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BEFORE THE KIIYBER PAKU l UNKliWA SERVICK I RIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.591/2023

Asmat Ali S/0 Raza Khan R/0 Kokarai l A-Conslablc No. 1049 District Swat.
--------- ---------- (Appellant)

Versus Kbyhor
.Sci-> iov IViitiiiial

District Police Officer, Swat.

Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat
Djjjr-y

2.

(Responuents)
13

PARAWISE COMMKM S ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

That the appeal is badly barred by Law & limitation.

That the appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi to file the 

present appeal.

That the appeal is bad due to misjoinder and non joinder of necessary parlies. 

That the appellant has not come to the fribunal with clean hands.

■fhat the instant appeal is not maintainable in its present i'orm.

■fhal the appellant has concealed the material I'acts from this llon'bic 

'I’ribunal.

That appeal of the appellant is badly time barred.

Respectfully Submitted:-

1. Correct to the extent that the appellant joined Police department as (V)nstablc 

on 05-05-2006, however, the appellant absented himself from official duty 

without prior permission or approved leave of his high ups.

1.

2.

4.

5.

6.

.7.

2. Pertains to record.

3. Incorrect. As per KP Police Ael. 2017. the duly ofevery Police Orfieer is to 

protect life, property and liberty of citizen. Moreover, that in the year 2007 

when militancy in Swat was at its peak and the services of the appellant was 

direly needed by the department for the protection ol' lives and properties of 

the public, he his training and showed cowardice, furthermore, no such report 

is available on record where appellant was threatened by the militants or any 

commander of terrorists.

4. That when the services of appellant were direly needed to department Ibr the 

sake of to protect the lives and property of public, he remained absent, 

therefore he was discharge Irom service in light of folicc Rules21-22 as his 

length of service was less than 03 \'ears from the date of'his appointment.PR 

21-12 is crystal clear, wherein it is mentioned that “ a constable who is found
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unlikely to prove an efficient Police officer may be discharged by the 

Superintendent at any time within 03 years of enrollment There shall be 

appeal against an order of discharge under this rule'’ (annexed ”).

no

5. Ihc length of services of the appellant was less than 03 years, therefore he 

not entitled for appeal against the removal order to respondent No.02.was

6. Pertains to record, however it is pertinent to mention here that the 

reinstatement orders of similar nature ca.scs mentioned by the appellant in this 

Para is concerned, in this eonneetion, it is staled that the same reinslalemcnl 

orders were issued in compliance of Committee eonsliluled by this ofliee 

Order No.9871-77/H dated 16/11/2010 and after recommendation of the 

Committee. However their reinstatement orders were issued by the then RPO 

Malakand vide Order 1/ndsl: No.l0214-16/li dated 30/11/2010 in the year 

2010. As far as this ease is eoneerned, the appellant was discharge from 

service on 12/11/2007 and after a lap.se of 16 years, appellant filed subject 

.Service appeal for his reinstatement. Moreover, llie ease of the appellant 

cannot be treated alike with those officials who were reinstated into service as 

discussed earlier becau.se the length of .service of appellant was le.ss than 03 

years. Worth mentioning here that there is a maxim of' law “that law helps 

vigilant not indolent"

7. Pertinent to record. Appeal of the appellant is badly time barred and has 

wrongly challenged the legal and valid orders of' the respondents before the 

honorable tribunal through unsound rcasons/grounds.

GROUNDS;

As explained above in detail.

2. As explained above in detail at Para No.03 of facts.

As explained above in detail.

4. Incorrect. As per KP Police Act. 2017, the duty of every Police Officer is to 

protect life, property and liberty of citizen. Moreover, that in the year 2007 

when militancy in Swat was at its peak and the services of the appellant was 

direly needed by the department for the protection of lives and properties of 

the public, he his training and showed cowardice, furthermore, no such report 

is available on record where appellant was threatened by the militants or any 

commander of terrorists.
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5. IncoiTCcl. As explained above ai I'ara No.()6 of I'acls.

6. As already explained above.

7. Ineorreel. The appellaiU has been irealed in aceordanee with law/rule.

PRAYER:

Keeping in view the above facts and circumstances, it is humbly prayed that the 

appeal of appellant being devoid of legal force may kindly be dismissed with costs.
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•> BEFORE 1HE KMYBER PAKiil liNKHWA SEKVICK i RIBIJNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal jNo.591/2023Ik

Asmal All S/0 Ra/.a Khan R/0 Kokarai i/x-Conslab!e No. 1049 District Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

District Police Officer, Swat.

Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat2.

(Respondents)

AFFIDAVIT

We, the above respondents do hereby solemnly affirm on oath and declare that the

contents of the appeal are correcl/lrue to the best of our knowledge/ belief and nothing has 

been kept secret from the honorable fribuna!. ^ fj
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BEFORE THE KlIYHER PAKH rUNKHW/V SKUVICK 1 RUUJNAL. PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal N().591/2023

Asmal Ali S/O Raza Khan R/0 Kokarai l A-Constablc No. 1049 Disti ict Swat.

(Appellant)

Versus

District Police Officer, Swat.

Regional Police Officer Malakand at Saidu Sharif Swat2.

(Respondents)

AU rilORi rY LETTER

We, the above respondents do hereby authorize Mr. Naeem I liissain DSP/Legal Swat 

to appear before the 'I'ribunal on our behalf and submit reply ete in connection with titled 

Service Appeal.
'i!I

District^oliceTOficcr Swat 
(ResponStNu No.
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Regior ^ 

(Respondent No. 02)



.^34 COMMENTARTES OX POLICE KULES, 1934- 

1994 Lah. 3; 2003 PLC (C.S.)
473(a).

tChapter-XII 

1537 rel. 2004 PLG (C.S.).

I 6 J Voluine-II]

^[Sindh Am 
. "Constable" and the m 

Telecommunication c 
: appointment"].

«v ]) promotion given to civil. seiTant due to his efficiency ard

nil arrangcments.-d) When sufficient recruits to

. (2) When police officers are required under the provisions of thp 
w^rflett™ to thTirne?‘t district, they shall be provided ■
examine candidates brought befo“ L™ahd‘’irhavnros?who"'

Pr ^^hf tSSuperintendent who examines them, and they shall be enlisted on the 
estabhshment of the district in which they are to serve with effecUhe date o?

eir being so passed, and shall be entitled to pay and ti-avelling al]o\vance 
mn^ without delay and by the

Discharge fro 
was discharged from se
Constable: and also absi 
servant conceded that 
temper when Head Cor 
"discharge" from service 
work and conduct rema 
probation. Civil servant 
of Police Buies, 1934 co 
charge of Inisconduct ha 
down under Punjab P( 
could have been followee 
discharge from semce i: 
servant was ordered t 
nuscpnduct, penalty of fc 
oa him. 1997 PLC (C.S

Involvement o 
was discliarged from 
departmental appeal, c 

- - Departmental Authority
before Serrtce Tribunal 
benefits, if his appeal wa 
Additional' Advocate-Ge 
objection to suggested c 
appeal in said terms. Gon 
the appeal on the basis o; 
the Service Tribunal shot 
the subject and facts of ti 
Concession made by A 
Department'for reinstati 
binding on. the Departme 

■ concession. Petition for 1
2002 PLC (C.S.)92L

Entitlement o; 
period.-Cml seiwant ap

ai-e

s .

nf ti.. police officer Has been put to expense on aCcount
the heeding and travelling expenses of a candidate brbught by him and '

^ ^ ^ maximum of Rs. 3j for each recruit, may be paid bv the
i^^uperintendent from his grant for rewards. ^

chaii of Enrolment of.-Superiiitendents of Poli-
av^labll"L''“T'®® constable as and when suitable men are
avmlable. Recruiting parties may be despatched, if necessary, and any Police
Officer who produces really good recruits should be giver some reward in 
addition to travelling allowance. The dates of enlistment'ofTecrZ fh]l]

froS start to fin to t'’ fo™ a training^squad to proceed
sXbuf of their recruits training according to the prescribed

ice

unlikelv^t'^^' inefficiDnts.-A constable who is found
unlikely to prove an efficient police officer may be discharged by the

' no anne^r'*^*^ f any time within three years of enrolment. There shdl he 
yno appeal against an ordex- of discharge under this rule, 8# Inst, vide Notifi. No. G. 

Sindh 81,.31]. .

'ATTESTED

uperintendent Of Police Usil
Swat.

/


