
ir-
N,.

30.06,2022 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Kabir 
Ullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General alongwith Sohail 
Ahmed Zeb, Litigation Officer for respondents present.

Representative of the respondent department
submitted implementation report alongwith a notification 

Endst; No. 3756-61/lit/Court File Abdul Shakoor dated 

25.06.2022 which is placed on file and stated that petitioner 

has already been reinstated in service and the current 
notification has allowed him all back benefits w.e.f 01.02.2015 

■ to 30,06.2018 provisionally subject to the outcome of CPLA. 
Thus judgement has thus been implemented.

In view of the above, instant petition is disposed off. 
File be consigned to record room.

Announced.
30.06.2022

(HJeeha P^l) 

Mennber (E)N...



/

Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the 

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 

12.04.2022 for th'b same as before.

16.02.2022
V*

f

Learned counsel for the petitioner present." 12.04.2022 ;.

Muhammad Adeel Butt, learned Additional Advocate 

General for respondents present.

Learned AAG requested for time to submit proper 

j implementation report. Last chance is given. To come up 

for implementation report on 30.06.2022 before S.B.
•f

•.V 'v', 4^ ^ ■

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

y

J

:
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Before the Honorable Khyber Pakhtijnkhwa Service
TriRUNAI. camp court ARROTTARAn

Execution Petition No. 162/2021
IN

Service Appeal No. 478/2016

Abdul Shakoor Petitioner

VERSUS

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others RESPONDENTS

IMPLEMENTATION REPORT

Index

Sr. Description Page No’s Annexure
U

Implementation Report alongwith Affidavit1 01 to 02

Copy of Notification No. 3756-61 dated 25- 

06-2022
2 03 “A”

/

District Education Officer (M) 
Abbottabad 

(Respondent No.Cg)



Before the Honorable Khyber Pakhtiinkhwa SKRvirE
Tribunal CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

Execution Petition No. 162/2021
IN

Service Appeal No. 478/2016

Abdul Shakoor Petitioner

VERSUS

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others

IMPLEMENTATION REPORT

RESPONDENTS

Respectfully Sheweth:-
It is submitted as under:

1. That the above titled Execution Petition is pending adjudication before this 
Honorable Tribunal and today date is fixed for submission of 
implementation report.

2. That this office challenged the judgment dated 06-07-2021 before 
Honorable Supreme Court of Pakistan and filed CPLA No. 472-P/2021 
which is subjudice. However, the judgment of this Honorable Tribunal has 
been provisionally implemented and the impugned order dated 11-12-2015 
has been set-aside and petitioner was granted back benefits w.e.f 01-05- 
2015 to 30-06-2018 vide Notification No. 3756-61/Lit/Court File Abdul 
Shakoor dated 25-06-2022 (Copy of Notification is annexed herewith as 
Annexure "A"].

It is, therefore, respectfully prayed that on acceptance of instant 
Implementation Report the Execution Petition in hand may please be 
dismissed as the judgment of this Honorable Tribunal has been 
implemented in its true letter and spirit.

Dl§ti4et^ducation Officer (M) 
Abbottabad. 

(RESPONDENT No^)



Before the Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service
TriIBIINAT. camp court ABBOTTARad

Execution Petition No. 162/2021
IN

Service Appeal No. 478/2016

Abdul Shakoor Petitioner

VERSUS

Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others RESPONDENTS

IMPLEMENTATION REPORT

AFFIDAVIT

I, Mr. Muhammad Tanveer, District Education Officer (Male), 

Abbottabad do hereby affirm and declare on oath that the contents of 

forgoing Implementation Report are correct and true according to the best of 

knowledge and belief and nothing has been suppressed from this Honorable 

Tribunal.
• 7

DEPONENT



Office of the District RpucATtoiv Officer (M) Abbottabad
O
-4

0992-9310102. 0992-330131 

EDO.Educatinn Atd@email .com

notificatton

Tnh„n.i p K ‘he judgment of Honourable KhyberPakhtunkhwa Service
n 11 Peshawar passed in Service Appeal No: 478/2016 dated: 06.07.202Land this office

Supreme Court of Pakistan and filed CPLA No 
'u As ‘he petitioner filed Execution Petition No. 162/2021 before the

Honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhawa Service Tribunal Peshawar and Honorable Tribunal directed 
the department to submit the implementation report on 30.06.2022. As the petitioner has already 
been re-ins^ted in Service vide office order issued under Endst No: 7398-7402/PF Abdul 
Shakoor (Litig) Dated: 26.06.20218 with immediate effect but back benefits were not given
I M 7*7001 s hfo.9665-68/EB/IPT/F.No..24A/ol-I Dated
wl h fi r Thakriala Lora is hereby set-aside and

01.02.2015 to 30.06.2018 as confirmed by SDEO (Male) Abbottabad 
vide No^639 dated 23.06.2022 are hereby granted provisionally subject to the finnl 
of the above referred CPLA. ------------------

: 472-

out come

Note:- This notification is subject to the final outcome of the CPLA and in case of 
acceptance of CPLA filed by the Department instant Notification shall stand withdrawn 
automatically and back benefits shall be recovered from the above named official, accordingly

----

DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (M) 
ABBOTTABAI^/

Dated: 06/2022Endst: No_________
Copy forwarded to the:

lit/Court File Abdul Shaqoor

yOX. Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar.
/ 02. PS to Secretary, Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa E&SED Peshawar

03. Director, E&SED Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
04. Sub Dwisional Education officer (Male) Lora with the Direction to obtain an undertaking 

from the above named official on Judicial Stamp paper to be recorded in his service book 
o the fact that if the CPLA filed by the Department is accepted, all back benefits shall be 

recovered, accordingly and implement this office order within in three days positively 
3^5. District Comptroller of Accounts Abbottabad. ^ ^
\Mr. Abdul Shaqoor PSHT GPS Thakriala Lora.

4^.
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (M) 

ABBOTTABAD
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Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. 
' Kabirullah Khattak, AddI: AG for respondents present. 

Learned AAG seeks time to submit implementation 

report on the next' date of hearing. Adjourned. To come 

up for preliminary hearing on 04.01.2022 before 5uB.

16.11.2021.-y

Y

(Mian Muhammad) 
Member(E)

r

Learned counsel for the petitioner present.04.01.2022

Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, AAG for respondents
7' present.

Learned AAG sought time for submission of 

implementation report. If the CPLA has been filed and 

the judgment has not been suspended then the 

respondents are under obligation to implement the 

Judgment, subject to decision of CPLA by the august 

Supreme Court of Pakistan.

Case to come up for implementation report on 

]il (SljlOll before S.B.

(Atiq-Ur-Rehman Wazir) 
Member (E)

.
•: '

..Yi



4rForm- A
<■ FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

72021Execution Petition No.

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

2 31

The execution petition of Mr. Abdur Shakoor submitted today 

by Mr. Taimur Ali Khan Advocate may be entered in the relevant 

register and put up to the Court for proper order please.

06.09.20211

ilmSTRAk^

This execution petition be put up before S. Bench at 
Peshawar on

2-

CHAWtAtr

Clerk of counsel for the petitioner present, 

Notice be issued to the respondents for submission o' 

implementation report before the S.B on 16.11.2021

08.:.0.2021

* • ; (SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL



* BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR.

Execution Petition No. /2021 ’
In Service Appeal No.478/2016

Abdul Shakoor, Ex-PST,
GPS Banda Ghazan Abbotabad.

petitioner

VERSUS

The Secretary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
2. The Director Education (E&SE) Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesh

3. The District Education Officer (M), Abbottabad.

I.

awar.

respondents

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING 
RESPONDENTS TO 
JUDGMENT DATED 
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN 
SPIRIT.

THE 
THE 

OF this 
LETTER AND

IMPLEMENT 
06.07.2021

RESPECTFULLY SHEWFTH-

1. That the petitioner has filed service appeal No.478/2016 against the 
order dated. 11.12.2015, whereby the appellant was compulsory retired 

from service and against the order dated 27.01.2017, whereby the 

departmental appeal of the appellant was rejected. 25.06.2019 with the 

prayer lo set aside the impugned orders and reinstated him into service 
With all back and conseqeuentiai benefits.

2. The said appeal heard by this Honourable Service Tribunal on 
06.07 2021. The Honourable Service Tribunal accepted the appeal and 

appellant was rinstated i
judgment dated 06.07.2021

was

in service with all back benefits. (Copy of ' 
--is attached as Annexure-A)



3. That the petitioner filed application to respondents 

implementation of judgment dated 06.07.2021 of this Honourable 

Tribunal. (Copy of application is attached as Annexure-B)

for

4. That the Honourbale Tribunal reinstated the appellant in service with

but theall back benefits through judgment dated 06.07.2021, 
respondent department did not reinstate the appellant in service till
dtae by implementing the judgment dated 06.07.2021 of this august 
Tribunal.

5. That in-action and not fulfilling formal requirements by the 

respondents after passing the judgment of this Honourable Service
Tribunal, is totally illegal amount to disobedience and Contempt of 
Court.

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

set aside by the Supreme Court of Pakistan, therefore, the department 
is legally bound to obey the judgment dated 06.07.2021. of this 

Honourable Service Tribunal in letter and spirit.

That the petitioner has having 

execution
of this Honourable Tribunal.

7. other remedy except to file this 
petition for implementation of judgment dated 06.07.2021

no

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents may 
kindly be directed to implement the judgment dated 06.07.2021 

^ this Honourable Service Tribunal in letter and spirit. Any other 

remedy, which this august, Service Tribunal deems fit and 
appropriate that, may also be awarded in favour of petitioner.

of

peti^ner
Abdul Shakoop-

THROUGH:
(TAIMUR^I KHAN) 

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
\t c

AFFIDAVIT:
It IS affirmed and declared that the contents of the ■ 
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief

execution petition are true

DEPONENT
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RFFORE THE KPK. SERVIGE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR. : kt//^>
x; ; i>. o-
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...'■'ih:
APPEAL NO. /2016 FSj r

mty fiis ii>.

I

A* V

Abdul ShaKoor, Ex-PST,

GPS, Banda Ghazan, Abbottabad. :•
;
;

•! ■

(APPELLANT) !

VERSUS

1. The Secretary Education KPK, Peshawar.
2. The Director Education (E&SE) KPK, Peshawar.
3. The District Education Officer (M) Abbottabad. ;•

(RESPONDENTS)

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KPK SERVICE TRJBUNAL ACT, 

1974
MAJOR PENALTY OF "COMPULSORY RETIREMENT^' HAS BEEN 

IMPOSED UPON
RECOVERY OF PAY DRAWN DURING THE ABSENCE PERIOD 

W.E.FROM 12.11.2013
SION/GP EJUNp AND AGAINST NOT TAKING ACTTOW ON “THE 

,ucrMMENTlL"^EAL OF THE APPELLANT IWFFHLN^ 

STATUTORY PERIOD OF NINEH3AVS:

AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 11.12.2015, WHEREBY THE

THE APPELLANT W.E.FROM 12.ll.2013 WITH

PEN
/

J

PRAYER:

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL, THE ORDER DATED 

11.12.2015 MAY BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT MAY BE 

REINSTATED WITH ALL BACK AND CONSEQUENTIAL pENEFITS. ANY 

O^ERREI^DY, WHICH THIS AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND
appropriate that, may also be awarded in favour of —

¥
I

APPELLANT.

i
J

MX A

\
■:r;



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 478/2016

- ' Date of Institution ...
'

Date of Decision
21.0^.2016
06.1D7.2021

Abdul Shakoor Ex-PST, GPS Banda Ghazan, Abbottabad.
(Appellant)

VERSUS

The Secretary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar and two others.
... (Respondents)

MR. TAIMURALI KHAN 
Advocate - For Appellant

>■

MUHAMMAD ADEEL BUTT, 
Additional Advocate General For Respondents

MR. SALAH-U-DIN 
MR. ATZQ UR REHI

MEMBER (JUDICIAL) 
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)N WAZZR

JUDGMENT

Mr. ATIO UR REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER fE^:- Brief .facts of the case are

that the appellant was apppinted as PST on 20-03-2000. The appellant was

transferred on deputation for three years to Federal Directorate of Education, ,
;

Islamabad vide order dated 20-05-2010 and he was relieved by the

respondents oh 12-11-2010, whereupon he joined his new assignment in

Islamabad and served there till 09-12-2014 with'an overstay of more than one

year. The appellant was repatriated by borrowing department on the request of 

parent department of the appellant vide order date 09-12-2014. Upon

repatriation, the appellant reported his arrival on 31-01-2015 in his parent



2
i

department. The appellant ;■!

proceeded against 6n the charges of absence

retirement from service

was
‘■‘•i

from duty .and ultimately,- major penalty of compulsory

was imposed upon the appellant vide order datedll-12-2015 

the appellant filed
L5, agajnst which

service appeal No: 478/2016, whk:h was decided in favor of 

the appellant vide judgment dated 17-10-2017. The'respondent-hied CPU in- 

the Supreme Court of Pakistan and the apex court vide judgment datpd 16-02- 

set aside the judgment of this Tribunaf and remanded the 

this Tribunal for decision afresh in accordance with law. '

'■■ ■ 8

m

2021 ^ ncase back to

i
Ii

02. Written reply/comments were submitted by respondent. 

^F^uments heard and record perused.
if *

i03.
- II

04. Learned counsel for the appellant has
contended that while imposing 

major penalty of compulsory retirement from service, the appellant wds issued
• I

ionly show cause notice and no regular inquiry was conducted, nor any charge 

sheet/statement of allegations was served upon the appellant 

for the appellant further contended that
■ Learned counsel 

the- appellant was not treated in 

accordance with law, as the respondents did not bother

\

to afford an
’,

awarded major penalty in aopportunity of defense to the appellant and 

slipshod manner, which iIS against law and rules. Learned counsel lor the'
appellant argued that the appellant 1-

was proceeded against on the charges of 

absence from duty, but in fact the appellant performed his duty
in Islamabad, 

Learned ciounsel 

for extension in

which Is evident from the relieving report dated 31-01-2015.

for the appellant further argued that the appellant applied 

deputation, six months before expiry date of the deputation and ^.
series of

correspondence took piace between borrowing and lending department i 

very positive manner and it was aimost agreed to grant extension, 

sudden the appellant

in a

but all of a

was repatriated. Learned counsel for the appellant

A



1
3 r

i:explained that during the whole process; the respondents never reprobated the 

.request for extension, in deputation, yyhich however/ was reqdired by. the 

respondents to refuse in.-the initial, stage, but a lot of correspondence took 

place and the, appellant was under impression that extension is being granted; 

that the appellant has been condemned unheard, hence the impiugned order 

dated 11-12-2015 and not taking action on departmentai appeal of .the 

appellant within statutory period are against law,'fact and nornis of justice, 

therefore are not tenable and are liable to be set aside.

■■ '

:

05. rned Additional Advocate General appeared on behalf of official . 

respondent has contended that the appellant was transferred on deputation for 

three years w.e.f 12-11-2010 to 11-11-2013 and it is very clearly rpentioned in 

the deputation order dated 12-02-2010 that no extension in deputation will be 

granted, but inspite of that the appellant overstayed till 30-01-2015 and 

- absented from duty. Learned Additional Advocate General further contended 

that the appellant was not granted any extension in. deputation; rather the 

appellant was asked during disciplinary proceedings to produce order regarding 

extension in deputation but the appellant did not produce any ord,pr regarding
i',

extension in deputation. Learned Additional Advocate General argOed that the 

appellant was proceeded against by issuing directly a show^cause notice, as the 

competent authority dispensed with the inquiry and upon submission of reply 

to the show cause notice, the appellant was awarded major penalty as he did 

not prove his innocence. Learned Additional Advocate General fuither argued 

that the penalty so awarded does commensurate with guilt of the appellant, 

hence his appeal being devoid of merit may be dismissed.

's.

\

^ •
i-

06. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the 

.record. Record reveals that the appellant submitted an application for extension
f f'l

his deputation vide appeal dated 04-05-2013, much earlier thap the expity'm
i:
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^date of deputation i.e. 11-11.2013, upon which a series of correspondence

we have
:•.

took place between borrowing and lending department What 

, gathered from such correspondence was; that, his
*,

appeal was properly 

processed by the respondents and the respondents principally agreed for grant
;■

Of extension in his deputation, which is evident from the record. Record revealsI

that correspondence were held between lending and borrowing’ departments 

for grant of NOC in respect of the appellant, which also were granted 

reciprocally. It took almost two years lingering his case between the parties, 

but neither the respondents reminded or recalled him after expiry’of deputation 

period, nor respondents sought extension in such period, which Had created 

impression in^pintTof the appellant that extension will be granted in due 

cours

1

an

VI <^ecord is silent as to what prompted the respondents to' obliterate the
. ’ r

whole process and all of a sudden, repatriated the appellant'and initiated 

disciplinary proceedings on the charges of absence from duty, which however 

was not warranted in the manner and mood adopted by thel respondents. 

Reliance was placed on 1990 SCMR 1170.
/

07. Main charges as per Show Cause notice are absence frdm duty w.e.f 

12-11-2013 to 30-01-2015, whereas the appellant was performing duty with 

the borrowing department during this particular time, as is evident from the
i ,

available record. Respondents were well in the knowledge abouHistatus of the 

appellant as is evident from series of correspondence between the parties. We 

are unable to understand as to how the appellant was declared absent, inspite 

of the fact that his case was under process between lending and borrowing 

departments and finally he was repatriated on the request of lending 

department. We are conscious of the fact that the appellant strayed beyond ■ 

expiry of deputation period, but the appellant kept the respondents engaged 

during the whole process,and respondents never objected his request for

\

ii



[1M

5\

^jrther e)^ensipn, rather processed his case very positively and it was in the 

final stage of approval, when something went wrong and he was repatriated 

• and awarded major punishment on the charges of absence, inspite of the fact 

that he was not on their strength yet and was not posted back in the parent 

department. While ignoring and closing eyes on lengthy correspondence for his
• * * 4 '

further extension, the appellant was wrongly charged on account of absence, 

which however was not absence, rather it was an overstay beyon’d permissible

, time of deputation and that too,.with tacit approval of the respondents, hence
\ ■

act of the respondents put the appellant in a disadvantageous position, which 

norrris of natural justice..is contrary to •i.
■!

I .
.•* IWhile dispensing with the 'inquiry, the competent authority was 

required to record reasons in writing, which however, was not done in case of 

the appellant. It is a well-settled legal proposition backed by numerous 

judgments, of the Apex Court that regular inquiry is must before awarding 

major penalty, but in case of the appellant, no regular inquiry was conducted, 

hence the appellant was deprived of availing appropriate opportunity of
t

defense. One disadvantage of non holding of a regular inquiry was that 

alongwith penalty of compulsory retirement, the appellant was also awarded

penalty of recovery of pay drawn during the absence period w.elf 12-11-2013

to 31-01-2015, the period, when he was on the strength of Federal Directorate
I

of Education and that the appellant had drawn salaries from there during the

mentioned period, which means that the competent authority Was altogether

not aware of such fact that the appellant has drawn no salary from the

respondents during the alleged period of absence. Had a regular inquiry been
;■

conducted, the blunder as mentioned above would not have happened. 

Needless to mention that the proceedings so conducted are alsd replete with
^ V

deficiencies and the respondents have skipped mandatory provisions of law,

i

l!

A
1



•v

/•
i1 )

I 6
',1

■■:

which
.f:

made the whole process liable to be struck down. We are of the' 

considered opinion that injustice was done to the appellant, as he^was wrongly

■0- ■
‘;.

subjected to.disciptinarY. proceedings for a charge, which was not Committed by 

the appellant./

/:
09. In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is accepted and 

the appellant is re-instated in service with alt back benefits. Parties are left to
•r
v

bear their own cost. File be consigned to record room.

ANNOUNCED
06.07.2021

7
Si''/ -
F
i-

(SALAH-U-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

(ATIQ UR REHMAN WAZIR) 
MEMBER (EXEtUTiVE)

7
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Subjoct.lmplementntion o1 Judgment Dated 06-07-y-P?-1 Pafiaetl by Y^py^ZmA’Jj

Tribiintil in service Appeal No 47S/1B

wi/LriJ^^U478/16y':  ̂(J»ti/ji/‘/l7-10-20l7 

J>>'S/>Jll/tJ/Ju^^J‘12>/✓ci^vU.w1lh Immediale effect'26-06-2018

iX t/:y (/ /b Cf If l3^ JV-?? ifV> (3>c£BPS-14 /Jv 30-05-2020 J

-t?/28-02-2013-;>V;K

\/'^~J:j>J(-X^CCP\JK No 554/P'17-10-2017^>y‘J^b''j^ciuV4^-‘̂ -^

^ ^ {j tj I j j L-fj^y U? I ^ 16-02-2021
_tj^it2cZ</W

_r

12-2015^^-‘^>j-/b(i>’2ll;-'(iy?4-li;iVL/yf 0^07-2021 --

back Benefit
£_/6-»^f 11-

-07-201 l

U(i;(3;i/l4i#jW28-02-2013^/y>jf -«

Jjt)VC-T (BPS-15)f/l-^i 1 -01 -2020:4/yX

30-05-2018 tr 31-01-2015^->^dS

13-08-2021

-IV

-8-JI I
* J t J f (

'V ' ^
0344-8941787 / 0316-5601807;/rO't>^
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VAKALAT NAMA

NO. J2021

i&cKFIN THE COURT OF

(Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

y -

(Respondent)
(Defendant)

I/W^,

Do hereby appoint and constitute Taimur AH Khan, Advocate High Court 
Peshawar, to appear, piead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for 
me/us as my/our Counsei/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liabiiity for 
his default and with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counset on 
my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behaif ali 
sums and amounts payabie or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter. 
The Advocate/Counsei is aiso at iiberty to ieave my/our case at any stage of the 
proceedings, if his any fee left unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

Dated /2021
(CLIENT)

ACCE

TAIMUimLI KHAN 
Advocate High Court 

BC-10-4240 
CNIC: 17101-7395544-5 
Cell No. 0333-9390916

OFFICE:
Room # FR-8, 4'*' Floor, 
Bilour Plaza, Peshawar, 
Cantt: Peshawar
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

Execution Petition No. 162/2021
IN

Service Appeal No. 478/2016
AbdulShakoor Appellant

VERSUS

The Secretary Education Khyber Pakhtunkh\va & Others Respondents

REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS..i.. i v,.

■ ■<

Index

\ \
Page
Nos

Sr.No Description Annexures

01 to1 Reply alongwith Affidavit
03

Copy of Reinstatement Order dated 

26-06-2018
2 04 “A”

p
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE

TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

Execution Petition No. 162/2021
IN

Service Appeal No. 478/2016
AbdulShakoor .Appellant

VERSUS

The Secretary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others Respondents

~ v.-‘K ■> j;

Respectfully Sheweth:-

REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS

Preliminary obiection!-

' 1. That the instant execution petition is not maintainable in the present form.
’ k*; . < * • ‘ ■ t , • .

2. That the petitioner is estopped by his own conduct to filed the present 
petition,

3. That the petitioner has not come to this Tribunal with clean hands.
4. That the petitioner has got no cause of action to file the present petition

against the respondents.
SfThat the respondents have challenged the judgment of this Honorable

Li.Tribunal passed in appeal No. 478/2016 dated 06-07-2021 before the 

Honourable Supreme Court of Pakistan and CPLA No. 472-P/2021 is 

I subjudice before the Honourable Supreme Court of Pakistan.

actual objectioris:-

1. That Para No. 1, of the execution petition relates to record.

2. That Para No. 2, of the execution petition relates to record.

3. That Para No. 3,'of the execution petition also relates to record, hence need 

no comment.

4. That thb Tara No. 4, of the execution petition as composed is incorrect, 

hence denied. Appellant was reinstated in service vide Endst: No. 7395-7402 

dated 26-06-2018. (Copy of Reinstatement order dated 26-06-2018 is 

annexed herewith as Annexure “A”).

I

■ ■
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5. That Para No. 5, of the execution petition as composed is incorrect hence, 

denied.

6. In reply to Para No. 6 of execution petition, it is submitted that respondents 

challenged the judgment of this Honourable Tribunal dated 06-07-2021 

before the August Supreme Court of Pakistan and CPLA No, 472-P/2021 is 

subjudice, hence instant execution petition may please be Sine Die 

adjourned till the final decision of CPLA.

3. That the respondents seek leave of this Honourable Tribunal to raise 

additional grounds during the course of arguments.

t

r
It is therefore, respectfully prayed that instant execution petition may 

please be Sine Die adjourned till the final decision of CPLA.
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BEFORE THE HONORABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

Execution Petition No. 162/2021
IN

Service Appeal No. 478/2016
.AppellantAbdulShakoor

VERSUS

' The Secretary Education Khyber Pakhtunkhwa & Others Respondents

REPLY ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS... ’■
*.

AFFIDAVIT

1, Mr. Muhammad Shaukat, District Education bfficer (M) 

Abbottabad, do hereby affirm and declared that contents of forgoing reply are
Vv.,.: , , ,

correct and true according to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

has been suppressed from this Honorable Tribunal.
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