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The execution petition of Mr. Nazir Ullah submitted today by Syed 

Roman Shah Advocate. It is fixed for implementation report before Single Bench

. Original file be requisitioned. AAG has noted 

the next date. The respondents, be issued notices to submit 

compliance/implementation report on the date f^ed.

23.09.2022
1

3S>
at Peshawar on

.!
By the order of Chairman

MA/Ri^ST’Jl/^R
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHVMA,

PESHAWAR.

CMNd:-
In
ServicE Appeal No:- 843I/2D2D

Nazir Ullah S/o Noor Jamal R/o Sai Kot Tehsil 
Takht-e-Nasrati District Karak

Petitioner/Decree Holder

Versus

Provincial Police officer/ inspector General of 
Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

INDEX

S# Description of the Documents Annex Pages
Execution Petition .1. *

l-XAffidavit.■2. *

3Copy of judgment/order of this 

Honourable Tribunal dated 14/07/2022 

Copy of Application

3.
"A"

1-84.
"B" ?

Wakalat Noma5.

/O

Dated:- 23/09/2022 Pel^on^er
Through:- f../■

Syed RbmaTi ShahT
&

Khalil Ullah-^'2:;::X
Advocates, Peshawar.
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£
BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

PESHAWAR,

CMNd:- nm
In
Service Appeal Nd:- 849I/2D2D

Nazir Ullah S/o Noor Jamal R/o Sai Kot Tehsil 
Takht-e-Nasrati District Karak

Petitioher/Decree Holder

"Versus

1. Provincial Police officer/ inspector General 
of Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

Region Police Officer Kohat Region Kohat.

District Police Officer Karak.

2.

3.

4. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
through Chief Secretary Peshawar.

Respondents/Judgment Debtor

EXECUTION PETITION FOR
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE VIDE
ORDER/JUDMGENT DATED 14/07/2022
OF THIS HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN
APPEAL NO 8491/2020.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

I. That the above titled Service Appeal was pending 

before this Honourable Tribunal which was
disposed off vide judgment/order dated 14/07/2022.

(Copy of judgment is attached as annexure ‘'A ’j.



¥ (i)Si j

ir
That in the said judgment this Honourable Tribunal 

hold that petitioner/appellant be re-instated in 

service with all his back benefits

2.

That this Honourable Tribunal issued copies of the 

said judgment to the respondents as well the 

petitioner/appellant submitted the same to the . 

respondents within time, but the respondents did not 

comply with the directions of this Honourable 

Tribunal. (Copy of application is attached as 

annexure “B”)

3.

That now the petitioner wants implementation of 

above mentioned judgment through this honourable 

tribunal hence this petition.

4.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that 

on acceptance of this Execution Petition, the 

order/judgment dated 14/07/2022 may kindly be 

implemented in letter and spirit.

Dated:- 23/09/2022

'SVed^Roman Shah
Through:-

&

Khalil Ullah
Advocates, Peshawar.
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.
PESHAWAR,

GMNd:- /2D22
In
Service Appeal No:- 849I/2D2D

Nazir Ullah S/o Noor Jamal R/o Sai Kot Tehsil 
Takht-e-Nasrati District Karak

Petitioner/Decree Holder

Provincial Police officer/ inspector General of : 
Police Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

AFFIDAVIT

I, Nazir Ullah S/o Noor Jamal R/o Sai Kot Tehsil

do hereby solemnly 

affirm, and declare on oath that the contents of this 

accompanying Execution Petition are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and beth^ and nothing has been

Takht-e-Nasrati District Karak1>

concealed from this

leDEPONENT , 
„|;£NIC No:-

C:

i{Identified by
/

//

Syed Roman Shah 
Advocate, Peshawar.

\
i

\
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$ App^^U^i"'*- '' ■■■... •

')
! i .

-.V^a •. : ■
I,Versus .1 u.- • v*' <.. <•'

*1- •i
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/
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Chief Secretary,Teshawar . : . | .

!
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....Responcients ■
.- 4;. i
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^SERVICE. TRIBUNAL \4 0F '.- 

dated .30/04/2020 .
.appeal UNDER SECTION

rp^^E: ORDER .. 

NO., 3
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• EFFECT .HAS- ; -
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DEPAR-TMENTAL -.-APPEAL, ..

• r,/g^0kpHAEB^^I^^

dated 25/'Oe/2020
.representation/.
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:•
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I

prayer
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\ inishrnent :
this -service ■ appeal, the pun

orders dated
it; illegal,
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tlirough impugned

n‘^ide bv declaring"" ' Me.Adabimtioandthur.not,

is entitled for •reinstatement in, ■
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without authority, based on a
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PAKHTUNKHWA TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.

REt=QRE THE KHYBER ,1

V\>H
{\ . <

\N
Ser'vice Appeal No. 8491/2020 ■

... 24.07.2Q20 

...14.07.2022

u 1V, .i
.•: i-
■••ir.V.■ Date of Institution 

. Date of Decision

I'y ' ■

' ■ .•w

V*--. • (.• • •■Xr i'
}

R/0 Sai Kot/ Tehsil/Takht-e-Nasrati ,

....(Appellant)'

. Nazir./Ullah S/O NoorQamal, 
'District'karak; :•

•, V.

provirieialf Police/Officer/Inspector General ■ of Police. Khyber; .. 
■■..Palchfunkhwa', Peshawar-and. three others. . ■ ■■

' (Respondents) ,

!.■

■ ,;.MR. SHAHID-QAYUM KHATTAK; 
Advocate-'.',- ' .

/ i^or appellanf, V
I .

ImR'/ JMASEER-UD-piN^SHAH, " 
/ Assistant Advocate; General =or respondents;-

■ I

t-.

■ - MEM.^ER (JUDICIAL); / 
^ MEM.iER (JUDIG'IA.L:)" ,■ MR-.,SALAH-"UD-DIN:.

• '-"MS.-RaZINAREHMAN-;

1 ••

. lilDGMENT:'

Precisely -stated the'-facts■ .- SA.r.AH-UD-DIN-.' MEM-BER:.-- .■ !
■ I

.giving rise to filing- of’the instant service appeal are that-. : . .
ta.kdn against'the appellant'on the- .

No. 134 dated.
...disciplinary action was 

allegations of- his' involvement in case FIR,
08.03.2020 under section-302 PPC.registered,at Police Station - 

' . Latamber District ■ Karalc On-conclusion of the inquiry,'-the

appellant was awarded major punishment of dismissal from- 

vide impugned order dated'- 31.04.2020. ; The .service
departmental appeal of the appellant was'also rejected, vide !

order dated 25.06.2020. The appellant has now approached

V

t -.fr'di
i-fV I

f L,-. •••
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for redressal of bisthrough instant .appealthis Tribunal 

grievance.
appeal by way of submitting, v,', 

refuted rthp assertions •' ■■
Respondents contested

comments,wherein they

the
2.

para-Vv/ise
raised by. the appellant in his appeal.

has contended th'at

■findi'ng regarding-.
Learned counsel for-the appellant 

irv officer, had not rendered-any
3
the'.'ihqulry .

’ the appellant and
' proceedings against.the .appellant may 

^■ •-finah decision mf"'the criminal .ease

.had recomrnended-th^t the inquiry.- ,, ;

be kept pending till, ..I -

'but evenTthen, major . 
as wrongl'J and illegally

• .were . ''
penalty of dismissal, from ^ service was 

):hawydea to the appenart; that the ihqoiry proteed.ngs

.' condfeed in - clear j violation
: of-.^of - mandatory provisions

1975;.. that neither'.any I •

KiiyPen' Pakhtunkhwa Police Rules 
-.final show cause notide «as issued to'the appellant nor he ;; ■

■ :was afforded any,opportunity of personal hearting, therefore

■ ' . lelWpugned orders-arehnot .sustainable in

: .riawTthat disciplinary: actfon-was taKen against the appellarrt 

.• Oh th-e-allegation of-.his -inyolvement

f

:

/ • V/
the eye'.of -

Cin criminal case, however ■
■

been-acquilted lin the sanl therefore, competent., . , 

not -justifiel) in awarding lienalty to.-the ,, .

PLD 2010’Supreme'Court '

.1 'Vhe has 

7 .AuthQ.rity was
■ ■..■ appellant. Reliance^ was placed on- f

695 and judgment daled 17:.05..2022 passed by this Tribunal

in.- Service Appeal No. 1500/2018 .titled "Sanaullah Versus -:

Provincial police ,Officer- Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar, .and: ;

I

I
three others": I-

General'other hand, idarned Assistant Advocate
On the4;

for, the respondents has contended that , th^ appellant; was , ,
directly charged for-committing Qat/-e-amd Of his father and: J
the allegation leveled against the lppellanl Itood proved-in 

regular inquiry;- that a regular inquiry was conducted against

I

-a -

and .oodalall ■ legalcomplying
formalities; that criminal as well as departm.ental proceedings ■

nature and mere acquittal of the appellant; .

the appellant by
.1

•;
are I distinct in
would not- entitle him for exoneration in the departmental'..

dot acquitted ■ on ,.■proceedings; that'-.'thr appellant was

/
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ofthe basisacquitted onhe wasrathermerit

would not, make him' rompromise, therefore, his acquittal
entitled to-exoneration in the departmental proceedings ; that. . ■

member of a disci pi in.ed' force vyas 

n father, therefore, he has
the appellant being P

rightly been 

2020 SCMR 1708,'
of learned co|jnsel for. thehave, heard arguments 

and have, perus.ed the record.
5. We 

parties
would show thit disciplinary 'Aperusal'of the record

takem agaihst the appellant on theiallegations of
134 dated'0.8.f3,2020 under., ■ 

■Latiamber District

'..6
• action' was 

■ '.'his involvemen..t in casemiR No. 1.
s'MlO:no.302 PP,G;:r6gisterec| 'dt,PQlite'Station

■ mg ..'.through, tbe limpugned' order .dated .
••Officer Karak, it '

•:

: •■■■KaTdk./ While, gorng..-.; . _
- ■30.:D4..2.020 passed.,by the then District Police -q

officeh'ha.d recommended that'the
■ is .evid.ent that 'the' i.oq'.uir.y

proceedings ■ against the appellant-j rnay 
: ponding till the final decision of the ifimina-l case. Nothing has

the aforementioned order that the inGi,ui!y 

that the 'appell^nt was gui.lty.of

be ■..kept,.-
'...' inquiry .

,• I
’•■'"• been mentioned'in
•'■•.■.■"■officer had given any findings ^ _

: fothe Charge liveled against him •butreven thin the apiiellant .. .

ywasbismissedifrommroice. No fina showqause notice •waS; . 

' ' issued to the-appellant .and he w.as pot. ev
■ ■ •opportunity ■ of-personal ■ hearing, .. ,

■ material den.tin the inquiry proceedings. ■ !

■ ■ r

'sn provided any.'. , 

which fact has created : .•

i
'. Departrriental 'Authority had taken disciplinary action: , ■

the allegation of his involvem'ent Jn; .
7.
against the app.ella.ht on ^

fir No. 134 dated 08.03.2020 underi section 30.2 ■P.PC .

Latamber District Karak. The legal.
case
registered, at Police Station 
heifs of the deceased hadiappeared before the court and their 

joint statement was recorded redarding compromise, wherein

categorically stated that thBy
of the appellant, therefore, they have

satisfied'werethey have 

regarding innocence
of almighty Allah by waving .thepardoned him in the name 

rights av.ailable, .to them under the law. The appellant, hap

concerned' criminal case vide orde,f';;. .. , ; ■been acquitted in the
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Sessions Judge ■

the basis- of;
2020 passed by the then learned 

been acquitted on
dated 04.12.
Karak. The appellant has

however It is by now well settled; that every
compromise 

acquittal is 

appellant,

I acq-uittal of the 

the basis of which the.
The

ofhonourable. In view
onthe very charge,

appellant was ptoceeded aga.nst, has vanished away.
. gpppgned ondets are thps not sustainable in thp eye of law

liable to .be set-aside.and .are;
8 d Gonsequently,: .the: appeal .in hand is allowed by . ..

■ -settlngrdside theei.pugned orders ^ and the, appeilandos ; r 

,■einstated In service with all back benefits. Parties are left to .,.
costs. File be co..slgned-to the record room. ,;

.be.ar their own
I.

I /V:' ■:announced. '
i'4..07.2022 y: I

I

:■ ..tSALAhUUD-DIN:):.-;
. member judicial).

. .1

.* . "
: 1

N I

Sen MAN). 
(mDICIAl)

,(ROZI 
M EM BE •A

■

■:

j

^^1
f 'r

♦ '■ ■
____j -

t

'«.».• I

»

\ ’min-i. ■ 1

i
I

■ I

i.

i

■



/'y

^ „ o » I
y-

1 r,»'■ 3% wOr-'’^’ JJ
1

,- Li O
/ I I

IJ( •'/:

,-----------zy>'l^

ys oj

0--'^ Cy o^yy- if / M (• -^r
C-'-

iy

y

X

J rj if i/d'.y^ ‘^ly

'^yj^b Kj:/ r

1 4 y
X Xi

I
->

I

Q-:,/ /Vi-'
f

y y O'^J y cf}/-^ (p

‘^JX I
?.

„'\ / .'■ / <~'' 
t>" (>-» A g /-•
“■ j ( "•-'  CP­

S'y
0 >- u- !

/■

fpix, i !
; (.yL.f Xx ' 'iP‘<cx-y./ TX'

y •y

■S/ ^/:V y ff^/xl"*'s

■’•' /■ t-^^y >
/ ,..■ /i_(J^

'i yy^yjZ^
r>

■>2^ <--yy£Z^y

i

,(JXyy^ --C3fe»=sl r5?
/,>'/

.J

mskry o 7Tf

[

■•n'



/ r^.A
*

. %

1: r^.S/;y
. //V (

mmmiesau 7
; ■c

lumsaRBui'iHaiiis

pzMho^
, j *

,} 'b.qMI/y' 1

Lyy:i• ,c/r\
r-’

rJ.-L
U!'L9/^Af .^1__- I'l^cjt .

Uj\:^\^ijf)^^ijyj

j y•f j y
z':

7 1. r

Y^5
-

»
\

* 4 . ""

=

.■ji

'Yk'f 21J J rV'si,20^-=; ■NuL
A

______^1, (
.uJl

n
y^'..41..J.

I
<5^

lU \
);/

]
' ly'.

V// 7
/7// r '/

/■/ .
\ 1

l’


