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BEFORE THE HQN^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

Execution Application No.

In Service Appeal No. 0^2018
of 2023

Anwar Shah S/o Gulbar Khan R/ o Shahgram Tehsil 
Bahrain, District Swat (Ex-Constable No.l26 Swat Police).

r
......................Applicant

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Provincial 

Police Officer/IGP at Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer, Malakand Division at Saidu 

Sharif, Swat.

3. District Police Officer, District Swat.

Respondents

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 7(2UdI OF 

THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNALS ACT 1974, FOR EXECUTION

OF DECISION DATED 06-07-2022.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the applicant was inducted in Police Department and 

subsequently posted in Police Force, Swat as Constable on 

05-05-2016. Thereafter, the applicant performed his duties to 

the entire satisfaction of his high ups. '

2. That the applicant has performed his duties in ^extremely 

harsh security zones, however due to some compelling 

circumstances, he did not appear at his place of duty and 

after some period when he returned for his duty, he was

I
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informed about dismissal from service without any prior 

notice.

3. That being aggrieved of the dismissal order, applicant filed 

various written and oral requests but in vain. Against the 

said discrimination and in violation of Constitution, the 

applicant filed departmental appeal for his reinstatement 

which was dismissed being time barred.

4. That feeling aggrieved as above, the applicant approached 

this Hon'ble Tribunal by filing the captioned appeal (Copy 

of appeal is armexed as Annexure "A").

5. That this Hon'ble Tribunal after hearing both the parties in 

detail allowed the appeal in the following terms:

"We have come to the conclusion that in such a 

situation, we are left with no other option but to 

accept the present appeal, set aside the impugned 

orders and directed the appellate authority to., 

examine the case of appellant with cases of those 

constables who were reinstated in service by the 

Commandant FRP and in case the appellant is found 

entitled to similar treatment as extended to other 

constables, then the said authority shall also extend 

the same treatment to the present appellant".

(Copy of judgment dated 06-07-2022 is attached as Annexure
"B").

6. That by way of judgment dated 06-07-2022, this Hon'ble 

Tribunal has directed the Department to examine the case of 

applicant with the cases of those Constables who were
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reinstated in service by the Commandant FRP and in case 

the applicant is found entitled to similar treatment as 

extended to other Constables, then the authority shall also 

extend the same treatment to the applicant.

7. That cases of those constables who were reinstated by the 

Commandant FRP were not examined either. Let alone their 

distinction from the applicant.

8. That the RPO Malakand issued office order on^ 22-02-2023, 

whereby the directions of this Flon'ble Tribunal were

ignored and the main issue was reopened while holding that 

the appellant failed to ''defend the charges levelled against 

him" (Copy of order dated 22-02-2023 is attached as 

Annexure "C").

9. That this act of respondents is tantamount to undermine the 

authority of this Hon'ble Tribunal, which may not be 

overlooked or ignored at all.

10. That respondents deserve to be given exemplary 

punishment for undermining the judicial authority of this 

Hon'ble Tribunal. However, as a minimum step the 

judgment in question may be implemented at its earliest 

from protecting the applicant from further sufferings.

11. That further grounds with leave of this Hon'ble Tribunal 

will be raised at the time of oral submissions.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that 

acceptance of this application, the titled 

judgment dated 06-07-2022 be executed in its

on
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letter and spirit with any other retnedy 

deemed just and proper in the circumstances.

Applicant

Anwar Shah 
Through Counse.

Umar Sadiq Advocate High Court

CERTIFICATE: r

Certified that no such like application has earlier been 

filed before this Hon'ble Tribunal on the subject 
matter.

Anwar Shah ' 
Through Counsel }

Umar Sadiq Advocate, High Court

.1
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

Execution Application No.__

In Service Appeal No. 02/2018

of 2023

Anwar Shah Applicant

VERSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others '

.Respondents 2
V"

AFFIDAVIT
f

I, Anwar Shah (Applicant), do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare that the contents of the above titled application are 

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

DEPONENTATTESTED

// i,W..A

Anwar Shah

7
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BEFORE TETF HON'BLE SERiyiGE TRIBUNALX

i: I ■
KHYBER PAKHTHUKHWi, PESHAWAR V\ :• S'.'.'-'

Service Appeal No._^

Anwar Shah slo Gulbar,Khan;-:Ex..0bn^^ No.l26 Swat Police 

r/o Shahgram Tehsil Bahraan, Districl: Swat

of 201^

Ki--': 'll • ’svv.,r.

Appellant Ob

VERSUS

Provincial PoliceGovernment of Khyber Pakhtunkj\wa through1)
Officer/IGP at Peshawar.
The Regional Police Officer/DIG Police, Malakand Region at 

Saidu Sharif; Swat.

The District Police Officer, Swat a 

DSP/Legal ^wat Police at Saidu Sharif, Svvat.

2)

: Saidu Sharif.3)
i: r

■i)

Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SEGTI0M 4.;PF THE

PAKHTTlNKrtLVA- gERVICEKHYBER
TETeHmaL act, 1974 ::i.GMlN!ST THE

' . !
if

dOFvMAXIMUM
H- . 'T

PENAlilTY WHEREBY^iABPELLANT WAS

ORDER OF. iMFOSITIOT;... .-'V' -Ti^'

wir'. .
a-r/pr// p> . DISMISSED FROM SERy||:E;

;i

PRAYER:

Qn'acGpptance of .thtS:/^p|ii}AthHoirnp:Ugned ord;ey

lie iset-as'ide/andNo. p:B;3l Uated 25-p2r?0p>n^
appellant be reinstateddhpfsefVite^as Constable.

c
A

H'.'H'i'. i: l.’i lO
-■o;

■■-r'
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7-l\ espccifitUy Sheweth:

That the appellant was-..Department 

and subsequently posted in;.pQ|:.ce;,forc(^-'of District Swat as 

Gonstable|-on; 05^05-?GQ6'.v®>:ihe.:time| of dismissal from

1.

serviGe;;:ap.pellaHt:was;-papfd#iiip;grhis-duty a-t Police Station
-1Kabal, District Swat. ':,

That during his service as Constable, appellant has 

performed his duties in extremely harsh security situation 

when'the militants had occupjied sev^'a! parts of District 

Swat. Ne(^dless to say that a Handsonie majority of police
il' • .officials sji'rving in District swc^t were hesitant to continue 

their dutic's in the said period.

2.

the said/circumstances did not availThat appellant^even in 

his annucl leave and ,continued'perforniing his duties to the
3.

I

entire Satlisfaction of his high:’up's.TTo|vevG:r, due to 

; compelliiig circumStejjices;:aMS^|g-oa:^bf;^ in the^
family, appellant CQna nc:t:i|eil|orm::his dutyifor a period of- 

alpaost two months, it-is .worth'mentioning that appellant 

had info-med hishaighyups-alGutthe'absence.from duty 

'lolephonically. ■ . he;.'O h . '

some

That aftet theubove'ihehhpnhd-#s:e;hc^,-.v^di^^^ appellant 

appeared at his; place ‘ofp^itehhheinformed .about.
4.

dismissal from service .byuesptlndent;i|lo.3 vide order dated 

25-09-2009 (Copy of dismissal . ...order is , attached as

Annexul-e "A").

hhat appellant being aggrieyhd.- vv.ith ;thc dismi.ssal order,

written-, a.nd oral.' requests loi' his
5.

presented .various

7^4> er..ii

'...

..................... .............—■ ■

-.
.i.
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i-einstateji-ient- before his: hjgU-ujbs,. which 

respondent' to', by thern.
..were never

;

1 hat ■J'la'.'ing ,.his • grieyanGes. npt-redressed by respondents, 

appelian; lost all the .lTop|fj. aboui; his reinstatement.

However, in the year .2015-16, ^^al'i''ous .constables of Reserve
! ' ,!'

.Police with similar status. ]is that of appellant
j

reinstated to service by Commandant FRP. The last in the 

.series of such orders was mdjle on 18-03-20;!6 (Copies of 

reinstatement orders by Commandant FRP are attadred as 

Annexure "B").

6.

were

7. That relying, on such, like cii-'ders, one Adil Said Ex-
•

Constable No.763 of .Swat Pol: :e approached this Hon'ble 

Tribunal through Service Appeal No.1214 of 2015. The said
t'.

1 •appeal accepted by this Hon'ble Tribunal vide

jridgment dated 02-01.-2017. (Ccjp'y-of judgment'is attached
r

as:Annexure "C").

That the above' naentionedrTeinstatbment Orders ancf8.

judgment. of this Hon'ble:; TTibdnalygave .a ■ fresh array of 

hope,to appellant, hence:hdFH&TahptheTapplication for his- 

reinstater Teirt, before. r,GS.pohde.iit.N(ot2 on 'll -:09'-26l 7 (Copy 

of reinstafenlent appiicationdsh-ttabhed'.as Anhexuro "D").

9, ■That respondent No.2 vide;-order, dated 18-09-2017 

dismissedl the above inentioi;|ed application alongwith 

applications of other lix-emp.loyecs of Police Deparimcnt
i ■■ 'i-. '■■■■•

being tinio barred .(Copy of:.order' dated ■J.8-09-2()17 is 

attached dp Annexure "E")
A'n-tSl'Kij

- vVZ

■.■_T (-■.i-'V'', .-T.-

'OV;-'"-:
rA,
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tine, alay-e' mSntionedtorder of

reinstatement yEJppIcation,: appellant
That; feeling' aggrieved with10. filed . 

29-09-2017
rejection 

departm'entfil apppeal before respdadent Ho..I on
1 is attadied as A Inexure "F").

(Copy of m^mo of appea

nentioned Dept rtmental Appeal has not

this appeal, ndcM' iilin, on

ii
It. That the above r

been respondent 

the follovviiSj^ grounds:

to as vet, hence

GROUNDS:

That the impug:
tant violation of law, hence tlje

A) liable to be set .saiTe 15
in bla

aside.

fdirnoss and justness

. The appella.nt 

was ■

that Ihe rcciuircrocnts'ot .due.pioppss

been complied iniffe prpse'it
causcdmTTHmq at of allegations

baive not:
neither showW:as

oi'ven to run.
O ■ I

dte&dvifi the alleged- inquiry 

appellant has been 

Therefore, on this 

set aside.

not assocThat, appellantwasC) •• .f

spondent'Uc):4v>I.lencp,conducfed.by re
demned unheard in -theddstanr ease..

cd.orbei'-i^ Stable to be
cone
score as well the impugn

has not 

this gi-OLind 

in the eves o! law.

equireinenl of poblicalion 

. Therefore, on 

derUmot tenable

rhat the mandatory- rD)
been.fulfilled in the instant 1:^0

v\'ell the impugned onas

Malakand Regional

the time: of insurgency.
• into service

officers anc^ .offici ais ■ o.t

fled their'Tlut/qs, at T

of thoseund

rhat numerous 

Police had 

Majority
after fesforation.:o[; peac

l^)

' ;*

i
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has iiQi; , been treated. .;at .:-par with those reinstated 

individuals.

ih That no dcnibt,. the last in tiie series of roinstalement 

applications lias been made by the appellant at belated 

stage, however, as mentioned in the facts, these were the 

reinstatement orders in respedt.of sacked constables of ld,^P 

and judgment of this HoiVbi^' Tribunal in Service Appeal
j:

No.121,4 ot 2015, which gave the appellant a fresh cause of 

action. In this respect the rule laid down in a judgment 

reported as 2002 PLC fC.S) 2(^8 is applicable, whei'c it was
11 ji

lield that !io limitation shall rUn in ca.scs of.similarlv placed 

employees. .1

/

!

G) That-further grounds .with leave of this i-lon'ble Tribunal 

will be raised at the- time of oral subniissions.

T}.crcjviv,, it -is;1iiin!bly:p^iy^^^ llui^- pn narptiiiicc of 

Ill's appeal, Jlw inipii^ne^rfiMer h set nsiik' and liie 

npvcJIaat he reiiislaledpiii servi'i^c loiHi all back 

benefits. Ainj otberk renicdy '///.oz/o-/; ain\/ not 

specifically prayed for hf/j iobicli, canoi,is i>f justice 

'(oonbi demand nuui-nlso bc\oninlcd.

Ap poll ant

■ ^

■ .AiiWar Shah

Through Counsel
i
;■

idroAi^han-kmiri, harri'ster^at-Law• •••......

c A

.. t;.'

••...VSi
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certificItf:
Certified that 
I-loir'blc Tribunal on

such like appeal has earlier been Filed bcTore this 
the subject matter.

no
i

/

Appellant

Anwar Shah

Thifbagh Counsel

{;.II)r.,Adhan l4han, Barrister-at-Lnw

r.

I

' 't!'

;•
4

TC.cJ'
1

0
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n FFO R E TH E KHYBER

Service Appeal; No.02/2(j)18
;

01.01.2018 : 
06.012022

Date of Institution . 
Date of Decision 1

Ex-Constable- No.l26 Swat Police R/0Anwar Shah S/0 Gulbar Khan 

Shahgram Tehsil. Bahfain/ District.Sw^t
I •

(Appellant)
I.

I

P' VERSUS

through- Provincial Poltepof 1 Ithyber:;; PakhtuhkhwaGovernment
Officer/IGP at Peshawar.and/three c^h^rs.

: •
(Respondents)

‘k .

Barrister ftdnanWian
Advocate)) ;■

Noor Zaman Khattak, 
District Attorney,, ,'

. Rozina.,Rehman 

Fareeha .t.aut,

For appellant

For respondents

■ Kerhber (3) '
■ Member (E)^ /

11 inGMEl^T.
'invoked-, m rj

r- mfmrFR 13):-''The .appellantpas

■ ' Liah'‘lboVe titlfid)appeal with the pray|

l| • ■

RDZTNA REHMAN
r

jurisdiction of 11\s Jnbuna 1 .throtjg

as copied'below

i. -•

.OB 31

feetiasi|le (andvappellant be
"On acceptance o

25.02.2009 ntay^ be
V;.:

dated
reinstated irt service)as Gonrt^ble >

- -'Brief facts ofIhe'casdare-that appe 

Department and- |toi|Jently, PO'teo

Hant was inducted in 

in Police Force ^
2.

the Police"
'CL/

A- U W'-:
- i-i.-'-:!

!|
' I i



District' Svyat. as.^ Constable don iOS^OS.ZOlB.. During ^ |service, he 

performed his duties, in extreme!')! harsh sbcurity. situation when th J
■■’t. /

!

niilitants':.hac. occupied several?paffeyof/District'Swat; The appellant
I

even in the. 'said:'circijFnstances.:ciiddnbt avail his" annuaNeave and

continued pe,rforrning"hIS'.dLiti'es:to the.entire satisfaction; of his high- 

ups.. However,, due t;0;.so.me'^carn.pd ling.circijmstances, appellant could 

not'perform his; duties- for.agcert:aingperibd.,.That efteri the above-
■ j

rnentioned absence,, when he::ap[|bafed^ duty, ;he was

ihfornried. about ■.dismissal'.'.frdmgsefvice.vifeeling laggrieyed, he filed
' • ■■'.■'ir 'i';: ••

V
varigus wri.tterihand';dfa|Tetiubbfsi;:iwWiph:;\^ere^never.responded to by 

the ■ Tespondeints.: That h^avihg gribvant^s:: not ?red ressed py 

respondent|,--:appbl|aht-?ldstHa!i'd:-hopes^^^^ : his/Teinstatement 

Hpweyef,^undhe year'201;5^16?variQUS.::Gpnstables:of;Reserved Police
.i'.-

withsimilarist:atusas.that.pf-ap.p|ll.aht;;were reinstated:.iH service and

last;in.\the;sbrres;qf such ordefbiyia:s.:mad^:;On.l8.03.201-6.\Relying ob 

such like.orders;:dne.'Adii;Sdid?EiTcdrfstableapproached..th.e Service

accepted. The ./above-mentionedTribunal;, apd^Vh'SCappealv wa^^

■reinstatement.:order/and:judg:ment:ofThis:Tribunat gave .a fresh ray of
i!

hope tothd appellanb^henGd/hb'fiiedda^^ffeshdfepartmental.appeal for
.1 .

his'reinstatement/which=’'was/d:j|rnissed;/being-time, barred. Feeling

,aggrieyed>teebresent;sen^lcbr;bppea:!-was filed

;•
Wbrhayebheardiffefristbr-AdnbnyKihanT Advocate -[earnept^

caunselifdr-the ■bppel!anbahb?HooR|^-'^^f^: learned;
; -T'"' r ' . .

District Attofhey;'foF;respphd|btb:^ancl bPyej ggne:ithrO:ugh the record

•:

.C

and the proceedihgs paFticulars

.err
[/(a.■■

f!
'x

’.T:. •:.v
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• 3.; •y

4. Barrister Adnan -Khan Advocatd/'learned counsel for the 

appel!an,t, arp.ued inter alia that tfip. impugned;'order had been passed
-y I

unilaterajly ind in blatant vioi^idr|-;Df-law, lienee, liable to be set aside;
;

that’the; reqpirernents .of.due...process; fairness and justness were not 

complied .with as.the.appellahHwai neither issued a show cause notice

nienf of. ^negations.: Learned coun.sel 

ever:>/a:ssociated.'.with the inquiry

:•

•I.
nor Charge sheet.al.pngwith State

submitted that th'e.C appellahtj^^
:

proceedings: and he;was:condem 

that numerous, officers and .officia

ed.;Unheard|.;lt.was .furthercubmitted •
I

f'OfM.alakand Region Police had fl.e'd 

majp.rity of those..were.reinstated intoaway at the:t1me^of,insurgency ;bu
c.

j'L.':' ■ '■:

service after restora.tion of peace,in.ithe-aT^a apd that appellant was n'ot 

treated at par ■with- those-'reinstated'individuals. He. submitted that last 

in ■the.;.serie^'..of-the' reiPstate.rnen|i''app:!!C^tion'' had been made by the 

appel.ianf.a ■.belated '.stage, ;h'ov\|’^ver,.; these |:were the reinstatement 

.ordersjn.re.spect of'Sacked CQnstabl.es.Qf .fTRP'and that judgment of this4

\

Thbunal-.in Service.Appeal-Nod'2i.4:-of.;20i5 gh.ve the appellant a fresh 

cause of act on, Fteliancejwas .!placed;On; iooiPLC (CS) 268, wherein,
•r
..i

it .was held; that, no -lim.itatiGntstj^^^^^ n -cases .'of similarly placed 

employees.yHe,. therefore,/.■■requeste.d.;.th'c.t the. impugned order being 

Void ab-initio-'is.liable: to:be::se.t;asid.e:.and. the; appeliant. may kindly be
:•

reinstated With/all-bdck^benefits;
■/

Conversely:,.' ■•..learned •• DistriGt - 'Attorney . submitted tiiat tiie' 

appeilan.t.being member of.the;:di%ipiin.ed'force was under an obligation

5.

to perform- his duties'.withvze'aj:, .zpst and'.devotion-.iFrespective of harsh

and tense'ehvironmenty,he;nGe) :Stj3nce^^^ the- dppeliantis not tenable, in 

the, eye .of ..law.' He. submitted'that theapp.ellant .could not perform his 

duties for a' certain perio'd.i-and .■ fhat .he .'Was. proceeded against

crtpr-i-
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t- adepartmentally on the allegat 

awarded rnajor punishment of d

authority aker .fulfillment of:.ali;o^dal. fbrri

pns /.of- absentia^Therefore,
ill . ■ , L ■

|missal from service by the competent 

tiofities.

he • was

6. After hearing the- learned counsel, for the
parties and going 

ir assistahce.and after perusing
through t;|erecord;of;tfe;c|se: With, the

the, precedent’cases: cited;-be ire-
us, we are -of the'opinion that

ConstabierAnwar Shahrabsehted:himself from d
h! • ■ . . ■uty w..e.f 03.11.2008 

ev-25.02.2OO9: vide .DD No.09 dated 

or leave- and vide order dated 

Swat major.-,;punishment.-.of

f
•r:.'

ti.lhthe: da|e.Of impugned; order .
. ;■ ..:■■■ -'I

without vdny ; perm |sign ,

2S.O2v2O09'ofyDfetrict .tPoliceyjbfh

dismissal from'Service

I •

:was:aWai-ded.;frot|i the date of his absence-i.e.

-was'-not filed within time 

relying on the ofdters 

•'of'Swat Police who 

Ser|iee .Apodal NO.12H/2015 and which

03.11.200ip.; No.doabtydepartrr fph:tal:;’ap(peai

and th^’Case-dfthe presenfc’ap;:)(d|aht’was' fifed

in: respect'Of;one.:AdihSaid-:Q^jistable No.761 

approached:thiS:,Tribunal in.
i. •

appeal: was: accepted vide 

different applications; bub whe

order .-dated 02.01'.2017., He.-submitted

‘

’Other constables, of-the Reserved

Police werd'reinstated:i.ntp.,ServiG^:in;fthe year 201-5,-16' and the last 

\ .the.:series^gf;such of orders
m

'ip,a..de,.,on 18.03.2016 which prompted 

He, therefore.,-filed departmental 

counsel has placed oh file

iWas.

theoappellant:to:;pursuethis:^ 

appeal for his reinstatement. ^Learned

•; *

different,o|iders of Ex-qonstable^fwho- w^re dismissed fr 

the.;-year . 'ioD9 -w,e.f :2008:;biJt ’
om service in

1^ -
was reinstated -vide -order dated 

18.03.2014. In this regard,.-ord^r-of'Corjimandant Frontier .Reserved ■

Police. KhyDer Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar iin respect of Ex-Constable 

as I'Annexure-B". SimilarlyKhalil Ur.R^hman is ayailabie on. file -
one

(4^—^
rt-

.#■

‘yh.
.-r



Bashif Khai^ Ex-Constable of FRP Malakahd Rang 

service on 10.10.2008 bub 

order is in

e was removed from
76was reinstated-on OTiOS.2016. Anothe 

respect ofrEx^Consmie Arshad Iqbal, of FRP Malakand 

Range, who ms removed frorr : service on 21.02.2008 but 

reinstatedron 2-9.0i3.2016.v Another order in respect of Ex-Constable

was

• !
Jamshaid, A| Js also :ayailab]e:. ofiivfiie who was -.proceeded against

departmentqllyi on. allegatLonCDf fbsentia

removal from serYicei^e:nierit:'viei|-was tiken and he was reinstated 

in: service :yi|e: order ;dated :23::0:^;2015. S milar orders 

Ex^Constables Imran.andrM.uhami^l^^^^^^ are alsoiavaiiable o'rTfile. 

OneiExrCon^'iabfeAciiEEad^N^peliiQf©^^ 

appearagai.nstthe;Jrnpdgnedtdrdqf.dafed 29.12.-2Q0a vide which he

m service and vide order

w;e:f-.28.,09.2008 till his

in respect of.

i

service '

was awarded major penalty of disihissal fro
t.'. ..'I' i

ofthis Tribunaldated 02.01.2017, His appeal was accepted. Relevant 

Para: -from ;.;theydudgment:v ■ Tribu-nal R,in ' Service ' Appeal

No, 121.4/2pi!|;i3;herebY|reproduGeiforTeady'reference:

The Commandant:J=RP vide ©rders^ to above had-■I

y reinsmed^^-cgnstablesInclu^/naKhalilUr Rehm^ Bashir Khan,
I

Arshad lqhalf . Basir:Khan::and:S^ others- vide, orders referred
■■■■ -ih'C-vr',

ho-.didqveyWe<are::npM^^^^ 7the record

that .the.. caseapf thp-'-ajopelldii^ls isirnipr- to^the- a fore-stated
'f

constables./\r'ho wereservide. despite-.their absence 

during: the pieriod pfJfjsuiyencyiapd rn/iitspcy.. In such a situation 

are deft with no option but: to, accept the. present appeal, set 

aside the impugned o directed: that- the appellate

authority shiil examine the case'"yf the ajopejiant with the

we

cases

cTC
I
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service by thereinstated in dlof those constables who were
theiappellant is found entitled to

‘ -^d constables then the said

treatment do -the present

commandant FRP and In case

similar treatnientasextended to thp sai

authority shall also-extend-the safe
%lanbshaltbeprded opportunity of heanng

■ conducted and concluded

of this

costs. Fite be

appellant Tiie app

during, therroceedings:.

within aypdpod of in 

Partiesyare

■whichtph^ be
^onthCom med‘^ of receipt

dieftfbfodf^dr th^ir^^y^h
judgment

consigned kthe;^^^^
H

•espect the Rule laid •

licable where 

of similarly placed 

which in some 

and in view

is; concerned, id this isb fsb as ii.mitatiQ.n IS.7
qe^PLC (CIS) 268 i5:apPdowndn judgment reported as 2D

held that no limitation

and the Apex Cour

shall: run ih cases
it. was-

tfepndoned the delay 

the interest of justice

IvedbvOther cases., 

we •

eiTiploy^^^ 1
ii^oi-e than ID years;; .jn

cases.was

of the similant/ of ppint mvo

8. ::. : in; view
have come-to the .

of ;the ;;.abbve; discusstpn
left-with no option but to 

ned-orders arid direct
such-ar situation,-we are

sgt :.'aside;:the impug
conclusionjthat in 

.acceptithl^present appeal
of appellant with the

service by the ,reinstated in
is found entitled to similar

^ 1 - ■were- •cases iof-those'cpnstablescf IP

ihe.appeilantcommandant RRPar^d'n case ^

extended to.ot|er constables, then the said authoiity

ppeser^t appe'iant. 

afforded opportunity 

conducted and

date of receiptdfcafjj

treatment :as
treatment to theextend the, same

shall also
eliaht Shalt bemention-that-Weapp

the pprojideding 

neriod.of.eO.-.days from the

Needle5s to m 

of hea'ing,-duririg 

nclubed within

■Iwhich shall -be

.a.
CO
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I 1/ of this-juljgment.'Parties, are .left to, bear their own costs. File be

consigned to tie record room.

ANNOUNQ^D.
. .06.0i.2022
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A 0OFFICE OF THE 

REGIONAL VOLICE OFFICER; M/VEAiCANO
A r SAIOL SHAR11<’ SWA f.

Ph: (1946-9240388 & Fax No. 0946-92^10390
EtnaU: ('bmaIakatulre<jion(ci)simail.c()m

ORDER
This order will dispose of appeal orEx-Conslablc Anwar Shah No.l 26 

oh Swat Diatricl, in coinplianee with judgement dated 06-07-2022 in Service Appeal 

No.02/2018 titled “Anwar Shah VS PPO, KPIC and others” wherein the Honorable Tribunal 

cepted the present appeal set aside the impugned order and direet the appellate authority 

examine the case oh appellant with the cases of those constables who were I'c-inslalcd in 

service by the Commandant, FRP, Khyber Palditunkhwa in case the appellant found entitled

extended to other Constables, then the said authority shall also exiend

toae

to similar treatment as 

the same treatment to
appellant shall be afforded opportunity of hearing during the proceedings which shall be 

conducted and concluded within a period of 60 days from the date of receipt of copy of this

the present appellant. I'hc Honorable I ribunal also diiecictl tlial the

judgement.
The District Police Officer, Swat filed CPI.A against the judgemenl

No.l32d2/lxg?3l. jiaW4dated 06-07-2022 of Honorable Tribunal vide his office letter

19-09-2022, which is pending subjudice before the Supreme Court ol Pakistan.
compliance of directions received form Honorable Tribunal Vit|«i 

dated 06-07-2022, the appellant namely Ex-Constable Anwar Shah No. 126 faf
In

Judgement
Swat District was called in Orderly Room on 09-02-2023'and heard him in peison by

providing opportunity of personal hearing, but he could not produce any Cogent feasan to 

defend the charges leveled against him. Therefore, the punishment awarded.to him is upheld 

and his appeal is hereby filed.

Regional Pouee OiTieer, 
Maiakand Region Swat

/E,No.

Dated /2023.
Copy to the District Police Officer, Swat for information and necessary 

action with reference to his office Memo: No.16995/Legal, dated 01-11-2022.
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