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/ «§; BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHiu&KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Service Appeal No.-5/2018

Date of Institution ...  28.12.2017
Date of Decision ... 28.01.2022

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

(Appeliant)
VERSUS
The Regional Police Offi icer, Malakand Saidu Sharlf Swat and one another
(Respondents)
‘Uzma Syed, o
Advocate - S For Appellant
Noor Zaman Khattak, A
District Attorney For respondents
AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN T CHAIRMAN
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)
-JUDGMENT

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):- B 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 Appeai bearing No. 6/20_18 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. diémissed 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, herice the instant sefvice appeal with prayers that the

impugned orders dated 12-1'_0-2009 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 treafed 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
mandatqry proQision 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 sincé the impugned order is
void, hence no limitation would run against void_brder. Reliance was placed on
| 2015 SCMR 795; that delay if any is condonable if delay already condoned in
iaentical cases. Reliance was placéd bn PLD 2003 SC 724 and 2003 PLC CS 796;
that this tribunal in similar cases has already granfed condonation of delay and
granted relief, hence the appel-lant is also entitled to the same under the
.pr‘inciple of consistency; that the appellant has been discriminated, as other

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

\/J whereas t 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 bf
his absence i.e. 06-01-2009 till his order of dismissal i.e. 12-10-2009, the
ap’pellant neither réported his arrival nor bothered to join inquiry proceedings
rather remain dormant which clearly depicts his 'disinterest' in his official duty;
that after fulfilment 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 aftef Ié"‘p's‘e of 8 yéarsf 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 circumetances
in the area at that particular time and re-instafed such deserted employees in

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

WMC%GS on the principle of consistehcy. Appellants are also

amongst those, who had deserted their jobs due to threats from terrorists.
Coupled with this are dents in the departmental proeeedings, which has nof been
conducted as per mandate of law, as the appellant in case of willful absence was
required to be pfoceeded 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.

07.  Consequently, keeping in view the principle of consistency, the impugned
orders are set aside and the appeIIan.ts 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 riot performed duty shall be treated as extra-ordinary leave



without pay. The depaftment is at liberty fo 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

(AHMAD S%UL%N TAREi)  (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)

CHAIRMAN MEMBER (E)
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Learned counsel for the appe[laht present. Mr. Noor Zaman

Khattak, District Attorney for réspondents present. Arguments heard and

record perused.

Vide our detailed judgme.nt of to'day, separately placed on file, the
impugned orders are set aside and the appellaﬁts are ~re-instated in
service. Since the appeals are decided on technical grouhdé more so while |
keep"mg 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 treatéd as extra-ordinary leave withoyt pay. The départment is at
Iiberf; to conduct de-novo inquiry against the appellants in accordancé
with law. Partieﬁ ar.e left to bear their owﬁ kcosts. File be consigned to

record room.

ANNOUNCED
28.01.2022

(AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN) (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
CHAIRMAN MEMBER (E)



09.09.2021 Junigr:‘,«:_\tp.ﬁ,icoun_sel;for'appjé'llant present.

~ Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate Géneral .
for repsondetns 'present.

Lawyers ar_e" on general ‘strike, therefore, case is
~ adjourned. To come up for arguments on 25.01.2022 before
'D.B. L - o

(Rozina Rehman) o | C»—%au/ |

M_ember @)

25.01.2022 " Appellant in person and Mr. Asif Masood Ali Shah,
' DDA for the respondents present.

Former seeks short adjournment as his Iearned'
' counsel is not in attendance due to general strike of the
lawyers. Request is accorded. To come up for arguments
on 23.01.2022 before the D.B.
(\A-tﬁ-‘L)Jr-Rehman Wazir)
Member (E) |




~ 01.03.2021

. 01.06.2021 -
' (Legal) alongwith Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate

09.12.2020 Due to COVID- 19, case is ad]ourned to 01, 03. 2021 for the

same as before

- Due to COVID-19, the case is adjourned fd’r the
same on 01.06.2021. o

Nemo for the appellant. Mr. Khawas Khan, Inspeﬁtor

“General for the respondents present.

Today’s date was posted on Note Reader, therefore, notice

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

" counsel and to come up for arguments before D.B on

09 09.2021. .
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) (SALAH-UD-DIN)

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

~—




.2020 ' Due to-COVID19,the.case is adJourned to
/_/&/2020 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.

it ¥
v

15.10.2020 ~ Miss. Uzma Syed, Advocate for appellant is present. Mr.
Kabirullah Khattak, Add:tlonal Advocate Generai 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 const:tuted for considering the issue, therefore,
‘unless and until a decnswn on the issue is made this appeal may
please be kept pending till further proceedmgs. Request is
approprlate the impugned order dated 12.06. 2009 has been given
retrospective effect, therefore, the appeal |s kept pendmg till the
decision of the Larger Bench.

Perusal of the record also revea!s that Member copy of record is
not available. The appellant is dlrected to make up deﬂcuency well
before next date. |

File to ,come up for further proéeedings on 09.12.2020 before

D.B. ‘ .o ¢
(Atig-ur-Rehman Wazir) ) (Muham an)

Member (Executive) ‘ Member (Judicial)
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1 20.03.2020

Due to generél 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 befope D.B.

A7 W?/ |
(Mian Muhammad) (M. Amin Khan Kundi)

Member Member



'14.01.2020

15.11.2019

A-nwwy

~ Syed Nomen Bukhari, learhed counsel for the appellant and .
Mr. Kabirullah Khaitak; Additional AG alongwith Mr. Subhan, -

Constable for the responderit’s 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 . o

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

14.01.2020 for arguments before D.B. : ' ';,7'~_,:{:' - 
év/an Kund1)

v T
—“—
(Ahritad Hassan)
Member Member

Due to general strike‘on the call of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Bar Counal learned counsel for the appellant is not avallable
today Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents
present. Adjourned to 24.02.2020 for arguments before D.B.

(ﬂﬁ;Khan Kuhdi)

Member

(Ahmad Hassan)
Member

/o m/’f efe

g yornesd

o ¥

oz Ar"

e
Wotfor  frge (S

Bench 1t

to QJ?“B—-’),O’?,a

&




31.05.2019 Clerk to counsel for the éppellant'_;and Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak ‘learned Additionél Advocate General alongwith Mr.
Mir Faraz DSP for the respéndents present: Cier!< to counsel for

. . . § . .
the appellant requested for adjournment ‘as counsel of the

appellant is not in attendance. Adjou‘fnéd.'To come up for

arguments on 10.07.2019 before D.B. ,
{(HussHin Shah) . ’ _ ( M. Amin:Khan Kundi)
Member i . Member
10.07.2019 - Learned counsel for:‘ the appellant and Mr. Kabir Ullah

Khattak learned Additional Advocate Gcnefal'present. Learned

éoymsel for the appellant seeks adjournmeﬁtf Adjourn.. To come

up for arguments on 03.09.2019 before D.B. .

MeEmber I

. Member .

I

03.09.2019 ‘. Learned counsel for the lapp'eliant:present. er.~ Riaz o Ny ‘
Khan Paindakhel learned Assistaﬁt Advocate Gene;ra] for the S
respondents present. Learned .counse.l for the appellant seeks
adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arglllments'on -

15.11.2019 before D.B.

AL

nh .
(Hussain Shah) (M. Amfn Khan Kindi)
Member ‘ Member B



04.03.2019

,

12 2018 Appellant in. person and Mr. Usman Ghani learned ‘District

|
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|
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|
|
|
|
|
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|
|
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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.

. ‘ ! ‘ '@_/
\‘._“ ) ) : b

oy ember " . ey Member

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

‘District Attorney for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the

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

16.04.2019 before D.B.

C\ A 7=

N A
(M HAMID MUGHAL) (M. AMIN KHAN KUNDI)
MEMBER . MEMBER

Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah
Khattak learned Additional Advocate General for the
respondents present. Learned counsel for the eppellant
sceks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for d1gumcnt
on 31.05 201? before D.B

N Y

(Hussain Shah) (M. Amin Khan Kundi) . -
Member ‘ Member .

s S T



A

- J Se(viéé Appeal No. 05.2018

" 31.08.2018 - Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Ziaullah, Deputy District
Attorney for the respondents présent. Learned counsel for the
appellant seeks adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for

- arguments on 08.10.2018 before D.B.
(Ah?iHassan) ~ (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
Member Member

08.10.2018 Counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Riaz Ahmad
‘ Paindakhel, Assistant AG alongwith Mr. Khawas Khan, S.I (Legal) for

" the respondents present. Learned counsel for the appellant

- requested for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up for arguments

on 12.11.2018 before D.B.
: ' (Ahmacﬁ—gssaﬁ) " (Muhammad Amin Kundi)
; : Member Member
| - 12.11.2018 Due to - retirement of Hon’ble Chairman, the

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

come upon31.12.2018.
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: A,Co'un‘{s& .'forlthlé appellant.and Addl: AG  alongwith Mr.

. Khawas Klia'n, S.1 for the respondents present. Written reply not

submitted. Réquesled for adjournment. Adjourned. Another last
opportunity is granted. To come up for wriltéieomments on
. ’ ; - '
24.04.2018 before S.B.
! : : shomn 3‘3

-Mcmber

P

: 2'4.04_1.20'18 ~ Appellant in person and Addl: AG alongwith Mr, Khawas Khan,

11.07.2018

S.I for the respondents present. Written reply submitted. To come up for

rejoinder and arguments on 11.07.2018 before 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 be'foré‘_‘b.B‘.

A > - /
- (Ahmaﬁ)—l/assan) ' (l\m-mad Hamid Mughal)

Member : Member



26.02.2018 - : Counsel for the 'appeliant and Addl: éG for. respondents -
 present. Written reply not submitted. Requesf@d_ f;ir"adjournment.

‘Adjourned. To come up for written reply on';;1*§?03.2018. before .

S.B.
(Ahmbd Hassan)
Member(E)
13.03.2018 | Counsel “for the appjellanl _present.  Mr. Riaz

Paindakhel, Assistant AG for the respondents present. Written
reply not submitted. Learned Assistant AG requested  for
_ adjournment.  Adjourned. To come up for  writlen

fcply/commcnts 26.03.2018 before S.13.

: . @o,’

(M. Hamid Mughal)
Member

26.03.2018 Appellant alongwith counsel present Mr. Kabir Ullah
A Khattak, Addl: AG alongwith Mlt— Khawas Khan, S.1 for i‘hc
respondent present. Writtcn reply not submitl-ccl. Requested for

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

co = o for writien reply/comments 10.04.2018 before S.1B.

id

Member
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Counsel for the appellant present. Preliminary arguments -
heard. It was contended by learned counsel for the appellant
that the éppellant 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
yoid ab-initio and limitation does not run against such void
sorder. It was furthef 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 thr;lt since the impugned order-is:void ab-

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

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.

7, ?'
- (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi)
' Member
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FORMOF ORDERSHEET
Court of '
Case No, 5/2018
S.No. | Date of order Order or cther proceedings with signatm.'e of judge
‘ proceedings
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1 2/1/20187*%% The appeal of Mr. Noor-ul-amin reSibmitted today by
Uima Syed Advocate; may be entered in the Institution Register
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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.
2- Coples of charge sheet, statement of allegations, show cause notlce, enquiry report
~and replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

ik

APPEALNO. O nog

Noor Ul Amin

V/S Police Deptt:
INDEX
S.No. | Documents Annexure | Page No.
l. [MemoofAppeal | 1-4
2. | Copy impugned order -A- 05
3. | Copy order : -B- 06
4. | copy of rejection order -C- - 07-08
5. | Vakalat Nama R 09
AL
APPELLANT
THROUGH:
A
(UZMA SYED)

M .
.97
SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI

(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR)

I
i
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2 BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEALNO._ 5 no1g

hwa
o Pakhtuk
g<§:ein:\ o Tribunal

Noor-Ul-Amin, EX- Constable, No.75/RR e LU
Distt: Swat. | | ’37/#%_/ 17
Dated
....-.........................,..(Appellant)
VERSUS

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

............................ (Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE
TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER
29.11.2017 WHEREBY, THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL
OF THE APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER DATED
12.10.2009 HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR NO GOOD
GROUNDS.

PRAYER:

Efﬁﬁedta-day THAT ON ACCEPTANCE OF THE INSTANT SERVICE

% ...  APPEAL, THE ORDERS DATED 29.11.2017 AND
>§fffaﬂ” © 12.10.2009 MAY PLEASE BE SET ASIDE AND THE
I APPELLANT MAY BE REINSTATED IN TO SERVICE |

WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS.

fgfésg?ygim@@ to ~day ANY OTHER REMEDY WHICH THIS AUGUST

: TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE THAT

‘\ MAY ALSO BE AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF
Registrar APPELLANT. '

Tl
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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. '

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.

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.

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.

That appellant upon getting knowledge of the aforesaid re-
instatement order, immediately preferred departmental appeal
before respondent no.l& requested therein that case of the appellant
is at par with those police officer, who have been re-instated in to
service vide order dated 01.11.2011, so the appellant has also
entitled to re-instatement in principle of natural justice. The copy of
departmental appeal may be requisite from the department, the
same is not available with the appellant.

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.

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.



GROUNDS:

A)

B)

C)

D)

E)

F)

.G)

H)

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.

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.

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.

/
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) It is, therefofe most humbly prayéd that the appeal of the
appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

i
APPELLANT
Noor Ul Amin

THROUGH:
M
(UZMA SYED)

¢ ‘p//
(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI)

ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR
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This order wilt d?spoSe off the®

onstable Noor-ul-Amin No. 75'~MI§R,_M{0 while"tposted to J‘av_i.c'i‘I.qbaI; Shaheed
Pelice Lines Swat, alﬁsented-himselfl from duty w.e. from . 06-01-09 vide SD NbgO{L.
‘dated 06/01/2009 and failed to report for duty. R ' L

He was issued

“The Enquiry Officer i his finding

Was summoned time and.:?ag;'_a'in', bu

1 qd DSP Legal ‘wa-z;;_
| ..i%ei:";ort' submitted. '{ha_t the :ciéféulte;'- '(;:‘o_n"s"tab'_lé\
tgdid not éppe‘a.r t'oflre;ordAt’i’_is'_vls"télténﬁ_efélf.{ Hence
_he was'recommended for Major pi.ir;vishmént- of thér Enq'uiry Office_:;, |
. Final Show Cause Notice No. 691/E, dated 18-9-2009 but no reply has been

received. . - : : - SR B

. [N
He was issued
1 .

i
. .
x '

E R
- L

o “This.constitutes %fstonddct, cowardice on his part an;
“he i}s' liable for action under sectiq‘ﬁ 5 sub section

(Spéciai Powers) Or

dinance 2000 (Al;nendme'nt) 'Qrdinance'-ZQO.l? -

This constitutes: rﬁiscondijct/di'siht'e

 is no need-of hoiding':fut‘ti;jét.dépar?t.ﬁ‘ientailf-e:hjqu‘i,rS('.} Smce the i;c'l:efa‘ult'ér'

Grhplém';.._‘f'fai};‘ciod.f DPO -‘,:Sw"ét'?; _jé’é'f‘. :
- therefore impose lﬁajq'f pen_alty'py“cgis
* absence i.e 06/01/2009 SRR

P ¥
Order anriounced; ™ - .

: ‘."Dis_tric& ili'?pﬁ

Dated. IR et aY

e el T N
=

enquiry initiated | . against

échargé shéet,.with étafement of ,a'li:egation,s.

aPPO.ilb'_lte‘d‘-as_ Enquir%j,/ O_ﬁ:ice'r-.

d-as'such
(4) of the Removal fro'niwilse}fv'_iée. :

missing Kim 'fl"r.‘o'n'“:ﬁ"Séi'i,/icé"f;écj);ﬁ'Atﬁ;‘e;'d‘été ‘of Lt
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hwe a Comrmti:er= had been constltute.d wde this cd'ﬁcc No. 10‘.;' 1-55

personnel rw.ommc.mlc_c.l

\\\Qrde:rjann ounced.
-~ ; . .

scruiiny of the relevant record

’//1(1/)011 whu gin 16 per .sUl\llL.! huvc‘ 14

~conotd\_r the cases of the personnel disf"xlbsed durmg]mmtancy
AND WHEREAS the “Committee

hn

N .l!
T

A‘.
IR

dated ! 2»1/;*/2010 and:’ '90-94/E dated: 0.3/01/'7011 headcd by DPO Bunss

ai‘t(_r. thurough dellbraraﬁonb
vubanted it ﬁndmgb vide -No: 5422/E c!..t

H

Sho. | NameandMo. .
1. Ex-Constable bdjj]d All Nc» %‘7
2. pEx- ConfLableJohan Zeb No. 515
_3 : tx (‘orn:table bhaul aL Alz No 4]8_"‘_"
*9;— _— - B’aﬁqmble ‘-aid NdeJ Sha‘w .No 1;3”
-5 B : : l: -Constablc l\luw,.!b All No. 188" T
4 6. ) | Ex-Cons caag—i\l;ohm No. zo ---------- -
7. | Ex-Con- table Ir fanullah No 6)_0 ~ '
Bm Ex- Constab!e No«.-n Zada No .u./ !
a1 Ex-Constable Amir Al No 511 -~ :
10. | Ex- -Constable Lmqat A{l Nq ;598
11. Ex- Const:;-t;ié Sher Akbar No ‘57
L'}g:"w“‘L_E.x-.Constablc Inamuudn No..SSb __ﬁl
13, | Ex-Constable Samiu\lah No. 454 .
14, - Ex- Constabie Sher G\mnl No. 502 . O
5 T Ex-Constable Sald lmran’ .:hah.No. 20
*;{(‘57"” . I.x Con.}wb\c Slwh Auu\"nq LL.lJ N, b%
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'OFFICE OF THE

RFGIONAL'POLICF 0
A'l‘ SAIDIJ SHARIF SWAT.
Phs 0946-924038 183 & Fax No. 0946-324

gr_mzl. thgmainkand@kalmo O

FFICER, MALA \ND

0320

submitted applica
and found long time barred having no Jegal justification to.consider,

ORDE

Thé féllowmg Ex-Constables / Ex-SPF of
tions for reinstatement in Service. Their applications were thoroughly examined
hence hereby filed: .

the Districts. noted -against each,

| l 5. No | Name and No Di;trict - Date of Dismissal
: [75\1-':" | Ex-Constable Noor-ul-Amin No. 75/RR Swat 12[10/72'009 '
/ 2. Ex-Constable Naseer Ullah Khan No. 1428 Swat 26/01/2009 o
ol \3/ Ex-Constable Ubaid Ullah No. 1862 l Swat 12/12/2008
|97 | BxConstable Saced Ullah No. 1655 Swat 05/12/2008
5. | Ex-Constable Muhammad brahim No, 399 Swat 15/02/2003
6 Ex-Constable Bakﬁt~2aman No. 1719 Dir Lower 16/61/2013
7 Ex-Constable Atta Ultah No. 568 Dir Lower 05/95/2008
8. | Ex-Constable Tahir Khan No. 781 | Dir Lower .. | 07/07/2009
A9 | Ex-Constable Ruhul Amin No. 1012 Buner D1/08/2014
) .'ZEO. Ex-Constable Aurang Zeb No. 390 Buner 36/05/2009 "
11. | Ex~Canstable Tawseef Ahmad. No. 258 Shangla 02/01/2009
12. | Ex-Constable Sher Wali No, 1050 "1 Die Upper 01/07/2016
13. | Ex-Constable (SPO) Nihar Muhammad No. 381 Buner ' "15/08/2016
14. | Ex-Constable (S?O) imtiaz Ur Rehman No. 474 “B‘unér‘ ‘ i 10708/2017
15, | Ex-Canstable (SPO) Zafar Al No. 319 * Buner | 02/02/2017
16. | Ex-Consiable (SPO) Muhammad Tariq No, 97 Buner 1 14/03/2016
17. | Ex-Constable (SPQ) Lajbar Khan No, 279 Buner. 14/03/2016
18, | Ex-Constable (SPO) Bakhtawar Zeb No. 474 Dir Lower 11/01/2613
19: Ex-Canstable (SPO) Muhammad Rafigq Na. 162 .Dir Lower 09/02/2016
20. | ex-Constable (SPO) Shah Fahad No. 245 Dir Lower | 13/01/2017
21, | Ex-Constable (SPO}) Naik Arﬁai No.817. Dir Lower | 16/09/2016
22. Ex-Constable (SPO} Rahmatu!lah No. 455 Dir Lower 35/62/2017
23. Ex-Constah!e {5PQ) Muhammad Darw shNo.398 | DirLower | 24/02/2017
28, | Ex-Constable {SPQ) Nadar Khan No..zss,s Swat 14/06/2017
25, | Ex-Canstable (SPO) Umar Rahman No, 2828 Swat 07/12/2016
76, | ExConstable (SPO) Sher Ali NG, 2001 | Swat 30/20/2012 .
i B ,
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37 T Ex-Constable SP0) Muhammad Rahim No. 2417 | Swat oo | "
28, ExoCc;nstabla {SPQ) Khan Muhammad No.2353 " -| Swat 05/11/2Q1S
79. | Ex-Constable (SPO) Taj Muhammad No. 714 Swat 24/05/2012°
30. Ex;Constable ($PO) Muhammad Ghafoor No. 3053 | Swat 16/12/2016 .
31, | Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Zahir Sheh No. 2045 | Swat 1 27/11/2013
32, | Ex-Constable {SPQ) Hadl Khan No. 1902 | swat 10/04/2017
33, | Ex-Constable (SPO) Kishwar Ali No. 3080 Swat 18/09/2015
34. | Ex-Constable (SPO) Muhammad Alam No. 1965 Swat 19/04/2017
35, | Ex-Constable (SPO) Nazir Muhammad No. 3016 Swat 03/12/2013
36. | Ex-Constable (SPO) Taj Muhammad No. 2108 Swat 19/08/2Q13
37. | Ex-Constable (SPO) Waheed Gul No. 896 Swat 26/10/2016
38, | Ex-Constabie (SPO) Hazrat Umar No. 2132 Swat 25/01/2016
39, | Ex-Constable (SPO) Syed Hassan No. 1194 Dir Lower 04/06/2015
The applicants of yours respective Districts may be informed accordingly,
please.

Malakand, i t Saidu Shafif Swat

No._LBJ/q"/'Q [E, [ %90 \\ **Naqi**

Datcd 29 = 11 pora.

Copy to All District Police Officers, in Malakand Region for information and
necessary action. The apphcants of yourTespective District may be informed accordmgly please.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVIC

E TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

*Service Appeal No.05/2018

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

Versus

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

(Appellant)

----------- — (Respondents)
INDEX
S.No:  Description of Documents * | Annexure Page
1 ' Para-wise Comments - 1-3
2 :  Affidavit - - 4
| - K
3 Authority - 5

i ' Ofi:ic/er, Swat
espondent’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)

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. Theinstant appeal is bad due to mis—joinder and n¢n~joinder of necéssary

| parties. ‘ |

4. That the appellant is estoppéd 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 actionland locus standi to prefer
the instar;t appeal. e ‘

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

‘ON FACTS

1. Para to. the extent of erﬁployment in ,Polic-e Department pertains to
record, hence.need no comments | |

2. Correct to the extent that applella'mt was dismissed from service after

- fulfillment of all legal and codal formalities as tappelllant‘whi!e posted at

Javed Igbal 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 ‘au'ghdrity. | |

'3._' Incorrect. Thé appellant wh‘iile posted to Javed Igbal Shaheed Police Lines

Swat, Willfully and deliberately absented himself from lawful duty vide
daily diary No.04 dated 06/01/2009 without prior pérmission/leave of the

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



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 dismiséed 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. Paraexplained earlier needs no comments., .

aliegat;toné, duly served on appellant and enquiry' officer was nominated
(to‘. probe into the conduct of appellant. Despite repeated
sumrh'ons/Parwanas the appellén’t bitterly failed either to’ submit his
reply or joined enquiry proceedings meaning thereby that he had no
defensé to provide in his favor. It is wort/hwhilé that 'rigﬁt from the date
of his absence i.e 06/01/2009 till the ofde( of dismissal i.e 12/10/2009,
the appellant neither rgpgatéd his arrival nor bf)thered to join enquiry
proceedings rather remained dormant which clearly depicts his
disinterest in his official duties. Therefore after fulfillrﬁent 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. .’



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

hence discrimination on part of respondents is immaterial.
Para explained in the preceding paras, therefore needs.no comments.
Incorrect. The appellant has been treated in accordance with law.

. 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.

. 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.1)

District PolNce® Officer, Swat.
(Respontdent No.2)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR,

e e —a—L AL _L AR LAl Ll

Service Appeal No.‘05/2018

Noor ul Amin Ex-Constable 'No.75/ RR Distr,_ict: Swat.

(Appella‘\rit)i ‘

. Versus

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

The District Police Officer, Swat. -

................. (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.

i

N\

Regional Police Officep!
Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat.
(Respondent No.01)

District Policeé\Gfficer, Swat.
(Respon en/No.OZ)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR,

Service Appeal No.05/2018 '

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

(Appellanty)~
Versus |

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

er-eeeemeioe---- (Respondents)

AUTHORITY LETTER

We, the above respondents do hereby authorize Mr. Khawas Khan Sl 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 Offic £,
Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif, Swat
(Respondent No.1)

District\Psliqe Officer, Swat.
(Respordent No.2)



,' - BEFORE THE KPK, SERVIC_ETRMNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2018
| IR VS Police Deptt: *
N‘"uﬂ Pm,au» . _— ' o
REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT
 RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

| :P.rellimina Objections:

(17)

- FACTS: |

~All objections raised by- the respondents are
incorrect and baseless. Rather the respondents are
estopped to raise any ob]ectlon due to their own -
conduct :

Admitted correct by the' respondents as the |
service record is laying in the custody of the -

- respondents.

| Incorrect Whlle para- 2 of the appeal is correct as

mentioned in the maln appeal of the appellant

Incorrect Whlle para 3 of the appeal is correct as
mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.
Moreover, if the charge sheet,. statement of

allegatlon and final show cause notice was issued,
then it is duty of the department the same could i
be annexed with the appeal but the department”




v fail to do so its means that no codal formalities
were fulfilled before imposing major penalty.

4 Incotrect. While para-4 of the appeal is cerrect- as
mentioned.in the main appeal of the appellant.

5 Incorrect. While para-5 of'the'appeal is correct as
o . mentioned in the main appeal of the appellant.

6 Incorrect, hence denied misleading. While para- 6
| of the appeal is correct as mentloned in the maln
appeal of the appellant

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

. GROUNDS:

IA; - A) ', Incorrect. The orders of the respondents are
: ~ against the law, rules and norms of justice
.therefore not te.nable and liable to be set aside.

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

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

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

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

| F) Incorrect. Incorrect. While para-F of the appeal
' is correct as mentioned in the maln appeal of the
~ appellant.




- G) Incorrect. Incorrect. Whilé para-G of the appeal
' is correct as mentioned in the main appeal of the
appellant. '
H) . Legal. |

Itis; therefore, most humbly prayed that the apbeal
- of appellant may kindly be accepted as prayed for.

APPELLANT |

~Through: “ﬁ'/
, (UZMA! SYED)
| &

“SYED NOMAN ALT BUKHARI
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AEFIDAVIT

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

DEBONENT
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| Date of
order/

‘proceeding
S

Nr

06.10.2017

Bl
ribunal,
war .

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge or Magistrate

‘Service Appeal No. 264/2012

. 21.02.2012
06.10.2017

Date of Institution
Date of Decision

Amanat Khan IEx-Constable No. 145/[.‘)(3,' District Buner

“Appellant

Versus
%

- rp

. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, - Malakand, Recgion
Saidu Sharif, Swat. :

2. 'The District Police Officer, Buner.

Respondents

JUDGMENT

MUHAMMAD li'-IAMID MUGLIAL, MEMBER: - Appellant
present. Learned counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabir Ullah

Khattak, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

2. The appcllaﬁt Amanat Khan ]f‘.x-CQnslz-Jblc, th was recruited |
in the year 2007, has (iled the prcscnllappcal u/s 4 of the Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa \SOI’ViCC Tribunal Act, 1974 against the respondents
and challenged therein the impugned order dated 26.08.2008 passcd
by respondent No. 2 whereby the appellant wa.; awarded l']"l&i‘]'(}i'l
penalty of 1'91110\/&1.] of scrvice on the ground of abscence from

duty/misconduct. The appellant has also made mpuened the order




0:2
A\f‘\
2

dated 20.08.2012 whereby his application for reinstatement  in

scrvice was filed by respondent No. [ being time barred.

3. Lecarned counsel for Lh(, appellant’ cont'c;ll'Cd that before the
issuance of impugned oirdcr of removal {from scrvice neither any
charge sheet and statcmfcnt of allcgations were drafted, nor inquiry
conducted, " nor opportuinity' of défcnsc was éffordcd nor final show

1
1 .
causce notice and opportunity of personal hearing was given to the

appellant. Further argued “that no  limitation runs a;;ainst the
illegal/void order. Turther argued tvat the appellant h'(:ls? not been
treated in accordance with law as such the impugned orders arc
ltable to be sct aside and the gppcllant bolrcinlstatcd in scrvice.

4. l.carncd /\.%‘ista;mt~ /\ClVOC;c]lﬁC General whi‘lc opposing  the
present appeal argued that the present appeal is time barred. Further
argucd th-at the abpc]lanl was f‘cp(nicd to have gone abroad without
sccuring CX—P’dkiS-t'clll léalvc and thc competent authority was satislied

with the dispensing with the inquiry proceeding  against the

-appellant as provided in Removal rom Service (Special Power)

ordinance 2000 (Amendment) 2001, Purther argucd that the

appcllant was disinterested towards his dutics and cscaped there

[rom. Further argued the impugned orders were validly passed and

docsn’t warrant any interference.

5. Arguments heard. ile perused.




T

6. Perusal of the record shows that the appellant was removed
from his service vide order dated 26.08.2008  and after a deep
slumb(;r_ he brc‘l“crrcd appcal/representation on 08.04.201 1 Wl1icl1
was dismisscd by the 1CSp0ndcnl No. I vide order dated 14.05.2011.
T hc dppcllant then filed another application b(,-l()l(/ lbspond(,nl No. |
or his rcinstatement which application was rcgrcl‘tcd being, time

barred.

7. /\pparcﬁtiy the preécnt appcal of the appellant is badly time
barred, which fact also shows Avolumcs about the: conduct of the
appcllant that hc was not at all interested to join the service.
llowever  the  fact cannot be  lost “sight  of that scrious
il"rcguiarivtios/vil!cgalitics wcfo cdmmittcd by the respondent in the
impugncAd order and in the procccdingpulminating in the passage ol
the impugned order which go to the roots of the matter. No proper
show causc noﬁcc was scrved upon the appellant prior to the
issuan‘cc ol"’ the impugned order of Removal from Scrvice. Similarly
the appellant -was awarded punishment of Removal [rom service
with i‘ctrdsp'cdivc effect. Conscquently the. impﬁgncd order of
Removal l‘r(:)im Service is sct aside and the appellant is reinstated. As
the present appeal 1s decided on technical grounds more so whilce

E .
keeping in view the conduct of the appcellant, he shall not be entitled
to any back benclit hence the absence period as well as the

intervening period during which the appellant has not performed




d(lty shdllbcltccllcd as thm~otd|msy lcave \'A;it-h()ut p-ay.u'l'hc
department is at libérl‘y to conduct de-novo proceeding/inquiry
against the appellént in acicordancc with law. "The present appeal is
decided in the above terms. Partics arc left to bear their own costs.

I'ile be consigned to the record room after its complction.

\

(AVIMAD 1ASSAN) (MUHAMMAD HAMID MUGHAL)
MEMBER | MEMBER

ANNOUNCED

06.10.2017

PEEP

: N ot
Date of Preserths / 6 J—
Jwmh ol D e /:"- : - -
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All the Ex-C fﬂmalq who dismissed / discharged from service due

- tos
their alabenre durmg the pas‘( insurgency, ha\/e been ordered and res mstated by the
Region Police Chief Swat orders ISSLICd vide Reglon Ofﬂce Swat I\o 10 214- 16/r- dat

30/11/2010, are strictly directed to report théir arrival to OASI of Drﬂ”mt Police um:-{

:>wat within fortnight (15 days) from the Ibsuancc of this order, other wise ‘mcalr arrival.

“report WIH not be considered and. dcrepted at the beleted sta e i e, boyo nel H“P fixe:
period, I—Iowevu, aho OASI of the ofﬁce is dlrected to gc_t an aﬁdavrt from each

Ex-official to the effect twat he will never in submit any kind of appeal / men.y petit

© for the grant of ali back benefits peltammg to the period, for wlmcllédteh“ey rema,lneci ot
of : P'W / absentpd hlmself o o K ;

on

Dusta ict Péhce Oﬁncer, Swat

,"&1 “AYA_” -

NO. LA G o J/EC Dated ‘ / s 2. /2010,

Copieo to the:-

i- F)epuk\/ Inbpertor General of PO]lC‘-" Malakand Region, Sai'dl.jl"SHarif"Swat for
. ‘avour of mFormation plcasp B : '
2 /\cldn:c nal Supuwntcnden' of Police Upper %vvdt

3 Superinterident of FRP Swat,

4~ DSp /Pgaqudiler

5- Al SDPOs, -
- Office Establishment Clerk,
/7. OAST of District Police Office Swat,




0//(" - //9‘/27/'

@RDER N

‘ All tm E»( fﬁcxalf; who dtsm|ssed / dlscharged from service due t
their absence during the past m:.urgency, have been ordered and- re-instated- by the
P\eglon Pol;ce Chief -Swat orders |ssucd \ude Regxon Office Swat No. 10714 16/E dated
30/11/201‘7 are strictly directed to report theu arrival to OAST of Dbtmt Dollc@ office
Swat within fortnight (15 days) from the iSbuancc 01 this order, otner V‘/lb‘cﬁ their ar rival-

Sreport W|H not be considered and. acrepted at the beleted stdgp e beyond the fixed
period.. Howevel the OASI of the offlce is d!rected to gct an . af ﬂdawt from. each ,
Ex-official to the éffect tnat he will “WEVE‘I in submit any kind of dppeal / memy petition ‘

for the grant of ali back benefits peltammq to the period, for vvhlch they remalnpd out
of service / absented himself. | ' e SR

District ch"lic"e,séfﬁcef, Swat
L A A7

NO._ /806 %4 =4s2/EC. Dated //;, = /) /2010
Copies to the:-

1~ Deputy Inspector General of Pohcm Ma'lakand'R-egioh,' Saidy Sharif Swat for .
favour of information please. S

- .’-\ddnmnal Supér intendent of Police prer %wct
3+ . Superinterident of FRP Swat,

4~ DSP /Htadqualler

5- . All SDPOs.

G- Office Estabhshment Clerk.

Y

OAST of District Police Office Swat.

1!!




~

CRDER

All the. Ex-¢ fﬂc1als, who dlsmlssed / discharged from service due {
their absence durmg the past m:.urgency, have been ordexed and re- instated: by the
4§ Reglon Po'.ce Chief Swat orders |ssucd vide Re;lon O“ﬂce Swat No. 1021 4- 16/F dated -
JO/J.J/ZOT”) are strictly directed to report then arrival to OASI of DlS"I‘iLt Doilf,e office
Swat within fortnight (15 days) from the ibSL}a nce of this order; other \Nwe their arrival.
report wm nol be considered and acrepted at the beleted stacp e beyond the fixed .
.ppr:od Howeve , the OASI of the ﬂfﬂce Is dlrected to gc.L an afﬁdawt from. eac"f.

Ex official to the effect tnat he will never in submlt any kind of appa.al / men.y petltion :

for Lhe grant of alu back benefits peltammg to the perlod f0| Wh[Ch they remalnpd out
of SLI\/NL / abspntcd himself. o o o ‘ '

' o _ _ | Dlstracfr Pohce Ofﬂcer, Swat

e *#*AYA??&\! .

NO. & 945 et /H“ Dated Ly = / 9 J2010

gop;es to the:-

1- Députy Ian@CtOF General of Pollce Malakand Region, qaidrl Shar'f Swat for
favour of information please. : _

2- ,’—\ddltmndl Supu’mtcnden* of Police Upper %wat

3= %upennter.den* of FRP Swat,

G- Du)v/Ha.adqum ter,

5- . Al SDPOs, !

6- Office Establishment C|ka

/- OASI of DiSi’"{Cf Police Office Swat.



7 KﬂYéxR Pmbmk ; All  communications should be.
’ addressed to the Registrar KPK Service
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR Tribunal and not any official by name.
No. _43F st

Ph:- 091-9212281

. _—
- Fax:- 091-9213262
Datea: 28 ~ _(; = 1022

To

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

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

‘I am directed to forward herewiith a certified copy of Judgemént dated

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

- Encl: As above

REGISTRAI

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR



