
Appellant present through counsel.26.04.2023

Muhammad Jan, learned District Attorney for respondents

present.

Leaimed Member Executive (Mr. Muhammad Akbar Khan) is
H. ^ 'i

on leave, therefore, case is adjourned. To come up for arguments

on 26.06.2023 before D.B. Parcha Peshi given to the parties.

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

• *Mutaiem Shah*
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(
Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Naseer-ud-Din09.01.2023

Shah, Assistant Advocate General for the respondents present.

;
/

Learned counsel for the appellant requested that similar nature
/

/
service appeal has been fixed for arguments on 10.02.2023, therefore, 

the appeal in hand may also be fixed on the said date. Adjourned. To

come up for argupaents on 10.02.2023 before the D.B.

Vit
y

(Salalvud-Din) 
Member (J)

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

10.02.2023 Learned counsel lor the appellant present. Mr. Azam Uzair

Khan, Additional .Advocate Gcnerai for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for adjournment

iit order lo lurlhcr prepare the brief Granted. To come up for

arguiTienis on 26.04.2023 bclorc the D.IL

(LAkELH 
IVIeniber-(L)

(RO/J.NA REHMAN) 
Member (J)

j



'Ot:
19*'' Oct, 2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. 

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents 

present.
■. j

Learned counsel for the appellant seeks adjournment/ ■, 

on the ground that he has not prepared the case. To come., 

up for arguments on 10.11.2022 before D.B.

• •

V

0KPST .
(Fareeha Paul) (Kalim Arshad Khan) 

Chairman
i 'j

Member(Executive)

V

Counsel for the appellant present.10.11.2022 it.

Naseer Ud Din Shah, learned Additional. Advocate 

General for respondents present.

Former requested for adjournment on the ground that he 

has not made preparation of the case. Adjourned. To come up for 

arguments on 09.01.2022 before D.B

■y

(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)
(Fareeha^ 

Member (E)
1)
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01.06.2022 Learned counsel for the petitioner present.

Notice be issued to the respondents for/arguments

on restoration application before the D.B on 25.07.2022.

7"A h
5<r”S'T

Pes&iawasi (Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)

(Salah-ud-Din) 
Member (j)

ih Counsel for the petitioner present. Arguments on 

application for restoration of appeal heard and case file 

perused. Through instant pietition the petitioner has prayed for 

setting aside order dated 15.10.2021 vide which the appeal of 

the present petitibher was dismissed in default for non

prosecution.

25‘Muly2022

' /

Since the instant, application has been filed within 

time, therefore, the appeal be restored and registered on old 

number be fixed for its previous proceedings on 19.10.2022 

before D.B.

. I\

(Salah Ud Din) 
Member(Judicial)

(Kalim Arshad Khan) 
Chairman
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Form-A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

319/2021Appeals Restoration Application No.

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeDate of 
order
Proceedings

S.No.

321

The application for restoration of appeal no. 912/2019 

submitted by Uzma Syed Advocate may be entered in the 

relevant register and put up to the Court for proper order 

please.

04.11.20211

EGISTRAR
This restoration application is entrusted to ^ Bench to be 

put up there on

2

CHA

Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the 

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 

01.06.2022 for the same as before.

14.02.2022

"Reader

r
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Miss. Uzma Syed; Advocate, for the appellant present. Mr. 

Javed Ullah, Assistant Advocate Genera! for the respondents 

present.

26.07.2021

Learned counsel for the appellant requested for 

adjournment on the ground that she has not gone through the 

record. Adjourned. To come up for arguments before the D.B. on 

15.10.2021.

z
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

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

MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

15.10.2021 Nemo for appellant.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Tahir Muhammad A.S.I for respondents present.

Case was called time and again but neither appellant nor 

his counsel appeared. Consequently, instant service appeal is 

dismissed in default for non-prosecution. No order as to Costs. File 

be consigned to the record room.

Announced
15.10.2021

r

(Afiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

(Rozina/f^hman) 
M^bA (J)

/ ■
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02.12.2020 Counsel for appellant present.

Kabirullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Noweshrwan Inspector for respondents present.

Former requests for adjournment; granted. To come up for 

arguments on 10.02.2021 before D.B

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 

Member (E)
(Rozina Rehman) 

Member (J)

Mr. Shahzullah; Advocate, for appellant is present. Mr. 
Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General and Mr. 
Nowsherwan, Inspector (Legal), for the respondents are also 

present.

10.02.2021
x/ i-

Irrespective of other issue involved in the instant lis one of 
the issue pertains by giving effect to the impugned order 

retrospectively which is pending adjudication before Larger 

Bench of this Tribunal constituted for the purpose, therefore.
unless the issue is adjudicated proceedings are adjourned in the

e up for further proceedings oi|^.04.2021instant lis. File to
before S.B.

'A

(MUHAMMAOJ^AL KHAN) 
MEMBER (JLTDXefAt)—

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

0^^ !ta

7

V
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’^5 .2020 Due to GOVIDl-9>>thexase is adjourned to 

/2020 for the same as^befbre.Ill

i

Due to summer vacation case to come up for the same on• 07.08.2020

08.10.2020 before D.B.

Counsel for appellant present.08,10.2020

Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

alongwith Sher Ali S.I for respondents present.

Former requests for adjournment. Adjourned. To come up 

for arguments on 02.12.2020 before D.B.

(S^ti^r Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E) .

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

..i--

1
SillS'M--

•v
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Service Appeal No. 912/2019

23.01.2020 Due to general strike of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Bar Council, 

learned counsel for the appellant is not available today. Mr. , 

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG for the respondents present. 

Adjourned to 16.03.2020 for rejoinder and arguments before

.V .

■ V:

D.B.
\

(Hussam Shah) 
Member

(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

.7

16.03.2020 Clerk to counsel for the appellant present. Addl: AG 

alongwith Mr. Nowsherwan, SI for respondents present. Due 

to general strike on the call of Peshawar Bar Council, the 

instant case is adjourned. To come up for arguments on 

15.05.2020 before D.B.

*•.

(MAIN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER

(M.AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER :«*

'■V

y

^ V'

f

■-S

i’-

;
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27.08.2019 Counsel for the appellant present.
» ,

On the strength of decisions passed in Appeal No. 
1385/2017 and Appeal No. 264/2012 instant appeal is admitted for 

regular hearing. The appellant is directed to deposit security and 

process fee within 10 days. Thereafter, notices be issued to the 

respondents. To come up for written reply/comments on 

25.10.2019 before S.B.

/^onellant Deposited |
" ‘ Process FeeSej

i V'
Chairman

25.10.2019 Appellant in person present. Mr. Zia Uilah learned Deputy 

District Attorney alongwith Nowsherawan Inspector Legal for the 

respondents present.

Representative of the respondents requests for time to 

furnish requisite reply/comments. Granted. To come up for 
written reply/comments on 28.11.2019 before S.B. r\

Appellant in person and 

Nosherawan, Inspector for the respondents present.

Addl. AG alongwith28.11.2019

Parawise comments of respondents have been 

furnished, whichmade part of the record. The appeal is 

assigned to D.B for arguments on 23.01.2020. The appellant 

may furnish rejoinder, within one month, if so desired.

Chairman
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

/2019Case No.'

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No.

21

11/07/2019-^-1-

\$-h7h<j.2-



The appeal of Mr. Israeel Shah Ex-Constable No. 548 District Buner received today i.e. on 

03.07.2019 is incomplete on the following score which is returned to the counsel for the 

appellant for completion and resubmission within 15 days.

1- Copies of charge sheet, statement of allegation, show cause notice, enquiry report and 
replies thereto are not attached with the appeal which may be placed on it.

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

ys.T,No.

Dt._!5!!jl^L^2019.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PESHAWAR.
Uzma Sved Adv.Pesh.

5\\_S-S5^X
Wo\

ovva

\Vi v>C\

vyoc<_
\V\

\

q\o

\»>|l/lQl<\
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BEFORE THF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

APPEAL NO.^/iR 72019

Police Deptt:V/SIsrael Shah

\

INDEX

Page No.AnnexureS.No. Documents
1-4Memo of Appeal 

Copy impugned order
1.

05-A-2.
06-13-B&CCopy tribunal judgments3.

14-D-copy of rejection order4.
15Vakalat Nama5.

APPELLANT

THROUGH:

(UZMA SYED)

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI
(ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR)
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RFFORF THF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

/2019APPEAL NO.

Khyh.r PakSitukhw 
^^!rvlco Tribunal

Diary Nn. ^ ^JD

.a O
Israel shah Ex-Constable No. 548 

District Buner

(Appellant

VERSUS

1. The Regional Police officer, Malakand, at Saidu Sharif Swat.
2. District Police Officer Buner.

(Respondents)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 

02.05.2019 RECIVED BY APPELANT ON 1.7.2019 

WHEREBY THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF THE 

APPELLANT AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 

30.05.2009 WAS REJECTED FOR NO GOOD 

GROUNDS.
FJffiedto-day

M.esfis.ts'afi:’

PRAYER:

THAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE 

ORDER DATED 02.05.2019 and 30.05.2019 MAY BE 

SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE 

REINSTATED 

CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS. ANY OTHER REMEDY 

WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND 

APPOPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE AWARADED IN 

FAVOUR OF APPELLANT.

Re
-tlay

ALL BACK ANDWITH



(S
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH;

FACTS:

Facts giving rise to the present service appeal pe as under:

1. That the appellant was the employee of the police and was on the 

strength of the police force Buner.

2. That during Taliban Militancy in Buner appellant was dismissed 

from the service by the respondent no.2 vide order dated 

30.05.2009. Copy of impugned order is attached as Annexure-A.

3. That, neither any show cause, charge sheet, statement of allegation, 
inquiry, opportunity of defense, final show cause notice, 
opportunity of personal hearing has been served and provided 

respectively nor any publication has ever been made calling him for 

assumption of his duty.

4. That some of the colleagues of the appellant have: been re-instated 

by the Service tribunal, Peshawar . Copy of Judgments is 

attached as Annexure-B & C

5. That appellant Feeling Aggrieved, immediately preferred 

departmental appeal before respondent no.l& requested therein that 
case of the appellant is at par with those police officer, who have 

been re-instated in to service by service tribunal Peshawar, so the 

appellant has also entitled to re-instatement in principle of natural 
justice. The copy of departmental appeal may be requisite from the 

department, the same is not available with the appellant.

6. That the departmental appeal of the appellant was rejected by 

respondent no.l vide order dated 02.05.2019 received by the 

Appellant on 01.07.2019 for no good grounds. Copy of rejection 

order is attached as Annexure-D.

That appellant being aggrieved of the impugned order of respondent 
and having no other adequate and efficacious rernedy, file this 

service appeal inter-alia on the following grounds amongst others.

7.



(i)
GROUNDS:

That the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law, 
rules and policy on subject and acted in violation of Article 4 of the 
Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 by the 
respondents and the appellant has been dismissed from his legal 
service without adopting legal Pre-requisite mandatory Legal 
procedure. The order passed in violating of mandatory provision of 
law, such order is void and illegal order according to superior court 
judgment reported as 2007 SCMR 834. Hence the impugned order 

is liable to be set aside.

That the impugned order was retrospective order which was void in 
the eye of law and also void according to Superiors Court Judgment 
reported as 2002 SCMR 1129. 2006 PLC 22\ and KPK Service 
Tribunal Judgment titled as Abdul Shakoor Vs Govt of KPK.

That the appeal of the appellant was rejected on the ground that the 
appeal is time barred but according to superior court judgment 
reported as 2015 SCMR 795 there is no limitation was run against 
the void order. Moreover, the Supreme court of Pakistan has laid 
down vide reported judgment PLD 2003 SC 724 and 2003 PLC 
(CS) 796 that the delay if any shall be condoned in respect of 
employee where delay already condoned in identical circumstances. 
All the person shall be treated equally who are sailing in the same 

board,

That the appellant has highly been discriminated. Other police 
officials, who were also dismissed with appellant have been 
reinstated by the respondent No.l, whereas, appellant has been 
denied the same treatment. The case of the appellant is similar and 
identical in all respect with those, who have been reinstated.

That neither charge sheet, statement of allegation, show cause 
notice was not served upon the appellant nor was inquiry conducted 
against the appellant, which was necessary and mandatory in law 
before imposing major punishment which is violation of law, rules 
and norms of justice.

That the appellant has not been treated according to law despite he 

was a civil servant of the province, therefore, the impugned order is 

liable to be set aside on this score alone.

A)

B)

C)

* D)

E)

F)

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

That the appellant seeks permission to advance others grounds and 

proofs at the time of hearing.

G)

H)



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

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

\
APP

ISRAEL SHAH

THROUGH:

(UZMA SYED)
<&

(SYED NjOMAN ALI BUKHAR 

ADVOCATES, PESHAWAR
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i**■*< rORDER.
•i !1

'.Ma»jX7.auiia:£- accoi ding g to tiie report received in

il WhileV/her-. is- y '‘i’ _fL^L

posted

this office vide D D !No: dated

with out valid cause and intin^atio’'.' to your office in charge ,since then you 

have been un authorizep .ihs :nce from duty that is from this constitute mis 

conduct on your part ajv.d a s ich you are iiab-le Ip action under; section S sub 

section(4) of the renrova fioj'' sei-\'ict! {S]9eciai Power ordinarxe 

20001(Amended jOrdinarce 01.

;1 have come to ihe oc. lelusion Ihst cither the accused police 

officer ha.sl ceased to be cdficien' and exhibit cowardice or reasonably

009 yoi; left the place of duty—• if
/ -4

\

\suspected of being associate:! with those engaged in subversive activities

during operdiioir of tbe vpilita:- t^. ij-i 7>uner District.'
• . - »
Jl, as comr.-Ttent authoriry, am, d'^refore, satisfied to proceed 

under sectidn {5} of sub sectif -n (4;; of the reihoya! from service (Special power 

ordinance '2b001 (Amend .rent ordinance 200tjand dispense vrith the enquny 

proceeding as laid down in tl e sud ordinance and £im. turtirer satisfied that

Ihere is no-ineed of holriiiig repartmenta!' enquin- .since the accused Police 

official ^ TnrmcmrLLiltxc-Oi 0.8 S- .

misconduci as civ fined ii,-. ti'ic ixlinu'.oe, l,Mr. ADD JR RASlliD D. P. O. 3'L-'n.er 
competent authority .ther-fore jinpose major penalty by dismissing hini 

from service from tlie date oil is absence.

as

•!\
I

1
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i DISTRICT'-OLlWi; OFFICER ,
I
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EGOB No. •»
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BEFOR.E THE K]-['YBER..PAI<..E[Ti;jNKHWA SERVICE TP.TBU PESi-IAWAR

Appeal No, 1385/2017

\ ''AA-A. AM; i n- \\Date orinstitution .., 1!.12.2017' r.

29.01.2019Date of Decision

i
•Aurangzeb Ex-Constabie Mo. 390 District Bunei*. .,. (Appellant)%

VEPvSUS

The Pvegional Police Officer, Malakand Saiclu Sharif, Swat and another.
... (Respondents)

Pi'escnl.

iVliss I'Jzina Syed 7: S.Nauinan Ali Bukhari 
Advocates

Mr. Vtuhainmad Riaz Painda.khel,
Asstt. Advocate General

For appel lant

for respondents.

MR. 1-IA.MJD FAROOQ.DUPJkAN.1, 
M.R. ITUSSAIN S.H.A},T .

CHAIPvMlAN 
. MEMBER/£)

.A'" 7;' T">. •
J'UDCrMdENT

/
7I v'

’Cr

■f H.AM'TD FA.ROQO DURRANI. C]-1A1RM.AN:- /

i

!
Appellant is aggrieved of orders dated 30,05.20Q9 and 29.11.20,17

passed, by the respondents No. 2 and I, respectively. The fornier order

pertains to clis.niissal of se.rvjce of appellant while the latter is regarcliAg- 

rejection of.his depai‘t,mental api:)ea].
?■

rs_
\ i'he tacts, as gathei'able froiri record, arc thaRth

A-#',
FcT posted at .ICingargakn vvas tound absent from du.ty:xw:e.:f: 05,05.2009. He

'1\\\ \ \\\^ .appellant, while

AH'■w

a ^
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was, therefore, proceeded against departnientaily and, the order doted

■30.05.2009 was passed under the- provisions of [Chyber Pakhtuiikhwa
?

Removal trom Service (Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000. Pertinently, the

enquiry proceedings-vvere dispensed with in the matter. The departmental 

appeal of appellant was rejected on tl'ie sole ground of being bared by time.

s.
■t We have heard learned counsel for the appellant and learned Assistantn

j.

Advocate General on behalf of the respondents.

It'was the contention of learned counsel-for the appellant that the 

impugned order of dismissal from service, though passed on 30.05.2009, 

given effect-from the date of absence of appellant i.e. 05.05.2009. In her 

view the oi'der was,

was

theicloie, void and the delay ;,n submissioii o(' 

dep.artmentaf appeal was not to be counted to the detriment of appellant. It 

was luithei contended that admittedly no enquiry was conducted against the

appellant, however, he was 'avvai'cled major punishment of dismissal h'om 

service and there was consistent VI e\'\/ I
>5

piopei enquiry in similar matters. She relied on judgment.'.; reported as 2000 

SCMR-,1743 and 200S-SCMR-609.e

On the other hand, learned Asstt. Advocate General argued that the

departmental appeal of appellant was hopelessly time-barred and.in view of
r\

the' travel history of appellant starting from 20;08.2000\
\ and end in tr on-'2.'

\

-g/)15..06.20I 7, his appeal was rightly dismissed.

. d; W.

H IPW «
.y'N __ _

/A
'A
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V.

'V.

4. It IS conspicuously noted that pi'oceedings against the appellant 

held under the erstwhile- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

(Special Powers) Ordinance, 2000 w'hich, no .doubt, contained

• were

Removal from Service 

provisions for
, -I ■ .

dispensing with thcj enquiry biit^reasons to be recorded in writing. At the 

tune, the provisions contained in Section 3 of the Ordinance ibid made
i

anclatory for the departmental atithority to issue order in wntin 

inform the accused of the action proposed to be taken witiii regard to him and 

the grounds of the action. Reasonable 

the proposed, action^ wa.s also to be

same

s It m
andCl-f

opportunity of showing cause against 

given to the accused under the law ibid.

'.fhe exceptions to the said mandatory provisions

the competent authority was satisfied that in the interest of 

Pakistan or any part thereof it

in cases where a person, being proceeded against 

of law

were ;n terms that where

security of

'.va.s not expedient to give such opportunity or

upon coiV'/ictioii by a court

was sentenced to impi'isonment or tine.
-• f ■:

P. • In the case in;,hand the\ efiquiry proc.ec-dings were admittedly not held

il'h of sLicl'i pi'oceeclinos was not

supported by reasons as required by the law. It is also-ran
■ a:

ti fact that no
i

cause notice, as obligated by Section 3 of Khyber Pakhtirnkl
i

from Service (Special Power) Ord 

a.ppellant before

-.wa

Hiance, 2000

"•O'- r'™'.y ol d,„„i,3ai s,,sMmSa,,
be safely held'' that 

was not curable will

was

•■■Vcircumstances it can)

depaiamental authority

, ' I

orders rega.rdl.ess the delay

\
\ R|jv
\r

in subitii,3sio.n of depgiiiiiai|;yyA,:p 

'iliW)ov
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:

In view .ofithe above lacts and also.'followin5. the judgment of tins 

TribiinB.1 passed.iiji Appeal No. 264/2012, decided on 06.10.2017, we allow

a;

the appeal in hand and remit the matter to departmental appellate authority
1
1

for re-cleciding thfe'appeal of appellant, within three mori'ths, on its merits

and in accordancelyvith law.
ti I

i

Pai'ties are left to bear their I'espective costs. File be consigned to thei.

i

record, room.

rr (

■■rrj/
/ (HAMID FAROOQ DDR.RANI) 

CHAIRMAN
V;

\r
(HliSSAIN s.h:aft) 

M;£MBi£R(E)

y
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 912/2019

Israel Shah Ex-Constable No. 548 District Buner Appellant

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.
2. District Police officer Buner.

Respondents
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BEiFORE THE EHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAI
PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 912/2019 
Israel Shah Ex-Constable No. 548 District Buner Appellant

VERSUS
1. Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.
2. District Police officer Buner.

Respondents

PARA-WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS.

Respectfully sheweth: 
Preliminary Objections:-

1. That the present service appeal is badly time barred.

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 instant appeal is bad due to mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties,

5. That the appellant has concealed material facts fi'om this august 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 own conduct.

ON FACTS:

1. Para No. 01 relates to the record of the appellant, hence need no comments.

2. Correct to the extent. That the appellant had showed cowardice and was deliberately absented 

from his law full duty on 05.05.2009 without prior permission of his senior, resultantly he 

rightly dismissed from service vide office order No. 56, dated 30.05.2009. (Copy of the same 

is Annexed as Annexure “A”).

3. Incorrect. In some cases as per rules, removal from service special power ordinance 2000 the 

competent authority has mandate to dispense the enquiry proceeding.
4. Pertains to record.

5. Incorrect. That the appellant has submitted departmental appeal before the respondent No. 01 

against the impugned order, in the year of 2013 which has been filed by the respondent No. 01 

being time barred. (Copy of the same order is Annexed as Annexure “B”).
6. Incorrect. That the appellant submitted another departmental appeal before the Worthy 

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar in the year of 2019 which 

rejected being badly time barred. Further more the Worthy Inspector General has not arrayed 

as respondent in the present service appeal. (Copy of rejection order is Annexed as 

Annexure “C”)*

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

was

was

GROUNDS

a. Incorrect. That the appellant has been treated in accordance with law, rules and policy of 

the Government and the respondents have not acted against the constitution of Pakistan. 

Therefore the impugned order has been passed in according to the law, rules & justice.

r '« RnirriNEV':! I.EnAL\PARA-WISE comments service appeal No 912 Israel Shah.tlocTahir Paee I 10/29/2019



b. Incorrect. That the impugned order has been passed according to the law and rules, which
is not a void order. ‘

c. Incorrect. The rejection order of the departmental appellate authority has been passed 

according to the law & rules.

d. Incorrect. That the appellant has not been discriminated but he has estopped due to his own 

conduct because he was absented from his law full duty without prior permission of his 

senior and was failed to make his arrival to the respondent department.

e. Incorrect. In some cases the department has mandate to dispense the enquiry, proceeding as 

per. rules, removal special power ordinance 2000.

f. Incorrect. As explained in the above proceeding Paras the appellant has been treated in 

accordance with law & rules therefore the impugned order is not liable to be set aside.

g. Incorrect. That Police Department being a discipline Force, the appellant deliberately 

absented from his law full duty and did not appear before the respondent No. 02 to explain 

his compulsion.

h. That the respondents also seek permission of this Honorable Tribunal to adduce more 

points / grounds at the time of arguments.

PRAYER;
In view of the above facts and grounds it is most humbly prayed that the appeal of the 

appellant may graciously be dismissed with costs.

\

REGIONAL 
MALAKAND REGIO;

CE OFFICER,
SSAIDU SHARIF SWAT

DIST POLICE OFFICER, 
BUNER. 

(Respondent No. 02)
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c-* BEFORE THE KH^ER PAKHFUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAVFAR

Service Appeal No. 912/2019 .

Israel Shah Ex-Constable No. 548 District Buner % Appellant

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.
2. District Police officer Buner.

Respondents

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

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

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

\

regions
MALAKAND R1

ICE OFFICER, 
hAT SAIDU SHARIF

' ^

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 
BUNER.

(Respondent No. 02)



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAV^AR

Service Appeal No. 912/2019

Israel Shah Ex-Constable No. 548 District Buner Appellant

VERSUS

1. Regional Police Officer, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif Swat.
2. District Police officer Buner.

Respondents

AUTHORITY LETTER

We, the above respondent do hereby authorize and allow Mr. Nowsherwan

Inspector Legal Buner to file the accompany Para wise comments in Honorable Tribunal

Peshawar on our behalf and do whatever is needed in the court.

REGIONA E OFFICER,
U SHARIF SWAT 
No. 01).Malakand at Saido ^

DISTRI ICE OFFICER,
BUNER.

(Respondent No. 02)



If
t

; ^
I ^ I cr^ îv'
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__ S (iujJk_i:^ WhileV/her?; ivS y >u _/C4_^
posted

this office vide D D No r
. i ^

, witii out valid cause and intimation to your office in charge ,since then you 

. have been un authorizea ahs mce from dut^- tha: is from this constitute mis 

conduct on .your part and a s tch you are liable to action under section 5 sttb

accoi dirig g to the report received in 

009 you left tlie place of duty-dated

tsection{4) ^of the 

2C00}{Amended tOrdinaCce 2{ 01.
remova fron- sei-vicc (Special Power ordinance

have contc to die ociclusion thfj cither the accused police 

ofiicer has ceased to be efficien’ and exhibit cowardice or reasonably 

suspected of being associated witli those engaged in subversive activities 

during o.pojation of the rnilita; ts in ouner District.

i

|I, as com^-ctent auidioioty, am, tlierefore, satisfied to prar;eed 

under section (5j of subHecticn (4) of the removaJ from service (Special power 

ordinance 2|300) (Amend rent' ordinance 200; and dispense with'the enquiiy > 

Proceeding is laid dovtm in tl e said ordinance and r .
am further satisfied that 

enquiry .since the accused Policethere is no need of holvUng departmental 
official — has been fauna guilt}-- of grass, 
misconduci'as defined hr the rdina -.ce, I,Mr. A3D JR PA5HiD-D. P. O. Runer ' t

as competent autliority ,therefore impose maj.or. nenalty by dismissing him 

from service from the date of 1 is absence.

\ - *
OFFICER

S(> i

OB Nc. 1

1
DATE /2'.)09

I
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f.. rThe Regional PoHce Olficer,
Malakand, at Saidu Sharif, Swat 

_
The District Pohce Officer, Buner t 

/E, dated Saidu Sharif, the,
APP1 iirATl^N rf.tnsta^EM^'N'p in service! I

rioni

!.T'. 'i'T • 1

To t

it (f /2013.r •.. No.
i

Subject:
'iMemorandum:

•.No ilse/EC,dated 18/04/20.13'.!Reference yow office Memo
*

The application of Ex-ConsJtable 

has been examined and filed by worthy Region P'olice bhief, being time barred: .

I'■ I

irail ShahKo. 548 of;youf|Disthct

! '

r; i

The applicant may be inforr.aed accordingly.
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