2210712019 

which he already intimated to his council too.

3. That on 22-07-2019 when the applicant came to this 

Honourable Court he was informed that his date of 

hearing was 27-06-2019 & not 22-07-2019 and on date 

fixed the case was dismissed for non-prosecution.

4. That thereafter immediately the applicant filed the 

restoration application which is accompanied by this 

condonation of delay application.

5. That the delay caused if any was neither intentional nor 

deliberate but a bonafide mistake on part of applicant.
f,

6. That very valuable rights of applicant are involved in 

the matter, ' ^
I



5
g'

YJb■

7. That there isllegal bar on condoning the delay for the 

disposal of Lis on the basis of merits.

I At;;

PRAYER:-/
1

<

It Is therefore most humbly prayed that the instant 

application may kindly be considered as part and parcel 

of the main application and on acceptance of this 

application the delay if ony^in filing of restoration of 

application may kindly be condoned in the best interest 

of justice.

4

ir
X
k

K

' 1

Dated: 2410712019
Applicant /i4; 

Muhammad All

Through
KH/(u^^NVek^OHAlLA 

Advocate & A^ciates 

Peshawar. i

AFFIDAVIT:-
/, Muhammad AU S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Dargai, District 

Malakand, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of this application ore true and correct to the best of my 

' knowledge and belief and nothing has been canceled from this 

Honourable Court.

;v •

rrr ;..

DEPONENT
*■

09

r\
/i

-U'f
s
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before the KHYRPp PAKHTUNK-MWA SERVirF 

TRIBUMAL PESHAWAR

appeal N0.13D /2Q1^

Muhammad Ali S/o Araf Khan R/o P.O.
Tehsil Dargai, District Malakand P Area,

r f”;* >1' iv-.

Hero Shah, Jabaghaij
Paklsta^l^

A/ , 'VA
t

• PH

VERSUS 0MXfi yvr. ;

1. Government of KPK through Inspector General 
.2. Inspector General Police C.P.O .
3. District Police Off]

Swat.
4. Deputy Superintendant Polices

Line, Swat.

Police.
office Peshawar, 

icer, Swat, Near Grassy Ground, Saidu Sharif
tSt
I 1
At

:!I
wat,Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police

»' U

h

/?e5ponc/e/7f5

appeal UMHer .SFrTinM ^ OF KPK CFPt/irp
against the IMPliMFpXRiBiJNAL_ACT]^4

gRDIR_DATED 28/nfi^7nii 

WHEREBY
VIDE ANNEXURF A

THE appellant Has BEEN
ALSO

V *

discharged from SER\/irF
against the finai impugned

AND
'wli./!;•'

, _______ ORDER dated
10/08/2018 VIDE ANNFXIIRE 'B' WHERERV tl,f 

APPELLANrs ------------departmental APPFAI■hr i't r; ’ ; >; •.

.’f' r'TJ-..-,:, HAS I

been rejected

PRAYER:

On acceptance ofAT'^'
:P. orders dated

the final impugned order dated 10/08/2018 as 

annexure 'B' may kindly be set aside and the 

appellant may kindly be reinstated on his

!
•. - i

:r.r» !f«!* I.
1

vVfVr

i ■

i
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10.05.2019 Appellant in person present and requested for adjournment 
the ground that his

t on : :
counsel is not available today. Adjourned 

27.06.2019 forpreliminary hearing before S.B.
toy

;>

''

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
member

■1

27.06.2019 Appellant absent. Learned , counsel for the 

appellant absent. Case called but none appeared on 

present servicebehalf of appellant. Consequently the

appeal is hereby dismissed in default. No order 

costs
as to

. File be consigned to the record! room.

;
(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member
ANNOTrNrp.n
27.06.2019

Nsiir jcr orv.'
% '>r ;■

_
■)

___ 4•I i TofaJ

■yNacii- 

Diifc of C:;: 

'0;i(c of ;>c:‘
V—7i

f

\

nr'iiiimiiniiiwiinMiifi ii n



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICES TRIBUNALV- ■ •

PESHAWAR

11018Restoration Application No.
Service Appeal No. 1315/2018

)

iCP & OthersVersusfAuhammad AH

Index
Annexure PagesDocuments 

Application for restorations/ 

Impugned order

S.No ;!

5— T~2.
■43.

Dated: 24/07/2019
Petitioner

/Auhammaa Ad

r\■ i-

Through r
VJER ROHAILAKHAL

f.-'T

Advocate and Associates.

i ^

i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL

PESHAWAR

Restoration Application No.________ ■

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018

/2018

Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Dargai, 

District Malakand.

Appellant
Versus

Government of KPK through Inspector General of Police.

2. Inspector General of Police, C.P.O Office Peshawar.

3. District Police Officer, Saidu Sharif Swat.

4. Deputy Superintendent of Police Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police Line 

Swat.

1.

Respondents

APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION

CAPTIONED APPEAL DISMISSED FOR NON
OF

PROSECUTION.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

1. That the captioned case was subjudice before this 

Honourable court, wherein the instant case was fixed 

, for hearins, but was dismissed for non-prosecution 

vide order dated: 27/06/2019.

2. That the petitioner / appellant feeling aggrieved

from th& impugned ord^r datid; 27/Q6/2Q19, 
whereby’ the appeal was dismissed for 

prosecution now approaches this Honourable Court 

for Restoration, inter olio, on the following grounds.

non-

iL
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GROUNDS:-
#

A. Neither-any- notice nor any summon has been served 

upon the appellant nor his^ counsel that is why the 

appellant os well os his counsel were totally unaware of 

the date fixed.

itg

iI
i

6. That the absence of the appellant as well os his counsel 

the date fixed was neither intentional'nor deliberate 

mistake oh their port.

n
on

1

j

C. That the valuable rights of the appellant are involved 

in the matter and to meet the end of justice, the 

restoration of the case is just and equitable.

D. That the present application is well within time and 

■there is no legal impediment in restoration of the case.

E. That when the appellant approached the Tribunal 

regarding the information of his case he came to know 

that his appeal was fixed before the Court but the same 

wasxdismissed for non-prosecution.

Therefore, it is humbly prayed that the captioned 

appeal may kindly be restored and thereafter adjudicated 

on merits. ,,
)

Dated: 24107/2019

Appellant

ii Through /

OHAILAKHALID T

Advocate and Associates.r’

i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, SERVICES TRIBUNAL1

PESHAWAR
. S',

/2018Restoration Application No.__________

Service Appeal No. 1315/2018
■1 I

lir
‘t i"'

f

Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/OP/0 Hero Shah, Tehsil Darga/, : 

District Malakand. AppellantI
I

■*

!AFFIDAVIT

It is stated on oath that the contents of the instant application’ ]% 

are true and correct to the besit of my knowledge and,belief and ‘ 

nothing has been, concealed from this Honourable Court.

t'i,'N r;I'
■.!

'' L ■

aJTESTEp
Deponent

Oath ^
I/.-

ThroughComffiissi^crI
I

ANVEER mHAILA
J

awantA/V^
•./1

I*

:
/

/
't

t

;

;
j

r

)
■ i

•I
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</r BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA. SERVICES TRIBUNAL;■ XX

X PESHAWARi

Muhammad AU , Versus ICP & Others .X'

APPLICATION FOR CONDONATION OF DELAY

Respectfully Sheweth:-

i

1. That the above titled appeal was pend/ng adjudication 

before this Honourable Court which was fixe for 27-06- 

2019.

2. That due to a bonafide mistake the applicant\was under 

impression that his dote of hearing was 2210712019 

which he already intimated to his council too.
V

3. That on 22-07-2019 when the applicant came to this 

Honourable Court he was^ informed that his dote of 

hearing was 27-06-2019 & not 22-07-2019 and on date 

, fixed the cose was dismissed for non-prosecution.

4. That thereafter immediately the applicant filed the 

restoration application which is accompanied by this 

condonation of delay application.

5. That the de/dy caused if any was neither intentional nor 

deliberate but a bonafide mistake on part of applicant.

6\ That very valuable rights of applicant are involved in 

the matter.
i



wo
\

7. That there isjlesal bar on condoning the delay for the 

disposaiof Lis on the basis of merits.

\ Ay
;
i.

PRAYER:-/

It is ttierefore most huml^ly prayed that the instant 

application may kindly be considered as part and parcel 

of the main application and on acceptance of this 

applicgtion the delay if any in filing of restoration of 

application may kindly be condoned in the best interest 

of justice.

Dated: 2410712019

5 •
E

1

I

Applicant 

Muhammad All

Through
(T,KHALI^^P^NVemROHAILA 

Advocate & As^ciates 

Peshawar.

I

AFFIDAVIT:-

Ij Muhammad Ali S/0 Araf Khan R/0 P/0 Hero Shah, TehsU Dorgoi, District 

Molakand, do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on doth that the 

contents of this application ore true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this 

Honourable Court. 7:■: •

v/1
DEPONENT

Ccmmis?m?r y...cry

dhi

4>
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before the KHVRfr PAKHTtJNKHWA SFRVirF

tribunal, PESHAUMR

appeal no j 31^ /201S

Muhammad Ali S/o Araf Khan R/o P.O.
Tehsil Dargai, District Malakand P Area,

3<tiA'V>v »• fI • 'V , 
rSo o • I :V>»: ii i» f■f

IH Xti-.M y ■

s5:l°ip-0
Hero Shah, Jabaghai '

1.

|»pl^7onf

I

oo
>

VERSUS v<

1. Gover„n,ant of KPK through Inspector General
2. inspector General Police C.P.O
3. District Police Officer,

Swat.
4. Deputy Superintendant Police S

Line, Swat.

•5> /i

office Peshawar.
Swat, Near Grassy Ground, Saidu Sharif

u
I

I'ri
1
:?
a

wat, Javed Iqbal Shaheed Police‘I

?y
Respondents

appeal UNDFR ccrjio,., ^ OF KPK <;FR\/trp 

AGAINST THE IMPIlMFptribunal act lt)7A
ORDER DATFn 7a/nc/^nn VIDE ANNFXIIRF a
WHEREBY THE appellant HAS BEEN

ALSO

V '

discharged EROM SFRX/irp 

GAINST THE FINAI IMPUGNFn
AND

______ ORDER DATFn
10/08/2018 VIDE ANNFVIipf 'b' WHFRFRV tuh 

APPELLANr*; ■departmental APPfai••.■7 :>;• '-'t t t • HASV..' '•
been REJECTFn

PRAYER:

On acceptance of appeal, both the impugned 

D orders dated 28/06/2011 vide annexure 'A' and 

the final impugned order dated 10/08/2018 as 

annexure 'B' may kindly be set aside and the 

appellant may kindly be reinstated on his

4T'--
T-'

\ -

1
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f. ^'•

10.05.2019 Appellant in

the ground that his counsel is not available today. Adjourned to 

27.06.2019 for preliminary hearing,before S.B.

person present and requested for adjournment on
I.

■y

1-

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

!-■

Gr':1

i
>

K............
Y \ ..............y V ,>

'm
'M

J

27.06.2019 Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the 

appellant absent. Casp called but 

behalf of appellant. Consequently the 

appeal IS hereby dismissed in default. No order 

costs. File be consigned to the record

none appeared on 

present service

as to
room.

jr'

/■

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member
ANNOIJNCF.n
27.06.2019

i

i)ato cT Prcr,i:r.

____

Copyist” Fee

Urc.v,cit_____

' U; Tdf;;;.________

•r

■3i^-
2)

i I: < Nhcju- Ce.y k-i-jrcy. 

D;)fo oS’ Ccryi^rF'cj! .:

P;Ue cfD
r.

f.... y7

j
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