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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 1440/2019

Date of Institution ... 30.10.2019
Date of Decision ... 13.01.2022

~ Mr. Shahab Gul, Ex-Constable No. 1410, Police Lines, Peshawar.

\

(Appellant)
| VERSUS
The Inspector Gener,al of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawér and four others.
. (Respondents)
Noor Muhammad Khattak,
Advocate For Appellant
Kabirullah Khattak, ‘
Additional Advocate General For respondents
AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN CHAIRMAN
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

JUDGMENT
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (E):- Brief facts of the case are

that the appellant joined Police Department as Constable vide order dated 29-07-
1968. The appellant was dismissed from service on the charges of absence from
~ duty vide order dated 26-10-1992. Absence of the appellant was basically due to
his involvement in an FIR U/Ss 302/34 PPC Dated 25-03-1993. The appelllant was
acquitted' of the charges vide judgment dated 08-01-1997. After acquittal, the
appellant filed departmental appeal, which was rejected. Feeling aggrieved, the
appellant filed service appeal No. 269/1997 before this tribunal, which was
rejected vide judgment dated 20-08-1998. The appellant filed CPLA No. 231-P/98
before.the august Supreme Court of Pakistan, which was later on withdrawn with

the request to prefer an application before the concerned authority for seeking



‘< retirement instead of re-instatement, which was allowed vide judgment dated 15-
07-1999. The appellant filed departmental appeal to respondent No. 1 for

releasiing the compassionate allowance in favor of the appellant on the basis of his

lengthy service, which was responded vide order dated 25-10-2017 that record
pertéining to the appellant is not available with the respondents as the same has
been destroyed as per police rules. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed Service
Appeal No. 1244/2017 before this tribunal, which was sent to respondents vide
judgment dated 23-07-2019 by treating it as a departmental appeal with orders to
consider it in accordance with law, which was not responded within the statutory

period, hence the instant service appeal with prayers that the appellant may be

allowed/granted two third compassionate allowance in light of section 19(3) of the

Civil Servant Act, 1973.

02. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that inaction of the

\./3 respondents by not allowing two third pénsion to the appellant is against law, facts
and norms of natural justice, hence not tenable and liable to be set aside; that the

appellant has not been treated in accordance with law, hence his right secured

under the Constitution has badly been violated; that the appellant has served for

a|mést 24 years in police department, despite fhe respondents is not ready to

allow compassionate allowance in favor of the appellant; that the respondents

acted in arbitrary manner while not allowing the appellant his right guaranteed

under the law; that in light of Section 19(3) of the Civil Servant Act, 19973, the

- appellant is fully entitled for receiving two third of his compassionate allowance of

his service, which is about 24 years.

03. Learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents has contended
that it is correct that the appellant was appointed as constable in the year 1968,
but was dismissed from service due to his absence from duty; that as per report of
Fauji Misal Branch, service record of the appellant has been destroyed in light of

Police Rules, 12:35.
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04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the
record.
05. Record reveals that the appellant fought a long legal battle first for his re-

instatement in service on the basis of his acquittal from the criminal charges and
later and later on for his retirement keeping in view his long service of 24 years at
his credit, but he could not find favor. Lastly, he preferred service appeal, which
was converted into departmental appeal and was sent to respondent for
consideration, which also was not taken into consideration. Finally, the appellant
invoked the jurisdiction of Section 19 (3) of Civil Servant Act, 1§73, which reads as
under:
"Wo pension shall be admissible to a civil servant who is dismissed or
removed from service for reasons of discipline, but government may
sanction compassionate allowance to such civil servant, not exceeding
two-third of the pension or gratuity which would have been admissible

to him had he been invalided from service on the date of.such dismissal

or removal”.
06. In view of the provision contained in the rules ibid and keeping in view his
long service rendered by the appellant as well as his acquittal from the criminal
charges, we are inclined to accept the instant appeal with direction to respondents
to grant two third of the pension to the appellant on compassionate grounds.

Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record-room.

ANNOUNCED
13.01.2022
(AHM .TAN TA ) (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)

CHAIRMAN MEMBER (E)



13.01.2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
Additional Advocate General for the respondents present. Arguments

heard and record perused.

Vide our detailed judgment of today, separately placed on file, we
are inclined to accept the instant appeal with direction to respondents to
grant two third of the pension to the appellant on compassionate grounds.

Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED

13.01.2022
(AHMAD EEU‘% i AN TAREE£) (ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
CHAIRMAN MEMBER (E)



03.06.2021 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Addl. -
AG alongwith Muhammad Razig, H.C and Naseeb Khan, S.O
and Haneef Khan, AAO for the respondents present.
Respondents have furnished written reply alongwith cost
of Rs. 1000/-. Cost has been handed over to appellant and
receipt whereof obtained and placed on file. The appeal is
assigned to D.B for arguments on 12.10.2021.

de

Asif Masood Ali Shah, learned Deputy District Attorney for

12.10.2021 Junior to counsel for appellant present.

respondents present.

Former submitted an application for adjournment as senior
counsel is busy before Hon'ble Peshawar High Court; granted. To

come up for arguments on 07.01.2022 before D.B.

\/k/\/ ¢

(Atig-Ur-Rehman Wazir) (Rozina Rehman)
Member (E) Member (J)
07.01 .2022 Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Kabirullah

Khattak, Addl. AG for respondents present.

Arguments heard. To come up for order before the D.B

on 13.01.2022.

\ S %
(Atig-Ur-Rehman Wazir) Chafrinan

Member (E)
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03.02.2021 - Appellant with counesl and Addl. AG alongwith Raziq H.C for

respondents present.

-

Former has submitted an application for impleadment of the
Capital City Police Officer as one of the respondents. The reason for
fmpleadment has been noted in the application to be inadvertence
in non arrangement of CCPO as a respondent.

The appeal is at initial stage and is fixed today for
submission of reply/comments by the respondents, therefore, the
application is allowed. Office shall make necessary endorsement in
the calendar bf respondents as per procedure. Mr. Raziq accepts
notice of the appeal on behalf of added respondent. Respondents
‘shall positively furnish reply/comments on 01.04.2021 before S.B.

- The co'st':s:'of"Rs.1000/— shall also be paid on the adjourned date.

.

Chaifman

01.04.2021 Junior to counsel for the appellant and Mr. Kabirullah
| Khattak learned Addl. AG alongwith Raziq Reader for

respondents present.

Written reply/comments on behalf of respondents not
submitted. Representative of respondents requested for
further time to submit written reply/comments. Request is
allowed, subject to cost of Rs. 1000/-. To come up for
reply/comments on 03.06.2021 before S.B.

\ W —

(Atig Ur Rehman Wazir)
Member (E)
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26.10.2020

11.12.2020

Nemo for parties.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General

present.

Written reply on behalf of respondents is still awaited. Notice
be issued to respondents by way of last chance, for submission

of written reply/comments for 10.12.2020 before S.B.

C ¢l

(Rozina Rehman)
Member (J)

Junior counsel for appellant present.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General
alongwith Naseeb Khan S.0 and Wisal H.C for respondents

present.

Again, a request was made for adjournment in order to
submit reply/comments which is allowed on cost of
Rs.1000/-. To come up for written reply/comments on
03.02.2021 before S.B.

(Rozina Rehman)
Member (J)
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15.04.2020 Due to public holniday on account of COVID-19, the case
' is adjourned to 09.07.2020 for the same. To come up for
the same as before S.B.

Reader

09.07.2020 Counsel for the appellant present.

" - Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned -Additional Advocate

General for the respondents present.

Written reply on behalf of respondents was not
submitted. Learned AAG requested for adjournment in
order to submit written reply/comments. Opportunity is

granted. To come up for written reply/comments on

08.09.2020 before S.B.
Q

Member (J)

08.09.2020 Counsel for the appellant and Addl. AG for the

respondents present.

Learned Addl. AG requests for time to contact the
respondents and furnisheg the reply/comments from the
respondents. Adjourned to 26.10.2020 on which date the
requisite reply}/comments shall be positively submitted.

Chairn;x ’
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21.01.2020 Appellant present in person.

02.03.2020

Requests for adjournment due to general strike of the

Bar. Adjourned to 02.03.2020 before S.B.

Chairman

Counsel for the appellant Shahab Gul present. Preliminary

arguments heard. It was contended by learned counsel for the

.appellant that the appellant was serving in Police Department. He

Appetta=t Denpsited

was imposed major penalty of removal from service. It was further
contended that after availing the remedy of departmental appeal, the

appellant filed service appeal for reinstatement but the same was

dismissed. It was further contended that since the appellant was’

having 24 years service in his credit, therefore, under section 19 (3)
of the Civil Servant Act, 1973, the appellant was entitled for 2/3 of
compassionate allowance, therefore, the appellant filed service
appeal before this Tribunal but this Tribunal treated the said service
appeal as departmental appeal and directed the departmental
authority to decide the same as early as possible vide order dated
23.07.2019 but the same was not decided by the respondent-
department within the stipulated period hence, the present service
appeal. Learned counsel for the appellant contended that since the
appellant has 24 years service in his credit therefore, section 19 (3)'
of the Civil Servant Act, 1973, the appellant was entitled for 2/3 of
normal pension as compassionate allowance. |

The contention raised by the learned counsel for the appellant
needs consideration. The appeal is admitted for regular hearing
subject to all legal objections. The appellant is directed to deposit
§ecurity and process fee within 10 days, thereafter, notices be issued
to-the respondents for written reply/comments for 15.04.2020 before
S.B.

-

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDTI)
MEMBER

ok 7 ~ o
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Form- A

'S‘I(IBW?

12.12.2019

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of
Case No.- 1440/2019
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
proceedings
. "1 2 3
1- 30/10/2019 The appeal of Mr. Shahab Gul presented today by Mr. Noor
Muhammad Khattak Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register
and put up to the Worthy Chairman for propﬁ order please.
| R%S‘Tﬁfr‘/ 20|io| 9
5. This case is entrusted to S. Bench for preliminary hearing to be

put up there on (7,/) ’)/]Lg .

\

CHAIRMAN *

Appellant in person present.
Appellant requests for adjournment due to non-

availability of his learned counsel owing to the general

strike of the bar.
Adjourned to 21.01.2020 before S.B.

Chairman
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR

bhyber Pakhtukhwa
Service Tribunail

appeaLNo._ (YLD j2019 . ..p528

Mr. Shahab Gul, Ex-constable No. 1410, Daccad "’/ ! 0,/ 22/ 6/7
Police Lines, PESHAWAl . esesaranaresesassssssnasaserssensnssnsnasarananas APPELLANT

VERSUS

1- The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2- The Secretary, finance Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3- The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
s~ 4- The District Account Officer, District Peshawar.
saob (S .Sonke &Y. ﬁl:?.s-..;.Qﬁﬁ:C.s-.n.!?%!‘:em?:: ....... RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 FOR THE GRANT OF
COMPASSIONATE ALLOWANCE IN LIGHT OF SECTION 19(3)
OF THE CIVIL SERVANT ACT, 1973 AND AGIANST NO ACTION
TAKEN ON THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF APPELLANT
WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS

PRAYER:

That on acceptance of this appeal the appellant may very

kindly be allowed/granted two third “compassionate

Filedto- dayallowance in light of Section 19(3) of the Civil Servant Act,

i 1973. Any other remedy which this august Tribunal deems fit
ReSTSTra: that may also be awarded in favor of the appellant.
Zo0\ W kl g

| /SHEWETH:

ON FACTS:

1- That appellant was appointed as Constable No.1410 in the
respondent Department vide order dated 29.07.1968. That right form
appointment the appellant has served the respondent Department
quite efficiently and upto the entire satisfaction of his superiors. Copy
of appointment letter is attached as anNNeXUre..ceessissssesnessssaenees A.

2- That during service the appellant was absented form duty due to
some domestic problems. That the respondent Department issued
order dated 26.10.1992 whereby major penalty of dismissal from
service was imposed upon the appellant. Copy of the dismissal order
is attached as aNNEXUr€uiecssrasssssassassarannsnassassassnnasasnassssansnrssss B.

3- That later on the appeliant was charged in case FIR No. 103m, dated
25.03.1993 under section 302/34 PPC in Police Station Mathani. That



e

N\ /N

i\/

later on the appellant was acquitted in the above mentioned criminal
case on the basis of compromise. Copy of the FIR & Judgment are
attached as aNNEXUIrC..varesssusssasararasnsnsanssssnnrarasasasasnansanass C&D.

4- That after acquittal in the criminal case the appellant was preferred
Departmental before the appellate authority but the same was
rejected. That appellant feeling aggrieved filed service appeal No.
269/1997 before the august Tribunal which was dismissed vide

~ judgment dated 20.08.1998. Copies of the service appeal & judgment
are attached as aNNEXUIE.uieresrasrarssssarassnsssrasrannssnssarnsssssssanasss E.

5- That being aggrieved the appellant filed CPLA No.231-P/98 before
the Honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan which was later on
withdrawn with the request prefer an application before the
concerned authorities for seeking retirement on regular basis instead
of re-instatement, which was allowed and ordered accordingly. Copy
of the order is attached as anNNeXUre...ivvaseisesmsrnrereisesnssanansannas F.

6- That in pursuance of the order of the Supreme Court of Pakistan, the
appellant submitted an application to the respondent No.l for
releasing the compassionate allowance in favor of the appellant on
the basis of his lengthy service i.e. 24 years. Copy of the application
is attached as aNNEXUr€uuususssstsrarasasasasnisssssnsnasasannsasannsnnannnss G.

7- That appellant of the appellant was pending before the concerned
authority for a long period and finally the concerned authority issued
a letter dated 25.10.2017 whereby the report was conveyed above
the destruction of service record of the appellant. That feeling
aggrieved the appellant filed service appeal No. 1244/2017 before
this august Tribunal which was sent to the departmental appellate
authority vide order/judgment dated 23.07.2019 for consideration
and decision as a departmental appeal in accordance with law.
Copies of the letter, memo of appeal/departmental appeal and
order/judgment are attached as annexXure...cueeessrassraassass HI&J

8- That the departmental appellate authority has not been given any
response on the departmental appeal of the appellant within the
stipulated period of ninety days. That appellant feeling aggrieved and
having no other remedy filed the instant service appeal on the
following grounds amongst the others.

GROUNDS:

A- That the inaction of the respondents by not allowing/granting two
third pension to the appellant is against the law, facts, norms of
natural justice and materials on the record not tenable in the eye of
law.

B- That appellant has not been treated by the respondent Department
in accordance with law and rules on the subject noted above and as



such the respondents violated Article 4 and 25 of the Constitution of
Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973.

C- That appellant has served the Police Department for more than 23
years but inspite of that the respondent Department is not willing to
issue two third compassionate allowance in favor of the appellant.

D- That the respondent Department acted in arbitrary and malafide
manner while not issuing two third compassionate allowance to the
appellant.

E- That the inaction of the respondents is discriminatory while not
issuing two third compassionate allowance to the appellant in light of
section 19(3) of the Civil Servant Act, 1973. :

F- That in light of section 19(3) of the Civil Servaht Act, 1973, the
appellant is fully entitle for receiving two this compassionate
allowance of his service which is about 24 years.

G- That appellant seeks permission to advance other grounds and proofs
at the time of hearing.

It is therefore, most humbly prayed that the appeal of appellant
may be accepted as prayed for.

Dated: 30.10.2019

APPELLANT
72 , L_/l/u/
AHAB GUL
THROUGH:
NOOR MOHAMMAD,KHATTAK
&

MIR ZAMAN SAFI
ADVOCATES
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BETTER COPY. [, - 8

ORDER.

H.C,Shahab Gul No.1410 of Police

Lines Peshawar was placed under suspension vide order

No.4668 dated 1/10/1992 on the charge of gis wilful
ahsence from duty w. 9/7/92. 4 Show Cause

ﬁ%?;:;.was issued to him at his Home Address throush
local vide this office No,1321/SP-HQ gated 23/6/92.

The Local Police reported that the defaulter H.C. was not
available on the given address and had migrated to.

Daru Adam Khel alongwith his family. The looal police

also pasted duplicate of the show cause notice at out

door of defsulter H,C, and mx in this regard recoorded

the statement of Malik Lugqman.

In light of the "bove'facts,,the

Defaulter Head Conbtable 1s dismisséd from service..

4 Phae portod of uhwonno hhnll vo ¥entod ws leave

without pay.

No.5218 Dt. 26/10/92. sd/-
M, Manzoor
Supott of Polioce

H Qrs Peshawar,

No.17%0-42/82-HQ dated 8eshawar the 26/10/1992
Uopilou for n/uction Lo nnox~ -

1,P.0. (2) CRC( %) OASI (q) Pmb with papers.
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 BEFORE_THE CHAIRMAN, sfgvIiiES TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR. [:; \~ f'* ]

- .E ¢ N.W. P (thco ﬁ

| 4 N Serv cw f‘ bl“l;ll %

Civil Appeal. No. S Diary o 4&.-22
';. Duted = /_[i.,...(...

Peshawar Police pre&enély
Mattani, Telrsil

Shahab Gul !x. g C.Nol.1410,
R/O of Villi amd F. 0. Mattani, P.S.

and Diatr1c¢ Peahawar.
’Qersus.

"1 Govénament cf N%H.F.P.. through Secretary Home ﬁepsrtmont.'
Peshawarle

civil Secrefat:nto.

2. Inspector Uﬁner%l of Police, N.¥. ¥.Pe, Peahnvard .
3 Deputy Inspcct Peshawar’ Raﬁne; Peshie
‘1nt%nden

L, Senior Supeﬂ
t bf Police, Head Quartera.

' Se 5uper1ntendén

AGAIﬁST TH? IMPUNGED ORDER OF RESPONDENT NO,},

24,3,1997 WHERE BY THE APPEAL ar THE

APPEAL
DATED 2h4.2. 1997 wiS ﬁ:JECTED.

No. 248k, DLTEDS
APPELLANT FOR RE-INS TATEHENT,

Prayere
peal the 1mpugnéd‘6rder of

On &cceitance of this 8ap
kindly be betda-side

t ho. 3 dated 2l,3.,1997 may

responden
_instated in Service vith

and the appellaht may kindly be re

all back beneflts.

'Reagectfuliz shewveth.
The appellaﬁt states a8 under:-

vice was joined bY the appeilant on 29.7.68

1. That police seT
and was promoted to the Rank of Head Conastable in Peshavar
Police. |

2e That the appellant was falsely involved in ctiminal caae,

28, dated 16.2,1?91 under Section 302/34 D & ¢

vide F.I.R No.
placed in colum

n Mattani, Peshawar and was

Police Statio

No. 2. (Copy of the Fol is a
able circumstances, the

nnexture LY UD IS

B
3

That due toO enmity and unavoid
nt apnl1ed for long leave,

(Copy of the order is annexture Be

Se

and one month leave vua

appella
d

eanctioned.

Pagee 2o 2e




.2.
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{
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Dara Ada

the Jeave periode
lsely involved in’ othar

abpellant was fa
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5
hnd un
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Peshawalse Copy ©

ohming of the appellant to his
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issed

eleagsed on vai
31, it was -conm

nt that the appollant was dinm
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f absence shall be

& release on ba

Oyder No.
"The period )

F2, and F3.
led ag departmental appeal before o p
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r, the appellant has come, toO
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ourt on the foll
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] PAGEs3e e
N aﬂ%@ ) e TS . K N W‘:
Y % N e LD NI e
el 3;1;3w¥W’ o
i




03

involvemcnt in ctiminal casese L

t“e appellant wvas not available on home

That due to enmity
ge sheet no show ca

use, notice;no .i .

address therefore, na cbar

‘a1l order was served on appellant a8

explaination, n° dieHiSr

A
R
jred under the 15w ¢ w

i
!
s
requ 5 3
& 7 i
L

That the department %daﬁte*exparty proceedings while dismilsing*L }
the Appellant. : "
apﬁillant was not decided according to-

That the case of the
Rul%s.

the service, Lav and

have exercised the jurisdiction not S

That the respondents
the law and service rules.

vested to them under

That the appellant w&u cbndemend un heard while the respéndéntl

dismissed him from avrvibe.

5 discrtmenated too, victimised for ) ‘

That the appellant Wi
no fault of the appeflan?. C 0o

imilar iitution, the Ex. H.Co Naik Muhammad i

re—iqst&ted;in gervice with all back benefitse {
43 mdeetliava H I
' : ¢

2511, Poshiwar

That in the 8
No, 2511 was

HiC Naik Muhammad Noe.
decision of the case and ~

 That the record of Ex.
Police is necessary for just

t the end of jugtico. g
pondents are malafidi

while dismissing the

to mee
That the apps/action of the res
legal againat the lav,
1 appeal of the appellant.

salious il
departmenta

ved in the department for 24 Years,

Phat the appellant sér

5> months and 27 dayss
That the appellant has got several Gowph entries in his service

passed various Police courses entered

record and also
”6 XL 4 ;;n~~n;acuuwu‘)

in the service record of the appellante. L i
)

'
punishment on the char
was conducted after the . -

That there is no actor roll of the

'appellant end no proper qnquiry
decision of PPC/R & D cases under section Lgly, Cr.P.Ce

but the sawe was neither had done previously nor after
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the doci#ioh of the caseB, _

without 3bqhiry.

That the appéllant is & poor san and have L

15+
to auppoit a large familye . g
Thereforé. it 8 requested that the ‘ ‘

may kindlf be re-inatntod in service -

nefits n}w"-w -

nppellant
¢rom the date of 4iduishal with all pack De L

on compensation groungss

Petitioner

. (Mohamsad Asif KN&RJ -
Advocatee

(E{d Muhammad Knakiak)
Advooateo : )
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i 8 Hattani,
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PeshivEr .t R :
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: Jeave " ;

onth lea" e was

}Led for 1ong/an

order .is Annexure-B.

the appellant \pp d'one m
ha‘ during
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ell ill and @

fhe &ppellant f
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e concerned o ff
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; T e
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enmity and unavoxdable circumstancea, the coming of the
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1ant to'his vxllage was ©

B, beon released on vail on compromiae.
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nt that he ha
dated 26« 10.9
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vide order No. 5218
The period of abaenCo has beon treatod as leavo without p&Yy
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appellant has fil
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IN T?E SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN _
A - r (2
PRESENT: Mr.Justice M.Bashir Jehangiri
Mr.Justice Munawar Ahmad Mirza

Mr.Justice Abdur Rahman Khan

CIVIL PETITION NO,231-P/98 | | P
(Btiahab Gul.Vs.Govt.of: NWEP T
and others.) T

(On appeal from the judgment and order
of the RWFP Service Tribunal ,Peshawar
dated 20.8.1998 in Appea) N0.269/1997)

For the Petitionert Mr.K.G.Bébeﬁ, ASC/AOR
For the respondent: N.R. . |
Date of hearing: . 15.7.199@

ORDER

Learned counsel for thy petitioner seeks

permission to withdraw'this petigioé'for apbroaching

I.G Police N.,W.F.P for seeking rétiéghent instead
& R v

’ of reinstatement in order to obtéinfretirement

penifits accruing therefrom.

?l ' The petition 1is, theregoré. dismissed
! ‘", 1! ag withdrawn, The petitioner is %t‘i}berty to
| ., seek any remedy availnble to hiu?nnéfr the law
,". from gquarters concerned. : %

f , Sd/-Muhaymad Bashir Jehangiri,J.
‘ Sd/-Munawar Ahmad Mirsa,J.
S51/-Abduf Ra}‘gman Khan,Je.
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/7 A /7 'OFFICE O
' INSPECTOI GENERAL OF POLICE .. <
KIVBER PAKITUNKIWA ; (/ ;e\‘

Central Police Office, Peshawar.

/\
No. &/ )57 /17. dated peshawar the / 2/ 8/ 12017

i

The  Capital City Palice O
Poshanar.

IV LI ELEL AAR

subpet

Mmoo,
_ Paclosed please find herewath rediew nottion <ubmutted by Ex-Head Constable
Shahab Gul Ne. 1410 ot Diswict Police Peshawar tor grait of pension for recording of your

p;}x‘a-jv,\'ise comments.
s service record alongwith cops of complete enquiry file may also please be sent 10

this vilice as early as possible in connection Wit his review petition.
ied that whether he has instituted a service appeal in Service

It imay please be clarit

T ibunal or otherw 15¢.

N\ For lnspector General of Police,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
Peshawar.
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OFFICE OF THE .
CAPITAL C|TY POLICE OFFICE‘?R‘;
ESHAWAR oy

Phone NO 091 y2 10641
Fax No 091- .9212597

#CR?‘,dated peshawar 3y /0 o1t -
"To: - - The Provmcial F’ollce Officer,
' Khyber Pakhtm‘khwa Peshawar
‘gubject:  REVIEW pE‘f.T_I_I_"i_o_u SN
‘Memo: ' o
Sir,
Knndly refer to your office memo.. No. 5/189/17 dated
‘ 1 01.2017 on the \ubu«t Hotvd above. .
t is submitted that as per thé
! i

,ﬂ/ In this connectnon

the Fuji Mmqal Enquiry File and other relex?ant

4 Constable Shahab Gul No- 14}0, .
No. 301 dated 15.09.2017 uﬁd:er_i S

report Of FMC,
s in respect of Ex:Hea

yed vide this ofﬂcie OB
2.35 (photocopy enclosed)

document
was destro
police Rules 1
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

AMENDED APPEAL NO. /2019
APPEAL NO. 8 /2017
Mr. Shahab Gul, Ex-Constable No. 1410, ‘
Police Lines, Peshawar..visviesiissarsevmsinfessainsnnninanniannes APPELLANT
VERSUS

1- The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2- The Secretary, Finance Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3- The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
4- The District Account Officer, District Peshawar.

............................................... verernsennensnnes s RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE INACTION OF THE
RESPONDENTS BY NOT ALLOWING/GRANTING TWO THIRD
COMPASSIONATE ALLOWANCE IN LIGHT OF SECTION 19(3) OF THE
CIVIL SERVANT ACT, 1973 AND AGAINST NO ACTION TAKEN ON
THE DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF APPELLANT WITHIN THE
STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS

PRAYER:

That on acceptance of this appeal the appellant may very kindly be
allowed/granted two third compassionate allowance in light of
Section 19(3) of the Civil Servant Act, 1973. Any other remedy which
this august Tribunal deems fit that may also be awarded in favor of
the appellant.

R/SHEWETH:

ON FACTS:

1- That appellant was appointed as Constable No0.1410 in the

respondent Department vide order dated 29-07-1968. That right from
appointment the appellant has served the respondent Department
quite efficiently and upto the entire satisfaction of his superiors. Copy
of the appointment letter is attached as annNexuUre......vovaveruvarases A.

2- That during service the appellant was absented from duty due to

some domestic problems. That the respondent Department issued
order dated 26.10.1992 whereby major penalty of dismissal from
service was imposed upon the appellant. Copy of the dismissal order
is attached @S ANNEXUN .. ierierirrsrarserarsarsersnsaasssssnssnseassssasnssnaras B.




s "-‘ “ ! )
. 3- That later on the appellant was charged in case FIR No.103, @

25-03-1993 under section 302/34 PPC in Police Station Mathani. That
later on the appellant was acquitted in the above mentioned criminal
case on the basis of compromise. Copy of the FIR & Judgment are
attached as annNexXur€..uuereesssseeenns : ....... C&D.
|

4- That after acquittal in the criminal case the appellant was preferred
Departmental appeal before the appellate authority but the same was
rejected. That appellant feeling aggrieved filed service appeal No.
269/1997 before this august Trlpunal which was dismissed vide
judgment dated 20.08.1998. Coples of the service appeal & judgment

are attached as ANNEXUrEuressreressan L AR S E.

5- That being aggrieved the appellant filed CPLA No.231-P/98 before
the Honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan which was later on
withdrawn with the request prefer an application before the
concerned authorities for seeking retirement on regular basis instead
of re-instatement, which was allowed and ordered accordingly. Copy
of the order is attached as anNEXUre....cueiiriiisasitaninnreaneanaes F.

6- That in pursuance of the order of the Supreme Court of Pakistan, the
appellant submitted an application to the respondent No.1 for
releasing the compassionate allowance in favor of the appellant on
the basis of his lengthy service i.e. 24 years. Copy of the application
is attached @S aNNEXUIE..vueverreiaisrsersrsarisenssassnssnssarsasnasssssssasas G.

7- That application of the appellant was pending before the concerned
authority for a long period and finally the concerned authority issued
a letter dated 25.10.2017 whereby the report was conveyed about
the destruction of service record of the appellant. Copy of the letter is
attached @S aNNEXUI. v rserversrsrsrsssssasassesasnssarsssasiarsssesassasassen H.

8- That appellant feeling aggrieved and having no other remedy but to
file the instant service appeal before this august tribunal on the
following grounds amongst the others. |

GROUNDS:
A- That the inaction of the respondents by allowing/granting two third
pension to the appellant is against the law, facts, norms of natural
justice and materials on the record hence not tenable in the eye of

law.

B- That appellant has not been treated by the respondent Department
in accordance with law and rules on the subject noted above and as
such the respondents violated Article 4 and 25 hence not tenable and

liable to be set aside.

&Y\S lé@:\i L
P
\\}\ 7



C- That appellant had served the Police Department for more than 23
years but inspite of that the respondent Department is not willing to
issue two third compassionate allowance in favor of the appellant.

D- That the respondent Department: acted in arbitrary and malafide
manner while not issuing two third compassionate allowance to the
appellant. , ,

E- That the inaction of the respondent Department is._discriminatory
while not issuing two third compassionate allowance in light of
section, 19(3) of the Civil Servant Act, 1973 to the appellant.

F- That in light of section-19 of the Civil Servant Act-1973 the appellant
is fully entitle for receiving two third compassionate allowance of his
service which is about 24 years.

G- That appellant seeks permission to advance other grounds and proofs
at the time of hearing.

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

appellant may be accepted as prayed for.

Dated: 22.07.2019.

APPELLANT

SHAHAB GUL
THROUGH: é |
NOOR MO KHATTAK

YR

ADVOCATES
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AMENDED APPEAL NO. -

/2019
~IN B
APPEAL NO. 2 Y4l /2017

Mr. Shahab Gul, Ex-Constable No 1410, -
Police Lines, PESNaWarl..v v evrrerererearervervrneanes Crreiessnesenrnnns

VERSUS

1- The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

2- The Secretary, Finance Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
3- The Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

4- The District Account Officer, District Peshawar.

................ rerernnrrensrsesenssessaese s RESPONDENTS

APPEAL UNDER SECTION4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
'SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE INACTION OF THE
RESPONDENTS BY NOT ALLOWING/GRANTING TWO THIRD
COMPASSIONATE ALLOWANCE IN LIGHT OF SECTION 19(3) OF THE
- CIVIL SERVANT ACT, 1973 AND AGAINST NO ACTION TAKEN ON
- THE _DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL OF APPELLANT WITHIN THE
STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINETY DAYS

PRAYER
That on aooepmnce of thls appeal the appeliant may very kindly be
allowed/granted two third compassionate allowance in light of
Section 19(3) of the Civil Servant Act, 1973. Any other remedy which
this august Tribunal deems fit that may also be awarded in favor of
the appellant.

ON FACTS:

R/SHEWETH:

- 1- That appellant was appointed as Constable No0.1410 in the
respondent Department vide order dated 29-07-1968. That right from
appointment the appellant has served the respondent Department
quite efficiently and upto the entire satisfaction of his superiors: Copy
of the appointment letter is attached as annexure..........vevenvvnennn A.

2- That during service the appellant waS absented from duty due to
some domestic problems. That the respondent Department issued
order dated 26.10.1992 whereby major penalty of dismissal from

service was imposed upon the appellant. Copy of the dismissal order
- iS attached @S anNNEeXUN .. iiiiiiieiriiiitirne e vasesrineseerestenassennssnee B.

Kh}br,r 1l nkhwa
. Servace Tribunal.



23.07.2019

Amended appeal has been submitted which is made part

of the original appeal.

The prayer contained in the ‘amended appeal is to the
effect that the appellant be allowed 2/3 of normal pension
as Compassionate Allowance under Rule 19(3) of the Khyber

Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants ct, 1973, —

The record sUggests that previously the appellant had

Si¢
be

he

submitted applications in the year 1999 as well as in 2015, 3
- S

wherein, réquest for conversion of his penalty of dismissal
from service to that of retirement was made. The record is
however silent regarding any prayer made in past through
departmental appeal as contained in the memorandum of

amended appeal.

Learned counsel, when confronted with the position,
stated that the appellant would be at present satisfied in
case instant amended appeal is sent to the departmental
appellate authority for its consideration and decision as a 7

§' - departmental appeal in accordance with law,
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;} - The request on behalf of the appellant appear's to be

reasonable. The delay, if any, may not hamper the legal

SRR 4

rights of the appellant including claim for accord of pension

or Compassionate Allowance. Certified copy of entire brief

§ of instant appeal, therefore, shall be sent to the respondent

o 3
ey 1o Lran

No. 1 for its decision on merits at an early occasion.

' Disposed of accordingly.  File be consigned to record
room.
\ | | \
\}~\Q Chairman '
l

Announced:
© 23.07.2019

~9-C

%
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- VAKALATNAMA o
 Belove the Lr forvice o tosren] Sl

OF 2019

o  (APPELLANT)
Stk ot é/// (PLAINTIFF)

(PETITIONER)

 hee popitt  Soereonm
1yl /////«ﬂé J/

Do hereby appoint and constitute NOOR MOHAMMAD
- KHATTAK, Advocate, Peshawar to appear, plead, act,
compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as
my/our Counsel/Advocate in the above noted matter,
without any liability for his default and with the authority to
erigage/appoint-any other Advocate Counsel on my/our cost.
I/we authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and
receive on my/our behalf all sums and amounts payable or

deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter.

0 /___jo19 - s
Dated. 2019 - I
"CLIENT

- Accéa*/m)

NOOR MOHAMMAD KHATTAK
— - o

SHAHZULLAH YQUSAFZAT

- MIR ZAMN
ADVOCATES
- OFFICE: .
Flat No.3, Upper Floor,
Islamia Club Building, Khyber Bazar,
Peshawar City.
" -Mobile N0.0345-9383141
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.1440/2019.

Ex- Constable Shahab Gul No.1410 of CCP, Pgshawar........................Appellant.

VERSUS.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.

" INDEX
S.NO DOCUMENTS ANNEXURE PAGE NO
1 Memo of L 13
comments
2 Affidavit S— 4
3 Copy of Rules A 5
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.1440/2019.

Ex- Constable Shahab Gul No.1410 of CCP, Peshawar...... cierieennLJAppellant.
VERSUS.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.

REPLY BY RESPONDENTS NO. 1, 2, &3.

Respectfully Sheweth:-
PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

1. That the appeal is badly barred by law & limitation.
2. That the appeal is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of necessary parties.
That the appellant has not come to Hon’able Tribunal with clean hands.
That the appellant has no cause of action and locus standi.

That the appellant is estopped by his own conduct to file the instant appeal.

That the appeal is not maintainable being devoid of any merit.

3
4
5
6. That the appellant has concealed the material facts from the Honorable Tribunal.
7
8. That this Hon’ble tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the appeal.

9

That the matter has already been dismissed by this Honorable Tribunal.

FACTS:-

(1) Correct to the extent that the appellant was appointed as constable in the year 1968 in
the respondent department. It is worth to mention here that the performance of the
appellant was not up to the mark. As per report of Incharge Fuiji Misal Branch,
service record of appellant has been destroyed in light of Police Rules 12.35. (copy
of Rules as annexure A)

(2) The appellant while posted at Police Lines Peshawar absented himself from official
and lawful duty without prior permission or leave from the competent authority. A
Final Show Cause Notice was issued and served upon appellant on home address
through local police station, but he failed to submit his reply. After observing all
codal formalities, he was awarded major punishment of dismissal from service.

(3) Para not related to answering réspondents, record. The appellant willfully absented
from his lawful duty without leave/permission.

(4) Correct to the extent that the appellant filed departmental appeal, which after due
consideration was rejected on the ground that the charges leveled against him was
proved. The appellant then filed Service appeal No.269/1997 before the honorable
tribunal which was also dismissed by the honorable service tribunal vide order dated
20.08.1998.



.(5) Correct to the extent that the appellant filed CPLA against the judgment of the

honorable Service Tribunal, before Apex Supreme Court of Pakistan, but the same
was withdrawn by appellant. |

(6) Incorrect. At the very outset appellant had sought remedy against the punishment
order of dismissal from service by the competent authority and subsequently the said
penalty when challenged in the honorable Service Tribunal was maintained on its
own merit and appeal of the appellant was turned down vide judgment order dated
20.08.1998, which clearly suggests that punishment order passed by the respondent
department was in accordance with facts and law/rules.

(7) Incorrect as explained above, the punishment awarded to the appellant was
maintained by the Service Tribunal. Then appellant approached the Apex Court by
filing CPLA against the order of Service Tribunal, but when the appellant came to
know that punishment awarded to him is likely to be sustained, he withdraw his
petition on his own without any consent of respondent department. It is worth to
clarify that respondent department had no binding to accept his application rather
department has to contest his CPLA.

(8) That appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and limitation may be dismissed
on the following grounds.

GROUNDS:-

A- Incorrect. The appellant was treated as pr law/rules. In fact the appellant availed all
remedy and no injustice has been done by the respondent department.

B- Incorrect. The appellant was treated as per law/rules and no violation of the
constitution of Pakistan 1973 has been done by the respondents department.

C- Incorrect. The appellant has also agitated the issue of compensation for his service
rendered in the department, but this aspect was also ignored by the Service Tribunal
and dismissed his appeal.

D- Incorrect. In fact the appellant availed all remedy and no injustice has been done by
the respondent department.

E- Incorrect. The appellant was dismissed by the competent authority as per law/rules.
The service appeal of the appellant was also dismissed by the honorable tribunal.
Infact the appellant not is entitled for any compensation.

F- Incorrect. As explained above.

G- Respondents also seek permission of this Honorable Tribunal to raise additional

grounds at the time of arguments.



Keeping in view the above stated facts & reasons it is, most humbly prayed that

the appeal of the appellant being devoid of merits and limitation, may kindly be

dismissed with costs please.

Finahce Department,
eshawar.

Provingsal Police Officer,
unkhwa, Peshawar.

c /
Capita¥ City Police Officer,

Peshawar.
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- BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR.

Service Appeal No.1440/2019.

Ex- Constable Shahab Gul No.1410 of CCP, Peshawar........................Appellant.
VERSUS.
Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and others. Respondents.
AFFIDAVIT.

We respondents 1, 2 and 3 do hereby solemnly affirm and declare that the
contents of the written reply are true and correct to the best of our knowledge and belief

and nothing has concealed/kept secret from this Honorable Tribunal.

.

.

Secr ,
Government of Kh Pakhtunkhwa,
Finance Department,
Peshawar.

Provincial Poli€¢e Officer,
Khyber Pa khwa, Peshawar.

‘35 ’)% 7
CapitatCity PoNce Officer,

Peshawar.
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Chap. x11, * APPOINTME

B A
NTS ANDJ ENROLMENTS, 35—36

’fh‘an"'speciﬁc rewards granted undir the Provisions of Chap-
i~ ter XV.  Police office

r's are strictfy forbidden either *thep,.

I 1285, ,'Character and service rofls shall

L locked  cabinet Containing 4 sufficient
'robe 0¥ Of character number of drawers for the Purpose.  The
rolls of upper subordinates  shgjj be kept
,-‘71'11 the upper drawers, and those of lower subordinates i the
" other draWers, according to- thejr district constabulary num-
‘bers.

be kept in 3

quitted the service or died
drawer for three years, after
which they and the [J

| rdu personal fileg (rule 12 39) relating to
them shall be destroyed, '

- 12:36. (1) Service books in form F. R TO as required

. by Articles 73 and 94, Civi Account
Service books, . .

, Code, shall be maintained for g upper

subordinates and establishment appointed  otherwise than

under the Police Act to whole time pensionable employment.

(2) Service books shall be kept

€pt i the office in which the
pay of the persop concerned is  drawn. Entries in
books shall be in Ep

service
glish and shall be Properly attested by the
* Superintendent. "hen non-gazetted officers are officiating

(3) The service books in each office should be taken up
for verification of pensionable service at a fixed time eqch
‘ year, say in January, by the-head of the office who, after satig-
fying himself that the services of the Government servant
concerned are correctly recorded in his service book, shold

record in it a certificate in the following  form over hijs
signature : —

“Service verified up to

.................. (date) from
(the record from which the v

erification is made). "’

19
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Before the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar
Appeal N0.1440/2020 .
Mr.Shahab Gul ..... reesresiness Appellant
VERSUS |
Inspector General of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & others..._..v....Responden‘ts |

(Reply on Behalf of Respondent No. 04)

Respectfully Sheweth:-

Para No. 01 to 8.

Being an Administrative matter, the issue relates to Respondent No.
1 and 2. Hence, they are in a better position to redress the grievances of the
Appellant. The Pension case of the Appellant when received to this office will be
dealt in accordance with the rules. Besides, the Appellant has raised no
grievances against this office.

It is pertinent to mention here that the Administrative Department
as well as the appellant have not submitted the pension case of the appellant to
Respondent No.4. As and when received Respondent No.4 will be entertained
under the Pension rules without any delay. :

Keeping in view the above mentioned facts, it is humbly prayed that
the Appellant may be directed to approach Respondent No. 1 and 2 for the
satisfaction of h&g grievances and the appeal in hand may be dismissed with cost.

"13/ ACCOUNTANT GENERAL
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA All communications should be

addressed to the Registrar KPK Service
SERVICE TRI§UN AL, PESHAWAR Tribunal and not any official by name.
No. 5t18-814 ssv

Ph:- 091-9212281
Fax:- 091-9213262

Dated: 22-9 - 12022

To

1. The Inspector General of Police,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.
2. Capital City Police Officer,
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
Peshawar.

Subject: JUDGMENT IN APPEAL NO. 1440/2019 MR. SHAHAB GUL.

| am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated
13.01.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Encl: As above

[

REGISTRAR .
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
- SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR



cxecuuve District- Offi/. 2¢n00Is and Literacy'v. =~ -16a7. -
Qamsar Dost Khan (Syed Jamshed Al 1) yv. o le3r

[ (Against the order, dated 25-8-2004 | y High Ce '
B awar in Service Appeal 'No.'Sli-,°f 2003).. pa@sed » ngh Court of
rth West Frontier Province. Service Triburals Act (i 0f'1.9‘74)“
o 4--Appeal before Service Tr‘ﬁ?‘l{nal---Maintainability...-n is on
Jio21 order, original or appellate, aganSt which an appeal ljes :S Nover

et Frontier Province Service Tribuna- [P 16351 A . o oy

. . : " g T —'—‘—q——-_:—'— .

Rixorth We ier Provi Nso Tribui b T af vaman

North W st Frogtlgr Prpv;uce Spl_'yncat\];‘: ‘blfnéls Act (Iof 1974)-- . .
s, 4 &V’I‘-_-‘-Ng_rﬁ'l_'West' _Frg'r:itie'r‘PfoViricc'§ei’*‘,’-§9£ Tribunals Ruj -
: .3.27—--AServ1c9 :Tribimal.—'é-]hﬁsdiction—--Direciioﬂ» to k'ie"éi’ﬁh : tt:sl
1qesr--'Nonfgvailability ‘of any finai order--;.Gr'ievancg of " c'll '
@vants was that after their appointment as'PTC teachers t.hey'werievcwl '

,.any;»/‘hgre--;Service Tribunal allowed - appeals ,ﬁled ‘b cnolt g
ams and’ directed departmental authority to issue pdsting or}:ler.;VI a f
dr‘zu§e_d by'Auth.m.'ities. was th_'at Service Tribunal did not have a;- ot
iction to issue direction to them and appeal filed by civil servant)s’
'I}Ot _;ngn_ntamable as there was no final order---Validity---Powers
dmed'in R.27 of North West Frontier Province Service Tribunal :
gs. 1974, were not:intended -to.enlarge the scope of 'S:4':‘10f“-1‘10:'l . ‘

- 1630  SUPREME COURT MONTHLY REVIEW - [Vol. XXX

under section 161, Cr.P.C. It was never recorded in the presexice of ._\,"
doctor. It does not bear any date. The Investigating Officer admitted
he recorded Exh.P.A./3 on the basis of already recorded statemeg
Exh.PA./2. That it was handed over to him by some unknown persq§
Because of the aforesaid background Exh.P.A./3 is a word-by-worl,
reproduction of Exh,P.A./2. Khair Muhammad had remaingl]
unconscious for ‘quite some time and was so unconscious even whex
Investigating Officer contacted him “in- the Lady Reading ‘Hospita

* Peshawar. The strong possibility cannot be ruled out, as rightly h

«the High Court, that it could be the tesult of consultations and promp
by the relatives. This statemient also ‘cahnot be rélied upon as. gen
dying declaration. o e -

. 5.° Next is the identification of the accused on the spot. The tor«
the light of which the accused were identified, ‘was prodiiced before {3
.In\"estig'ating ‘Officer sixteen days after the occurrence. ‘The one Hil

Akbar who produced the same before he Investigating Officer was o
produced at the trial and hence there is no satisfactory evidence that tiy
torch preduced in the given circumstances was the same, available 21§
time . of occurrence. It was never found on.the spot along . with QUig
recoveries though there was no occasion for the injured and the de¢
to have carried it along. There is no.evidence as to how it came 1

possession of Haid Akbar, who was not produced. . o
6. In nutshell, we are convinced that the dying declarations

“instant case. are not worthy of credence and cannot be placed rel
dpon in a case of capital charge., We are also convinced that it ¥
unseen night occurrence where “the identity of the accused could 7
established. The respondents, therefore, were rightly acquitted.
being no force in the petition, it is hereby dismissed and leave 10 %g

“refused. o . . '

. M.H/H-10/SC

v

Frontier- Proyince- Service Tribunals Act, 1974---Siich powéer was
jable to' Service Tribunal while hearing an appeal: and pués‘tio wa;. S
ainability of an appeal was to be answered with ieferegcé io 2*04' R
North. West Frontier Province Service Tribunals Act 1‘)7-': £.cf
Jd not been such an order within the contemplation (;f $4 x;t ‘
est Frontier Province Service Tribunals Act; 1974 which could -
unqer challerige- before North West Frontiet Prb’vihc'é'Ser‘vice a
Relief claimed: by civil servants through appeals was m the N
-IE command 1o eraf‘tt‘nental authority to give them s;itab,leh - ) ‘
o ;s;en‘ €, the civil serYants ‘'were  seeking writ of . S ” ﬁ
2 t_Urwl ich jurisdiction the Servxce Tribunal did not possess—- 5 N
k. h\} S:::F to Tfl;?peal was conyerteq info appeal and judgment .- ) ;
i3 -1637]“;;& Sbunal' was jsgt 'asxée---Appeag was allow_ed. R r.; N .

tretary to the Government -of N.-W.F.P., Agriculture b . e AA
. "} W\ ﬁ)' “/\ "Wy
" J/ o>

2006 S C M R 1630
[Supreme Court of Pakistan] -
. Present: Ch. ljaz Ahmad'and Syed Jamshed Ali, 3
EXECUTIVE DISTRICT OFFICER SCHOOLS AND

Nt v, Asmatullah Khan and others 2003 PLC (C

' : I an (C.5.) 1289
" lédx x}mjad Malik -v: Pakistan State Oils Co. Ltd. and others
Lo ; {C.S.) 318; Muhammad Zahid Igbal and othets v. D.E.O. . ' g |

d others 2006, SCMR 285:- Muhammad Sarwar v. The St:m; L 1 J:QBQ

..-, | . I.,F'I.‘ERA‘CY,ﬁDIS"I‘RICT DIR L(?WER and oth‘ers‘-w-».-.Péti_tioﬂﬁ ;SC 278 and Board of Intermediate and Secondary Education :
o SR versus | o D"‘gg its Chairman and another v. Mst. Salma Afroze and 2 : )ﬁ
© . .QAMAR DOST KHAN and others----Resporidents sdi 25C 263 rel. o o IR ' \,’\/\Q\
: ~ o sdictiona.. ' vov

Civil Petitions Nos.786, 787 and 788fP of 2004, ’decided on 3_‘

2005, R on of JurlsQ1ctxon—--Ralsmg for the. first time before Supreme

ot

 SCMR. -




[ sBUICLULHGET Schools and Litericy 'y

(Agaiist the order, datedy 28-8-2004 passed
Hawar,in.Sé"r\iicc Appeal No.51 }‘.Of.Z(.)O3,).(: il .
eady recorded state 8 RINorth West Frontier Province! Service Tribunas Act (Fof 1974)...
m V B. 4“;ADPC?i-"b§éfoié>.S‘er\}ipé"Tr'i;»l‘iuilal—--Mainiéinébih‘ty--;
il order, original or appeliate, against which ap
West Frontier Province Service Ty
unconscious for quite some time and was so unconscious even when i i O P o

It is only a
appeal ﬁesj.‘t_g__N_onh

onverted info_appe;
ISet - aside---Appeal was
. - ”', . { P

Yy -
:

P PRI VLS. 3

) "'_,_.;;dm‘ié‘r'.h-rﬁéntfrof*'N._-w.FfP.,' grictltire
atullah Khanuiand others 2003 PLC(C.S.) 1289,
alik v. Bakisﬁan«—St-'ate‘jOi_lsj »CO-'—;Ltd-'r?al'ld}.bth'é'ris_’
318; "Muhammag, Zahid:Igbal. ang :othersy. D Erg; -
others 2006, SCMR 285:. My “Sarws ,

'. EXECUTIVEDIST RICT OFFICER ‘SCHOOLS
ITERACY, i'DISTmCT"DIR LOWER and f@ther's
LI versus e
: "QAMXR_DHST, KHAN and 6:1ie'r_§-';-.~,R¢spon_,dqu
zflvxl Pétitioné Nos.786, ,787— and.'788-Pf-'ofa_2004, —deciged
200 AT e T

_Qamar Dost Khan, Sved lamsheq gy, gy~ "+ 1631

b5 High Coury o [ S

|

bundl. 1p. 1635 4. o i

Investigating - Officer contacted him' in. the Lady Reading Hospi E ortl:r‘Wgst‘ Frontier lﬁ:pvmce S’ervnc‘.at\'bl’\;‘!bbblfm?l‘s,Act (IOf 1974,) 3"

Peshawai. The strong p'oss'ibility cannot be r_qlgdr-‘p};_t,.:‘ S Tight 4 & 7-=-North 'We§t Frontier Pro_yxp_cg‘_Sﬁﬂ@f@ﬁTybygg@lkaes - htj

' the High Coutt’ thr could'be the result of Consultations arid 11iby ""‘"“"s"‘c“"“?'fp"-ecg.‘?“ - departmental .7 "1

; by, iﬁe"rélativé's-" This statement also :-.éaﬁnot:.l_;e;rehe_q -upon lab i any .fmal_, ord e;"--—ervanég' of Givil ,{

' dying declaration., . - -. e T S was that afte{-'ﬂ?elr appointment a"sfPTC:teag:hers, they were not i
AR anywhere--Sérvice - Tribyn

5.

R i .

2




. QYUK 1, VIV Ry VIEW. ©  [Vol. X33 B06] Executive District Officer' Schools and Literacy. v, *. 1633 - ¢
‘ ! }[632"--“ SUPREME COLK L __;"?5:HL¥.1_1E S UG _ - Qamar DostKhian (Syed Jamshed Ali;J)' -, - . e

SIS S tion'bf“jufis('jiéfianfgbes to the root of cas@
-—-Principles---Question 01 )™ ®jiction g NN 1
{_Couﬁ I;ised I;'o'r,thé first ime ’-e_‘"’fn}while appearing before lhe h
{ / canbe rf country-:-Only constraint Lo,/ - party could be said.3
/ -Court 0% ise question of JUTisdiC i 1 . 5i1d be where the party i
- estopped to raise quesh "OF lprk ot and on th It 53
P iy ked jurisdiction of Court OF.‘mriuna) and on-the result ol
mvfovourable repudiates its OWT action ,a“d-th-rowsv _challen_ge tq e
jurisdiction of such Court of T but even in suih a case, it depl
S ]u'r’lia'cts of ;that case-—-Yet 2hother '..caseAwhere--qugsflon"°f,Ju“§d_,
oo be entertained Gt the first time before superior Courts coy}
may pot be CIET Ul Lhe JIrst time. -raising objection 2y
. whierthe_€quides are plainly against the Peg{’%{? ﬁe%l'g*-ahf or
1 comseauence would be to, perpetuate all ill-gotten gain or tol8
ipheld consequence would be to. perpetuate 211 1i-goieH, £2
g .Z{,’f.‘ﬁt e pléixi%’ unjust conseguence--Objection to jurisdiction. shoy

!
. SYED JAMSHED ALI J.--:
Eitions Nos.786, 787 anid 788-P of 2
8 and fact are involved therein, The
Bhereunder. )

This rder shall dispose of CiviT-~

004 because common' queéstions of -

facts of the cases are briefly noted’

2. Qamar Dost Khan, respondent-isi C.P.'No.786-P of 2004; Gul
o fiian Khan, respondent in.C.P. No.787-P of 2004 and Saeed Anwar im

g N0.788-P 6f 2004 claimed to have been -appointed as PTC teachers ‘

i6-separate orders dated 23-4-1998.Their grievance in the appeals’

pre” the N.-W.F.P. Service ‘Tribunal was that. the .departmental .

ties. were not “issuing any posting order. ‘Qamar Dost_Khan;”

) : ised for the first fime before ' Sup grondent in C.P. " No.786-P “of 2004, “stated _tg,'ﬁa\}e',made' a. -
) be shut even ‘hg‘ﬁhE raised for the PR g csentation ‘on 4-12-1999 to the Incharge Monitoring Cell and'
.z -Court. ip; 1636_] TR Etiplaints and a departmental representation on 21-10-2002" for a
3 T f justices- _ fitable posting and then approached the learned N.-W.F.Pp. Servicé |
i+ (d) Administration o S SO . unal by filing appeals on 1-2-2003, . B ;
- Duty of Court or Tribunal---Non-engaging of counsel by a p ¥ y 0 appe : '

" Effect-—-Court or Tribunal has to decide lis before it in fxcc«:riiance
13 and ‘parties are not bound to.engage a counsel--_—l.usuc; st
. 1:::' is the duty-of Court, which can neither be abdn_ca}:; o
i »f litigants ir lawyers nor" it'be
in ignorance of litigants or their awy be 2
:I\:::i?d g;-ugiz pretext that a question of law going to @_e root of
. was not raised promptly: ,[;.). 1636]D

: The appeals were contested on a nixm er of grounds including - g

appeals were barred by time, and these were not maintainable as the: . ko

ndents were not civil servants, since they had never taken over -the”

jaie of the post. On facts, the position taken ‘was that the- orders of -

ent of the respondents were invalid and dubious. As far as -
» Gul Zaman Khai, respondent in C.P, No.787-P of 2004

S e d Anwar, respondent in C:P.No.788-P of.2004, are-coneerned,; —
o | (é) Jurisdiction--- L Cene e m the objections noted above, an additional objection was taken.. -

---Tertitorial or pecuniary jurisdiction---Scopé---Objection
'ori’pecun'iéry jurisdiction is regulated by Civil Procedure (oG

“weré “not duly Qqualified on the date of submission: of the
. Suit Valuation Act,-1887,’~rq§pec_tvi\'_'ely.._4‘[p,.' '-'1637]. F |

¥The learned Service Tribunal, however, relying on their own . [
Ut in Appeal No.2879 of 2000 titléd Nasrullah v. D.E:0. (M)
, Dir Lower and others, allowed all. the three appeals . -
anding”their ‘Gbservation that “it is the burden of respondent- . .
it to verify the authenticity of the claims of the appellants . ..

. (f) Jurisdiction---

L - . " _‘ ,_-'7' "‘ ' ,on
_:-Conferring. of jurisdiction---Principle---Jurisdiction E’asc' B
" either Constitutiori - or law---Consent. ?r~acqm¢sci?3?7] P
|| ' considered as a factor conferring jurisdiction. [P N
C “.':. . Maulvx Aiiz;utLRehIﬁa;i v. Ahmad Khanafslg (t)'xm:lrlz 5
*_1622; Ali Mubammad and others v. Muhammad Shafi and
© ~1996 SC 292; Shagufta Begum v,-ThedI_l}l;:Q{neA :di’;lah K

one-B, Lahore PLD 1989 SC 360 and. Haji Abdul

=<l departmeital enguiry, if they so. desire” .-

the learned Additional Advocate:General, $ibmits that " the
tal appeal lay. only against a final order and in these cases
‘0o order to be assailed before the learned Service Tribunak:'
5n'dents were not - permitted to join the posts becauseé their
nt orders were forged and bogus. and, theréfore; . they never E
the status _of a civil servant to invoke section” 4 -of “ the
P. Service Tribunals Act, 1974 and that the :so-called
tal appeal was  filed by Qamar Dost Khan on'21-10:2002: and-

PR
" M. Saced Khan, A.A.-G. for Petitioners (in all case)
» ‘Khushdil Khan Mohmand; ,Advocaie Supreme CO

: . . Ot against any order, it was for directing a posting:\In“the ‘other.
| g . in all cas & ! . ; P
Adam Khan,-Adv’ocate-qn-Récol@ 'for Respofldents:_(,- - 5, he Submits that no representation was filed, even it be
SCMR
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| assumed _that ;ésp'évx'x'dentév cc;uld,in\kck{a the jurisdiction of N.-W.F}
Service Tribunal. In case of Gul-Zaman Khan and :Saeed Anwar, 3
 invited our attention to the copy. of .the.PTC certificatés, show;fl

* closing date was 13-10-1997. It was maintained that since they were njz3
“ eligible; - there “was no question of their being summoned for teést L;;

- record of appointment of these respondents. is: available with 38

" Rasheed, Asghar Khan, Mihammad Saleem Khan, Muhammiad Isha

. explained that the basis of this-conisolidated order; dated 23-4-1998

" genuine selectees and the dép’am'nem had record of those: Si,
- Learned ‘counsel for the respondents’ strenously: reli€d on the cafg
" Nasrullah Khan relied upon by . flie:learned—Service - Fribunas
" Secretary to the Government of N.-W.F.P., Agriculture. Depart
. Asmatullah Khan and others 2003 PLC (C.S.) 1289 and Muh

" 318 to contend that the rule of consistency was rightly followed'k
- N.-W.E.P. Service Tribunal in allowing the appeal of the res
" He urged that if the record was not available with the de

" respondents should not be made to suffer. As far as Gul Zar

. and Saeed Anwar Khan are concerned, he submits that before g
" “their selection, they had become eligible and, therefore, their s¢g

- was in order. As far as objection of non-maintainability of the

* " before the learned Service Tribunal is concerned, he contends

", bawever, relied-on rule 27 of the N.-W.F.P. Service Tribupa!$

" '18747.which -according to his- reading, gave jurisdiction to the:! .
. Servicer Tribunal to entertain and adjudicate-upon the grievancig

- scMRr

; . Qamar Dost Khan (Syed Jamshed Ali, J) .
5. Exercising his right. of _rebuttal, "t
fvocate-General ‘relied. on -Muhammad. Zah
g O. Mardan. and others 2006 SCMR 285,
%rullah, he. submitted that the fact of
Mtinguishable because there was no allegation
Wagainst Nasrullah. :

. id Igbal. and.-others-v: -

announcement of their result on°24-2-1998 while the public noti}

I ‘ . -£-1735. while the said case were
through press, inviting applications was issued on 3-10-1997 and {®

of fraud ‘and forgery

interview for selection to, the -post. of PTC teachers. He submits th

Biice Tribunals

i T

" conditions of his service ‘thay, ‘within thirty days ' of |

- communication of such. order'to him or within s ys.of she
establishment of the appropriate Tribunal havig jurisdiction in
- the mattér- pr unal v1'n'g_ jurisdiction in

EProvided that: ..

which name of respondent Qamar Dost also appears) such as Muhammid

Inayat Ullah which were placed on record to contend that the afor
officers in the said order were in receipt of salaries which was. by itsl
‘sufficient to defeat the plea of the departmental authorities that-the ord¢i3
dated 23-4-1998,was a forged -document.” Before we proceed furt!gy
we would like fo observe here that the :departmental representative &

. . -
.
P SO te0ecencnnniadanns
. aseesiacas

separate orders, the copy of the orders being relied upon gontain
two so-called selectees but as a matter of fact sixteen out of them

B Original or ' appellate
.P. Service. Tribunal. The powers of the Tribunal are. given.in
7. cf the sdid Act, according to which. “the "Tfiﬁﬁﬁlzvihiyi ol
Xt dside, vary or modify the order appeal against.” (hﬂde'rlining
i il::;le 27 of N.-W.F.P. Service Tribunals Rules, 1974 which is
e erembetot e oMl 10 e respondents s e

Amjad Malik v. Pakistan State Oil Co. Ltd. and others 2005 PLC'.,

b~ Additional powers of the Tribunal,— Ne hins 1 fheses s

a1 powers of the Tribunal.-- Nothing in these rules.

;@1 be deemed to limit or otherwise affect. tze powers of a

ribupal 'to fnake* such. orders as may be nec;esséry for the
;l: _of. Justice or to prevent abuse of the prbccss of the -

such objection was taken before the learned Service Tribuf S contained in:rule 27 are not intended to enlarge the scope. of
blA careful reading of the said rule shows that this power will
:b-e‘to‘the)‘l‘nbunal while hearing an-appeal and the quéstion of
Oility of an appeal is to be answered ‘with reference to|B
and 7 of the Act. There has, not been such an order within the

respondents, He maintains that the respondents had Submitted-~J
reposts:and;had; thus, become civil servants. ,

.

a

-

eacvunve visinct Officer Schools and Literacy v, - © 1635
_the learned Additiomal” j
.Explaining-the case -of - :‘“
Right o‘t_"v,'appeal"haé weaneatedbysectmn 4of &heN-WFP o :

',Ag:t',- ?97.4"’“ wi}l be‘;-appropriatgzto reproduce the said . .

ix months ofthe :

“““ _‘,‘-L,..._‘....(undethmng;s(ours)» ;.T" .‘ .
reading of the said provision shows that it is-only against 2 finalt -

te, against which' an appeal.:lies to-the[A. -

p:2lon. of section 4 which could A
3 IS could bgvbrouglgt-,vunder challenge| . =~ -

SRR , S : ) o Lo . ‘ . \ ] 1 “A ‘ éal ‘to Tribunal .-i-.-»-' An, ey L ) R S ‘ ‘
. 5...The léarned counsel for the respondents first addressed usj final ~ordér, whether~ oris zxalc l‘!‘l’lf searyanltl ..:‘SGEE‘{W_ ;b_?';ﬂa_—'.‘_! R .
C.P, No.786-P of 2004. On-the basis' of pay rolls of d number g departmental authority i respect of any of The secmeams < | %
- officials whose names find mention in the order, dated '23-4-1998 1 & . any of fthe terms .and - - |




R S LA .,vva-a\usu‘n{ AT AsAN R s,uvr«ana.us A\uyaaa‘vv HeR A AT MA ; B L n“‘ wiian Khan v, Surraya P_arVeen e e )
e R o ' ‘ ' (AbdlllHameedDogar ) ST e
i als Wit “the subject—matter j o
feconiary jurisdiction.. . Objections™ 16 . the . «aid . Fial-
g ; ‘10 .-the . sa s e o R

¥ gulated._respecnygiy by_ ,_the ,‘G ode 0f~C1v;l » said Jurisdictions:.. ;a!_ei )

before the learned N “W.F.P. Serwce Tnbunal The relref clalmed

~ the respondents through. the appeals was in the nature of a ¢commang
the departmental: authority to give-them suitable posting. In essence,
were seeking issuance of writ of mandamus whlch Junsdxctro Ty
leamed Tribunal did not.possess. L ,

uatron Act

g We imay also add that

8. The contention of the learned counsel for the respondents R Constitution or law. Consent or acquiescence i
.«the question ~of - non-mamtamabxhtyf of. the appeals. before the: learn® r " The
" Tribunal, in-the absence of a final order’ of the departmental authofjfy
" oot havmg been raised before, the learned Tribunal, could not be all . 5 4 ' : :
- to be raised before this Court, has not impressed us. for the: reason . 2mmad Shafi and others PLD. 1995 SC 292; Shagufta Begucs
- question of urlsdrction g0es to the Toot of the case and could be raf . egum
for«the firs “time; even'® ‘while appeanng ‘before thé_highest” Court. of 38
country Ttisa fundarnental principle. of law that a.Court ‘or Tribunal i
to’ T:lecrde th" 118 before it rn,accordance with law and parties’ ar
) boun”d to engage a counsel Justrce accordmg to law is the. duty ofiH
‘ o Court which ‘can nerther ‘be abdicated * in favour of the whims Q&
- -ignorance of the litigants or their lawyérs nor it be avoided or evad b
I the pretext that a question of law going to the root of the case wasi
" raised promptly. In making the above observatlons I am fortified D
following observations of this Court in Muhamrnad Sarwar v. Th
PLD196980278 o T c
- “It appears that the Judges were not properly advrsed but
-~ . . to be said that there is a well-known adage that a J
vt rwear call-the law of the cog,ntry on the sleeve of
P (underlmmg is ours) s ;yw cee

B ! Nd

pie * fficer, Circl . gum v. The
Bl Abdullah Knan ang oo, 2O°CB» Lahore PLD 1989'sc 360 ang "

D 1965 SC 630 Shere v Nrsar Muhammad Khan and’ others_

E 10 Accordrngly, these petmons are
wed and the Jndgment of the learned Se

converted mto appeals. are,H
‘. H /E-2/SC

rvrce Tnbunal is set’ asrde

Appeal allowed o

RE 2006SCMR1637 oo
e ISupreme Court o! Pakistan] *‘.? . o g

. Present: Javed iqbal ard Abdut Hamid Dogar .7:7 ; 7i~;.=” '

ATA ULLAH KHAN and others«--Pemloners

ce =T versus
Mst SURRAYA*PARVEEN—---Respondent

-y

tion No 102 of 2005 decided on 13th March 2006

A ‘ Omappeal from the order dated 2-12-
* and_on the ‘result ‘being unfavourable repudiates its Swn :ach 1ore passed ini Civil ReVlﬂon No. 146123?30%1;3 GLahOfe ngh T
| threws:challenge:to the jurisdiction of; the said Court o ab -
’ even in such: a.case, it will depeiid on the facts of that cast Pre-emptlon Act (IX of 1990)“.' o
. case where questmn -of Jumsdlctmn ‘may not be ‘éntertain dufo : -Constrtutron of Pakrstan (1973) Art 185 3
time ‘before: superlor Courts’ could be when the equme “al mptron---Shafi Khalit -and Shafi' ( )
agarnst the person: ratsmg objecnon and if upheld the conséqu ,ad---Proot'---Pre-emptor o Comi
Immediately disclosed her intentio

f village in presence of witnesses

---Superror nght
1ar---Talb-1-Muwathxbat and

ming to know about - ‘sale on -
N to pre-empt the suit-lasid °

---Sale ‘wag kept secret and - ‘

Ho not"éee that t.he‘objectton 10 Jurrsdrctlom ‘should be shut ¢ ; dwledge of pre-emptor after about 4
8 arse& 'for the frst ume before thrs Court. We. ﬁnd yet ZnotheTsigu o’ ;Vh?s established. and not.-r‘ebutted---lt:::tun: Itl)ttl‘l:;ezl:ld 24 dags,
r*A . - . m
éml i’ "7 fy Y fuad on the same day i.e, 22-6-1995, after _gettin, 1t8 o
sdictron,b e learned, Tnbunal lest the impugned Jud v Wtul witnesses algo stood established on S F attested.

A ate

may add a.word of cautton i.e. that this juds 1 record---Witnesses. of

A‘fifeéedent We supehor right on the o
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ETORE ot Na: 3

MOTION CASES

6 WP 2622.P12020 Mis Traval Agencies Assoclatic  bMuhammad Yasir Khatiak ...

§7.

14,

ki S

o8

With IR{Travolling
mattars!

Tourismilicer
{Y64038;

W.P 3034.P12020

With IR(}

(4687 ue!

PI2020(Appointou
nt as Computor
Oporator)

{163813;

W.P 3484-P/2020
With
IR(Extension/Dep
utation}

{16408,

W.P 3924-P/2020
With IR()
(165632

Vis

Fad of Pakistan etc

Hazrat Bilal
Vis
Govt of KPK ¢lc

Adil Nawaz
Vis
Govt of KPK

Alam Zeb
Vis
Secrotary Govt KP

Rahim Khan
Vs

National Bank Pak,

Oepuly Allomey General, Ah
Gohar Durrani, Adil Saeed,
Shakee! Aghghar, Zakaullah Kh
Azlz Ghatar, Muhammad Anwar
Khan Banvi, Writ Petilion Brang)
AG Office, Qolat Khan

NobtiMunammad Kiigitak

Hidayatullah (Focal Pamson),
Mubammad Khahd Mallen, Wit
Petition Braneh AG Office

Fazal llahl

Hitlayatulla 35/87 J
tuhammad Kuanu wisuen, Wi
Petilion Branch AG Office, Qala
Khar

Abdul Rauf Rohaila

Deputy Attorney General, Asad
ullah Khan, Mr. Zakaullah Jan, b
Farhad Durrani, Muhammad
Arwar Khan Banvi, Writ Petition
Branch AG Office, Qalat Khan

Amjad Al (Mardan)

Muhammad All, Riaz Hussain
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MR JUSTICE ROOH UL AMIN KHAN &
MR, JUSTICE LAZ ANWAR

16. W.P 3042-Pi2o20(
{ve2770!

7. W.P 3305-Pi2020
with IR{Re-
Instatement)
{16638,

6. WP 3466-P12020(
(164 158]

5. W.P 3820-PI2020
With IR()
{rE5218,

20, W.P 4010-P/2020(
(165731}

2. W.P 4101-Piz020(
FIBASHE

Mst. Zainab irshad
Yis
Director Education ote

Muhammad Imean

Vis {Date By Court)

DG NAB

Muhammad Yousaf
Vis
Govi of KPK

Arif Uliah
Vis
Govt

Akhtar Hussain
Vis
Commmantdant FRP

Kashif ullah
. Vis
Federation of Pak

Lol Na: 2

Syed Rifagat Shah

Hidayalllah (Focal Person),
Muhammad Khalid Malten, Writ
Petition Branch AG Office

Zia ud Din Khan

Syed Azeem Dad ADPG NAB
Sofia Siddigui

aaMihammad Khatlak

Hidayatullah (Focal Person),
Muharnmad Khalid Matten, Wit
Pelition Branch AG Office

Munsil Saeed

Hidayatullah (Focal Persony,
Muhammad Khalid Matien, Writ
Petifion Branch AG Diffice

Saaduliah Khan Marwat

- Wit Petition Branch AG Office,

Saiman Khan 5258 {Focal Perst
IGF)

Irfan All Yousafzal

Shakir Ullah &fridl, Deputy

Allomey General, Zargham Ishe

Khan

V1 Brahue Pesdiawsr High {inrs

;

¥
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24,

25

W.P 4024-
P/2020({Sarvice

mattors/PaylAllow

ancel/Ro-

Imbursement)
{iesrea

W.P 4260-P12020

with IR, with CM
No. 1815/2021()
{166400;

W.P 4364-PI12020(

(VBETAT

W.P 4477-P12020(

(165370

W.P 4773-Pi2020
With IR{)
(167786

Aftaby Ahmad

Vis

~ Secrotary Hoalth

Dr. Irshad Ahmed Khan
Vis {Ciate By Court)

Zarai Taraquiati Bank

Mulana Asmat Khan
Vis
Govt of KPK

Attaullah jan
Vis
Govt of KPK

Sulalman Khan
Vis
Director Goneral KPK Food

Ot N 3

Altig Ur Rehman, Fida Mubamir
Yousafeal (Swabl)

Sadagat Ullaly, Wril Petilion
Branch AG Office, Dr. Amer
Hamid, Salman Khan 52588 (Foc
Person IGP)

Adeel Anwar Jehanglr

Muhammad Saced Ahmad, Ms.
Rukhsana Perveen, Malik Javid
igbal Wains

(Muhammad Khattak

Masir Mehmiood, Muhammad
Javed, Writ Petilion Branch AG
Cffice, Qalat Khan

Javed igbal Gulbela

Adtaf Hussain, Kabir Khan, Wit
Pelition Branch AG Office

Syed Rabimat All Shah
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