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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
AT CAMP COURT. SWAT

Service Appeal No. 199/2019

Date of Institution 
Date of Decision

13.02.2019
07.12.2021

Hamid Gul (Police Constable No.632) R/0 Village Ambela Tehsil 

Mandanr District Buner.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

District Police Officer, Buner and two others.

(Respondents)

Shamsul Hadi 
Advocate For appellant.

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel 
Assistant Advocate General For respondents.

Member (J) 
Member (E)

Rozina Rehman 
Atiq ur Rehman Wazir

JUDGMENT

Rozina Rehman, Member(J): Brief facts of the case are that

appellant was appointed as Constable. He was proceeded against

departmentally on the allegations of absence and was removed from

service on 26.08.2008. He filed departmental appeal which was not

responded to, hence, the present service appeal.

We have heard Shamsul Hadi Advocate learned counsel for2.

appellant and Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakheil, learned Assistant

Advocate General for the respondents and have gone through the

record and the proceedings of the case in minute particulars.

3. Shamsul Hadi Advocate, learned counsel for appellant

submitted that the impugned order is illegal, against law and facts as

the appellant was not treated according to law and rules. That the

appellant has been discriminated and given step motherly treatment
V,'- •
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as he was condemned unheard; that no charge sheet and show cause

notice were communicated to the ap|jellant and no proper inquiry was

conducted in the matter. He, therefore, requested for reinstatement of

the appellant into service with all back benefits.

4. Conversely, learned AAG submitted that the appellant was

enlisted on 26.07.2007 as Constable and in his initial stage of service

he absented himself from his lawful duty time and again. He

contended that the appellant remained absent without any leave or

prior permission of his senior, therefore, notice was issued to make

sure his presence but he failed to appear and was rightly removed

from service vide order dated 26.08.2008. He further contended that

he filed departmental appeal in the year 2012 which was dismissed

being badly time barred.

5. From the record it is evident that the appellant was enlisted as

Constable on 26.07.2007. He absented himself from his lawful duty vide

D.D No.7 dated 13.08.2008, therefore, was informed and directed to

assume duty but fiasco. He was informed through a written notice again

on 20.08.2008 which was properly served upon appellant. Copy

whereof is available on file which clearly shows personal service upon7
appellant but he failed to appear, therefore, he was proceeded against

departmentally and was removed from service under the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Removal from Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000

vide order of DPO Buner dated 26.08.2008. Although the departmental

appeal filed by the appellant in the year 2012 is not available on file

however, order of the appellate authority dated 26.09.2012 is available

on file addressed to DIG Malakand Region clearly shows that

application of the present appellant for reinstatement in service was

filed being time barred. The appellant failed to file service pappeal after
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the disposal of his appeal by the appellate authority and it was on

07.11.2018 when he filed another appeal/application to DIG Malakand

which was not responded to and he filed the instant service appeal on

13.02.2019 which is badly time barred.

6. It is well-entrenched legal proposition that when an appeal

before departmental authority is time barred, the appeal before

Service Tribunal would be incompetent. In this regard reference can

be made to cases titled Anwarul Haq v. Federation of Pakistan

reported in 1995 SCMR 1505, Chairman, PIAC v. Nasim Malik

reported in PLD 1990 SC 951 and State Bank of Pakistan v. Khyber

Zaman & others reported in 2004 SCMR 1426.

7. Having considered the matter from all angles in the light of

material available on file, we do not find any merit in the instant

service appeal which is hereby dismissed. Parties are left to bear their

own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED.
07.12.2021

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Camp Court, Swat

(Ro^a^ehman) 
/Memb^(J) 

Camp Court, ^wat



•Order
Appellant present through counsel.07.12.2021

Muhammad Rasheed learned Deputy District Attorney 

for respondents present.

Vide our judgment of today of this Tribunal placed on

file, we do not find any merit in the instant service appeal

which is hereby dismissed. Parties are left to bear their own

costs. File be consigned to the record room.

Announced.
07.12.2021

(Rozina^ehman) 
l\^mb^(J) 

Camp Court\Swat

(Atiq ur Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

Camp Court, Swat.
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Due to COVID-19, the case is adjourned to 

^£/.^^2021 for the same.
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Appellant in person'present. Mr. Noor Zaman, District 

Attorney alongwith Mr. Inam Ul Haq, SI for respondents 

present.

02.03.2021

Representative of the respondents submitted written 

reply/comments which is placed on file.

Adjourned to 07.04.2021 for arguments before D.B at 
camp court Swat, g

(Mian Muhamrfrad) 
Member(E) 

Camp Court Swat

/
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Brother of appellant present and submitted'application for 

extension of time to deposit Security & Process fee. 
Application is allowed. Appellant is directed to deposit 
Security & Process fee within (07) days. Thereafter notice be 

issued to respondents for written repiy/comments. To come 

up for written reply/comments on 07.12.2020 before S.B at 
Camp Court, Swat.

02.11.2020

M6Appi
Securi

4.^ h z' i

Member (E) 
Camp Court, Swat

07.12.2020 Due to COVID-19, case is adjourned to 01.02.2021 for 

the same as before.

Counsel for the appellant present.01.02.2021

Muhammad Riaz Khan Paindakhel, Assistant Advocate 

General for respondents is present.

As the case was adjourned previously on the Reader 

note, therefore, notices be issued to the respondents for 

written reply/comments.

Adjourned to 02.03.2021 before S.B at camp court

Swat.

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E) 

Camp Court Swat
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Due to Covid-19, the case is adjourned. To come up for the 

08.07.2020, at camp court Swat.
04.06.2020

same on

08.07.2020 Bench is incomplete. Therefore, the case is adjourned. 

To come up for the same on 10.09.2020, at camp court 

Swat.

Reader

10.09.2020 Appellant alongwith counsel present. Preliminary arguments 

heard. File perused.

Points raised need consideration. Admitted to regular hearing 

subject to all legal objections. The appellant is directed to deposit 
security and process fee within 10 days. Thereafter notices be 

issued to respondents for written reply/comments. To come up for 

. written-reply/comments on 02.11.2020 before S.B

Member (J)
Camp Court, Swat' ■
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Appellant in person jDresent and seeks adjournment 

on the ground that his counsel is not in attendance. 

Adjourn. To come up for preliminaiy^ hearing

including hearing on issue of limitation on
" \ ■

09.01.2020,before S:B .at Camp Court, Swat.

05.12.2019

Member
Camp Court, Swat

09.01.2020 Appellant in person present and requested for 

adjournment on the ground that his counsel is not 
available today due to general strike of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council. Adjourned to 05.03.2020 for 

preliminary hearing including hearing on the issue of 

limitation before S.B at Camp Court Swat.

, /

(Muhamm
Member

Camp Court Swat

Learned counsel for the appellant present and seeks 

adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary 

hearing on 07.05.2020 before S.B at Camp Court, Swat.

• 05.03.2020

Member
Camp Court, Swat.
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04.09.2019 Imdad Ullah Advocate appeared on behalf of I^eamed

counsel for the appellant and requested for adjournment. 

Adjourn. To come up for preliminary hearing including 

hearing on the issue of limitation on 09.10.2019 before S.B at 

Camp Court, Swat.
■'I
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ember 
Camp Court, Swat.j
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i . 09.10.2019 Clerk of counsel for the appellant present and requested 

for adjournment on the ground that learned counsel for the. 4 :

appellant is busy before the Hon’ble Dar-ul-Qaza. Adjourned to ^ 

0<7.11.2019 for preliminary hearing including hearing on the issue 

of limitation before S.B at Camp Court Swat.
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:'v.I (Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court Swat
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07.11.2019 Counsel for the appellant present and requested for vi - 

adjournment. Adjourned to 05.12.2019 for preliminary hearing
:

including hearing on the issue of limitation before S.B at Camp 

Court Swat.
V
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(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Camp Court Swat'
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Learned counsel for the appellant- present.12.06.2019
Heard.

In view of the judgment reported in 1998 SCMR page
I

1890, learned counsel for the appellant could not make 

out his case on the point of limitation. Learned counsel 

for the appellant seeks adjournment for further 

preliminary arguments. Adjourn. To come up for

preliminary arguments including arguments on the issue 

of limitation^on 03.07.2019 before S.B at Camp Court, 

Swat.

^----- l^ember
Camp Court, Swat.

Clerk to counsel for the appellant present and submitted 

application for adjournment. Application allowed. Adjourn. To 

come up for preliminary arguments including arguments on the 

issue of limitation on 04.09.2019 before S.B at Camp Court, 

Swat.

02.07.2019 .

Member
Camp Court, Swat.

v.:iy
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Learned counsel for the appellant present. Heard.08.04.2019.

The original impugned order regarding imposition off 

major penalty of removal from service was issued on 

26.08.2008. The present service appeal was filed on 13.02.2019 

for the purpose of reinstatement of appellant into service. The 

appellant submitted departmental appeal on 07.11.2018.

if
BS
at
pfi't

; In view of above, the present appeal was found barred by 

.liniitation and not competent. Learned counsel for the appellant 

was also confronted with the judgment reported in 1998 SCMR 

page. 1890. Learned counsel for the appellant seek's adjournment 

for proper assistance. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary 

hearing on 08.05.2019 before S.B at Camp Court Swat.
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Member
Camp Court, Swat.

■.

k Sp:m'.i:
08.05.2019 Imdad Ullah Advocate present on behalf of learned 

counsel for the appellant and requested for adjournment 

on the ground that learned counsel for the appellant is 

not available. Adjourn. To come up for preliminary 

hearing including hearing on the issue of limitation, 

12.06.2019 before S.B at Camp Court Swat.
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

199/2019Case No.

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

1 2 3

The appeal of Mr. Hamid Gul presented today by Mr. Shams-ul-13/2/2019^"-«'1- 1
Hadi Advocate may be entered In the Institution Register and put up to 

the Worthy Chairman for proper order please

5 M MREGISTRAR \
This case is entrusted to touring S. Bench at Swat for preliminary 

hearing to be put up there on 0 9 ■
2-

I

CHAIRMAN

)

:

I

r

A



r-

■r . •* /
i

^ M
BEFORE THE HON^E KHYBERPAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.
1'

:.-vt
'X.

Service Appeal No. /2Q19.

Hamid Gul Appellant
VERSUS

District Police Officer Bunir and others Respondents •I

INDEX
S.N Description of Documents Annex Pages
1. Memo of Appeal. 1-3
2. Affidavit.

3. Addresses of the Parties. 5
4. Copy of impugned order dated:26.08.2008. A (o
5. Copy of Departmental appeal.

7B
6. Wakalat Nama

Appellant
Through

Shams ul Hadi

Advocate, Peshawar.

Office: Near Al-Falah Mosque, Hayat 

Abad, Mingora.

Cell No. 0347-4773440.

Dated: 11/02/2018.
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTOON^HWA SERVICES

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR
KJiybcr P«i:«ht„khwa 

{ce Tribu.sal
Service Appeal No. /2Q]^. 133. j

KDiar> No.

1
Hamid Gul (Police Constable No.632)

R/O Village Ambela Tehsil Mandanr District Buner

VERSUS

Dated t.
I-

Appellant

1, District Police Officer, Buner.

2. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, 
Sai'du Sharif, Swat Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF KHYBER 

PUKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUNAL ACT 

1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED OFFICE 

ORDERSDATED:26.08.2008.

PRAYER IN APPEAL:
iOn acceptance of this appeal the impugned Orders dated: 

26.08.2008 regarding major penalty i-e Removal from service of 

appellant may kindly be set aside and the appellant may kindly be 

re-instated to his service with all back benefits of service.

Respectfully Sheweth:

initially

■1!k

1. That the appellant 

respondent/department since long 

performed his duties with zeal and zest.

joined the 

and as suchiFi ^e«5to-day i

Jf

I
2. That in the year 2008, the appellant due militancy in the 

could not continued his services because due to 

personal enmity with some local militants it was quite 

difficult for appellant to perform his service and as such 

the appellant remained absent from service for a short 

period.

That thereafter without observing legal formalities, the 

appellant was dismissed from througji impugned order

• i

area

. V

3.
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dated:26.08.2008 and
if*

as such the appellant was 

retrospectively dismissed from service from the date of
his absence.(Copies of impugned office order dated:26.08 

2008 is annexure-A)

4. That when the respondents re-instated some of his 

colleagues in similar circumstances so against the said 

removal order, the appellant filed departmental appeal 

before the Resp No.3 but the same was not decided
within statutory period.(Copy of Departmental appeal 

judgments sJc annexure-B)

That being aggrieved from the impugned orders, the 

appellant approached this HonTsle Tribunal on the 

following grounds amongst other inter alia:
GROUNDS:

A. That the impugned office orders against the
facts, law and procedure, hence, untenable being unjust

are

and unfair.

B. That the appellant ' was removed from 

retrospectively which is a void order and now it is settle
service

preposition of law that no limitation runs against void 

order nor the same has any legal sanctity

C. That in similar circumstances other colleagues of the 

appellant were re-instated by the respondents and this 

august court too re-instated such like others police 

officials by allowing their appeals hence the appellant 

deserve for same treatment.

D. That the whole departmental proceedings against the 

appellant was based on personal ill well and with ill 
intention a harsh and illegal penalty was imposed on the 

appellant.
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E. That no opportunity in shape of personal hearing 

afforded to the appellant and 

allegation and show cause notices were communicated 

to the appellant, So legal formalities were ignored by the 

respondents and a harsh penalty was imposed upon 

appellant.

was

statement ofnor

F. That any other ground may be adduced during the 

course of argument, with the kind permission of this 

Honhle Court.

therefore, most humbly prayed that On 

acceptance of this appeal.

It is

impugned

26.08.2008 regarding major penalty i-e 

service of appellant may kindly be set aside and the

Orders dated:

Removal from

appellant may kindly be re-instated to his service with all 

back benefits of service.

Appellant

Through

Shams ul Hadi

Advocate, Peshawar.Dated: 11/02/2019
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BEFORE THE HON*BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2019.

Hamid Gul Appellant
VERSUS

District Police Officer Bunir and others Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Shams ul Hadi, Advocate, Peshawar do hereby as per 

information convoyed to me by my client solemnly affirm and 

declare that the contents of the Service Appeal are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has 

been concealed from this HonT^le Court.

*02,
ADVOCATE

!q I
< \ I ■■
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE KHYBER PAKHTOON KHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No. /2019.

Hamid Gul Appellant
VERSUS

District Police Officer Bunir and others Respondents

ADDRESSES OF THE PARTIES
APPELLANT:

Hamid Gul (Police Constable No,632)

R/O Village Ambela Tehsil Mandanr District Buner 

Cell No.

RESPONDENTS:

1. District Police Officer, Buner.

2. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

3. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, 
Saidu Sharif, Swat

Appellant

Throughf^^

Shams ul Hadi

Advocate, Peshawar.Dated: 11/02/2018
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ORDER 'T

iTbL-w*'cL SuL ' ^' J^Zi ■ o\:Whereas 

■Poj.ice Lines
you 1 postedwas at .

/j
. 4r--:r)iring to tie ''eport received in this office you absented

1^.^.200S ■your self from lawful diii- vide D.D.N')._ 7 dated

Dairy Po..i,.ioe Lir'ie rejuaia :/j;enl: till tliis date.
Daily

You were informedI'-.nd a: ucted to your duty immediately and report to 

your place of duty buf you .'deliberately did not report your arrival a]id -remaui absent.

assume

aoos^poos iI Again .on

directions to join your du. f ';»Jt avain ycuii, ’ to leport.

you V7 ye, informed through a wrnten notice the

Your this act: is hi;,:.'..;.-' :o'esponsi ;L' and indiscipline and sniscionduct o.n your

part which is liable U/s .5 S ;/b Sect-im. of the Removal rrom Sendee (Special Power )
( Ordinance 2000 (Amendmejut) OoP-auicr 2001.

Now ,1 have come tel rc.r ■■.■oacl.u.''d,dn ,-h,at 3^11 escaped from the operational duty 

during the war again,st teru.:.a:isin. fca;r ti ''s act is cowardice and shameful. You 

fit for Police Sendee. i

1

ai'e not

I, a.s competent anrln.ity. :i.m, therefore/satisfied to proceed under Section 5 of 

Sub Section (4) of ■d.; Re::.jw.d imm Service (Special Powers) Ordinance
'f

2000(Amen.dment) Ordu'crote 2201 and di.yense wdth the enquiry pi'oc.jedmgs as laid
!

i

down in the said ordi..nanc..mo a.-n furthe: satisfied that there i 

departmeiatal

need of holdingIS no

S. ;’ce theenquiry

Const;Hamid Gul I'^O
accused Police

beenjfound guilty of gross misconduc!: as de.fined ii.r 

the .said Ordinance, I L'/b.mam./iid Klia'-.j D.R.O Biiner as competent authority, 

therefore -impose major pe.ralty ly.-’ o.-rr. ving hrm fi-om service from tire date of his '

Official

absence.

.yfvy -'i V-7

.District Police Officer, 
Boner.A] %OB No.

Dated OJV 2002
F

/?!’ hrar Einieri

:
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BEFORE THE fflYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SER'VICE
TRIBUNiiL PESHAWAR. /

^ ■

i

f Service Appeal No. 199/2019
■

Hamid Gul (Kx- Foiice Constabie No. 632)
R/O Villaoe Ambsla rchsil Mandanr District Buner

Appellant■f.

5

VERSUS

1. The District Police Officer, Bisner.
2. 'I'he fh-ovincial Police OiTiccr, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

■fhe Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Saidii Sharif Swat.3,

Respondents

r
i

INDEX
PAGEANNEXDOCUMENTSS#
1-2-3Para-wise Comments

4Affidavit2.
5Authority Letter

(x)pics of absenee DQ reports _______
Copies of written notice and removal order 
Copy oi'oflice letter No. 2919/Lega!, dated 
26.09.2012 ■

3.
6 to 15• “A”4.}

16,17“B, C”5.
18“D”6.

DIST RIG 1 VfOjACK OFFICER, 
BUNER.

(Respondent No. 01)
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

am
■1

Service Appeal No. 199/2019
• ^

Hamid Gul (Ex- Police Constable No. 632)

R/O Village Ambila Tehsil Mandanr District Buner Appellant 1*
VERSUS

1. The District Police Officer, Buner.
2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa Peshawar.
3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Saidu Sharif Swat.

it!■f

iRespondents

• -%1PARA-WISE COMMENTS BY RESPONDENTS.
*

€lRespectfully sheweth: 
Preliminary Objections:-

1. That the service appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.

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

3. That the appellant has not come to this Honorable Tribunal with clean hands.

4. That the service appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary 

parties.

*
*

■M

1
■!'

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

6. That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file instant appeal,

7. That the appellant has been estopped due to his owircohduct,

•#l
«
*

■Mi

ON FACTS:
*

If1. Correct to the extent. That the appellant was enlisted on 26.07.2007 • in the %
■'M:

respondent department as constable and in his initial stage of service he was himself ■, . 3® 

absented from his lawful.duty for several times . Copies of absence DD reports as 

(Annexure “A”).

Incorrect. That the appellanl| has absented from his lawful duty on 13.08.2008 

without any leave or prior permission of his senior thus he was issued written notice

m-
*

1f2.

&■

71
.'.at''.-'.
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•aito make ensure his presence otherwise ex-parte action will be taken against him, in 

which he wilt be dismissed from service. On 22.08.2008 notice was served upon 

appellant but neither he made his presence on lawful duty nor explained his 

compulsion and showed cowardice against the war of terrorism, so he was rightly 

removed from service vide office order dated 26.08.2008. (Copies of written 

notice and removal order as annexure “B” and “C”).

3. Incorrect. As explained in the above para No. 02, the appellant absented 

13.08.2008 from his lawful duty. He was issued written notice to make ensure his 

presence on duty but he neither appeared for lawfuf duty nor explained his 

.compulsion therefore after fulfillment of codel formalities he was rightly removed 

from service on 26.08.2008 and the office order is based on'real facts & justices and 

in accordance with rules.

’Mi

m

■'1
on

• .t:

"M
■W'W
■ill
31
*

1
Ml

4. Correct to the extent that the appellant had submitted an application in year 2012 

for his reinstatement in service.which was rejected by the respondent No. 02 on the 

ground “being time baned”. (Copy of office letter No. 2919/Legal, dated 

26.09,2012 as annexure “0”).

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

■mm

-tM
GROUNDS

'"M
A. Incorrect. Order was passed in accordance with factsMustices Law & Rules.

B. Incorrect. Appellant was removed from service after observing all codal 

formalities under the rules as he was absented from his lawful duty without any 

leave or prior permission of competent authority.

C. Facts & circumstances of appellant case is different with the other Police

i

1

officials.

'if
'!#V

D. Incorrect. The whole departmental preceding was conducted in accordance with 

facts i.e willful absences of appellant from duty without leave / permission & 

law / rules. The respondents have no ill will or malafied intension toward the i
appellant.

w
mtIIt§
^^2
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'■■jWME. Incorrect. As explained in the above paras, the appellant absented from his 

lawful duty and he was issued written notice to make bsure his presence for 

lawful duty but neither he made his presence for lawful duty nor he submitted 

his compulsion therefore after fulfillment of codal formalities he was awarded 

punishment in accordance with existing rules.

F. Respondents may be allowed to raise other grounds at the time of hearing of 

appeal.

1
M 

■ # 
'■m
M.
*

mm
m
!li
*
’id

PRAYER:

{In view of the above stated facts & reasons, it is prayed that the service 

appeal of the appellant being barred by law & limitation may graciously be dismissed with 

cost, please.

■*

MM

ii

1m
PROVINCIApROLTCE OFFICER, 

KHYBER PAKOTUNKHWA PESHAWAR 
(Resp^ndent^o. 02)

m
1Ml"■mi:
ll- ^w\ imm

A/Ia ^ om^r,
^^^ral of police,
IWffu SHARIF SWAT 
“x/ent No. 03)

mdeputy ins
MALAKAND REGGIO

(Re?
Wi

' -'iii
1

DIST^ ;^,F^ICE OFFICER, 

v^BUNER. 
(Respondent No. 01) ■ii

fsM
,18
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:'). • ** m BEFORE TOE KHYBER PAKHTONKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAVFAR•j.

Service Appeal No. 199/2019
V • ' J

Hamid Gul (Ex- Police Constable No. 632)
R/O Village Ambila Tehsil Mandanr District Buner

:

Appellant
■5

VERSUS

1. The District Police Officer, Buner.
2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
3. I'he Deputy In.spector General of Police, Malakand Saidu Sharif Swat.

1

Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

We the above respondents do hereby solemnly affiiTn and state on oath that the whole 

contents of the accompany Para-wise comments are correct and tme to the best of our 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed from this Honorable Court.

PROVINCIAL IJOLICE OFFICER, 
KHYBER VAKHTUmamA PESHAWAR 

(ResponUen^No. 02)

a\ Kegionai r
i)EPU'rYiiN[Si*f1^ _ 
MALAICVNfi^^iiG!^

EM
IWmERAL OF POLICE, 
wMlOU SHARIF SWAl 
uiidt^bNo. 03)

P'l

(Rt^

DISTRICy PpOCE OFFICER, 
i?UNER.

(Re^bndent No. 01)
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BEFORE THE IfflYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAV^AR

•. is." •, •

Service Appeal No. 199/2019V

Hamid Gul (Ex- Police Constable No. 632)
R/O Village Ambila I'ehsil Mandanr District Buner

Appellant

VERSUS
i

>• 1. The District Police Officer, Buner.
2. The Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkliwa Peshawar.
3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Saidu Sharif Swat.

- •
t:'

1)
I-

Respondents
f
6-

'} •

AUTHORITY LETTER
3

We the above respondents do hereby authorize and allow Mr. Nowsherwan
1

Inspector Legal District Buner to tile the accompany Para wise comments before the

Honorable Court, on our behalf and do whatever is needed in the court.

j

•! PROVINCIAL VOLICE OFFICER, 
KHYBER PAKIIDuWlIWA PESHAWAR 

(Resp6ndc^ No. 02)

'r Officei;,
OF POLICE,

Mala
DEPU l Y INSmCnp 
MALAKAND REGI0E.^IDU SHARIF SWAT

c No. 03)spo

DISTlWai POLICE OFFICER, 
' BUNER. 

(i^^j^ondent No. 01)
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y ORDER/1 V>"’

?■ H,a]^a-^- G^Lil l:'10„6i>2/ Con posted.W.h.ereas

Police Lines
at•wasyou

. C:/>jnr-d:i..n/?; to roo .repo.rt received in this office yon absented

dated 15.8.2008^'icie io.D.No. 7 ]!)ailyyour self fro.m lawful du; •

Dairy Police Line __

You. 'vere informed a.nd d.f ected to assume your dri.ty immediately and report to

and rentcin absent till this date.
»

your place of duty but yor. deliberately did not report yoirr arrival and remain absent.

'0 informed through a written notice the2ea8-;20i!>8Again on

dilections to join your du.y but agair. yen‘'11110 report.

'.’-on V

Your this act is highly liTespondhle and indiscipline and. misconduct on your 

part which is liable U/s 15 So d Section (/ . of the Removal from Service (Special Power ) 

Ordinance 2000 (Amendment) Ordinance 2001.-

Mow I have come to ore ronclr.si'O;- that you escaped from the operational du:y 

during the war against ter'O'ism, Your tlrs act is ciawardice and shameful. O'ou are nor 

fit for Police Ser/ice.

.1, as competent arir.lro:rit}0 am, cliep.fore, satisfied to proceed under Section b of 

Srrb Section (4) of l.r Removed \o:m Service (Special Powers) Ord.inance 

20(;0(Amendment) Ordiinri.ee 2001 aru! (hsponse with the enqrriry proceedings as hud 

down iir the said ordinanc.r and. am further satisfied that there is'no need of holding

accused OfficialPoliceSince thedepartmental

Const':Ha:nid Gul NO.>S52has beeni.found guilty of gross misconduct as de.fln.ed in 

the said Ordinance,' 1 KHOiq D.P.O Buner. as com.petent authority,

therefore impose major' yj^vnalty i)y remomng him from service from tire date of his 

absence.

eiic|uny.

District Police Officer. 
B^ner.aOB No.

/2008.Dated

I

By Jsrar Buneri .

• M'*

'i
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l<-kf ;. I

- ♦‘from: - The Provincial Police Officer,
. Khyber.Pakhtunkbwe, Peshawar.

-f' '■
lizQJl...

\^lo^2.pUi-. 
*........................... ■■■•X-

t

- f r-j IsJ
I

:
' The.-. .'Deputy Inspector-General of Police,

■; Malakand Region, Swat. -'
/Legal Dated Peshawar' the, ? /

Subjeefr ,,.,. REINSTATEMENT IN SERVICE.

To;■

1^

Ism /2012.No //I

t

Memo:-, "

Please refer to your office letter No. 6036/E, dated 10.09.2012 on the 

case noted above in the’subject.
Application of ex-constable Hamid Ciul No. 632 of Buner District 

for re-instatement in service was examined by the competent authority and filed

It
it
If
i'

1

being lime barred. He was required to have preferred an appeal against the order 

of his dismissal ffoni service within 1.5 days to the ajipe'k.te authority but he failed

•.to do so.*' ' '>«
■ '-t

/> ' *:*:
i

His Service Book is'-sent;herewith;being no-more re quired by this _I
1

I

office..

\
(MOKAMMAD FAYAZ KHAN)

AIG/LEGAL,,
For Provincial Police Officer, 

Rhyber Palcniunkliwa, Peshawar.

r
:

Oepiilylnspecior'Ieneral^ , 
ftlahkadtl Region, i aidu SlurifSivai. '

7^ .■ \ '

lice

... \
r\;

♦/ i .
V .

• • -f-v • •
'.i.V' •

> : ' t .

. s.iji
vVo 63^ 'i. ^

■ :

' (^fio . ^
/ r./P. ll

•/

\

'/“A

;

'•1 •
I* ■, ?^ :v ;r','

-iW

.-f . H',-.
V •> ’ ' •

p
#

9
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ORDER

-f (

P/S; ■ _

S/0
MR.

U-d^^

Constable in BPS-S against

cu

District Buner is hereby enlisted as 

vacancies with efibet form 26/7/ii:007^ (h.

R/0
the newly allotted

(F.N) and constabulary No, to •

him.

y
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,

buner.

OB.NOr

/2007.Dated ___

1

-y

7;
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proceedings wiih sign^^urc of Judge or Mag.sirate
Order or otheri:)aleof

Kin ; order/
I proceeding'

I

s»
l5I

1\ 1
i * -i .

■[■) IKiv»v|<™ PAKHTDriKlI-WA. SlCRVIClCmiBUNAL

Service Appeal No, 264/2012

... 21.02.2012 ;

... 06.10,2017^

I

IKKOM!
•:

L.l \
i

Date of ip.sLiluLion 
Date of lOocision

Amapai. Khan Ux-Coiisiablc No. US/lC, l-Vismct Bunei

Vcrsirs

Gcncrtl'lff Pt^lbo, Malakand. Kegiun

?

\
; 1

I

Appellant
I
;
I *

1

• 1. The Deputy In.spccior 
1 Saldu.ShariL" Swat.

L 2. TlioDisuici l^ilico O'llicer, luuicr.

1;

{ UoSpOlujcMt.S!
I

9 I

I

.KlDGMUKr
---------" 1
xp n I aMMAD 11AMIVAM1.10NA1.' Ml:,MUhR: - 

Learned ccv-insel for the appellant 

Kh^lWlc, Assistant /jdvocalc Gcncal Ibv the respondents presen:

106.10.201,7 ; ’
■i : Appall am. i

IT !i
I I

: ■ •h i and Mr. Kabir l.,01uh ;i. ipresent.1
i
I

: 1
1 :ir.
!

I

■x-Constablc, who watt ivcruUcd ; 

appeal Li/s 4 oi' ihc Khybei-'

i1 The appeHani AmunaL Ivhan I’.x- - 

2007, has I'llcd the present

JI\
\ i' \ t

in the year

.to i

!I ,1

^T'BSTED I!
i•;

0 I

a'warde.d inuior j;
2 whereby the appeliani 

o1' re:!»n'.'5'.l '-'O

was
by respondem 

;j penalty
U,toy/n:iseond„X. nre sppcll.vor ie-s

Ne..j

:!
;l ! the ip-ound of abscrim; J''”"' j 

i:-]de' Impui^^necl the order ;
1

ri
I1.
!1

' 1 I

i;
!

i
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\
i

Cor ■ b
20:08.2012‘ y/hcrcby his application

by rcRpona.nL)^o.lbcinfiVin.c barred.
date d

i

ICC was I.s!
i. ■;

i
j

jnionlcd t.hal before the 

uf removal from sen-tee ne'uhcr airy 

dniacd, nor mquu7

• . 1 Learned counsel” for ihe appellant, c. 

of impug,ncd order

;

i4s\ ancc_;
i or tdlc[TBtions

rcjdcnse

were; chi-&c sheet and statement
iiPfordcd not final show j 

to the

limitation mns against the 

has not been j

.I- wascyducicd, nor opporihnity ot•jh ; I

i•1 : irtunity of personal hearing was given'I
1 sc notice and opp'

i Vurthcr arjwcd that no

llurllier argued maf^ho^ppolltml

ciiU
• Iv

1
I

J

atpr cUani: II

;
•iil'c ^al/vnid order.: TJ \

such the impugned orders arc.1; ited Vn accordance witlt law as

set letidcUd dtc appellant be rcinslaled in
•I'C(

i ••'I'.V.:
diablc to'.ibe

service.

i
t iI t ;•.

5 1 • General while opposing the!
■■ Kcarncd Assistant Advocate

«-i .m-- 'i-1!'»“ i

i., «*«««.« ”
and the competent authority was satisiicd

• .1
I

ii

V, :

• -i t

tiring cx-Pakisuift leaveI 'Cti

against the | 

Scivicc (Special Power! ( 

argued dmi -'he 1 

ins and escaped there!

thc.dispdnsinK with ihd inquiry proceeding
'vi .n

in Rernovni l-'rom

dmem) 2001. further 

disinlcrcslcri towards his duties

;l(fifcUaht,ns'providod1’

Wiinanco-:2000..^(Amcn= ••

i'pJicUant/wus

I-dvthcr argued the impugned older.
validly passed and ,••i were■ ■>, i

.1 • .V( 'in.:,
. • V.

Hwarranvany inicrlcrencc.. • • V . 1attestedjdcosn 1

1
• • i L.;.:

1 t : .Arguments heard. Idle pomsed. i• • !

■pc;^i;v.vrj

; I

l 11,I:I
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A-: removed•i; thal lHc appellant 

dated 26.08.200K

! wasI/ Perusal or tfc record shows 

service vidc-hrder

referred -appcal/rcprcicntalion

■;

: and aPlcr ;:a ;deep

08.04.2011 which 

order dated 14.05.2011.

ondem. No. 1

;
iVc'fjv. his 

mber he p 

dismissed by the resp
before .espa

licatlon was rearcVtcd heini.^

\ .
1 on

j ■;

ondent No. 1 vido
vas( b:—.. -
Irhe app i.iuK 1

I
which appi- i.V his rcirvstotcmcnvo

J,,

1
. ■ ■l^lUTcd.[

oal of the appoll'.im is badly vimo

the conduct ol the

1' V
Apparently the proso^nl app 

birred, v.hich fael also shows 

that hc^wtis ncit at
■ 'll

.' Lhc hict cannot 

iLids/megahtie:; were 

iccl order and in

cd order which go to

i
volumes about• li

i
inforested to join the scrv.ee.. ;

f-'appellant0i oT that scriuu.slost sightbe
^ \ . Hnwever

.ommiltod by the respondent m the

(;ulminaUnii in the passatiO ol

ihe rods of the matter. No pimpot

LO the

ice. Simihu-ly

10;l.ircguUin
i

lihpugt
-V

. Vllie impugn
the appellant prior

. . i: lisiowpeaasc 

. .tilLanedoftheimpb

served upon

l^od order of Removal lTomSorv,ee

of RciUovaI

notice was
A •

' iVum sc>'^'''ec ;
warded purvishmcnt

r'■ appellant

liith retrospeetive 

ifcmovdl from Sen/tec is

was aAte ned order o 

is reinstated. A.s 

n while I

Ai 5 the impugeffect Consequently

^ is set •aside and lire appeU-anl.

I
I

I
’:

Lcchnleal grounds mom sp

jhall rvoL be entitled

■'•0 iiiic prcserii;appodl is deetded on

rthe'^conducL lif the app

r •,:

if noUant, he slESTEE) idepinfethview
back benefit

welt as the
1

not performed i

period nsi hence the absence

which the appellant
■if any.-;

har>f. •
inter^ofnnf -P«-‘0'*

i
."'jtJv'ii.elnl.yaal, ••
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ORDER y\
/ "•, 1 •5

■MThis ordcrjs,hereby p3sscfi.[0;di.':,pnse,ofdepartmental appeal iinder'T^ure

■ I’akhiunk'liwa Police Riilcs'l‘)7;'. Suhniiiicd by l.'.x-Consuible liman
-1

,, ,-r i'RP’N^aiak'and 'Kahgc7again;il’'tlic order oT lhe SP."h RlVKdhai'R.aiTge-.-in ..

_ canl was removed from service. ' . ,
E'x-Constable.lmran K.hanNo;4279 oliFRP Malakand Range was onlisicd 

pos'icd in pliitoon No.72 Clul Kaiida di'siiic.l bwal, absenlTvi i'iirri;:e!l' hnn-, 
,.I'. 06.il'():’2008 lill to tire dale his removal from serviee i.e. 21 -02-2110'^ wiihinn

* . . I .

• or pci mission oF the competent aiilhoi;ity For the period of 04 months alxl 14

on

*
i

'He was issued charge shed along with summary oFallcgatfons vide SP FRP.

: Swat Order Endsl: No.775/EC. dated ]‘6-l2-2008, but ndither he^reportijd Fen "■ 
led reply to the charge sheet in..Che stipulated period. He wias also issued Urdu 

his dut>’ but he failed to submit reply in the responsd of the same within 
. ihereForc the defauUcr Constable was reconimended Fbr removal trom service 
irm'miitec. ^

•After completion of t)ie enquiry ' iHc enquiiy commuice ' subniiriqd the 
. reconimending hiin ri''r'maj()Cf.puni.s'hi'ncnl. In tlje light of recnmmehdalion 

he was rerhov'al fronj service’vidc’office order Endsl; No.311/hC. dated 21-

me

1
}

I
I

1COiF
ro1

cce \
\

i I
I .I.hf enquiry File of the applicant was perused and Found that ^Ihc. applieanl ha.s 

roptir cicparimciUiil proceedings, as lie '.was 
e Ire was'distriissed froji) seh'ice.with sl.ipshod manner.

IS ajso heard in person, during the course pfhenring he advanced cogeni reasons 
plea was-found plausible and satisfactory. ■

hg ih view the ,abpve and as \Vel! as his pobr family back ground 1. take a 
: (.ii.x-Con'siable. Imran l<:han^V.j.••:l279 of FRP Malakand Ran^e.) is hereby rc- 
c fiTini liie date of removal from service. Hoil'ever, the period of absence and 
:'nod frqnVser-vi'ce are treated a.s estra ordinary l^ave without pay.

not participated with the enquir>' I:
I

I
Ji:

1

?

FoY '

I

I •
I

I

ou'nccd II \
'I

I
I Cojninandapt 
Frontier Rese Police

Khyber.Pakhtunkhwa, Pc.sl^awiir. t

ateci Peshawar the o /_cP /2016

o'f'above' IS fb/warded for inlorina'.ion and necessary action to the SP.l-RI'. 
S'waf with R/'O'his office inemo No. jlq.v'FC; dated 02.12.2015 Vlis Sorvicu 

•yi'S'cn'i herewith.
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Better copy of Page No:
ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dispose of departmental appeal under rule 
Pakhtunkhwa police rules 1975, submitted by ex-constable Imran FRP, malakand Range, 
against the order of the SP, FRP/Kohat range in cant was removed from service.

Ex-constable Imran khan No. 4279 of FRP Malakand Range was enlisted on while 
posted to platoon No.72 Gul Kadda District Swat, absented himself from 06.10.2008 till 
the till to the date his removal from service i.e. 21-02-2009 without or permission of the 
competent authority for the period of 04 months and 14 days.

He was issued charge sheet along with summary of allegations vide SP FRP swat 
order endst: No. 775/EC, dated 16-12-2008, but neither he reported for reply to the charge 
sheet in the stipulateci period. He was also issued Urdu me his duty he failed to submit 
reply in the response of the same within therefore the defaulter constable was 
recommended for removal from service committee.

After completion of the enquiry committee submitted the recommending him for 
major punishment in the light of recommendation of fee was removal from service vide 
office order Endst No. 312/EC, dated 21-02-2009.

The enquiry for of the applicant was perused and found that the applicant has 
roper deparhnental proceeding as he was not participate with the enquiry he was 
dismissed from service with slipshod manner.

Is also beared in person during the course of hearing he advanced cogent reasons 
peas was found plausible and satisfactory.

In view of and as well as his poor family back ground 1 take a (Ex-constable Imran 
Khan No. 4279 of FRP Malakand Range) is hereby from the date of removal from service. 
However the period of absence and perioci from service are treated extra ordinary leave 
without pay.

Announce.

Commandant 
Frontier Reserve Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Dated Peshawar the 03/03/2016

Copy of above forwarded for information and necessary action to the SP FRP swat with 
R/o his office memo No. 2175/EC, dated 02.12.2015 his service sent herewith.
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ORDER
of departmental appeal undeijRiile 11- of Khyber. ■

<l<wa Police' Rules 1975; Submitted by,ExXouslable Kl.ilii:ue-ReluuUo4289 bf FW '

.iolccud ReuBcyosalusl ll.e b,'dor df lbe bP,;rRP/Ma.e.ouK, Rouge, S.abiu.Wueh bso sp„be:uu wss .

This order is hereby ppsed to dispose

■R-b:' ■.'s.

'''°'''‘i^'°''' !^If*dsofthecaselrethet Ex-Coustai;ieKhalilosr-Rebma„No.42S9 ofFRP Malabeud

-..... '

- order Eudsb No.775ffiC, dated 16-12-2008,-bufneither he reported to, uety 
.bnrilred reply to the charge sheet urdhe stipulated'penod. He was also issued Urdu pa,waua ^

do,., bu, be failed to subutit teplypn the response, of the same with,,, stipulated per,oo, toercorc ow
.n,„,.;,-Co,,s.ablcwasreco,muc,,dcdforre,uovaLh-omse,-vmebytheenc,ui,-y'Cpr,,,r,^^^^

he was removed .ironi:>e:‘iu.\id'-

himself-V •
mi;e

>iri

nov
ani^e Swat diTice o to resumt'..

IS

light of recominendatioa of enquiry Coihmittee111 the
llkcordcrQB;.No.23,-daled21-02-2009. , . ,

The eugu,^ Ole of the applicant was perused and found thavthe appuean. eas „a, e,,U
participated with the enquir-proceedings vmlf. m

as lie w'af not,'iiH proper, dcparlnicnlal proceedings

removed from service unheard, .
ofhearing he advanced cog-.ml icasonsvas m

also heard in'person. during the course.'Mevt'as

lis defensc.ltis plea was found plausible and satisfactoiy.

ICceping in view die above and as well-as
(Ca-Constable Khalil-ur-RehmanNo,42S9 of FRP'Malakand Range)

;™n rhe dam Of ren.ova! from serviee. However, the period of absence mrd the inlervPmr,

fromscrvicea.eb-eatedasextraordinar-yleavewithdutpay,:.- ' ■

his poor family back ground,L mke a Icnicni . ,
hereby rc-m;-i<itccl --mIS

.'icw, lie

icrvice

•r
(fVi

Order announced'. • ci (|auC'
Frontier Restjrve f olice 

Khyber PakhlnP.Khw'n, Feshownr.

/EC dated Peshawar, the .

Roll and D/l'ile sent herewith. ... . .
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Better copy of Page No:
ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dispose of departmental appeal under rule 
Pakhtunkhwa police rules 1975, submitted by ex-constable Khalil Ur Rahman No. 4289 
of FRP, malakand Range, against the order of the SP, FRP/Kohat range in cant was 
removed from service.

Brief facts was the case are that Ex-Constable Khalil-Ur-Rahman No. 4289 
of FRP Malakand range was enlisted on 11-05-2006. He while posted to platoon No. 78 
district swat absented himself from lawful duty w.e.f. 02/12/2008 till to the date of his 
removal from service i.e. 21-02-2009 without any prior permission of the competent 
authority for the period of 02 months and 20days.

He was issued charge sheet along with summary of allegations vide SP FRP 
Malakand Range swat office order Ensdst: No. 775/EC, dated 16-12-2008, but neither he 
reported for duty nor is duty but he failed to submit reply in the response of the same 
within stipulated period, therefore the defaulter constable was recommended for 
removal from service by the enquiry committee.

In the light of recommendation of enquiry committee he was removed from 
service vide office order OB: No. 23 dated 21-02-2009.

The enquiry file of the applicant was perused and found that the applicant has not 
default with proper departmental proceedings as he was not participated with the 
enquiry/proceedings while he was removed from service unheard.

He was also heard in person during the course of hearing he advanced cogent 
reasons in his defense his plea was found plausible and satisfactory.

Keeping in view of the above and as well as his poor family back ground 1 take a 
lenient view he (Ex-Constable Khalil-ur-rahman No. 4289 of FRP Malakand Range) is 
hereby re-instated in service from the date of removal from service. However the period 
of absence and the intervening period from service are treated as extra ordinary leave 
without pay.

Order announced.

Commandant 
Frontier Reserve Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

No. 2388/EC, Dated Peshawar the 18/03/2016

Copy of above forwarded for information and necessary action to the SP FRP swat with 
R/o his office memo No. 190/EC, dated 04/02/2016 his service sent herewith.
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ORQUJi
This order shixW dispose off the dcparUncncol appeal of Ex-Constable 

Zameen Khan No. 4342 at rRP/T/laUk-and Range.

Brief.facts of the ease arc that Hx- Constable Z^meen Ivhtul Ts'o. 4842 of 

FRP/MalakaiVd Range, absshied himself from lawful duties vv. e. frorn 07.'0o.2008-till the

14.11,2008 for . a total period .of (98) days v/it.hout any*

f

date of dismissal i.c.
——----------------------------r;-,

leave.-'pei'iTiission of ttic competent avnhority.
l.n tliis connection he w-as is.sued-charge sheet and state.uient of tillegations,

but neither he. neither reported hi,s andvai nor submitted his I'cply of charge slieet. After that 

he was issued final shovv cause notice but he again tailed to submit his reply, .Che Enquiry 

committee recommended him .for major punishmc.ut. Rcsuhantly ho was removed.from 

service vide 8P/FRP Malaiond Range Swat office OH No. 15), dated 14.11.2008.

After going through the available record and also haiing the applicant in 

person in orderly room Held m this' office on. 04.01.2016 it has pointed out that the 

apn.licant was not proceeded according to law as he was neither participated with

proceedi.tsgs nor he was prov'ided the opportunity of personal hearing;

the- above’facts as well as .his poor faimly background,Keeping in view
which he 'explained during the. cqursc of personal hearing., .1 take a lenient view, the 'hx~

Coixstable Muhammad-Zaiueen .Khan No. 4-842 of FR.P/Malakand Range is hereby Re­

instated in :sc.mce from Update of CijS.mi.ssal from service. 'However his ab.sencc period and 

the iniCiA'enin.g period Ifom .service are horeby treated os extritordinm-y leave witlioutpay. 

Order announced.

f
T\

C!ommar|4afit 
Frontier Re.stjrve Police 

Kliyber Pakhtunk|wa. Peshawar,

/2016.OlNo: O / u /EC, dated Peshawar ihe

Copv of ii-.e above is fo.rw'arded for inrormution and necessa.ry action to 
SP/FKT/Malakand Range SwatvvUh K'O his office No. ■22:iO/l-:C; dated OH.12.2015, Hiy
service record aiongwith enquiry flic, sent herewith.
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ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dispose of departmental appeal under rule 
Pakhtunkhwa police rules 1975, submitted by ex-constable Zameen khan No. 4842 of 
FRP, malakand Range, against the order of the SP, FRP/Kohat range in cant was removed 
from service.

Brief facts was the case are that Ex-Constable Khalil-Ur-Rahman No. 4289 
of FRP Malakand range was enlisted on 11-05-2006. He while posted to platoon No. 78 
district swat absented himself from lawful duty w.e.f. 02/12/2008 till to the date of his 
removal from service i.e. 14.11.2008 without any prior permission of the competent 
authority for the period of 98days.

He was issued charge sheet along with summary of allegations but neither he 
reported for duty nor is duty but he failed to submit reply in the response of the same 
within stipulated period, therefore the defaulter constable was recommended him for 
major punisliment. Resultantly he was removed from service vide | SP FRP Malakand 
reange swat office OB No. 151, dated 14.11.2008.

After going through the available record and also hearing the applicant in person 
in orderly room held in this office on 04.01.2016 It has pointed out that the applicant was 
not proceeded according to law as he was neither participated with proceedings nor he 
was provided the opportunity of personnel hearing.

Keeping in view of the above and as well as his poor family back ground 1 take a 
lenient view he (Ex-Constable Muhammad zameen khan No. 4242 of FRP Malakand 
Range) is hereby re-instated in service from the date of removal from service. However 
the period of absence and the intervening period from service are treated as extra 
ordinary leave without pay.

Order announced.

Commandant 
Frontier Reserve Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

No. 914/EC, Dated Peshawar the 29/01/2016

Copy of above forwarded for information and necessary action to the SP FRP swat with 
R/o his office memo No. 2210/EC, dated 08/12/2015 his service sent herewith.
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Ihis ordei' \s hereby j'jnsycci 1 .dispose of dcparimenlal appeal u^aer
■lie I I-a. oriChyber Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 1975, subrniUed by kx-Conslable 

Iiir Khar. No, 4857/7457 ofPRP Mahikand, Kan o'
ee against the order of the .SP/ i-RP 

i!ii;es\vat, in vvhicl'i the applicanl was lemoved from serviealakiiiid R; e.
-•il' kids ok die are lhal lk\- (.■onsuihle P.shir Rli;ii; Nease -l8:)7/7457 of
ilakuiid Range was enlisled in Police IPcpardiieni on 26.07.21)07. \Vhiic he wa.s posied 

1 i.ildon No. 85 I-I<[6',S\va( ah.semed kdiiiselk koiin ki\s’llil ..lule w. e. from 27.00.2008 lill

o.

tiaie ul Ids removal fron ■ e. 1 0,! ’ .'.4008, lie was issiiei.1 ei.iai'ee .^lieelI vseiaac-.- aiu
uinary allcgade:.^ '.' de SP/PRIVMalakand Range swai oi'iiee (>rder kinds:: No. .SOkkX;. 

ed 08.07.2008, but neither he reporled his a'rrival I'oi' dii[\

«l*

repdied lo charge sheel 

cause noliee \ ide lias okriee licdsl;

i.or
he slipulated period. tR \vas also issued'linal show 

. o04 /kX, dated 015.07,2008. but his reply -a-a's run received in die siipidaled pc u!

was iceonimendi.'d ic;:' renio\'ai (roiii scia iec by ihcthe said Conslabic
ciu;.’ 'A'

nniliee.

In the light ol rcconimcndation oklhe 

n service vide SP/kRP/S\Xu R,
ciK|uir\'' cC'inniiitL'e he was remo\ ed

inge oriice Endsl; No. 138 dated 1 0.1 0,2008
i

I he cnciiiiiy Idc of the applicanl was jicriised and (bund dial ihc aiiplieani less am

pui'lieipai.'O wj;|)
t with (.’iOpci dcparlmcntal proceedings as he wa.s not 

• eediiigs ■-■niiie lie wa.s rcino'red
V.’ I;

mmi service will; .slipshod 
' - was also h.n.iiul in person, dining die

manner.

( Iv. aring he ,ii.l\ancedcoiir.se I eoeeni
Ills in his dele- .. his ]ilea was loinul plausible and saii:4actcir> 

Keeping in view the above and I a.s his poor famil)- back giwinj I. lake a 

okk'RP Maiakand Range Swat.

a.s wc;

he (hx-Conslable Bshir Khan No. 48.37/7457ni view

reby rc-inslaied in service IVom [he dale or-rcinoval f 

• and ihe inlcrvening period irom
liom service llowewi, die period of 

ser'.aee are evalcd as e,\lra ore'inaiA' lea
le

ve

Order announced.

/
Vn' (■i'.-, ■'/ w y,-

(i-'oidmand/a n 1 

l’'roij;ier ReserveXoli_. 
Khylier PaklUunkhwa, Pe.sln

ice
aw ;;r..

elated Peshawar the /k3/20]b

Copy of above is forwarded for information 
kand Range Swat wdlh R/0 his ofi 
e rceortl and oilier rcicviini

and necessary action to t;;G SP.i'Riy 
incmo No.- 1 Ib/kC. dated 10,0|.20i6. alonguuh ,ice

papers sem lieiewiih.
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ORDER

This order is hereby passed to dispose of departmental appeal under rule 
Pakhtunkhwa police rules 1975, submitted by ex-constable Bashir Khan No. 4837/7457 
of FRP, malakand Range, against the order of the SP, FRP/Kohat range in cant was 
removed from service.

Brief facts was the case are that Ex-Constable Khalil-Ur-Rahman No. 4289 
of FRP Malakand range was enlisted on 26.07.2007. He while posted to platoon No. 85 
district swat absented himself from lawful duty w.e.f. 26.06.2008 till to the date of his 
removal from service i.e. 10.10.2008 without any prior permission of the competent 
authority for the period of 02 months and 20days.

He was issued charge sheet along with summary of allegations vide SP FRP 
Malakand Range swat office order Ensdst: No. 501/EC, dated 08.07.2008, but neither he 
reported for duty nor is duty but he failed to submit reply in the response of the same 
within stipulated period, therefore the defaulter constable was recommended tor 
removal from service by the enquiry committee.

In the light of recommendation of enquiry committee he was removed from 
service vide office order OB: No. 138 dated 10.10.2008.

The enquiry file of the applicant was perused and found that the applicant has not 
default with proper departmental proceedings as he was not participated with the 
enquiry/proceedings while he was removed from service unheard.

He was also heard in person during the course of hearing he advajiced cogent 
reasons in his defense his plea was found plausible and satisfactory.

Keeping in view of the above and as well as his poor family back ground I take a 
lenient view he (Ex-Constable bashir Khan No. 4837/7457 of FRP Malakand Range) is 
hereby re-instated in service from the date of removal from service. However the period 
of absence and the intervening period from service are treated as extra ordinary leave 
without pay.

Order announced.

Commandant 
Frontier Reserve Police, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

No. 177/EC, Dated Peshawar the 04/03/2016

Copy of above forwarded for information and necessary action to the SP FRP swat with 
R/o his office memo No. 115/EC, dated 19.01.2016 along with record and other relevant 
papers sent herewith.


