
15.07.2022 Petitioner alongwith his counsel present. Mr.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General

alongwith Mr. Wali Muhammad, Reader for the respondents

present.

Respondent department produced office order No.02.

370/DC/AE/F.26 dated 13.07.2022 which shows that the

Service Tribunal judgement delivered in service appeal No.

15793/2020 dated 11.11.2021; has been implemented in

accordance with the spirit of said judgement. Copy of the office

order was also provided to learned counsel for the petitioner,

7 who apprised that as the office order has been issued just two

days back, the petitioner would submit arrival report, in

pursuance of that order on the next working day i.e.

18.07.2022. As such, the Service Tribunal judgement dated

11.11.2021 stands implemented. Consign.

Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given 

under my hands and seal of the Tribunal this 15^'^ of July, 2022.

03.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 

MEMBER (E)
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

156/2022Execution Petition No.

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

2 31

The execution petition of Mr. Hanif Ullah submitted today by 

Mr. Awais Khan Advocate may be entered in the relevant register and 

put up to the Court for proper order please

22.03.2022
1

REGISTRAR

This execution petition be put up before to Single Bench at

Original file be requisite. 

Notices to the appellant and his counsel be also issued for the date 

fixed.

2-
Peshawar on

y

CHAIRMAN

Counsel petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt, AddI:

AG for respondents present. „
25.04.202::

Implementation report not submitted. Notices be issued to
up for ■£he respondents-for implementation -report. To^^^^ome

implementation report on 15.07.2022 before S.B. / \
\

~ .y-

(MIAN MUHAMPTAD) 
MEMBER(l^)

\■1
V /

/
\
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWAR

- /2D22CM No:
n
Service Appeal Ne:-15793 /2D2[

Commissioner Bannu
Division & anther 
........... Respondents

INDEX

'^ersusHanif Ullah

Petitioner

PagesAnnexDescription of the DocumentsS#

1-2Application for implementation •k±.

3Affidavit kO..

4-7Copy of order dated 11/11/2021 «% A ttA3.

Applicant/AppellantDated:- 21/03/2022
Through

Kf?anA\j(?ai^ 
AcWeo 
Peshawar.

cate High Court



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWAR

/2DZ2CMNn:-
K.by?'r»-n

SErvicE AppEal No:-15793 /2D2
|>isi« y No.

UateO

Hanif Ullah, Ex-Patwari Office of DC Bannu
Applicant/Appellant

'^crsus

1. Commissioner Bannu Division, Bannu

2. Deputy Commissioner Bannu Division, Bannu
......................... . Respondents

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ "V^'Y* “V-^ ^ “y" ^ ^ ^ 'y'^ "Y* ^ ^ ^ ^ ^

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE ORDER/

JUDGMENT DATED 11/11/2021 OF THIS HONOURABLE
>

TRIBUNAL IN THE ABOVE TITLED SERVICE APPEAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:-

That the above titled Service Appeal was decided in favour 

of the applicant/appellant vide order/judgment dated

1.

11/11/2021. (Copy of order dated 11/11/2021 is attached as

annexure

That this Honourable Tribunal give direction to the 

respondents, which is reproduced as under:-

2.

iV

S,



“in view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is 

accepted. The impugned order dated 13/07/2020 & 

12/11/2020 are set aside and the appellant is re-instated in 

service with all back benefits. Parties are left to bear their

own costs”.

That the respondent have not take any action of the 

judgment of this Honourable Tribunal till date and in this 

regard the appellant/applicant also filed an application 

before the respondent for implementation of the above order

3.

dated 11/11/2021, but in vain.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on 

acceptance of this application, the respondents may kindly 

be direct to implement the order/judgment of this 

Honourable Tribunal dated 11/11/2021.

Applicant/^ppellantDated:- 21/03/2022
Through

Aw^s Itharr 
Advocate High Court 
Peshawar.



BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL. KPK. PESHAWAR

/2D22]M Nd: -
n

SErvicE AppEal No:-15793 /2D2

Commissioner BannuVersusHanif Ullah
Division & anther

Respondents...... Petitioner

AFFIDAVIT
I
1

/, Hanif Ullah, Ex-Patwari Office of DC Bannu, (The

petitioner) do hereby solemnly affirm and declare on oath that the 

contents of this accompanying application are true and correct to 

the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing has been

concealed from this Honourable Court.

DEPONENT 
CNIC No:-
Cell No:- 0306-8076155

o
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BEFORE THE HONBLE KHVRER PAKHTIlMif^a-

SERVICES TRIBUNAL PRSHAWAP ^ j

>'

sr
3 ,* 59 .II
'^SSK

ay
S.A 020

niary No-

|/W \>pcS€-
Mr. Hanifullah, Ex- Patwari, Office of DC. BaRfl^f

{Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Commissioner Bannu Division Bannu.

2. Deputy Commissioner Bahnu.

(Respondents).

service appeal IJ/S 4 OF THF
KHYRER pakhtiinkhwa
SERVICE TRIBIINAI Arr
AGAINST THE IMPUGNRh nPhFP
dated l.B/n7/2020. WHPRFrv
THE APPRIf.ANT

1974

HAS REFivr
REMOVED FROM SERVICE IM
VIOLATION OF I.AW. RUi.RS x,
appellate ORDER DATEn

!Ble«dl to-day i 

Re^strar'''’
12/11/2020 ________
departmental APPEAI, OF THE
appellant has BEEM DlSMIS<;Fn
WITHOUT ANY SPEAKING ORDER

whereby

Respectfully Sheweth,
The appellant submits as unden-

That the appellant was appointed as Patwari 

and since his appointment served with great 

zeal, zest, honesty and to the 

satisfaction of his high-ups.,

1

entire
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRTBUNAI PFCHawapV

A-

Service Appeal No. 15793/2020 ,.
'

Date of Institution ... 14.12.2020
Date of Decision■- 11.11.2021 :

i

I
A 'Mr. Hanifullah, Ex-Patw.ari, Office of D.C Bannu

i
(Appellant)■i

VERSUS• 
f̂)

\ ■

Commissioner Bannu Division Bannu and one another.T.

(Respondents)
(

p

. MISS. NAILA JAN, 
Advocate • • For Appellant ,

MR: MUHAMMAD RASHEED, 
Deputy District Attorney

i

.... . • For RespondentsI .
'

SALAH-UD-DIN
ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR

-

MEMBER (JUDICIAL] 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

••

r.

JUDGMENT

ATIO-UR-REMHMAN WAZIR MEMBER fEV- Brjef facts of the

case are that the appellant while serving as Patvvari, was proceeded against on the/

charges of misconduct and was removed from service vide order dated 13-07-2020. 

. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed departmental appeal dated 06-08-2020, which 

was rejected vide order dated 12-11-2020, hence the instant service appeal with 

. prayers that the impugned orders dated 13-07-2020 and 12-11-2020 may be set

/ aside and the appellant may be re-instated in service with all back benefits.

02. Learned , counsel for the appellant has contended that the impugned 

are against law, rules and principle of natural justice, hence void ab-initio: 

■ -that the appellant ' has been condemned unheard as.no opportunity of personal



2

hearing has been afforded; that/ no regular inquiry has been conducted, as 

statement of any independent witness has not been recorded,
A

even statement of
Tehsildar has been recorded without: providing of 

allegation is self-contradictory as
cross-examination; that the 

one hand the competent authority admit theIv
charge relinquish of the appellant and on the other hand, link son of the appellant 

with work of the Halqa; that there is no direct charge on the appellant but the

appellant has been malafiedly targeted; that no allegations were proved against the 

appellant, still the appellant was punished for no offense committed by the 

appeliant, which is violation of fundamental rights of the appellant; that the charge 

is violation of law andsheet so served, was without summery of allegations, which 

rule.

03. Learned Deputy District Attorney for the respondents has 

the appellant was transferred, who handed over charge to another Patwari

11-2019. During inspection'by Additional Assistant Commi

contended that;

on 15-

issioner Bannu of the said

patwar Halqa on 27-11-2019, it was found that son of the appeliant was present in 

the patwar kh; and one Mr., Gul Marjan complained about his son charging extra 

for mutation, which shows that his

father; that the Inspection further noted that the 

in roznamcha; upon submission of inspection report,

amouF son was dealing with public for his

appellant had tempered the report

the competent authority 

initiated disciplinary proceedings against the. appellant in accordance with law and

was awarded major punishment of removar from service vide order dated 

■ 2020.
13-07-

A\T*^rp!:?04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the
i

record.

Record reveals that upon transfer, the appellant handed over the charge 

of patwar Halqa MUmbati Barakzai to Patwari Mr. Abid Ullah on 15-11-2019. On 27-

11-2019, Additional Assistant Commissioner Bannu during an inspection of that 

particular Halqa found that son of the appellant was present there and allegedly had



,■ ■ f

• 3

Pf
got some illegal gratifications from one Mr. Gul Marjan. The appellant was charge' 

sheeted with the same allegations and was ultirhately removed from service. In the 

first place,, it is a well established legal proposition that nobody shall suffer for th^ 

follies of others, hence It was unlawful on part of the respondents proceeding 

against the appellant on such charges and on this score alone, the impugned orders 

are liable to be set at naught. The appellant left the charge on 15-11-2019 having' 

no concerrn with affairs of that patwar khana and charging him for presence of his 

son in that patwar khana is illogical. The charges so leveled against the appellant 

are flimsy in nature, which has not been proved by the inquiry officer. The inquiry sd 

conducted is replete with deficiencies, as the inquiry officer did not bother to record 

statement of the main coitiplainant Mr. Gul Marjan, hence deprived the appellant of 

: the opportunity to cross-examipe such witness. We are of the considered opiniori 

that the appellant has been treated discriminately and unlawfully removed from 

^ service. . ;

r
4

If.

:■

'■5

06. In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is accepted. The 

impugned orders dated 13-07-2020 and 12-11-2020 are set aside and the appellant 

is, re-instated in service with all back Benefits. Parties are left to bear their own

costs. File be consigned to record room
[

ANNOUNCED
11.11.2021

)y
(SALAH-UD-DIN) 

. MEMBER (J) :
(ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR) 

MEMBER (E)

Clafll P.f f *
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1THE DEPUTY COMMSSIONER, BANNU
Tel: 0928-9270032, Fax: 0928-9270079rPiclcbannu 

■ /DC/AE/F.26 Dated Bannu the 1.^ /07/2022

n

No

OFFICE ORDER
In pursuance of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar 

vide Judgement order.dated ii.li.2021 In a Service Appeal No.157932020. the

services of Mr.Hanifullah the then Patwari Halqa Mumbali Barakzal Bannu is-

hereby rc-instatcd with all'back benefits.

lONER
Even No, & Date
Copy of the aboyc is forwarded to>

1. Chairnnani Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal P ishawar.
2. Commlssipner'Bannu Division,
3. Registrar Khyber. Pakhtunkhwa Service TribunaliPeshawar.
h. Additional Advocale General khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal.
5. Additional Deputy Gbmmissibncr (Gen) Bannu.
6. District Comptroller.of Accounts Bannu.
7. PS to SMBR Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
8; AdditionalAssistant Commissipner(Rey)iBannu 
9. Tehsildar Miryan
10..Bill Clerk DC office for ncccssary.action;.
11. PatvvaTl concerned.

'Ul^j^l/t^kslONER

ikxrvKKi wjihCiimScsnno


