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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 5/2018

Date of Institution ... 28.12.2017

Date of Decision 28.01.2022

Noor-UI-Amin, Ex-Constabie No. 75/RR Distt: Swat.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Regional Police Officer, Malakand, Saidu Sharif, Swat and one another
(Respondents)

Uzma Syed, 
Advocate For Appellant

Noor Zaman Khattak, 
District Attorney For respondents

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR
CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT

ATIO-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E^:- This single judgment

shall dispose of the instant service appeal as well as the following connected

service appeals, as common question of law and facts are involved therein:-

1. Service Appeal bearing No. 6/2018 titled Nizam Khan

2. Service Appeal bearing No. 7/2018 titled Saeed Ullah

3. Service Appeal bearing No. 8/2018 titled Ubaid Ullah

02. Brief facts of the case are that the appellant while serving as Constable in

Police Department was proceeded against on the charges of absence from duty

and was ultimately dismissed from service vide order dated 12-10-2009. Feeling

aggrieved, the appellant filed departmental appeal, which was rejected vide
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order dated 29-11-2017, hence the instant service appeal with prayers that the

impugned orders dated 12-10-2009 and 29-11-2017 may be set aside and the

appellant may be re-instated in service with all back benefits.

03. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the appellant has

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

had badly been violated; that the impugned order has been passed in volition of

mandatory provision of law, hence such order is void and illegal. Reliance was

placed on 2007 SCMR 1129 and 2006 PLC CS 221; that departmental appeal of

the appellant was rejected being barred by time, but since the impugned order is

void, hence no limitation would run against void order. Reliance was placed on

2015 SCMR 795; that delay if any is condonable if delay already condoned in

identical cases. Reliance was placed on PLD 2003 SC 724 and 2003 PLC CS 796;

that this tribunal in similar cases has already granted condonation of delay and

granted relief, hence the appellant is also entitled to the same under the

principle of consistency; that the appellant has been discriminated, as other

police officials, who were dismissed with the appellant, have been re-instated.

whereas tl pellant has been denied the same treatment.

04. Learned District Attorney for the respondents has contended that the

appellant willfully absented himself from lawful duty without permission of the 

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

allegation and proper inquiry was conducted; that despite repeated reminders, 

the appellant did not join the disciplinary proceedings; that right from the date of 

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

appellant neither reported his arrival nor bothered to join inquiry proceedings 

rather remain dormant which clearly depicts his disinterest in his official duty; 

that after fulfillment of all the codal formalities, the appellant was awarded major 

punishment of dismissal from service in absentia; that the appellant preferred
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departmental appeal after lapse of 8 years/ which was rejected being barred by 

time; that stance of the appellant being devoid of merit may be dismissed.

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

record.

06. Placed before us is cases of police constables, who alongwith many other 

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

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

committee for cases of desertion and taking humanitarian view, re-instated such 

personnel into service in large number. Placed on record is a notification dated 

01-11-2010, where 16 similarly placed employees had been re-instated on the

recommendation of the committee constituted for the purpose. Other cases of 

similar nature have been noticed by this tribunal, where the provincial 

government had taken a lenient view keeping in view the peculiar circumstances 

in the area at that particular time and re-instated such deserted employees in 

service after years of their dismissal. Even this tribunal has already granted relief 

lature cases on the principle of consistency. Appellants are also 

amongst those, who had deserted their jobs due to threats from terrorists. 

Coupled with this are dents in the departmental proceedings, which has not been 

conducted as per mandate of law, as the appellant in case of willful absence was 

required to be proceeded under general law i.e. Rule-9 of E& D Rules, 2011. 

Regular inquiry is also must before imposition of major punishment of dismissal 

from service, which also was not conducted.

in simil

Consequently, keeping in view the principle of consistency, the impugned 

orders are set aside and the appellants are re-instated in service. Since the 

appeals are decided on technical grounds more so while keeping in view the 

conduct of the appellants, they shall not be entitled to any of the back benefits, 

hence the absence period as well as the intervening period during which the 

appellants has not performed duty shall be treated as extra-ordinary leave

07.
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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=SJL
(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN) 

CHAIRMAN
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (E)
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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, separately placed on file, the

impugned orders are set aside and the appellants are re-instated in

service. Since the appeals are decided on technical grounds more so while

keeping in view the conduct of the appellants, they shall not be entitled to

any of the back benefits, hence the absence period as well as the

intervening period during which the appellants has 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

n
(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN) 

CHAIRMAN
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (E)
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Junior.tp.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 

D.B.

09.09.2021

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

Appellant in person and Mr. Asif Masood All Shah, 
DDA for-the respondents present.

25.01.2022

Former seeks short adjournment as his learned 

counsel is not in attendance due to general strike of the 

lawyers. Request is accorded. To come up for arguments 

on 2^.01.2022 before the D.B.

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

q
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Due to COViD-19, case is adjourned to 01.03.2021 for the 

same as before.
09.12.2020

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

same on 01.06.2021.
01-.03.2021

EADER

for the appellant. Mr. Khawas Khan, Inspector 

(Legal) alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate 

General for the respondents present.

Nemo, 01.06.2021

Today's date was posted on Note Reader, therefore, notice
as well as hisfor prosecution of the appeal be issued to appellant

for argumerits before D.B oncounsel and to come up 

09.09.2021.
r

I

(SALAH-UD^IN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

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



.2020 Due to COVIDlO/the case is adjourned to 

!3 /^020 for the same as before.

12.08.2020 Due to summer vacations case to come up for the same on 

15.10.2020 before D.B.

1

15.10.2020 Miss. Uzma Syed, Advocate for appellant is present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General for the respondents 

is also present.

The learned counsel submitted that the issue of. retrospectivity is 

involved in the instant appeal and as Larger Bench of this august 

Tribunal has been constituted for considering the 

unless and until a decision
issue, therefore.

on the issue is made this appeal 
please be kept pending till further proceedings.

may 

Request is
appropriate, the impugned order dated 12.06.2009 has been given 

retrospective effect, therefore, the appeal is kept pending till the 

decision of the Larger Bench.

Perusal of the record also reveals that Member copy of record is 

not available. The appellant is directed to make up deficiency well 

before next date.

File to ,come up for further proceedings on 09.12.2020 before
D.B. r

u
(Atiq-ur-Rehman Wazir) 

Member (Executive)
(M u h a rnhTBiWawaj-l^h^) 

Member (Judicial)
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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 

respondents present. Adjourned to 22.05.2020 for 

arguments before d)b.

20.03.2020

-V

4
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
(Mian Muhammad) 

Member

/
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Syed Noman Bukhari, learned counsel for the appellant and 

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Subhan, 

Constable for the respondents present. Second Member copy of the 

present appeal is not available on the record. Learned counsel for 

the appellant is directed to provide second Member copy of the 

present appeal on or before the next date of hearing. Adjourned to 

14.01.2020 for arguments before D.B.

15.11.2019

:■

<•

(Ah^d^Hassan) •s

an Kundi)(M. .mm
MemberMember

14.01.2020 Due to general strike on the call of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Bar Council, learned counsel for the appellant is not available 

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

present. Adjourned to 24.02.2020 for arguments before D.B.

• r

r

(Ahmad Hassan) 
Member

(M. Annin Khan Kundi) 
Member

^ W ^,eYick i L
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31.05.2019 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. 

Mir Faraz DSP for the respondents present: Clerk to counsel lor 

the appellant requested for adjournment as counsel of the 

appellant is not in attendance. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 10.07.2019 before D.B.

4

(HussWin Shah) 
Member

( M. Amin;Khan Kundi) 
Memberi

I
I f..

si

'I

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

• u

■

','v

Member . sMember 1

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;

, »;■'.

/H
(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
(Hussain Shah) 

Member

f** s'r
7!

■
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Appellant in person and Mr. Usman Ghani learned‘District 

Attorney present. Appellant seeks adjournment as his counsel is 

not in attendance. Adjourn .To come up for arguments on 

04.03.2019 before D.B.

. 31.12.2018

Memberember

04.03.2019 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Muhammad Jan, Deputy

District Attorney for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the

appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for arguments on

16.04.2019 before D.B.

-
i.\ \ (M. HAMID MUGHAL) 

MEMBER
(M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 

MEMBER

i

Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General for the 

respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant 

seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for argument

16.04.2019

X : on 31.05^2019 before D.B
V'

(Hussain Shah) 
Member

(M. Amin Khan Kiindi) 
Member

-t

y
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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.

31.08.2018

‘ At
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member
(Ahniad Hassan) 

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

08.10.2018

on 12.11.2018 before D.B.

(Ahmad^assan) 
Member

(Muhammad Amin Kundi) 
Member

Due to retirement of Hon'ble Chairman, the 

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

. 12.11.2018

come up on 31.12.2018.

f: ■

--r
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Counsel for the appcllanUand Addl: AG aiongwilh Mr.

, Khawas Klian, S.l for the respondents present.. Written reply not 

submitted. Requested for adjournment. Adjourned. Aiiother last 

opportunity is granted. !o come up lor wrtltci^comments on 

24.04.2018 before S.B.

1();04.2()18

)ciiMgiii. . .

Member

24.04.2018 Appellant in person and Addl: AG aiongvvith Mr. Khawas Khaiu 

S.l for the respondents present. Written reply submitted. 'J'o come up for 

rejoinder and arguments on 11.07.201 8 befofo D.B.

Appellant in person and and Mr. Sardar Shaukat Hayat 

learned Additional Advocate General present. Appellant submitted 

rejoinder which is placed on file. Due to general strike of the bar, the 

case is adjourned. To come up on 31.08.2018 before D.B.

11.07.2018

( e\ ^
(Mtdiammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member
(Ahmadpassan)

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 T3?03.2018 before 

S.B.

(Ahrrmd Hassan) 
Member(E)

RiazCounsel for the app.etlanl present. Mr.. 

PaindakheL Assistant AG for the respondents present. Written
13.03.2018

reply not submitted. Learned Assistant AG requested loi
for writtenadjournment. Adjourned. lo 

rcply/commcnts 26.03.2018 before S.B.

come up

(M. Hamid Mughal) 
Member

N,

Appellant alongwith counsel present Mr. Kabir Ultah 

KhattaL Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Khavvas lvhai% S.l for the 

I'cspondenl present. Written rej^ly not submitted. j^.cqucstcd for 

adjournment. Adjourned. Last opportunity is granted. To come up 

•- ibr written rcpiy/comments 10.04.2018 belore S.B.

26.03.2018

It-

Member

L... ,'
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12.01.2018 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 

12.10.2009. It was further contended that the impugned order 

of dismissal from service was passed retrospectively from the 

date of his absence i.e January 2009 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-void ab- 

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

I

r. \ ^ > i --

!

;

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.

Appe!!?nt
Secufiiy ee .

/I

;
(Muhammaa Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member

»

r

I

I
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Form-A
FORMOFORDERSHEET

Court of

5/2018Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

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

21 3

The appeal of Mr. Noor-ul-amin resuW^hed today by 

Uzma Syed Advocate, may be entered in the Institution Register 

and put up to Worthy Chairman for projDer order please.

2/1/2018^'"® 5.
1

REGISTRAR >^r (^5

This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing 

to be put up there on h€.2-

!

N' /



The appeal of Mr. Noor-ul-Amin Ex-Constable No. 75/RR Distt. Swat received today i.e. 

on 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.

1- Copy of departmental appeal Is not attached with the appeal which may be placed 
on it.

I
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.

/S.T,No.

y2017Dt.

REGlSTlTAir^^ 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PESHAWAR.

Uzma Sved Adv. Pesh.

^ppeJ^
7^ d

Q. 7^jL/

-6-e
JLfo c.

(y\j^ c

ohj 6^
■%
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
4

APPEAL NO._6_/20]g

Noor U1 Amin 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 re jection order -C- 07-08
5. Vakalat Nama 09

V —*

APPELLANT

THROUGH:

(UZMA SYED)

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI
(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR)

.'{
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it. BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

S'APPEAL NO. non

Noor-Ul-Amin, EX- Constable, No.75/RR 
Distt: Swat.

(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 

12.10.2009 HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR NO GOOD 

GROUNDS.

PRAYER:

THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE 

APPEAL, THE ORDERS DATED 29.11.2017 AND 

12.10.2009 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 AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF 

APPELLANT.

o-

r')

and fififfid.

Registrar r
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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 

12.10.2009. 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.lvide OB NO 6421-22/E dated 1.11.2011.
Copy of order is attached as Annexure-B.

4.

That appellant upon getting knowledge 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 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 frorh 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.



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.

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 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,

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.

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.

C)

D)

E)

F)

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

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

H)



M

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

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.
\

APPELLANT 

Noor U1 Amin

THROUGH:

(UZMA SYED)

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI)
ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR



5

'■0'

1,-

r
■ '

:1
t' i •/ //

\ ■0S^.DiEIR.4
I 'iif IMThis order will dispose off the'

enquiry

posted to Javid Iqbal Sbaheed 

w.e. from 06-01-09 vide DD rMo.04,

initiated ! • against-/Constable Noor-ul-Amin No. 75-MRR, Who while 
Police Lines Swat, absented himself: from duty 

^ated 06/01/2009 and failed to report for duty.?S t

He was issued ^charge sheet with statement of allegations.Enquiry was initiated.against him 

The,Enquiry Officer "
St: ■
|l.; :was summoned time qndiagai

he was'

5ar|d DSP Legal ' 
or. in his finding report submitted

m': was appointed as Enquiry Officer.

that the defaulter Gonstable I:butidid not appear to record his

Final of the Enquiry Officer,
rinai Snow cause Notice

in,
tistatement. Hence . 

■ He was issued
I • ' •

no reply has been

I?i •
No, 691/-E, dated 18-9-2009 but

t; ,• received. . .T-!
•• fe

■ / -nT-E/'
•!

service ■
■w.

This constitutes miscondUct/disinterest 
|.;Tie IS .liable for action under section 5
itr j

on his part and as such 
5 Sub Section (4) of the Removal frorn 

(Amendment) Oi'dinance 2001'and dis^bse with 

as laid, dowh.in. the Ordinance;.and am airtherl'satisfipd

service(Special Power) Ordinance 2000 

I the'enquiry proceeding 

c that there Is

'■i

^ constable has, .table has found guilty .^f gmss::n1isconduet,:as;;d^ffney m

cbrhpeteht authority, ■
Him from, service from thi date

no
•L'

L--
j: Ordinance, I Mr. Qazi Ghulam,, ,, :;?3|odq: DPQ . Swat as a

therefore impose major penalty bylismissing 

absence i.e 06/01/2009.

i;
of

■ "

P i
:■

-11.. • Order anhounced|IT
;.!
I

Dis^Pofc^^eeir, Swat-S!j.i O.B, 

;|.r Dated.
'.'1

r;
p

fT--

L- :
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..it. p.o;I TO •DIG [-W.-hKAND 'iFROr-trsa-,'-

.-A I irt-

ORDER

Veil ' Of..' thfc Pi-o^rfeal ;Poli».-:i;vpmcGi^^^K^^ 

constituted videf-this office No. .lOOi 

dated' 03/01/2011’|:'headed by. DPO' Bune-

H ?
v]

WHEREAS as; per the appi'*' 

i-’u.jrLunkhwc; a Committee-had been co 

dated 124/11/20.10 and.'-.'90-94/E 
reconsider Che cases of the,personnel disroissed during'piilitancy. ;.-. ■

' WHEREAS the committee has, .after||thorough deliberations .and

submitted.it findjn'gs vide No: ■'‘5422/E daa*d

iI

.1 •
I ■/

!
•AND

'■::k
of. the relevant record S:1I? scrufny /

!./ 27/10/2011 wherein 16 personnel liavn been iecoiiKpunded for reini^taterneht mI I; !
service. n

.il of ihci Provincial .Police OO'O.r. 0.'.

I’lere.by ruini;l.oi ed .n
NOW THEREf^ORE us p^r Ihn .ipprov.

personnel recommended by ■ tlie CorniniLtec die
nffect from:the date of thei ■■ dismissal: fte period during wh;ch they

and the period of tl'icir aDsoiic.i .vdll I,'.'-

folloi'ving I
.service' with eff 
reniained out of service: after dismissal i! m! i

U-C-,OS leave without pay. 1i
Name and rio ;S.,No I ,
E)i-Constablc: Sajjad Ali No. 32 ____

Constable Jehan 2eb No. 519____ __
Ex-CarisLdble'sViaul<,bL Ali

ConstabieSaid f^^J^^hiShah No._I^_ 

! .Ex-Constabld Mawab Ali No. ______
.| Ex-ConstabJeJ>J£^‘OjTi_No_._ 20^ _____

' i Ex-Gonstable Irfanu]lah._Np_^__62,0___
Ex-Constable Noor 2ada,Nb._£27__

ix-Constabie...... ...

Ex-Constable Liaqat All Kof 

Ex-Conscabie
l‘Ex-Co‘nstabR Insmullan No, 55S
1 Ex-Constable Samiujlah No. 4Sn_____

; Ex-Constable Bher Gi^anl No. b02_.^____

Ex-Constable Said Irnrarv 
Ex'Constab\e Shah Aurang; 4ob Nc’.^£93

1.

iEx-2
m3. I£x-14'. ... .

.I's" 'Mi«'

-i.7. t4I

i8
ii

9.'. . V , ■33

10.-r5>-

^ . Ili. ■
i 12. .; i'
■'.I'S I

i
15 I16. .

IS
.-jO rc/e r 1 a n n o u n ocd. i'/

(akhtAb haya
Deputy Ii&pector;General o^Poi' 
MalaUanclkegion, Spiclu Sh>''' r

.i %

<HA!y)
/

PSP/ r::/ mI
.1 .

im; M
/E. 0 7

/ // /2oio.
iO-.' '

■;

J) I
Dated; !

■ CopV'fopnfor/ncUlon and necut-iibi'y;0CCion to .the 

l^ilceomcen KhyberPuLhtunkhwa/Peshawar. ■£/
1

Provindai
DiRfncf Pnllctf Ofi'lCdr’/.Buner.

1. OUo^ :
n

Mlvl C Ci
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'OFFICE OF THE

At SAIOT SHARIF SWAT.
k‘ Nn.SJuJ

of the Districts noted against
thoroughly examined

The following Es^Constables / Ex-SPF
submitted applications for reinstatement in Service. Their applications

barred having no legal justification to consider, hence hereby filed;-
wcre

and found long time
Date of DismissalDistrict

Name and Nos. m
12/10/2009SwatEx-Constable Noor-ul-Amin No. 75/RR 

Ex-Constable Naseer Ullah Khan No. 1428 

Ex-Constable Ubaid Ullah No. 1662

Ex-Constable Saeed Ullah No. 1655 ~ 

Ex-Constable Muhammad Ibrahim No. 399 

Ex-Constable BakhtZaman No. 1719 

Ex-Constable Atta Ullah No. 568 

^Ex-Constable Tahir Khan No. 781 

Ex-Constable Ruhul Amin No, 1012 
Tx^Constable Aurang ZeVwal^ 

Ex-Constable Tawseef Ahmad No. 258

26/01/2009/TT. Swat
12/12/2008Swat

05/12/2008Swat

15/02/2003

16/01/2013
Swat5.
Olr Lower

6.
05/05/2008Olr Lower7.
07/07/2009Dif Lower8.
□1/09/2014Buner

30/05/2009Buner10.
02/01/2009Shangla11.
01/07/2016Dir UpperEx-Constable Sher Wali No, 105012.
15/08/2016Ex-Constable (SPO) Nihar Muhammad No. 3S1 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Imtlaz Ur Rehman No. 474 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Zafar Ali No. 319 ^

Buner13.
10/08/2017Buner14,
02/02/2017Buner15
14/03/2016BunerEx-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Tarlq No. 97 

Ex^Constable (SPO) Lajbar Khan No. 279 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Bakhtawar Zeb No. 474

16.
14/03/2016Buner17.
11/01/2013Dir Lower18.
09/02/2016Dir LowerEx-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Rafiq No. 16219.
11/01/2017Ex-Constable (SPO) Shah Fahad No. 245 Dir Lower20.

16/09/2016Dir LowerEx-Constable (SPO) Nalk Ama! No. 81721,
03/02/2017DiV LowerEx-Constable (SPO) Rahmatuilah No. 45922.

24/02/2017Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Darwish No. 398 

Ex-ConstablalsPO) Nadar Khan No. 23S8 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Umar Rahman No. 2828

Dir Lower23.

14/0S/2O17Swat .24. i

07/12/2016Swat25.

30/10/2012SwatEx-Constable (SPO) Sher All No. 200126. •

. V

■ 4 ^i j1i-. •
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/41

««26/04/2017 . 

05/11/2015
SwatEx-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Rahim No. 2417

Ex-Constabia (SPO) Khan Muhammad No. 2355

Ex-Constabte (SPO) Taj Muhammad No 

Ex-ConstablMSPO) Muhammad Ghafoor No. 3053 

Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad ZahirShah No 

"32; Ex-constable (SPO) Hadl Khan No/ITO 

33, Ex-Constable (SPO) Kishwar Ali No. 3080

Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Alam No. 1965 

35. Ex-Constable (SPO) Nazir Muhammad No. 3016

"TeT” Ex-Constable (SPO) Taj Muhammad No. 21Q8

27,
Swat

28.
24/05/2012

16/12/2016

27/11/2013

Swat.71429.
Swat

Swat.2045
10/04/2017Swat
18/09/2015Swat

19/04/2017Swat

03/12/2013Swat

19/08/2013Swat
26/10/2016SwatEx-constable (SPO) Waheed Gul No. 89637.
25/01/2016SwatEx-Constable (SPO) Hazrat Umar No. 213238.
04/06/2015Dir LowerEx-Constable (SPOSyed Hassan No. 119439.

be informed accordingly,The applicants of yours respective Districts may

please.

(AKIlf AR HAYAT 
Kogional Police OfJlc^

Saidu Swat
•*Naqi*»

137/^-/9 m.No.

T>atcd -*• / I /2017.

All District Police Officers, in Malakand Region for information and 

nficessaiy action. The applicants of yourxespectivc District may be informed accordingly please.
Copy to

«***AAAAAAAAAAAA*i*<iA/WwW\AAAAA/«A***'* ''
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' f BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.
til ' Service Appeal No.05/2018

Noor ul Amin Ex-Constable No.75/RR District: Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

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

2. The District Police Officer, Swat.

— (Respondents)

INDEX

S.No: Description of Documents Annexure Page

1 Para-wise Comments 1-3

2 Affidavit 4

3 Authority 5

District Offic^, Swat 
(Respondent^o.02)



i
BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.05/2018

Noor ul Amin Ex«Constable No.75/RR District: Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

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

2. The District Police Officer, Swat.

1.

(Respondents)

Parawise 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 comrnents

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

l\



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 no 

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.

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.,
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y
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 

that instant appeal may be dismissed with cost.

Regional Police Officer, 
Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif/Swat 

(Respondent No.l)

District Poite^ Officer, Swat. 
(Respot^ent Ho,X)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.05/2018

Noor ul Amin Ex-Constable N0.75/RR District: Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

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

The District Police Officer, Swat.

1.

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 this August Tribunal.

Regional
Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat. 

(Respondent No.Ol)

v

District P^e^gfficer, Swat. 
(Respondenjt^ No.02)



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR,

Service Appeal No.05/2018

Noor ul Amin Ex-Constable No.75/RR District: Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

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

2. The District Police Officer, Swat.

(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 Police Officp^' 

Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat 
(Respondent No.l)

Distric^l^Ge Officer, Swat. 
(Respc^ent No.2)

V
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BEFORE THE KPK. SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

/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

L



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.
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 

appeai of the appeilant.

7

GROUNDS:

Incorrect. The orders of the respondents are 

against the law, rules and norms of justice 

therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside.

A)

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

appellant.

B)

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

appellant.

C)

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

appellant.

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

appellant.

E)

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

appellant.



4-

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 humbiy prayed that the appeal 
of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT

Through:

(UZMA! SYED
&,

SYED NOMAN ALI'BUKHARI 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT

It is affirmed and deciared that the contents of rejoinder are 

true and correct to the best of my knowiedge and beiief.

DEPONENT

I
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/ -■ .-1^'

i'- ‘Sr. Date of
order/
proceeding

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate
No

■!

s
1 2

5

ilKKOUK 1 UK KflVUKR VAKII rUNKIlWA SISinlTriffRIBUNAl. 

Service Appeal No. 264/2012

Dale of Institution 
Date of Decision

... 21,02.2012 
... 06.10.2017

Amanat IChan 1-x-Constablc No. 145/1'C,' District Buncr
Appel la n (

Versus

1. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand, Region 
Saidii Sharif, Swat.

2. The District Police Ofneer, liuncr.
Respondeiils

9 JIJDGMTNT06.10.2017

M_IJHAIV1MAD IIAiVlTD MUr/l lAT, ■ - Appellant

present, i.earned counsel for'the appellant- and' Mr. Kabir [Jllah 

Khattak, Assistant Advocate (jeilcral for the respondents present.

2. 1 he appellant Amanat Khan l.',x-C..onslable, who was rccruilcci

in the year 2007, has lilcd the present appeal u/s 4 of the Khybcr 

PakhtLinkhwa Service Tribunal Act, 1974 against the respondents 

and challenged therein the impugned order dated 26.08.2008 passed 

by respondent No. 2 whereby the appellant was awarded major 

penalty of removal of service on the ground of absence Jrom 

duly/misconduct. Ihc appellant has also made impugned the order

^'AiVS

‘ibuaaj,Vice T 
Pesha va.r
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2

M'-.
dated 20.08.2012 whereby his application for reinstatement in

service was filed by respondent Mo. 1 being time barred.

l.carned counsel for the appellant contented that before the

issuance of impugned order ol' removal from service neither any

charge sheet and statement of allegations were drafted, nor inquiry

conducted, • nor opportunity of defense was afforded nor final show

cause‘notice and opportunity of personal hearing was given to the

appcllanli I'urther argued ' that no limitation runs against the

>illegal/void order, further argued tlfat the appellant has‘not been

treated in accordance with law as such the impugned orders arc

liable to be set aside and the appellant be reinstated in service.

hearned Assistant Advocate General while opposing the•4.

present appeal argued that the present appeal is time barred, further

argued that the appellant was reported to have gone abroad without 

securing ex-Pakistan leave and the compcteiit authority was satisfied 

with the dispensing with the inquiry proceeding against the

appellant as provided in Removal from Service (Special Powci')

ordinance 2000 (Amendment) 2001. I'urther argued that the

appellant was disinterested towards his duties and escaped there

from, further argued the impugned orders' were validly passed and

doesn’t warrant any interference.4
L.?

Arguments heard, f'ilc perused.5.
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i

6. Iciusal of the iccord shows that the appellant was removed 

from his service vide order dated 26.08.2008 and after a deep 

slumber, he preferred appeal/representation on 08.04.2011 which 

was dismissed by the respondent No. 1 vide order dated 14.05.201 1.

i'he appellant then filed another application belbre respondent No. 1 

lor his reinstatement which application was regretted being time

barred. •

Apparently the present appeal of the appellant is badly Lime 

barred, which fact also shows volumes about the-conduct of the

7.

0 appellant that he was not at all interested to join the service.

However the fact cannot be lost sight of that serious7

irregularilics/ilicgalitics were committed by the respondent in the

impugned order and in the proceeding culminating in the passage of

the impugned order which go to the roots of the matter. No proper

show cause notice was sciwed upon the appellant prior to the

of the impugned order of Removal from Service. Similarlyissuance

the appellant was awarded punishment of Removal from service

with retrospective effect. Consequently the. impugned order of

Removal from Service is set aside and the appellant is reinstated. As

the present appeal is decided on technical grounds more so while

keeping in view the conduct of the appellant, he shall not be entitled

to any back benefit hence the absence period as well as theA\iKhyi 4>

Sej intervening period during which the appellant has not pcrfoi'mcd



A

duty shall be treated as extra-ordinary leave witiiout pay. The 

department is at liberty to conduct dc-novo procceding/inquiry 

against the appellant in accordance with law. The present appeal is

decided in the above terms. Parties arc left to bear their own costs.

Idle be consigned to the record room after its completion.

rs
Vc v O(^iMADilASSAN)

(MUHAMMAD 1 lAMlD MUCH lAL) 
Ml'MBlTl

ANNOIJNCKI)
06.10.2017

"—^ V- '■ ‘‘ 'iT-Date of ?re:;2 

c-
Copyi-:;; -

Msp-
V** - r-

Ijrgc-tv.;--------
----- --
ere

Date c't 
jjatc irfOeli-'-i'-y

•<,,--
o-r
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■ OIRDEP^

■ All the. Ex-Officials, who dismissed / discharged from service due to 

their absence d.uring the past insurgency, have been ordered and reTinstated ‘by the 
Region Police Chief Swat-orders, issued, vide Region Office Swat Nn, 10214-16/E dated ^

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

Swat within fortnight (15 days) from the issuance of this order, otlier wise- their arrivah

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

period. -However, the OASI of the office is-directed to' get an , affidavit frpm-.each f
Ex-official to the effect that he will in submit any kind of appeal / rnercy petitionnever
for -Che grant of ali -back benefits pertaining to the period, for whicIvtSey 

of service / absented himself.' .
remained out

■ I?

5 -■ pr

.-Officer/ Swat

i' ,

'p..-iSbii4--vn2yEc

Copies to the:-

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand 
favour of information please.

Superintendent of Police Upper Swat 
■ Superintendent of FRP Swat.

. DSP/Headquaiter.
All SDPOs, ■

, Office Establishment Clerk, ■
OASI of District Police Office .Swat.

Dated- /'!>. /2Qinf.

Region, Saidu-Sharif Swat for

2- Additionai
3-
4-
.5-
6
/ -

./A
\



t

0v_y

ORDER

All the. Ex Officials, who dismissed / discharged from service due tj 
their absence during the past insurgency, have been ordered-and- re-instated' by the
Region Police Chief Swat orders, issued, vide Region Office Swat No,. l’0214-16/E dated

30/11/2010, are strictly .directed tO' report their arrival to OASI of District 

Swat within
Police office

fortnight (15 days) from the issuance of this order, other wise.their arrival- 

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

period. However, the OASI. of the office'is directed to get

Ex.-otficid.l to the effect that he will never in submit any kind of appeal / mercy petition 

for the

an , affidavit from-, each

grant, of ali back benefits pertaining 'to the period, for which.,they 

of service / absented' himself.
remained out •

I
A

lii i;

t

Dists-sct PoUce,:6nicer, Swat

N O. -CLilCC- "Vis/ E C

Copies to the:-'

s„.„ :
Additional Superintendent of Police Upper Swat ■

■ Superintendeht of FRP Swat.
DSP/Headqua'iter.'

3- . All SDPOs. ■ ■■ ■ ■ ■
Office Establishment Clerk,
OASI of District Police Office .Swat.

Dated- dl/ JJU2010h n--'
/

1-

2-
3- r

4-

6-

.ir
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ORDER ..

All the. Ex Officials, who dismissed / discharged from service due t 
their absence during the past insurgency, have been ordered and 

Region Police Chief Swat orders, issued, vide Region' Office Swat Nn. 10214
re-instated', by the

-16/t dated •
30/11/2010, are strictly directed to report their arrival to OASI of District Police office

Swat within fortnight (15. days) fro.m the issuance'of this order, other wise their arrival 

report will not be considered and accepted at the beleted'stage i.'er beyond the fixed ..

period,. However, the OASI of the office is.directed to get an, affidavit from-.each 

Ex-officiai'to the effect that he vdll nevei in submit any kind of appeal / rnercy petition 
for the grant of ali -back benefits pertaining 'to the period, for which,,th;ey 

of service / absented himself.
remained out

A

i:

1^7
D'Dstrjct Police...Officer;Swat ' •f.

M o E c

Copies to the:-' . ;

Deputy Inspector-General of Police, Malakand Region 
favour of information please. ''

Additional Superintendent of,Police Upper Swat.
3- . Supei'intendent of FRP Swat. ■

DSP/Headquaitef. ■ . '
. .All SDPOs,.
.Office Establishment Clerk.
OASI of District Police Office .Swat.

/ .1' ’>Dated ,23 2_/2010/ /.,/

1
Soidu'-Sharif Swat for

2-

4-
5-
6-



JWtBER PAKfiTUNKtfA 
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR

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

/STNo.
i

Ph:-091-9212281 
Fax;-091-9213262

/2022Dated:
7

To

The District Police Officer, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Svi/at.

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 5/2018 MR. NOOR UL AMIN & 3 OTHERS.

lam directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 

28.01.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

End: As above
i

REGISTRY 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR

(-


