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The execution petition of Mr. Taj Muhammad submitted today by 

Uzma Syed Advocate may be entered in the relevant register and put up to the 

Court for proper order please. This execution petition be put up before Single

. Original file be requisitioned.

28.07.2022
3.

Bench at Peshawar on

Notices to the parties be also issued for the date fixed.
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V BBEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRTBIINAT
PESHAWAR.

Execution Petition No. /2022

In Service Appeal No. 172/2019

Taj Muhammad Ex-Gonstable, No. 8385 
FRP, Kohat Bench

Petitioner

VERSUS

1. The Commandant Frontier Reserve, Police KPK, Peshawar.
2. The District Police officer Karak.

Respondents
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Execution Petition No. 72022 z
O0lv'«Jt

In Service Appeal No. 172/2019

Taj Muhammad Ex-Constable, No. 8385 
FRP, Kohat Bench

Petitioner

VERSUS

1. The Commandant Frontier Reserve, Police KPK, Peshawar.
2. The District Police officer Karak.

Respondents

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE .lUDGMENT
DATED; 02/02/2022 OF THIS HONOURABT.E
TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND SPIRIT.

«

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the applicant/Petitioner filed Service Appeal No. 172/2019 against 
the impugned order dated 05/01/2008 where by the appellant 
removed from service.

was

2. That the said appeal was finally heard by the Honorable Tribunal 
02/02/2022. The Honorable Tribunal is kind enough to accept the appeal 
partially. The Appellant is reinstated in service for the purpose of denov 

inquiry with direction to the respondent l:o conduct denov inquiry within 

ninety days strictly under law and rufjs.

on



--

3. That the respondent reinstate the appellant into service on 14/03/2022 for 

the purpose of denov inquiry. Appellant performed her duty regularly but 

the respondent Department did not pay her salary till date. (Copy of order 

is annexed).

4. That the judgment is still in the field and has not been suspended or set 

aside by the Supreme Court of Pakistan, therefore, the respondents 

legally bound to release the salary of the appellant.
are

5. That the petitioner has having no other remedy to file this Execution 

Petition.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents may be 

directed to obey the judgment dated 02.02.2022 of this august Tribunal in 

letter and spirit. Any other remedy, which this august Tribunal deems fit 

and appropriate that, may also be awarded in favor of applicant/appellant.

Dated 28/07/2022

PETITIONER

THROUGH:

(UZNM SYED) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT.
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(Appellant)
. r .SJ...*••••

VERSUS

The Comniandant Frontier Reserve 

District Police Officer Karak.

/
Police, KPK, Peshawar.

1
2. The

..........(Respondents)

tribunals act, 1974 BEEN
05.01.2008 WHEREBY, AGAINST THE
dismissed FROM 1^2018 HEREBY,
rejection order
the DEPARTMENTAL^^^^^

- ^edto-<3®y

Jtce

has been REJECTED

PRAYER: ArrEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE

CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS.
WITH ALL BAC^^^CO ^

DEEMS FIT AND AFFOB®^^
awaraded in favour of

any other 

tribunal - 

]VIAY also be 

appellant.

STED■A
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Service Appeal No- 172/2019

24,01.2019^ 

t)2'.02.2022 .

rJ

Date of Institution... 

' pate of Decision ..•

W„ham^d,6<-Constabte.«:833SFRPKohat Range.
(Appellant)

. Taj

VERSUS
• . Doiirp Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and .

ar Reserve Police, Koyo (Respondents)Coihrnandant FrontierThe 
one another..

% •

V -•■ V

. i ■ I

M For AppellantUzma Syed 
Advocate % .

. For respondentsMuhammad Adeel Butt,
, Additional Advocate General ;

P.HMAbSULTAl^TAReEN^
UR-REHMAN WAZIR

CHAIRMAN 
member (EXECUTIVE)

>-

. * • •
ATIQ-
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constable in-police

if the case are tnat

acainst

Brief .facts o'i

department was proceeded

•service vide•the appellant while serving as

of absence from duty and
ultimately dismissed from

llarrt filed',departmental , appeal ^

ie the instant sen/ice appeal

2b08 and'27-!2-2018 may oeset

service with all back benefits.

was
on the charges

dated 05.01.2008. Feellna aggrieved, the eppe
order ejected-^de order dated, 27.12,2018, hence
which was r

with prayers that the iimpugne

^g^ideandthe-appeii; .

rvf.s-r®'-’ ned orders dated 05-01A 5

ellant rhay be re-instated in

ndedthatthe impugned orders are
ed counsel for the appellant has conte
,^:,„d„ornisofnatora,^ios«ceandvo.abin«ashasbee,ip..■ 02 Learn

. against law,

with retrospective effect, t

1.;ea

B.eiic:r•i'-ptt.erefbre, npt:tenable;and liable .0 be set aside.
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^.was p,ac.d .on:2002.5CMR 1129 and 20a6 PLC (CS) -221; that there is no order ln -

which is violation of. law a.nd rules andblack s, white:to dispense with regular inquiry, w
was dismissed from

without chargo.:i,oel/o«omont of altegatioht, the appellaht

05.01-M08 without personal hearing, hence the whole
that'the appellant has not been treated m

vide order datedservice

procedure is nullity in the eye of law;
. accordance with law, hence his righte secured under dre law has ba* been violated;

hot willful but was due to compelling reason of
that absence of the appellant was

is harsh, which does not. some domestic issues; that ' the. penalty so awarded

commensurate with gravlty.of the guilt

has contended that 

Police Training- College at

Od'"' .learned Additional Advocate General for'the respondent

deputed for basic , recruited course to
os; 11.2007 without any leave/prior permission of

the appellant was 06

nd remained absent-Wie.f.Han:
proceeded against .departmentally

5,e competent authority; that the appellant was 

wherein the allegations leveled agairist.the appellant
it stood proved; that the appellant

less than .03'years and '
was'proceaded under Police Rules 12-21 as his service was 

. under Mice, R^les 12-21, there is no need of Issuing of charge sheet and show cause :

rightiy passed; that the . appellant was

d 05:01.2008. arid after a lapse of 10 years the 

' me barred, therefore, the instant

• notice, therefore, the impugned order^ was

dismissed from service vide order datei

ppellant filed departmental appeal which is badly time

appealis not maintabrable In the eye of law whtt is liable to be dismissed.
•a

and have perused the record. ^
we have heard learned counsel for the parties, ape

04.

ined absent for, longer timehave ob?etved.that tiie petitioner remaim
05.- We 

without any valid reason
.' The. time spoiled-between his dismissal and

j' his responsibilities.

behalf of respondents to

departmehtaf appeal shows his feckless approach towards

contention. of the learned attorney appearing on
The

as hein the case of appellan
effect that regular inquiry was not necessarythe

was'proceeded against while sbll in the probation period, also hold force, but>cllKf^y
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as toalso a civil servant: and the question

; RSP 2000. having overriding effect over
existed for the appellant.

■ Police Rules cannot, be ignored

at that particular time and provision

f the ordinance is reproduced as under

as

in ordinance e)
laws

Section 11 o

.^e nance eha» have e^
aTythW to the contra^ ,
;S^«n,andthet*sn,adeth.te:undecan.an.^

the time being in.force."

„e ^eleacnedA^ohalAdvOcateOenetalto^

„«.:soch:ptdpo=«on.a3S««ort^-o,n,on^athewas^t^^^^

,.„=t and. po«ce *s, as .ete waa ™ othet opdon w,dn the nesponden »

■ assailinprodaBonPericrf.'tontent.onofme^ ^

extent of probation period,

under anv

proceed him as the appellant was,.

al Advocate General, is correct to the

ppt section U Of BseorcPnance Pars thotespondents to proceed hirn ^

except the Ordinance and other option was also ava. a e i.

learned Addition^

other law
rdinance vide section 3 (a) provides;-: Ordlnanc9r^The 0

corporation service is 

or is guilty of

Govt, or corporation: in;
in Govt, orcompetent authority, a. person

inefficient or. has ceased to.: be efficient for any reason 

duty without prior approval of leave, me
constituted underbeing habitually absent.from 

compete™ PPtPority, after Inpulry by dre cpm..^ c

rfismiss or reniove such'pawn from ^ivlce, compulsory

: :.oyemmom Servant (E«errcy . OlsdpW Rules, 1S73 made unoer

. Section 25 ofCivll Servant Act, 1973.

. more

// ATTB.§rEp

s'?irV-n^
Kh^l>©
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(Special powers Ordinance) 2000,

' in the eye of law and which
e of Removal from Service (:

- So in presence

the proceeding under police rules is void eb inWo In

ofthe question of limitation.

■r-'-

also disposes
meet the ends of justice,; the 

reinstated in
This Tribunal is of the view that in order to

07. parttally accepled and the appellant is

ith directions to the. respondents to
present service 'appeal is
serviceforthepurposeofDeNovolnqui-vw

stHctly under law & rules. NO orders as
, inquiry within 90 days

• conduct de novo
. Rle be consigned to record room.

to costs

02.02.2022 .

r
(AHN^^ULTAN TAREEN) 

CHAIRMAN

he t

f.r- IKh

ro!v»i ^ t*'

♦VI ••.Nittno

C»>H>
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OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT 
FRONTIER RESERVE POLICE 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR 
Ph: No. 091-9214114 Fax No. 091-9212602

No. 'll /SI Legal, dated tH / 3 /2022.

aii

I
.—.i' ORDER5,

In pursuance with directions of Inspector General of 
Police Khyber PakhtuRt<hwaT-Peshawar__|ssued vide CPO letter No. 
1419/Legal dated 08.C3.2022, the Judgment of HonoraSe''Service

i

Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawari dated 02.02.2022, in Service 

Appeal No. 172/2019, is hereby implemented. The ex-constable Taj 
Muhammad No. 8385 of FRP Kohat Range is hereby reinstated in 

service for the purpose of denovo enquiry. The denovo enquiry shall be 

completed within 90 days positively in accordance with law & rules.

COMMANDANT
Frontier Reserve Police 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
of ^

No. & Date Even:-
Copy of the above is forwarded for information & further 

jnecessaryjctiohjQ thq_SgJiB.PJKoh.atBange,^KQhat.

■ -
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