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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 1354/2018

Date of Institution ... 30.10.2018

Date of Decision 15.01.2019

Sajjed Ahmad son of Muhammad Zada R/0 Mohallah Cham, Tarpatar, Usheri Darra,
... (Appellant)District Dir Upper.

VERSUS

Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division, Saidu Sharif, Swat and 3 others.
... (Respondents)I.

MR. AIMAL KHAN BARKANDI, 
Advocate. For appellant

MR. HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI, CHAIRMAN

JUDGMENT

HAMID FAROOQ DURRANL CHAIRMAN

The appellant is aggrieved of orders dated 17.12.2009 and ,24.04.2018 passed

by the respondents. Through the former the appellant was. dismissed from service

under the provisions of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Sewice (Special Powers)

Ordinance, 2000^with effect from the date of his absence (31.07.2009), while through

the latter his departmental appeal was rejected.

I have heard learned counsel for the appellant whose main argument was in2. .

terms that the order dated 17.12.2009 was given effect from the date of absence of

appellant, therefore, the same was void and period of limitation for filing of appeal
>

was not to run against the appellant. It was also contended that some other absenting 

police officials were extended lenient view by the respondent department to which the

appellant was also entitled.
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The available record suggests that the appellant remained absent from duty3.

since 31.07.2009 and was proceeded against departmentally. During the proceedings,

it surfaced that the appellant had left for Saudi Arabia for labour. The same fact was

recorded in the memorandum of appeal in terms that under restraint the appellant had

to leave Pakistan and was in exile to Saudi Arabia. On the other hand, a statement of

appellant is available on record wherein it was noted that on 29.04.2009, he left the

place of his duty on receiving information regarding illness of his mother. Upon

insistence of the mother the appellant left the service, owing to terrorism, however,

later when he was permitted to join the duty by his kin, therefore, he reported on

18.06.2009 for resumption. This self contradictory stance of the appellant left many

a question marks.

It is an admitted fact that the appellant slept over his right of departmental4.

appeal for about nine years and preferred application for reinstatement in the year.

2018 which was rejected being barred by time. It is also a fact that after rejection of

appeal/application the appeal in hand was submitted on 30.10.2018 which was also

barred by many months.

The argument of learned counsel regarding invalidation of the impugned order5.

dated 19.12.2009 due to retrospective effect does not contain much force. The said

error in the order was curable, therefore, would not vitiate the proceedings against the

appellant. The same is modified to have effect from the date on which it was passed

i.e. 19.12.2009 and not from 31.07.2009.

Regarding discrimination against the appellant, alleged on the part of the
i

respondents, suffice it to note that the order dated 24.04.2018 was passed on the 

application for reinstatement of as many as eight (8) police officials who were 

‘ declined the relief. It also requires to be noted that precedent c£ises relied upon by the
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appellant had their individual facts and circumstances and were dealt with accordingly

by the respondents at the relevant time.

1
1

6. In view of the above, the appeal in hand is found without any merits justifying

its admission for regular hearing. The same is, therefore, dismissed in limine.

File be consigned to the record room.

/
(HAMID FAROOQ DURRANI) 

CHAIRMAN

ANNOUNCED
15.01.2019

\
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Form- A, A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Case No. 1354/2018

S.No. Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge

1 2 3

J 30/10/2018 The appeal of Mr. Sajjad Ahmad presented today by Mr. 

Aimal Khan Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Register and 

put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order please.

1-

rSistrar

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for prelimiriary hearing to2-
be put up there on ^

AIRMAN .

!

28.11.2018 Appellant absent. Learned counsel for the 

appellant present. Adjournment requested. Adjourn. 
To come up for preliminary hearing on 15.01.2019 

b(Tore S.B.

S /
-VMe'fnber

)

>. *
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PESHAWAR
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AppellantSajjad Ahmad

Versus

RespondentsRegional Police Officer, Malakand & others
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Copy of the Order No. 4008-12/E, dated 
24.04.2018 of respondent No. 1____________
Copy of the order No. OB-648, dated 
17.12.2009 of respondent No. 2

7A3.

8B4.

Copy of the charge sheet, statement of 
allegations and finding report,

9-12C5.

Copy of the application/departmental 
appeal dated 12.03.2018. 13D6.

Copy of the orders of re-instated 
employees in police department 14-16E7.

Copy of application dated 02.07.2018 17F8.
Copy of the CNIC 189.
Wakalat Nama 1910.

Appellan 
Sajjad Ahmad

Through

Aimal Khan^Barkandi
& i'

I

Dara Khan Barkandi
Advocates, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KHYBER PAKHTPNKHWA.

PESHAWAR
Pal<.h«ukhwa 

Service 'SVibuniil,

1.5 83OJary No.

Service Appeal No. /2018 Dated

Sajjad Ahmad s/o Muhammad Zada
r/o Mohallah Cham, Tarpatar, Usheri Darra,
Tehsil & District Dir (upper)

Appellant

Versus

1. Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division, Saidu 
Sharif, Swat

2. District Police Officer (DPO), Dir (upper)

3. Inspector General (I.G) of Police, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

4. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa though Home 
Secretary, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar

Respondents

Appeal u/s 4 of the Service Tribunal Act, 
197^ against the office order No. 4008- 

12/E, dated 24.04.2018 of respondent No. 

1 whereby the departmental appeal of the 

appellant, from the order dated 

17.12.2009 of dismissal from
'ifcCe^astr^r

f a service

passed by respondent No. 2, was 

dismissed.

PRAYER

On acceptance of this appeal the 

impugned orders dated 24.04.2018 and 

12.12.2009 of respondents No. 1 and 2

iH



respectively may kindly be set aside and 

the appellant may be reinstated to his 

post (Constable) with all back benefits 

admissible under the law and rules.

Respectfully submitted;

1. That the appellant was appointed as Constable in the 

police department on 27.07.2007 by the respondents, 

and consistently performed his duty at district Dir 

Upper.

2. That in the year 2009 the militants and Taliban 

insurgency prevailed in the northern areas especially 

where the appellant was performing his duty i.e. 

district Dir-Upper and the militants openly threatened 

and pressurized the appellant and his family to face 

face dire consequences.

3. That the appellant under restraint circumstances had to 

leave Pakistan and went in exile to Saudi Arabia in 

order to earn livelihood for family members and 

mainly to save his life.

4. That during this exile period of the appellant at 

abroad, respondent No. 2 commenced ex-parte 

departmental proceedings against the appellant wtiich 

resulted in dismissal of the appellant u/s 3 (a),(b) of ;the 

NWFP Removal from Service (Special Power)
i

Ordinance, 2000 vide order No. OB-648, dated 

(Copy of the order, statement of 

allegations, charge sheet and finding report are 

annexure “B” & “C”)

.1

17.12.2009.
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5. That upon coming back to Pakistan, the appellant 

approached the respondents to allow him to resume 

his duty but to the utter shock of the appellant, it was 

revealed that the appellant has been dismissed from 

service.

6. That the appellant filed departmental appeal against 

the dismissal order on 12.03.2018 before respondent 

No. 1 which was dismissed on 24.04.2018 vide office 

order No. 4008-12/E on the ground of being time- 

barred. (Copy of the order is annexure “A” and 

department appeal is annexure “D”)

7. That the appellant is feeling aggrieved from both the 

impugned orders dated 24.04.2018 and 12.12.2009 of
Ih

respondents No. 1 and 2, respectively and is now filing 

this service appeal on the following grounds;

GROUNDS
A. That the impugned orders of respondents No. 1 and 2 

are against the law and facts of the case, hence, are not 

tenable.

B. That no proper inquiry has taken in the case to 

ascertain about the actual cause of absence of the 

appellant from service which was not intentional.

C. That the appellant has not absented intentionally nor 

has been willful to avoid duty. The appellant’s farhily 

has a political background too and due to this the 

appellant had great threats to his life and family. '

D. That the appellant was abroad as explained above and 

had no knowledge of the departmental proceedings



Sr-

initiated against him, hence, the question of limitation 

is condonable. The appellant filed department appeal

immediately when the appellant came to know about
hence, the departmentaldismissal from service, 

appeal is well within time. The absence period can be 

considered as without pay leave.

E. That the appellant has been condemned unheard. No 

opportunity of hearing has been provided to the 

appellant, which is also against the natural justice.

F. That the respondents have already reinstated many 

other dismissed employees of the police department 

who were also charged with the same accusations. The
re-instated to avoidappellant can also be 

discrimination and safe-guard the constitutional right

of the appellant. (Copy of the orders is annexure “E”)

G. That the major penalty imposed on the appellant is too 

harsh and severe which does not commensurate with 

the facts of the case.

It is, therefore, prayed that on 

acceptance of this appeal the impugned orders dated 

24.04.2018 and 12.12.2009 of respondents No. 1 and 2 

respectively may kindly be set aside and the appellant 

may be reinstated to his post (Constable) with all back 

benefits admissible under the law and rules.

j I

Appellant^c>is 
Sajjad Ahmad

>

Through

Aimal Khan Barkandi
&

Dara Khan Barkandi
Advocates, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA^

PESHAWAR

In
/2018Service Appeal No.

AppellantSajjad Ahmad
Versus

Regional Police Officer, Malakand & others Respondents

Application for condonation of delay 

(if any) in filing the captioned 

service appeal

Respectfully submitted;
That this application is filed along with the above 

noted appeal in the hon’ble Tribunal.
1.

2. That the appellant is aggrieved from the order 

dated 12.12.2009 of respondent No. 2 vide which the

appellant was dismissed from service.

3. That the appellant submitted departmental appeal/ 

representation to respondent No. 1 on 12.03.2018 

for re-instatement on the post of constable but the 

same was dismissed on 24.04.2018 by respondent 

No. 1 as being time barred.

order dated 24.04.2018 was not 

communicated to the appellant rather the appellant 

was asked to wait for decision.

4. That the

5. That after expiration of the 90 days, the appellant 

visited the office of respondent No. 1 to ask about 

the fate of the departmental appeal but no answer



A
whether the department appeal iswas given 

accepted or rejected.

02.07.2018 the appellant submitted 

application to respondent No. 2 for provision of 

if any, has been passed 

application/departmental appeal of the appellant 

response received. (Copy of the application

is annexure “F”)

6. That on

theonorder,

but no

an unattested7. That the appellant/applicant then got
of the order dated 24.04.2018 a few weekscopy 

ago.

That in view of the above, the appeal in hand is well 

within time, however, to avoid complications this 

application is filed along with the appeal.

It is, therefore, prayed that the delay, 

if any, in filing the instant appeal may kindly be 

condoned and the appeal may be decided on

merits.

8.

(

Appellant/Applicant 

Sajjad Ahmad
Through

Aimal Khan Barkandi
&

Dara Khan Barkandi
Advocates, Peshawar

AFFIDAVIT
No. 1 to 8 of theI do hereby affirm on oath that the paras 

application have been drafted as per my instructions which are
and correct to the best of my^knowledge & belief, and 

nothing material has been concealed.
true

Q
Deponent
15701-3856771-7

Oi
.OA

<33•C/>'
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OFFICE OF THE 
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER, MALAIC^ND r

AT SAfDU SHARIF SWAT.
P/i: 0946.fJ240.UJ-fi3 & Fax Nfi. 0946^9240.^9(1

Lmuih eJi^ni([lakan/i(^.vahon.cam

ORDER!

C . following Ex-Constable / £x-SPF of the Disiricis noted against each, 
■ submitted applications for reinstatement in Service. Their applications were thoroughly examined and 

found longtime barred having no legal justificaticn to consider, hence.their applications are hereby 

filed

S. No Name and No District Date of Dismissal

27/04/2016Ex-Constable Fath-Ur-Rehman No. 1192 Chitral1.

07/11/2009 •'
'30/04/1013 ■

Ex-Constable Sayed Arif Shah No, 4732, Oir Lower

DiV LowerEx-Constable Muhammad Naesm No, 15323,

06/02/2008Ex-Constable Zahidullah No, 11064, Dir Lower

lS/12/2014^Ex-Constable Saleh Muhammad No, 17135 Dir Lower

17/12/2009'6. Ex-Constable Sajjad Ahmad No, 790 Dir Upper

06/07/2017Ex-Constable Naveed All No. 2761 Swat7,

EX'SPO Imran Ullah No, 524/SPF 21/12/20128. Buner

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

AY AT KHAN)(AKH'J
Regional Police (Vficer, 

Mall^nd, aLSaiduyfiharif Swat
‘‘'Nuqi**uooe-^d'

Pat^
.No. /E.

./2018.

j ^py to all District Police Officers, in Maiakand [legion except District Police
Oft^er, Shanll'r'forihformation and necessary action. The applicants of your respective District may be 
iuformed'a^ccordingly please.

*^^*;(!AAAA.^AAA-^AAAl|^*♦'ti AA,''.^AAAAAAA.^AA♦ + ♦>!!

I W

District Ponce Offlcec^
OIr Lower at Timergan

. ..,1



r

i
■j.x t■ 1.- *

!!60/ !•
i

ORDER !'
;•

Constable Sajjad Ahmad No.790. while posled in Police 1 mos 
: 1)1 P'absented himself with effect from 31.7.;^()09 till to date withoul , 

leave or prior permission from the high ups. which is gross miscondurl 
, and against the discipline of the force.

any

ii■He was served with Charge Sheet and Suiiiinai'.y of aliegntiun 
■vide this Office Endst: No.3148/EC, Dated. 7.9.2009. An enquiry
committee comprising Mr. Khan 7arin Khan DSP Wari and Mr. Abdur Rehman 
Khan SHO PS: Gandigar was constituted to enquire into the matter. 

^However the defaulter Constable did not appear betore the said committee 
for recording his statement. The committee in its finding report stated 
that the defaulter Constable is not present in' his home and gone to 
Saudi Arabia for labor. The enquiry committee also stated that he isr.no! 
fit for the Police force and recommended him for major punishment.

i /~-
i;Keeping in view the above fads deTaulter Constable Sajj-id 

Ahmad No.790 he is hereby Dismissed foni! service under ,secl ion 'a- 'h- 
of the NWFP removal from Service (Special Power) Ordinance .'.'ariii. 
^ct JrqnT__the date of his absence.^FFKit7other'lJmTonirarticTGs 
shall'immediaLcry"b'e"tl?pos‘ited Trom I'rirn in the Districl Godown 

Order announced.

W i '. 1 .

;■

i:
Uis4;ricf Police Officer.
DU' (

OB
Ot: I ? /2009. ■i

■;

i:
i

!i

0

ii*

*

b
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"c '■
V' CHARGE!: sheilp. '•

!. Ija?. Ahmad Districl Police Officer. Dir Upper. As competent auihoriiy. hereby 
charged Yon Constable Sajad Ahmad No.790 as foMows;- '4

Yon Constable Sajad Ahmad No. 790 while posted at Samba Guard absented 
yoiirseir* with effect from 29.4.2009 (ill to date, without any leave nr prim- 
permission of the high-ups. Your are not taking interest in your legitimate duly. 
You'i'e this act amounts to gross misconduct and against the.discipline of (he force.

r

2. I3y reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of misconduct under section of
the NWfP Removal Trom Service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000 and have rendered yoiirself 
liable to all or any of the penalties specified in Section-3 of the Ordinance ibid.

!■

f

You are therefore, directed to submit your written defence within 07 days of the 
receipt ofl.hi.s charge sheet to the enquiry orficer/committee.
.V.

*;
Your written defence, if any should reach to the Enquiry Officer/Commilicc w'ithin 

the specified period, failing which it should be presumed that you have no defence to olTer and in 
that case the expartce action shall follow against you.

4.

;;

Intimate whether you wish to be heard in person.5.

Statement of allegations is enclosed.6.

;

!*•(MA'A/AIIIVIAO) 
District Police Officer, 
Dir Uppe^^

/2009./EC, Dated Dir Upper the_
Constable Sajad Ahmad No. 790 to submit your reply to the enquiiy

No.

cummiltec within stipulated period.

A if

A
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'IDISCIPLINARY ACTION

4:■ ; I.. Ijaz Alimad District Police OrHcer, Dir [Jpper. As competent authoidty. am of the opinion 
ihat C.onslahle Sajad Ahmad No. 790 has rendered himself liable to be proceeded under Section "i 
ol the NWf p Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance 2000.

STATEMliiNT OF Ai.l.KC AtlON.S

I
ill
!■

Constnbie SnjacI Ahniail No. 790 while pasl'ctl at Snnibn Guard absented from 
law rull duty with effect from 29.4.2009 till

his
to ilatc, vviihout any leave oi- prior 

permission of the high-ups, His this act amounts to gross misconduct and against 
llie discipline of the force. ^ I

l-or the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct u the said accused with reference to the 
enquiry commillec consisting of the following is constiuitcd under section .5 of ibc

•1?iihove allcgali(.)ns, an 
said ordinance.

if
1»■

1. Mr. Khan Zarin Khan DSP Wari.
2. Mr. Niaz Muhammad Khan SHO Wari.

1 he enquiry committee shall in accordfinee with the provisions of the ordinance, provide 
; reasonable opportunity of hearing to the accused official, record its findings and make within 20 days of the 
■ l eccipl ol this order, recommendations as to punishment,or other appropriate action against the accused.

The accused oflicial shall join the proceedings on the date time and place llxcd b\ 'the

■j

II
i!;ill
^!1'll4. IenqLiiry commilice. ii!Ji.4

3ii'(I.IAZ AHMAD) 
District I*olice OlTicer, 
Dir lippcc*^

/2009;

tl

I
/liC, Dated Dir Upper the___
Copy to:-

I'No.'
$

I. Mr. Khan Zarin Khan DSP Wari. 4
%2., ‘ Mr, Niaz Muhammad JChan SHO PS: Wari. v i

Constable Sajad Ahmad No. 790 to .submit'your reply to the enquiry conimitlce within 
4 . stipulated period. ,

f
li

tl

i!

II)i.i
il

j!

'fi

,t
1
if

I

I

<1
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a^i-n ^
To, The? worthy Regional Police Officer 

Malakand at Saidu'Sharif, Swat\ •

D''Subject: 
Respected Sir,

APPLICATION FOR RE-INSTATEMENT INTO SERVICE

It is submitted that:-

1. The applicant is belongs to village Usherai, Police Sranon OlenePgar, disti ict Dir Upper.

2. The applicant serving in Police Department as a CotiSLdPie sir.ce ;>7/07/2007 qualifier

basic Recruit Training Course.

3. The applicant remained posted in heavy and sensitive stations of the district.

4. Ihe applicant unfortunately faced the Iasi- insurgenc/ and several verbal threats o 

killing were received by him from iTiilitants,

5. The applicant likes other colleagues / Constables deserted horn the service to sav' 

him-self from the cruelty of the militants and proceeded abroad for earning live!

hood.

Thus the applicant was proceeded against .deparlmentailv by the District Polire 

Officer, Dir Upper and lastly dismissed from service vide his office order ciatei 

12/12/2009 without completing legal and coda! fornialities ie ihis regard.

After normalization of the situation in iVlaiakand Division must the deserted 

dismissed applicanfs colleagues Constables were re-instated ircservice in the light o 

directions of former iGP/ Provincial Poiice Oincer, i<hvo.yr 'TdashicnKhwa, Peshawar.

8. . The a.pplicant is a young, sound healthy and wishes to serve in Poiice Department.

9. The applicant affected of the said insurgency period and liable of -Denefits 

re-iristaternent in service like applicant colleagues reinstated in service in the past oi 

■the directions of the former IGP,/Provincial Poiice Ofhceiy Kiiyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Peshawar.

6.

7.

0

\

Sir,

This is first application of the applicant for reenstaLcmon:: into service.

Keeping in view of above, it is huimbiy Yequeste'd that liio applicant 

kindly be re-instated in service from the date of dismissal with all back benefits for whief 

the applicant along-with aged parents and small kids shaii ever pray rof your long life anc 

prosperity for your this act of kindness in the remaining iiie and obliged.

may vep,

lour:: Obediently,A
"jSuc ^(f

[SaIjAO Af iViAD)
S;D iViunamfuae Zaaa 

.■-./I- Tar Pave;. Uidsei-ai, 
Pjiic../ Scadon Ganuidar, 

Districi Upf.;ar uir.
'D' 12/G3/201H,
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wherein he
V! -' a

(••)
I

; f.
I

"i
I ;

neither ?tate™nt of allegations. Lot '

..

,.... within sLlpulsted period.

SO, therefore, 
removal from 

caitse notice t-ut his reply was not received "

O-
'•

t

«•'

■ ■ ...vide office .OB Nq. 151, dated 14.11.2009, Malal«nd Kange, Swat, ■■ ■

I

I
1

•S'■ Atter-gcing through the available 
appellant has neither participated with 
orpenspnal hearing.

I
iGcord !t has pointed out that the

enquiry p'roceedings,.
M '

provided opportunity .nori f

■•?

:T|-,e applicant has heard in i^erson
.during thexourse of hearing h 

;; control of^miscreants/Taliban .ind

in orderly room held on 03.08 2017 •
e contended that at those days the S^et valley was under '' 

especially of Police department Hp f ^^overfiment employees, ■ :

■ SSES—r^SSr
. feunu pl|p,sibie.and satisfactory.

were! ■

He further 
ea was

not communicated to him. His pi
■,;

considered, as period in service but not nn'n > L "ite.rvpning period are 4< •
nnd “f for .lar, of ■

Order announced.

y
con

r?' rsvv

Ah Al/'r;.' tp

ri

'yfPf
,. rrontier R6^{yr;e Paiico ' , ' 

Khyber Pahhtunkhwa, Peshawar

■ > mNo. /EC, dated Peshawar the :/,‘»//20''/

Copy of above is forwarded" to Die Sp pRp MabkinH n^nr, c 
.. ^"'o-t:0-nd„,co..rv .Cion, H. service r=ccrd sc,

.-cr. .•
i;

V

#: :■ ■ V

1

6

:
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07 years; U 

^"^Talib.n.iheG

/■Jiis order is y, 
^al^itunkh>^,a

appeiia^it was dis
char

rKJiyb passed
^J^Ule,i975 s
ifervice >

^oiicc
'^^ssed froai -Ppeei

"S-. The' ■" ;ij ;jl::! «.03.2009;faahi V' S’If!
' :, a;i;ij

ee Of absc

__ '“•Er“""... .
rqr/orisb;. Me
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ORDER
V.

‘ Pakhtunkhwa^blirRules wytTubnWetrT™ ^
!

was
/-•

1
■,?• :• • Brief facts of the casG are that 

:MalaI<and .Range>as enlisted as constable 
from duty with effect from 01.Q4.2009, till'th

corista^le Taj Bhad_9r' No. 4899 Qf FRP 
on 26.07.2007. He w,as absented himself

e date of hi^ removal from service. ;

In this regard- he

period.
e was issued Urdo Patwar,, bat !,g failscljo doso, therefore 

recomnsendec h™ f,r ntajor ponishmem of removal: from 
-.1 show cau^e notice .but his reply

•the Enquiry Committee 
service. Later on,he was issued final

was ngt received• within stip.ulatedi^eriod.
•s

In the light of recommendation of Enquiry Comrhittee and material 
wat.

available on record he

: that his-removai from service order w-,. nnr . ’ ■ '
......Rlausible-and satisfactory. - to him. His, plea was found'.V

:«... .-^r SI-r“ .
.reinstated'in:servicoandthpnijnich e “^^Mnd Range) is hereby

. period of his ab.sence from d

, ;

pay as timescale constable. The
: c-pruiro h . intervening period are considered
..service but not on duty and he will
: intervening period.

.as period In
not be entitled for salary of his absence and7.

Order announced.

7^17
sen/dPolice

Comman 
/ '"'■ontierRe

^ '/EC, dated PL'shawar the” f jo^/iQil ^'eshavvar-

copy of above is forwarded to the SP FRP Malakand Range Swat for

-- /^'^essary action. His service record sent herev/ith

!

No.
!• .
[information'and
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To The worthy District Police Officer,

Dir Upper

Subject: REQUEST FOR PROVISION OF ATTESTED PHOTO COPY OF ORDER IF 

ISSUED BY THE OFFICE OF REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER. MALAKAND 

AT SAIDU SHARAIF, SWAT ON THE APPLICATION OF THE
APPLICANT .

Respected Sir,

It is submitted that:-'

1. The applicant, was serving as-a Constable in district Dir Upper 
dismissed from service vide OB No.648, dated 12/12/2009.

2. The applicant submitted application dated 12/03/2018 to the 

: worthy RegionaT Police Officer, Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat /
Appellate authority for re-instatement into service.

3. The applicant has hot yet been informed as to whether application 

of the applicant has been accepted by the appellate authority/ 
Regional Police Officer,-Malakand at Saidu Sharif, Swat for re­
instatement into service 6r;otherwise.

4. The applicant is in need of .an attested photo copy of the order if 
issued in this regard for filing service appeal in the concerned court.

was

It is, therefore, humbly requested that an attested copy of the 

order if passed by worthy Regional Police Officer, Malakand at 
Saidu Sharif, Swat on the application of the applicant may very 

kindly iDe provided, to the applicant for the mentioned purpose.

Your's Obediently,
Dated 02/07/2018.

^JMD AHMAD)

Ex-Constable No.790 

'District Dir Upper Police 

.S/0 Muhammad Zada r/o village 

Tar Patar, PS Gandigar,....
District Upper Dir.
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