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- Execution Application No.% ; of 2023

In Service Appeal No. 02/2018
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

k.
Execution Application No. é N 2 é of 2023

In Service Appeal No. 02/2018

Anwar Shah S/o Gulbar Khan R/ 0 Shahgram Tehsil
Bahrain, District Swat (Ex-Constable No.126 Swat Police).

..................... Applicant
I
VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Pr0v1nc1al
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(2)(d) OF
THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNALS ACT 1974, FOR EXECUTION
OF DECISION DATED 06-07-2022.

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That t}re applicant was inducted in Police Departrnent 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 iextremely
harsh security zones, however due to some compelling
circumstances, he did not appeér at his place of :duty and

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



informed about dismissal from service without any prior

notice.

. 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. |
' !

. That feeling aggrieved as above, the applicant approached

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

- of appeal is annexed as Annexure “A”).

- 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
IIBII).

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

Tribunal has directed the Depdrtment to examine the case of

applicant with the cases of those Constables who were



Y & »
reinstated in service by the Commandant FRP and in case
the applicant is found entitled to similar treatment as
extended to other Constables, then thé authority shall also

extend the same treatment to the applicant.

That cases of those constables who were reinstated by the
Commandant FRP were not examined either. Let alone their

distinction from the applicant.

. That t_hé RPO Malakand issued office order onv; 22-02-2023,

whereby the directions of this Hon’ble Tribunal were
ignored and the main issue was reopened while holding that
the appellant failed to ”defehd fhe'charges levelled against
him” (Copy of order dated 22-02-2023 is attached as

Annexure “C”).

That this act of respondents is tantamount to undermine the

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

10.

11.

overlooked or ignored at all.

That respondents deserve to be given exemplary
punishment for undei‘mining 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.

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 on
acceptance of this application, the titled
judgment dated 06-07-2022 be executed in its



4 ,' . T

letter and -spirit with any other remedy
deemed just and prdper in the circumstances.

Applicant '

Anwar Shah |
Through Counse

CERTIFICATE: B

Certified that no such like application has earher been
filed before this Hon'ble Tribunal on the subject

matter. | | :
Dy

Anwar Shah
Through Counsel ;_,

-Umaxj Sadiq: Advocate; High Court
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA AT PESHAWAR

Execution Ap-plication No. of 2023

“In Service Appeal No. 02/2018

Anwar Shah ...........cooooi i Applicant
VERSUS
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others

..................... Respondents

|
5

AFFIDAVIT

I, Anwar Shah (Applicant), do hereby solemnly affirm and
declare that the contents of the above titled appl"iéation are

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

4 FTESTED  DEPONENT

3
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BEFORE THE HON'BLE SERVI_CE TRIBUNAL Y I

RN il

KHYBER PAKHTHUKHWA PEQHAWAR

Service Appeal No.. 21 _of 2018

Anwar Shah's / o Gulba1 Khan, Ex- Const'\ble No.126 Swat Police

r/o Shahglam lchsﬂ Bahlam, D15t11ch5wwt L e —
. , _ . P
SRS A lt t
e ppellant o5
VERSUS ~  ballzof- 2%

1) Gov e‘;‘rnmenﬁ of Khyber"Pa1<h.tu1'1-k;11\‘/\fﬁ throigh Proviricial Police
Officer/IGP at Peshawar. . |
2y The Regi‘on‘al Police Otfice:r/ DIG Police, Malakand Region at
Saidu Sharif, Swat. |
%) The District Police Officer, Swat at Saidu Sﬁmafif.

i4) DSP, Legal $Wat Pohce at Saxdu Si}aut, Swal
|

|
N S PP Respondents

APPEAL UNDER SECTIDN. 4 OF THE -

KHYBER PAKHTUNI(I—'IWA AIE}SERVICL |

‘_TRIBUINAL ACT, 1974 :';\GAINDT THE

r\‘ PR P :,QRD'ER OF IMPOSITIO”’; EMA :
. PENALITY WHEREBY: AT

9‘” orf/P . - ‘DISMISSED FROM SERV‘

PRAYER:

. On acc(,ptance ‘of ‘hls A 1p,ugned 01de1 Lo

| '_.'No O: B 31 dat(.cl 25 um
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Respectfully S_I_'_mwe‘th: @ e

4.

(91}

.and subsequently posted in

,.Conshbl(r on 05 05-7006

-l\"lb"ll sttuct qut

compelhnb cir cumstances-'al

That the appellant was. 1nducte

ol ce’ f01 ce of District Swat as

i !
1e,{:;\t'1-me; of dismissal from

service;: appollant W’\s . perfo his duty at Police Station ,-

111at dunm’ his service as Coneta‘;lc, appellant has

i

when' the militants had occup1g-:d st_veial parts of District
! I
Swat. Needless to say that a hf'md';on}%z majority of police

I! .
officials serving in District swgt were hesitant to continue

pe1f01med his dutms in L\tlElT’lGlV harsh security situation

their duties in the said period.

That wppollant even in the vud circumstances did not avail

his annuﬂl leave and LOllLlHUCd pclfo: mmv his & uties to the

. L.T'ltll(‘ atxsfnctlon of his hlgh ups Ilowevm duo to some

famlly appellant could not ‘p,__]Io :

S |

rhis-duty -.for a pe.r;od ofi
almost two months. ]t is : \'\701*}1 menlwmm, that appelhnt‘

had infor fmed hxs hujh ups jbm"

he"absence from -du ty

I.olophon call \’
i

when the appellant:

G m[m mcd about:-

dlsmlssal [rom .suvmc by re 1. 1 No3 v ide Old(,l dated--.

25-09-2009 (Copy of 1dm 15 attached as -

Annexufe “A”).
i
I'Nat appellant being aggrié;v‘id5IWith' ‘the dismissal order,

presentéd wvarious  written md omi.' requests Tor his

C..

-D.I;SGVGL 11111@.55 in the: .~




6.

9.

reinstated to service by Comry

' _rems-tatex]ient. before: respond

' aLlached q? /\nnexuw ”F") i

mstatemcnt befoxe hIS h!gh—ups which' . were never

i.

u.spondont to bv thcm

'll‘nt havmo hls f;nevmces not 1edresscd by respondents,

appcllan: lost a]l the - hopac, ﬁbout his reinstatement.

'IIowevm, in the year 2015 16 vauous cons’cables of Reserve

Police with similar status, 'gs that of appellant were

landant FRP. The last in the

series of:such orders was mziﬁe‘on 18-03-2016 (Copies of

reinstatement orders by Comn;na'ndant FRP are attached as
t

Annexure “B”).

That relying. on such like grders, one Adil Said FEx-

Constable No.763 of Swat Po‘l’l‘%:e approached this IHon'ble
Tribunal through Sel"ViCE'APPGI{:\l No.1214 of 2015. The said

appeal waq accepted by”tl%is'lflon':ble Tribunal vide

|
N
!

ud man dated 02- Ol 90[7 (Ccipv of ]udb ent is attached

!
as /\nlw\ux o “C).

That -the "c]'bo’\?e antlon 2d reinstatenient  orders and .

f,_ L
Judgmcnt of thls IIon ble_.‘ ‘gave a ‘fresh array of

hope to appellant, hence: he

f ofl mothm 'lppllt'ﬂ.lon 101 his

of reinstatemient application'is’ 1 as Anncx ure ” D”)

That resimndent No.2 vi'd@i; order. dated  18-09-2017

! o
dismissed! the above mentioljed application ai(msrwith

applicatium of other lix-c mplo ees of Police Dupmmwnt .

bemo llmo barrved - (Cop) of._:_md“ ~dated 18-09-2017 s

0w ‘j 3“?“’1""‘"} .,E‘}?




10. lh’mt fu,luw aggjneved wi h Lhe wbove mtntxoﬁed ordet of -
IL}ELHOH ot 1emstatunent ’lpphcahor\, appdhnt filed
depar tment.ﬁl appea] before 1espo'hdenl No 1 on 29- 09-2017
(Copy of mil mo of appml is: ﬂttwched as /\} nexure F ).

11, That the almwg menUoned Dopqanmxtal Appeal has not
I
been res;poindent to as vet, ht,nw this wppt.ai inter alin, on

the followihg grounds: ' :

GROUNDS:

A) That the impugned order has Lgen passed unilaterally and
. blatant violation of law, hence the same is ljable to be set

aside.

B) That the 10L1L111cmt_nls ol du plow% launcsa and justness

have not bwn gomphul i : '\nt'uasc_ The appd\ant

nént of alle atmns WETE

r

[

<) «ruh the alh,ggd inquiry

c:onducted by 1esp0ﬂdent No cnu, appellant has been

LOl'ld smned unhc*ud in Lh An s.Lanl case. !huofmc on’ th%V

score as well the impugned or d 1 is lable o bo set aside.

D)y That tl‘;\t.‘ mandatory” requirement of publication has not

been fulfilled in the instant kase. Therefore, on this gpround

a5 well the impugned orderig not tenable in the cyes ol law,

) That numerous officers and oflu,mh. of Malakand Repional

Police had f_l‘e'd“-L'h.eir-"'d:ut' 1L ile -time’ of insurgency.
“Majority of those-individ s w_me 1emst'\ted into qe.rvice

R emutablv appelhnt_



has nat  been -treated at ipar with' those reinstated

individuals.

That e doubt, the last in Lhc series of reinstalement
appllmwom has been mad by the appellant at belated
stage. I- owever, as mentioned in the facts, these wore the
reinsta tement 01‘dlers in respéf&t.of sacl.%ed constables of 'R
and ju.dgment of this I—an’bli[c;‘ Tribunal in Service Appeal
No.1214 of 2015, which gave ft!;l‘le app&!‘lant a fresh ca use of
action. In this respect the 1ulc laid down in a judoment

repor lc_d as 2002 PLC (C.S) 2(18 is apphcabl e, where jt was

'hold that no Ilmmtlon shall 1'L1n in msos of similarly placed

!

' i

employdes. _ ' ;
o . . |

That fugther grounds with leave ol this Mon'ble Tribunal
will be raised at t'he}.‘t‘imcjpf_-.qri;l sub MISsions.

L’I(’/UIL’ lt s llumbl_/ ;‘ﬁi‘"

Hils nppvnl e unpuq;lwg.' u

~2.

T ial-on acceptmice of

set aside and the

' 9L’i"("l't"(' woith all back

appellant be “reinsi n!ul

benefits. Any " other re{umh/ Ilmm’rh may  not

“”‘;" ifically prajed  for m( l’]mh canoys of juslice

wonld denand nuy-also b;? :‘t..gmulcd.
Appellant

/\n%\ rar Shal

T hloiwh Qounsd
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CERTE.F:C/LTE:

Certitied that no such like appeal has carlier been fi

led belore this
Hon’ble Tribunal on the subject matter.

Appellant

@Mghz«'

Anwar Shah

Through Counsel

T —
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’:BK:FORE THE : KHYBE

R. PAKHTUNKHWA SERVI_CE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
Am CAMP COURT sw'j.’T !

nli
N
l

Se_rwce Appeat No 02/2[918

Date of Instltutlon ... 01.01.2018
Date of Deasuon [RE 06.07.2022 "

Anwar Shah S/O Gulbar Khan Ex- Constable No,126 Swat Pohcei ‘I‘?‘_{/O
Jhahglam Tehsnl Bahram Dtstnct Swat ‘ "y

. ”;..-(Ap‘petiant) =

- Gover nment of Khyber Pakhtuhkhwa through “Provincial Police|
Ofﬁcer/IGP at Peshawar and three others e o

’ ' ST }'!.,_._;. | ";‘""-:(-‘Res-'pondents)tf}.;i ' |
Barrlster Adnan <hjan:,_’ R R L JE
Advocate b For appellant

. Noor Zaman Khattak ol
‘District Attorney,_ ;gjf:-,_,-.;,i- For respondents

_Rozina Re hman > L. Mermber (J)
Fareeha Pau| . _Member (E) A

JU D(:MENT

t’[l-.‘_ —

ROZINA REHMAN MEMBER (J)_ The appellant ‘has mvoked th

'jurisdbicti‘.lon ;.Qf thlS Tnbunal through':"bove tltl,ed appea\ W|th the praye_‘r' a

A UT

as copied:-beioﬁwg;,-'_‘;'-.'_'_ R

-- “'On'-aCCet tance of th' ._ h': E‘-'ll'mlcfugned orde‘r INo.OB 3-1 ;

datefl 2..: .02. 7009 may be bet asude and ‘appellant. be it

reunstated m serv1ce as Constable
B i : .
2.0 Bnef facts of the case are that appeﬂant“WaS inducted 'i_jn‘,

the Pohce Depaltment and :'"' bsgquently pocteo in Police forcg c{-




' ﬂlast in the sene of such orde

o aggrreved the pr esent servrc,;, ]

Drstrlct Swat ds Constable on 05 05 2016 Durrng servrce he
performed hls sties |n extrernely‘harsh secunty srtuatron when thr=
mrhtants had occupred severa! pa"r-ts of Distrrct Swat The appellant
even. rn the sard crrcumstances drd not avarl hrs annual leave and

contrnue,d -perform‘ing’ihrssdutresrto:‘the.re'ntrre sa_trsfactron. of his hrgh--

' _ups However due to some compe Irng crrcpmstances appetlant could.

not perform h|< dutres for a cer arn perrbd That after. the above— 3

i

i mentroned absence when he app aared at hrs p!ace of duty, he wac

‘mformed about dlsmlssalf.'from“-s: vrce Feelmg aggrreved he filed

”".:rrevances not redressed by

i
-J-:Constable approached the Servrce

‘a‘_s,em 'de_on 18 03 2016 Relyrng on

Asuch lrke orders one Adri Sard

'--Trrbunal nd hs appeal was accepted The -above- mentroned

o rernstatement order and Judg”' ent'of_thrs Trrbunai gave a fresh ray of

' :Ahope to the appellant hence ih ﬁ:led a fresh dépdrtmental appedl for

5' z'hrs rernstatement Wthh was dismrssed berng time barred Feeling

il-'rwas frled o K



e rernstated wrth all backgbenef ts

-to perform h|s dutres wrth zeal "

- and tense envrronment

- ].‘.- " |': ' X
-4, Barnster Adnan Khan Advocate learned counsel for the

appellant argued :nter alla that the 1mpugned order had been paased

untlaterally and in blatant vuolatton of Iaw hence l:able to be set aside;

that the requrrements of due pro' ;ess falrness and justness were not
J

complled wuth as the appellant W'c netther rseued a show cause nohce

: f.'nor charge sheet anngwrth stater”'tent of allegatlons Learned counael -
< | .

submltted that the appellantl" ver assocnated thh the rnqurry

'proceed:ngs and he was condem '
| .

' that numerous ofncers and offcta 4 of I\/Ialakand Reglon Polrce had fled

t ~away at the tlme of msur gency bu majonty of those were reinstated mto

in the serres of tne relnstatemenl‘ appltcatton had been made by tlu:
.. : - t

appellant at belated stage howesver these were the relnstatemont .
. | L .

..orders tn respect of Sacked constcbles of FRP and that Judgment oftnlc

Tnbunal |n Ser\nce Appeal Nu 1214 of 20 5¢ gave the: appellant a tresn ‘
cause of act;on Rellanoe Was plared on 2002 PLC (CS) 268, wherem

'it was held that no: llmttatron shall run n. cases ot srmtlarty placed,

. employees He therefore :"reduested that the |'mpugned' order belng

. : ' i :
~ vo:d ab mttto 1s Irable to be et aslde and the appellant may kmdly be

5. _. Conversely, Iearned Drstnct Attorney submrtted that tl ‘

appellant betng membel of th :':'dlel:"'pllned force was under an obtrgatlon ,
| SR

the eye of Iaw He submrtted that the appellant could not perform his

dutles for a certain penocl and that he was proceeded against




T : Vs
; ' ‘ /S
S departmentaliy on the allegatons of absent:a erefore, he was

awarded maJor punlshment of d’smrssal from service by the competent

authorrty after fulf:llment of au o’odal formafrtres.

6. : After hearlng the learqed counsel for. the Pparties and going

through the rerord of the case W|th their assistance. and after perusmg "
. .|

- -'the precedent cases cated be ore -Us, “we are’ of ‘the opinion that
J

_Constable Anwar Shah absented

h:mself from duty w.e. f 03.11, 2008

. t|l| the date of rmpugned order :,_ ..?:‘25 02 2009 vide DD No. 09 dated

. 7‘03 11 2008 wrtnout any perm]ssron or leave and wde order deted ‘

*'25 02 2009 of Dlstnct Polrce; ﬁ'-'

cer Swat major pumshment of

» dlsmlssal from serwce was awarded frorp the date of h|s absence i, e.

| '03.1~'1;;'003 No doubt departrr?e'ntalr appeal was not filed within t:me

) ~.and.-fthe'*:case of: the presenit"f:f eellant |ias filed: relyrng on. the ordefs
T |

,_m respect of one: Adil Sald CoPs’table No 763 of ‘Swat Police who

' .-approache[d th: Tubunal in; Servnce Apoea! No 1214/2015 and which

\

.appeal was a::cepted vnde order.dated 02.01, 2017 He -submittsd
'drfferent appllcatrons but wheh‘ ,other constables of - the Reserved
fPohce were remstated mto servnce in: the year 2015 16 and the last in

.|

o _the serles of such of orders was, made on 18.03. 2016 whrch prompted

_ the appel!ant to pursue h|s case He therefore ﬂ!ed departmcntat

'appeal for his - remstatement Learned counsel has placed on ﬂle
: drfferent orders of Ex Constables who wére dismissed from ser vrre i
the year . 2009 wef 2008 bdt was remstated vrde order datec‘
18.03. 2016 In- thiS regard order of Commandant Frontier Reserved
Police. Khy er- Pakhtunkhwa P shawar in respect of Ex- Constab!e

Khalil Ur. Rehman is’ ava:labfe on f le as ‘Annexure B”. Qimrlarly one




- . L/ ' ‘ Bashlr Khan Ex Constable of FRP. Malakand Range rvas removed from
servrce on 10 ]O 2008 but was relnstated on .04.03. 2016. Anothe@
order is.in re.,pect of E,< Constable Arshad Igbal. of FRP Malakand
Range who Was removed frorr[ servnce on 21.02.2008 but was

relnstated on 79 03 2016 Another order in respect of Ex Lonstable

Jamshald All |s a!so avaHable oi"',-;f"le wﬂo was . proceeded against

' departmentally on allegatlon "of tbsenha wef 28. 09 2008 till h|°

- ~removaf from serv;ce Lement tneid was ta'ken and. he was |e|nstated '

' in. servnce vsde order dated 23 09E I20-15. Similar: orde_rs in respect of .

-Ex Constables Imran and Muhamn 1 5ha d 'a-re:-a~ISO=av-ailable'o“rifiﬁie' ;

ﬂlct Swat préferred: selvrce""

One Ex ConsrableAd.-.Sa_i~

' .appea[ agamst the lmpugned orde dated 29 12 2008 vide wh|ch he

was awarded ma]or pena[ty of d|sm|ssal from service and vide order-

'ofthls Trlbunal dated 02 01 2017 Ais appealwas accepted. Relevant
Para ﬁom .'the ]udgment of ttﬁs Tr:bunal An Servr-ce Appeat

o No. 1214/201; |.> hereby reproduceg for rea'dy reference:
Sl

LR

"The Commandant F/?P V/de orders referred to above had

. reinstated. ex-constab/es /nc/ud/ngr Kha///ur Rehman, Bashir Khan,

“,':Arshad ]qba/ 5’851/’ K/vanfan ‘5/m//ar oz‘/? ers: V/o’e orders referrec/

- to : abo Ve !/,,_ :. : /

,.r::-'fto ;v'ascerram-::from@ the ~re'cord

= that the cczse of the appe//a‘ 3 ,5:{,5/m//ar to z“/7e afore- crated' '

: consz‘ab/es 4/70 Were remstated /n serwce desp/re me// absence
dur/ng the perloa’ of /nsurgency and m///tancy -In 5uc/7 a situation

. we are: /eft W/t/? /70 oprlon /Jut to accepz‘ me presenz appeal, 5er

. aS/de the 'mpugned O/ ders ancv’ dir ea‘ea’ that the appeliate

|
author/ty 5/7| /4 e,\fam/ne r‘he case pf the appe//a-nt with the cases




. cases of those constables Wi

6.

of those constab/es who were remstated in eervzce by "th'e

| Commandant FRP and in rase the appe//ant is found entitled toaa
simf/ar treat ment as extended to tfe sald constab/es then the sa/d N
author/ty 5/)d// a/so extend the seme tr eatment to the present |

appe//ant qu appe//ant sha// be afforded opportun/ty of /7ea/mg
-o’urmg the ,d oceed/ngs Wh/ch shd// be Conducted and conc/udeu

W/thm a perrod of 2 months from the f]’ate of rece/,ot of this -
l
i

; Judgment Part/es are /eft f" ;'_’ea‘r th.e/r own: costs F//e be

cons:gned to the record room

7 So far as hmttat\on s’ concej:rned m this. \espect the Rule laid

down nn ]udgment reported as ZOGR PLC (CS ). 968 is applicable: whex
it. was he\d that no hmltation shaH run m cases -of similarly placed

_emp\oyees and the Apex Court tonJoned the defay whnch in some

_cases was |mcne than 10 years h the mterest of )ustlce and in view

|v

_of the SIm\\anty of pomt m\/o\ved |n other cases..
8. In \new of the ahove dtscussmn, we have come: to the

N ‘condusmn that m such a sntuatton we are left. Wlth no option but ,‘to

accept the present appeal set asxde the 1mput;|ned orders and direct

the appellate authonty to examme the case. of aopellant with the

i 1
o‘jwere remstated in servnce by .-the .

i .
: ||I i

_ Commandant t-RP and m case the appe\\ant is found entitled to smmar

treatment as e<tended to nther cons b\es then the said autwontv

shall: a\so extend the same treatment to the present appeuant..

4 Needlest to mentton that the appe\lant shall be affor ded oppoxtumty

FI
of heahng dunng the proceedmg wh\ch shall-be conducted and

: ‘co_nclruded Wlthln a. penod o’r’ 60 days from the date of rec@spt@f (.Q()j
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of this judgment.” Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be

consigned to tae record room.

. ANNOUNCED.
©.06.07.2022. -

MéTmbér'(E) -
Camp Court Swat
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OFFICE OF THE O

REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER; MALAKAND

S AT SAIDU SHARIK SWAT.

Pl (1946-9240388 & Fax No. 0946-9240390
Email: ebmalakandregion@gmail.com

a ORDER '

‘This order will dispose of appcal of 1ix-Constable Anwar S"hah No.126
of Swat District, in compliance with judgement dated 06-07-2022 in Service Appeal
No.02/2018 titled “Anwar Shah VS PPO, KPK and others” wherein the Honorable Tribunal’
accepted the present 'appeai set aside the impugned order and direct the appcllalé authority to
cxamine the case of appellant with the cascs of those constables who were re-inslated in
service by the Commandant, FRP, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa in case the appcl!ént found cntitled
to similar treatment as extended to other Constables, then the said authority shall also extend
(he same {reatment to the present appellant. The Honorable ‘Iribunal also dirccted that the
appellant shall be alforded 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 ot this
judgement,

The District Police Officer, Swat filed CPLA against the judgement
dated 06-07-2022 of Honorable Tribunal vide his oflice letier No.13242/1cgal. doled

~19-09-2022, which is pending subjudice before the Supreme Court of Pakistan.

In compliance of directions received form Honorable Tribuna[_ vide
Judgement dated 06-07-2022, the appellant namely Ex-Constable Anwar Shal No.126 of
Swatl 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 Yeason (o
defend the charges leveled against him. Therefore, the punishment awarded.lo him is upheld
and his appeal is hereby filed.

| , 7,7)&
Regional Polfee Officer,

Malakand Region Swai
No. &3@ l /K, | . 1

Dated ~0 (A~ /2023.

Copy 1o the District Police Officer, Swat for information and necessary
action with reference to his office Memo: No.16995/Lepal, dated 01-11-2022.
: ,
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