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Petitioner in person present.04.01.2022

Respondent department is directed to submit 

implementation order, if the department has filed CPLA 

before the august Supreme Court of Pakistan then they are 

directed to furnish conditional order or suspension order from 

august Supreme Court of Pakistan.

Notice of the instant execution petition alongwith copy 

•of this order be issued to the respondents for submission of 

, implementation report. To come up for implementation report 

on 17.01.2022 before S.B

iq-LftReHmamM^ir) 

Member (E)
u

Petitioner alongwith counsel and Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Buitt, Addl. AG alongwith Noor Daraz Khan/S.I 
(Legal) for the respondents present.

Representative of the respondents has produced 

copy of order dated 14.01.2022, whereby judgment 
under execution has been conditionally implemented till 
final decision on CPLA by the August Supreme Court of 
Pakistan. Copy of order is placed on file.

In view of the above, the execution petition in hands 

is consigned to the record room.

17.01.2022
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

360/2021Execution Petition No.
\

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

21 3

02.12.2021 The execution petition submitted by Mr. Zahoor Khan through 

Mr. Khaled Khan Mohmand Advocate may be entered in the relevant 

register and put up to the Court for proper cyder please. ‘

1

VJ. ^
REGI5TRM

r
This execution petition be put up before S. Bench at Peshawar2-

on
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BEFORE THE HON^BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.t- PESHAWAR

Misc. Application No of 2021
IN

Service Appeal No. 15182/2020

Inspector General of Police &. 2 othersMr. Zahoor Khan VERSUS
i'',

I:
1:‘i-V: INDEX

Description of documents. AnnexS.NO. PAGES
..V-'

Application with affidavit1.

Copy of Judgment dated: 15.09,2021 alongwith Service Appeal 

No.l 5182/2020
2-122. A3

V-.

13-143. BCopy of application dated: 11.10.2021

■ 154. Wakalatnama

ft'-

I
•7'.
r':K-

Applicant / Appellant
Through

t

i-
Khalid j^hon AAohmond

AAuhammtid Kareem Afridi

&

Haider Ali
Advocates, PeshawarDated: 01.12.2021
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA,
PESHAWAR

l>6o
Misc. Application No. of 2021

41,

IN
Service Appeal No. 15182/2020

4):
Mr. Zahoor Khan VERSUS Inspector General of Police & 2 others

APPLICATION U/S 7(2)(d) OF THE KP SERVICE TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 (KP 
NO.I OF 1974), READ WITH ALL ENABLING PROVISIONS OF LAW GOVERNIN^^A 
THE SUBJECT, FOR EXECUTION/IMPLEMENTATION OF JUDGMENT DTA^DO ' 
15.09.2021 IN THE TITLED APPEAL.

£\
♦

If Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That Applicant/Appellant approached this Hon’ble Tribunal through Service App^ 
Nos.15182/2020, which was allowed, vide Judgment dated: 15.09.2021
(Copy of Judgment dated: 15.09.2021 alongwith Service Appeal No.15182/2020 Is attached 
as Annexure “A").

2. That Judgment dated: 15.09.202T supra was announced by this Hon'ble Tribunal in open 
Court, in presence of the'representatives of the Respondent Department,, however, the 
same has not been implemented so far, although applicant/appellant has also 
communicated the Judgment ibid alongwith application dated: ! 1.10.2021, but to no avail 
so far, hence the instant application.
(Copy of application doted: 11.10.2021 is attached as Annexure “B").

••1

3. That more than 50 days time has been elapsed, however. Respondent Department is 
reluctant to implement Judgment dated: 15.09.2021 of this Hon'ble Tribunal in letter and 
spirit, which has caused grave miscarriage of justice, moreover, this Hon'ble Tribunal has got 
ample jurisdiction to implement the Judgment ibid, by issuing appropriate directions to the 
delinquents for the desired relief.

fc:

?r
4. That any other ground with the permission of this Hon'ble Tribunal will be taken at the time of 

arguments.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance, of instant application, 
Judgment dated: 15.09.2021 of this Hon’ble Tribunal may be ordered to be implemented in 
letter and spirit, so as to avoid untoward situation and further complications.

A

Applicant / Appellant
AFFIDAVIT Through

Stated on oath that contents of instant 
Application are true and correct to the best of 
knowledge and belief and nothing has been 
concealed frorh this Hon'ble Tribunal.

A

Khalid KhemAAoJ ion

Muhammad Kareem Afridi
Deponenti,

Haider All
Advocates, PeshawarDated: 01.12.2021
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BEFORE WIE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
■ V ' ^Service Appeal No/-^

'.J SChybcr Paktttukhwa 
Service'rribuiial/2020•#• •#

Diary No.^

Mr. Zaiioor
Ex-l'fC, . ■
District Police, Mardan

Oateil

SI"-

I • • - Annellaiitu .
«S' t ntvVERSUS 1\ '’^•V

1. The Inspector General of Police
Kiiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

3i

f

2. The Regional Police Officer.
Mardan Region, Mardan.

3. The District Police Officer
District Mardan ....../

RespondenK/

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 

PAKJiTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 

IMPUGNED

OF THE KHYBER

1974 AGAINST THE 

17.09.2020 WHEREBY MAJOR 

PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WAS IMPOSED UPON 

appellant against

ORDER DATED

THE WHICH he PREFERRED 
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL TO RF’SPONDENT N0.2 ON 22.09 2020 BUT 

THE SAME WAS UNLAWFULLY 

APPELLATE ORDER DATED 12.10.2020.
REJECTED VIDE IMPUGNED

F\led to-day

Regisrrlu^'"' ■r

PR.VYER:M r>o>^
On acceptance ot the instant appeal, the impugned order dated 17.09.2020 

passed by .Respondent No.3 and impugned appellate order dated 12.10.2020 

|| passed by Respondent No.2 may graciously be set aside/modified and appellant 

may be rednstated into service w.e.f..17.09.2020 with all back benefits.
s. 'OO.

t mi

Zri

a Respectfully Sheweth .

Facts giving rise to the present'appeal are as under:-

Ihat the appellant was employed in the Police Force as Constable way back 

m the year 2009, and has rendered meritorious service for the Department.

«»>

; / i!:.\
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" BEFORE the KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
1/
y- Service Appeal No.15182/2020

09.11.2020
15.09.2021

Date of Institution 
Date Of Decision

Mr. Zahoor Ex-H.C District Police, Mardan.
(Appellant)

f •- •

VERSUS

Inspector General of Police, Khyber Ptounhwa Peshawar 

and two others.
The

:■

(Respondents)

Muhammad Amin Ayub, 
Advocate For Appellant.5

Asif Masood Ali Shah, 
Deputy District Attorney For Respondents.

CHAIRMAN 

MEMBER (J)
AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN 

ROZINA REHMAN

1UDGMENT

MEMBER (3): Brief facts of the case are that

Constable. While

RnZTNA REHMAN,

inducted in the Police Force asappellant was 

performing duties at 

suspended from service on

Special Squad Police Lines Mardan, he was 

account of departmental proceedings. He 

conducted into the matter,was charge sheeted and an inquiry 

where-after, major penalty of dismissal from service was imposed

filed, departmental appeal which was rejected,

was

I-!
i:

upon appellant He 

A3^4Es^jhence, the present service appeal.

We have heard Muhammad Amin Ayub Advocate appearing 

H.K„i;"'««behaif of appellant and Asif Masood Ali Shah learned Deputy District

on
2.K
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\
y Attorney for the respondents and have gone through the record and 

the proceedings of the case in minute particulars..

3;. ' Learned counsel for appellant contended that the appellant 

was not treated in accordance with law, rules and pollcy and that the 

respondents acted In violation of Article-4. & 25 of the Constitution of 

Islamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973. He contended that the appellant.

■ neither misused his official authority nor entered, into the house of 

Khaista Rehman which is evident from the record and that 

complainant of case admitted the, presence, of appellant outside his 

house. That a false and concocted F.I.R was registered against the 

appellant and his wife. That mandatory requirement of law in shape 

of issuance of show cause notice was violated as no show cause 

notice was ever issued to the appellant and that in utter violation of 

law and principles of natural justice, after the first inquiry report, the 

second inquiry was clandestinely conducted at the back of the 

appellant and he was recommended for major punishment. That 

notice was served upon the appellant nor reasons were shown as to 

how the first inquiry report was rejected and second; inquiry was 

conducted and as to who was the Inquiry Officer as copy of the 

Inquiry report was not provided to the appellant. He siiibmitted that 

neither regular inquiry was conducted nor any evidence was recorded ‘

no

in presence of appellant and that proper opportunity of .defense was

not given to . the appellant. Lastly, he submitted that he 

attested proceeded against departmentally
was

on the allegations that he was 

involved in case F.I.R,No.589 dated 12.07‘.2020 and that was the only 

stigma but the appellant was acquitted by competent court of Law,

k l»\u k h » 
T. iAu, -

therefore, the Impugned orders may kindly be set aside.
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Conversely learned Deputy District Attorney submitted that4.

appellant while ■ posted at Special Squad, Police Lines Mardan, was 

placed under suspension on account of involvement in case F.I.R 

No.589 dated 1207,2020 at Police Station Saddar, Mardan. On

/

account of the aforementioned allegations, he was issued charge
' i .

sheet with statement of allegations and inquiry was entrusted to 

D.S.P Headquarter, Mardan. He contended that Inquiry Officer during 

the course of inquiry, provided all lawful opportunities to the appellant 

to'produce evidence in his defense but fiasco and that after fulfillment 

of all codal formalities, report was submitted and appellant was rightly

dismissed from service.

From the record, it is evident that appellant Zahoor khan Ex- 

Head Constable of . Mardan Police was. proceeded against' 

departmentally on the allegations that he while posted at Special 

Squad, Police Lines, Mardan was involved in F.I.R No.589 dated 

12.07.2020 U/S 452, 354, 506/34 P.P.C Police _ Stallion Saddar, 

Mardan. The Impugned order of District Police Officer Mardan is 

^ available on file which clearly shows that appellant was proceeded 

against departmentally through Mr. Gulshad Khan D.S.P Headquarter,

■ Mardan and accordingly he was awarded major punishment of 

dismissal from service vide. O.B No.1599 dated 17.09.2020. The 

inquiry report submitted by D.S.P Headquarter, Mardan is available on

file as "Annexure-C" and this inquiry was conducted vide office
>

N0.318/PA dated 13.07.2020. The Inquiry Officer recommended
I •

temporary reinstatement of appellant till the Court decision. The 

entire record is silent as to why this inquiry report was not taken into 

consideration and as to how another order was passed for second

5.

•Svi-
<Xv

it.vV \



4
-v

V.- ■■
inquiry. The statement of allegations available on file bearing 

No.318/PA dated 13.07.2020 shows that one Shakee! Ah'mad D.S.P 

Headquarter was also nominated as Inquiry Officer., The respondents . 

miserably failed to prove the service of charge sheet and statement of
f

allegations upon, the appellant and his association in the inquiry 

proceedings conducted by Shakeel Ahmad D.S.P.

s

t
I

I

h
r>

!

6. As discussed earlier that the only allegation against the appellant 

was his involvement in the' criminal case but the appellant was 

acquitted in the criminal case registered-against him vide F.I.R No.589 

, by the competent court of Law on 06.04.2021.
't
I •

It has been held by the superior fora that all the acquittals are 

certainly honorable. There can be no acquittal which may jae said to 

be dishonorable. Invoivement of the appellant, in the criminal case 

was the only ground on which he had been'dismissed from 

and the said ground had subsequently disappeared, therefore, his 

acquittal, made him re-emerge as fit and proper person entitled him 

to continue with his service.

7:

service

/ I

I
II

1i
8. For what has been discussed,above, we allow this appeal as 

prayed for. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned 

to the record room. , :

i

;

;

ANNOUNCED.
15.09.2021 j..

i•i

\

i

(AhmaK nTare'’e^):(^5p j
.V'

Chairman

•;*•<
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Wfore toe KHYBER PARHTUNKHWA service tribunal PESHAWAR

Sei*vice Appeal No/-^ IChyber Pakbtukhwa 
Service Xribunal:o:u

■M' ■
ii- Dijiry No.,T- •

■'i-
Mr. Zahoof
Ex-HC,
District Police, Mardan

OuteU
1/

Annellant
I'■ ■ /

VERSUS

I 1. The Inspector General of Police
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar■ •

2. The Regional Police Officer.
Mardan Region, Mardan.

i3. The District Police Officer. 
District Mardan ............ .

//
Resnonden fs

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER 

PAIOITUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE 

IMPUGNED ORDER DATED 17.09.2020 WHEREBY : MAJOR 

PUNISHMENT OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WAS IMPOSED UPON 

THE APPELLANT AGAINST WHICH HE PREFERRED
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL TO RESPONDENT N0.2 ON 22.09.2020 BUT 

THE SAME WAS UNLAWFULLY REJECTED VIDE IMPUGNED
APPELLATE ORDER DATED 12,10.2020.

F^ledto-^^ 

Oo">e——PRAYER:

On acceptance of the instant appeal, the impugned order dated 17.09.2020 

passed by Respondent No.3 and impugned appellate order dated 12.10.2020 

passed by Respondent No.2 may graciously be set aside/modified, and appellant 

may be re-instated into service w.e.f 17.09.2020 with all back benefits.

'4-

a Respectfully Sheweth.

Facts giving rise to the present appeal are as under:-

That the appellant was employed in the'Police Force as Constable way back 

in the year 2009. and has rendered meritorious service for the Department.

\
&.

1. ;

1
%

\
i
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I During service, the appellant has never been depaitirientally proceeded 

against and even a minor penalty has not been imposed upon hinr.so far, 

thus the .service ■ of the appellant remained unblemished and- spotless 

throughout; on the basis of. the same;:he was promoted against the post of 

■HC. ^ ^

I
I-
^ .

M-
M

.f
I I

2. That the appellant while performing duties at Special Squad ,Police Lines 

Mardan, was suspended from service on 13:07.2020 on account of - 

departmental proceedings. Later on, he was issued. Charge, Sheet and 

Statement of Allegations {Aniiex:~A) for the reasons mentioned therein.

: Since the charges were unfounded, misplaced therefore, appellant refuted 

the same and furnished a detailed reply (Annexi-B) explaining his position 

before the. Competent authority. (Copy of the reply may be considered as 

integral part of this appeal.) , .
•I

3. That thereafter an enquiry was conducted into the matter by , the Deputy 

Superintendent of Police HQrs, Mardan on 27.08.2020 (Inquiry Report 
A////eA':-C) by holding that:-.

RECOMMENDATIQN:-
i

“Keeping in view of the above facts and findings and 
after thoroughly examined the attached statements 
of the all relevant, DD Report and copy of FIR 
revealed that case is already under trial in court and 
on 26,08.2020 BSA of the alleged HC Zahoor No. 
2646, has been confirmed by the honorable learn 
court of ASJ-II.

Therefore, the alleged Constable may temporarily be 
reinstated, till the court decisions, if agreed.

Thereafter report ibid, was then submitted to the Competent Authority and 

appellant was predicting a favourable decision from him but to his utter 

bewilderment reportedly the Competent Authority got conducted another 

; inquiry clandestinely wherein the appellant was allegedly recommended for 

major punishment of dismissal from service. Neither the appellant 

associated with the inquiry nor inspite of repeated, requests, the report of the
was

D

-yvjivi

m
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called inquiry was,provided to the appellant.SO
MOio

0 i hat without issuing the Show Cause, Noti appellant was imposed upon 
nuajor penalty.-^of dismissal from service vide impugned order dated 

21.09.2020 (^/7Hex;-D) against which he preferred

ice,
W
i ^

Departmental Appeal 

22.09.2020 who by means of impugned 
appellate order dated 12,10,2020 (Annex-.-F) unlawfully rejected the

(Aniiex:-^) to Respondent No.2■ m on

same.f

r : 5. That appellant, being aggrieved of the impugned 

appeal, inter-alia, on the following groiinds:- 

Grounds:

orders ibid, files thisi-'.
J:

A. , That Respondents have not treated appellant in accordance with law, rules 

and policy on subject and acted in violation of Article 4 of the Constitution 

ofislamic Republic of Pakistan, 1973 and unlawfully issued the impugned 

orders, which are unjust, unfair and hence not sustainable in the eye of iaw.

B, That it is momentous to aver that on the day of incident neither appellant 
misused his official authority nor he entered into the house of Khaista 

Rahman which is crystal clear from the contents of Daily Diary No,23, 

dated 05,07,2020 {Annex-.-G) wherein complainant 

appellant did not enter his house rather he
himself admits that

was standing outside of the 

concocted FIR No.589 (Annexe- H) datedhouse. Subsequently a false and .

12.07.2020 U/S.452,354,506,34 

his wife Mst.. Iqbala wherein it was wrongly alleged, that
chalked out against the appellant and'was

on'the day-of
occurrence the appellant and his’ wife had 

Complainant and forcibly took away his wife-Mst. 

of appellant). Moreover

entered into the house of

Shagufa (Sister-in-law. 
on the day of occurrence Mst. Shagufta wife of

complainant insisted upon the appellant to register 
Murad brother-in-law of her husband because

a case against one

he was instrumental in
causing strained relations between Mst. . Shagufta and hef husband 

■ (Complainant). It would not ,be of place to put here that Mst. Shagufta

{Aniiex'.-l) betore the learned 
Judicial Magistrate, Mardan on 28,07.2020. and also gave a statement U/S 

161 P.P.C {Annex-.-3) on 17.07.2020 wherein she

out
Rahman has recorded a Statement U/s 164

categorically, conceded

husband (Complainant) himself permitted her. After registration of tJie

! ■/ '

i



!?-T-

0^’- ■I: Jf. 4'M
■■ ■#-

rr-
P.LR,-the, appellant alongwith his .wil^ fiied'a BBA Application in the 

Court of learned.. Additional Session Judge, Mardan wherein Mst. Shagufta 

.Rahman also executed an .Affidavit (/l/7//e.v:-.K) exonerating, the appellant
and his;vvife;pn the basis of which the.BBA was confirmed vide order dated 

20.08.2020 (Annex:-lu).

i
■w

m-.-

c. That the appellant was not issued Show Cause Notice which is a mandatory 

requirement of law and without issuing such Show Cause Notice the 

passing-of the impugned penalty is highly arbitrary, unlawful and hence 

cannot be sustained under any canons of law, Justice and fair-play. Thus the 

impugned orders are against the principle of natural justice and hence liable 

to be brushed aside? ■

1
1..m

I*
D. That in utter violation of the law and rules and principle of natural justice 

after the first Inquiry .Report, the second Inquiry was clandestinely got 

conducted at the back of the appellant and the appellant was. got 
recommended for major punishment. No Notice was seiwed upon the 

appellant nor the reasons are Icnown to the appellant that how the first 
Inquiry was rejected and second Inquiry was conducted and that who was 

the Inquiry Officer as copy of the Inquiry Report has also not been 

provided to him. Such being the case,, the appellant has been highly 

prejudiced and the impugned order appears to be the result of pre
determination and pre-set mind and hence not sustainable.

I

li

*■

E. That neither regular inquiry was conducted into the case in hand nor any 

documentary or oral evidence was recorded in presence of the appellant 
was he provided opportunity of cross-examination. The entire action was . - 
taken at the back of the appellant and thus he. was condemned unheard. It is 

a settled law that where a major penalty is to be imposed then regular 

inquiry is necessary which has not been done in the case in hand. Even the 

copy of the second Enquiry Report was not provided to appellant, which 

was mandatory in law.

nor-

That Article-lOA of the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of/Pakistan, 
1973 read with Section-16 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Act,

F.

1973 provides for the right of fair trial as per prescribed law and Rules.
Even the second Enquiry Report was not provided to the appellant which



J.-:

U-: 5
■■

¥ ■\vas'the-mandatory requirement ot law and also appellant was condemned 

unheard, thus the impugned orders are void, ab-iriitio as well as against the 

principle ofnatural justice.

W-
'••I

# ■■

That instead of a regular enquiry, an irregular, fact finding second enquiry 

w'as conducted although appellant was exonerated- in the first Inquiry 

Report. In the second inquiry, the Inquiry Officer in a liighly pre-judicial 

manner and without any evidence drew the conclusion on the basis,of 

surmises and conjectures declaring charges as proved in: utter, deviation of 

the procedure and Rules on the subject which has resulted, into serious 

miscarriage of justice.

(j.

k
merej.

I!if
i

;;1
ii';

1=

That it is a settled law that mere registration of an F.I.R cannot be taken as 

a Gospel truth inas much as the. allegations have to be established in the 

competent court of law and until, then the accused is presumed innocent, in 

this view of the niatter C.S.R 194 mandates that a civil servant who is 

charged for a criminal case .and is arrested is to be deemed as suspended 

and until finally convicted by the competent court of law, mere on the basis 

of F.I.R he cannot be dismissed from service. The appellant has already 

been granted BBA by the competent Court and has not been convicted for 

the offence. In this view of the matter, the .impugned order is highly 

arbitrary inas much as the appellant was kicked out of service on the basis

of unconfirmed and unprove4 allegations. ,,

H.

s

I. That no meaningful opportunity -of personal hearing was afforded to the 

appellant neither by the competent authority, nor by the Inquiry Officer nor 

by the appellate authority which are the mandatory requirements of law. 
Thus appellant was condemned unheard- as the action has been taken at the 

back of the appellant which is against the principle of natural justice.

i

J. That the appellant served the Department for long 11 and during this
period, the appellant has never been departmentally proceeded against
even a minor penalty has ever been imposed upon him, thus the service of
the appellant remained unblemished, spotless throughout. It is pertinent to
add here that appellant has been awarded long ATC Course Certificate 

1 *

wherein he got first position in Pakistan. He also qualified another short

nor

\

Ullaj
aivvar
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A'l'C course and ATS Course vide Cerdiicates (Annex^-M} and was.also

commended'by the DPO- Mardan. Furthermore: appellant was seriously
injuredAn a terror attack at Par Hoti. Mardan in which Inspector Mazhai

resullantly four terroristWE. : Shah Khan...embarrassed' martyrdom,
terrorists/attackers were, succumbed to-death, pursuant to which appellant-4

commended and awarded a cash prize.by. the IGP {Naqai Madd No.-28 

by Mst. Shagufta^/7./TCA::-N).- . ,
was

mWA ..
it'r

That appellant would like to offer, some-other grounds during the course of 

arguments. ■

K.
Id

W
. It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the instant appeal may graciously be 

accepted as prayed for above. ' .' '
■'

Any o.ther relief as deemed appropriate in the circumstances o^ 

specifically asked for, may also be granted to.appellant.

se/not

f Appellant
Through

/

Rhiil^R;
Advoca^
Supreirie Court of Pakistan

& /
Muhammad Amin Ayub
Advocate, High Court

■7
i-''&

MuhamiT«rd Ghazanfar Ali
Advocate, High Court

V-^4of Presentation

Number

flrj'fiU'.--

. 'Tco.!........

/11/2020Dated: r

Q^rtified to be tare copi*
//
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ATTESTED & AOiCEPTED:

KhalidKhanJfl^y 
Advocate Higiy Court 
Peshawar 
B.C. No. 18-1115 
CNIC No. 16101-8191351-1 
Mobile No. 0342-9101124
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OFFICE OF THE 

DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, 

MARDAN

1

Tel No’. 0937-9230109 & Fax No. 0937-9230111 
Email dpo_mardan@yahoo.com

•i

ORDER.
ZahoorOn acceptance of the pray filed by Ex-Constable 

Khan No. 2640 by Honorable KP Service Tribunal in Service appeal.No. 
15182/2020 in its order announced on 15.09.2021, Ex Head Consta e 
Zahoor Khan No. 2640 is hereby provisionally/conditionally re-instated in. ' 
to service from the date of decision i.e 15.09.2021, subject to the outcome of 

CPLA filed against the above mentioned orders.

.OB No.

Dated. I &t_/2022.

ict Police Om 
:^^_Marda^

Dis

I ^ /2022.n /EC. dated
Copy for information to: -
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Mardan Region-I, Mardan. 
Superintendent of Police Operations, Mardan.
DSP/Legal
DSP/HQrs.
Pay Officer

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

OSl6.
P.A7.

mailto:dpo_mardan@yahoo.com
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s •t DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER 
HARIPUR

I’ll: 0')95-92nil)n/'ni, Fh\-09')5614714, F-m}iil:-(l|)ohnriniir1@gtnnil. com

/ £*/No. y / dated Hariniir the / *-/ /2022

!T'(r The Assistant. Inspector C?eneral of Police, Legal 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. CPO, I’eshavvar

Subjccl.; PARLY HEARING OF CPLAs AGAINSI .TUDGMKM OI
HONORARLE KHYMER PAKH l UNKTIWA, .SERVICE
TRIRUNAL DATED 14.10.2021 ON SERVICE APl’EAl. NO.6042.
6043 & 6044.

Memo:

Kindly refer to the subject service appeals which were 
14.10.2021 by the honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal 

Camp Court Abbottabad, The Judgments were sent to your good oftice for filing of 
CPLA in the apex court. Con.4equently, the scrutiny committee of the law 
department held ail the Judgments lit for tiling of CPLAs vide your good office 
letter No.l 1738 dated 16.12.2021 and No. 12056-57/Legal dated 24.12.2021.

Consequently. CPLAs were lodged through the honorable 
Advocate General Ofllce^ Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar which are subjudice 
before the august Supreme Court of Pakistan.

ITe appellaht of the above cited judgments have illcd
before the honorable Khvbei' 

Pakhlunkhwa. Service Tribunal Peshawar for the implementation of judements. 
(Copies of the execution petitions are attached).

■fhe honorable Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Sei-vice Tribunal vide, 
ils ordei- dated Ob.OTlMM^ directed for the implementation of Judgment and 
submission of report on or before !l 7.01.2022. (Copy of order is altached).

It is therefore, requested that (.>fflce of learned Advocate 
General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar may kindly be approached for early 
hearing of CPLAs with stay orders for suspension oT'^Tfperation of 
Judgments/execution proceedings, please. /

decided on

execution petitions No.IO.l 1&12/2022

1
'i
1

District Police Oftreer, 
I-larj'pur

/

/
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BEFORE HONOURABlE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execl.ilion petilion Mo

Ali Ajlon (Co^^s^Clbl0 No. i3isitict Police Maripur] R/0 Village Kcikolri, 
Tehsil end Disltid Honpur (Peiitioner)

Versus

Pro'/ii icicii Police Officer, KPK Peshowor.
Reciifinol Police Officer,' Region, Abboltobod
Di.sliicI Police Officer I liVipur.....................................

2.
(Respondents)3.

;i

EXECUTION PETITON IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 6043/2020 FOR
I

OF JUDGMENT/DECISIQN DATED 14-10-2021 

OP THIS HONOURABLE SERVICE TRAIBUNAL ON CONDITIONAL

AMD PROVISIONAL BASIS TILL OUTCOME Of CPLA (IF ANY) 

FLED BY RESPONDEn'iTS/POUCE DEPARTMENT AGAINST

PETITIONER.

Res[Dedfully Shewelh:

Thai pelilioner/'app-^ellcjrrf filed subjec'f litled service 

appeal No. 6043/2020 before this Honorable Service 

Tribunol ogoinst the orders of Respondents whereby 

appellant wos ’ dismissed from service in flagrant 

and pegation of law, departmental rules

1.

violcrtion



!

J^” J

rinrj recnjlolioi'v;. (Copy, of the service appeal is
,;i

ciltoched as Annext“A”).

ir-

li:

That this t-lonoroblfii Service Tribunal while accepting7

s i. J t'3 i 6: c:: i s e i' v i t;: e o' p f'..) e a I Mo. 6043/2020 i s s u e d 1 h e

14-10-2021 that .'/weji idgmervt /cloc.i.sion: do led
,1 ■

rru1in!!\/__nllow__ fh oDoeal in hand and__the

. ODOellonf's cJismisscjl

frnm__service is sii/bsJ/tu/ed wiih minor penalty of 

y^^ithhnlrjinq^nf increment for three years withoul

c u rriu/o f/e c L._3do ns epy e n d2e_.im/aygne d

order of appellgn/;b.dism(5sg[.lrcini_5erv/ce_rbSet.a,dde 

^yhh d(reclfpn_fp_.i!the.._/'e5pp/7d,ei2i„NpJ.Jp_.._reinsl:pte 

td'ri_I/ntoervice _wi/h pI! back benefits. It is further

directecL!Np,3_shgdgpiye_..e(feef

;fp |6}e_ohnvRjrieintioned substituted penolty under

due course". (Copy of judgment/order dated 14-10-
:4

2021 is attached cis Annex-“B”).

a
14

;■

attested copy of theTIkM orv leceitdl of 

judgnnent/decisioh doted 14-10-2021, the appellant 

reported for dulyjon 09-12-2021 and subsequently on, 

24-12-2021 through registered post. (Copies of duty 

report 8. registry receipt are as Annexure-'‘C")-

3.

L'
i
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^ i 
1 !

Tliol ResponderV's inslead of faking appellanf on 

duty has issued q lefler datea 16-12-2021 that the?y 

are going to file CPLA against the judgment of 

Honorable KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar dated 14- 

10-2021 before! the Supreme Court of Pakistan. 

(Copy of the letter is attached as Annexure “D").

4.

Thol fhere is no ;slay order froto the- Apex Supreme 

Court cif Pokislon Islamabad in this respeci. Pefitioner 

is jobless since Pis dismissal from-service i,e. 12-02- 

2020 and has no source of income to live on; 

fherefore, oppellanl and his family imembers are 

badly suffering financially.

•S.

Thot despite pe'tifioner’s incessant approaches to

respondents, he', has not been allowed .to join his
■il

dulies as decided by this Honorable Tribunal even on 

condilioncil and- provisional basis subject io out 

of CPL.A (jif any) filed by Respondents/Police
II

fO p p I'I n"i e !“i I c:i C] a i n s I I e i:.) e I i t i o n e r. H e n c e this
i ;

Execution Petition on the following:

6.

come

GROUNDS:

That as this Honorable Service Triounal in its judgment 

dated 14-10-2021 had; ordered that' "we porfiolly allow the

A.

! ;



A \

';;i20e//anf;s_c//5/];i/s5G/../7;omj;erwce 

Q_of_ Jnc'"e/rienI for fhre e years

y^jthouL.cumu/g (iy^2i2^fe.c.f,.,,Cgn5egyenf/y,__ /■/')e_//Tipugned

ggge//g/],[;|g/yr» igy;)/ /(g(;ngeg//cejygef aside wiih 

2^''2'cf/on Jg_^2ie.,y25ggndent__ Na3_jg_^_re irrlo

/gyr::jgteisJur[her dire fho fjh e

'2:^eo/;}de/]i;._Ng,3jdg//,g/ve.ef/ecf2o.:/he._g/:)cg/e reerrfiosied 

dJlhdltdtedjeenoify'hiK^ c.oijrse

d'iiw
i
BMBII
fi I!i B) I'ha!- [here is no dciy order fror-n the. Apex Suprenne Courl 

' of Pokislon cigolnsi lihe judgment and order doled 14-10- 

2021 of 1l-iis f-lonoi-able Service Tiibunal and iis order is in 

the field. Respondenis must comply v/ilh the said order.

m
sim

4?
i'4
Mm

0'-)

1 '-1-10-2021 of lids, Honorable Tribunal. I'lence instant 

execution petition, ;

m
mi
P

D) That petitioner along with his family is facing financial 

distresses due to his unemployment and deserves to be
ii ■

allowed to join 1-ii.s duly in the light of decision doted M- 

10-202 I of this Honoi'oble Service Tribunol.

D!I

ii Thdt instont execution petition is well within time and this 

Honorable Service'I’rlbunol Isas got every jurisdiction to 

entertain and adjudicole upon the soime.

■'•r-
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,,, —t

I
PRAYT-R:

IS, ll'^eiefpre. humbly piiOyed ihoi this llonorobie Seivice

Tribunal may graciously bb; pleased to accept this Execution 

pofilion one! issue n e ce s .■; r-i r y a r d e rs / d i r e e: t i o n s to I.) e 

respondenis to ottow the petilioner io join his duiies in the light 

of its decision doted ldd0-'202] conditionalty and provisionciily

subjecl 1.0 outcome of CPt.Aj (if any) filed by respondents

\
}

L. \
PETITIONER ;

1
■■ "1

■ 1iiRTTiir.ii ■

r I

MOHAMMAD ASLAM TAM Oil 
ADVOCATE t-IIGH COLIRT 

AT t-lARlfd..)R

{

AFFIDAVIT

E Ali Ajlan petitioner eJo'' ttereSuy solerrin'iy affirm tfiat the 

contents of fore-going petition are true and correct to the best 

of my knowledge and belidt and nothing has been concealed 

from this honorable courl.

i'
n

f

r
!

Doted: -01 -2022 DEPONEMC.

(

, Alt f - SI ■

I

'i

I
v

1
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BEf-(3RE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TR1BUNAL PESHAWAR

l•■xc•;Cu^ion peirtion No

■i

Mi.K.-Jossor I'li.issciin Alibnsi fjiinioi' dork, Disiricl Police Horipur) P/O ViHoge 
l-lnyofo, V(7. Boikol, Tehsil cmd Horipi, (PeHlioner)

: Versus

i-Vr.viuclnl Police Qflicer, KPK I'Prc'.hownr.
%

Pofiionoi Poli';'.'':: P)Pi<".'Oi, Ho/cu'o Rerjic^n, Al')bnlIrihrid. 
Distucl Police Olfi'.'jei' Hriiipi.jrf (Respondenis)

! \
EXr:CUTION PETITOM IN .SERVICE APPEAL NO. 6044/2020 FOR

IMPI.EMENTATiON OF JUDGMENT7DEC:S10N DATED 14-10-2021
i: ........ ........................... . ■

OF THIS HONOURABLE SERVICE TRAiBUNAL ON CONDITiONAl 

AMD PROVISIONAL BASIS TIP- OUTCOME OF CP1.A OF ANYl 
flip__ BY__ RESPONDEhilTS/POllCE DEPARTMENT AGAIN ST

5

)1

ii
ii!PETITIONER.31'

Ii
fIf esfoer: I fi.illy Sl'^eweIh:

Thai ipeiilicinet/cjppeilani filed subject titled service 

oppeol No. 6044/2020 before Ihis hlonorable Service 

Tribunal ocjoirvsu iiAo orders of Respondents N/vhereby 

a te le e 11 a ip f Vv/ci s'; d i;; iri i s s e d f iy;.) np s e i'vi c e in f I (::i cj ra n I' 

violalion and riegation of law, .departmental rules

•r
»?

*.o
'd

,0

Ilk.;;



ind regiilcilions. {Copy of the
' ;

oitoched or> Annex-"A”).

wm i\ /
t . r

service appeal is

■)

Ti'ioi this I'lonr^rohie oei'vi^ e liihurtol \A/hile at:.cepfinr] 

:^i'biecl seivicoA oppeol Mo. 60'14/20?0 issued H-ie 

judgrneni/decision ciciied

/

i
i !^M 0-2021 the I /vve 

in.dienorhcilhn.o//pw|; Jhp^ jnQPeal
I

!020.!,:CAlcd._ n;iG/or_ Qeng/fx cC G/ppe/^ ..dismissal

!/nnj.Aniy'Qnuninubdiluied withI n?io.QLJ2nnciiiY__aDf
A{'!!dX2/d/no.,_oM ; /ncrernend for^O YhdhQUi

innnulgtive^eftacd..Conseguenlly^aJh^ 'nipi/p/')ed

O'cieLpi. o/2/oel/gnCxd/smXp[i/pmier^icejx5e/ as/de 

^JlliLdEPciion -lQJJ2^tLi:esQondef2f_NQjJo jeinshgte

!iliniJntQ_gewlce__wrd^.J/_/5/urXer

2d':ecjpiXJ;hatj;jie_rGcppndend,/^ give effect

.to„!de_„Gbov_e _/fenHoned subslifufad pengCy under
,0 ----- -

due_coMrsen, (Q^py of judgment/order dated 14-10-

2021 [S otfached as Annex~“B'’).

if
<y

USn
‘i

,3 Thai on receipi of oliested copy of iiie 

judgiTient/decision doled 14-10-2021, fhe appellani 

reporied for duty on 09d 2X02i ond subsequently

d-

on
24-12-2021 Ihrough regislered posl. (Copies of duty 

report S. registry receipt are as Annexure “C").

.V

d';:

11
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..... s

/

K J!
i

4. 1 h o I l\ r-' s j-,) (1114j i"i I ,s I ri s I (•> r\ c \ f: loking oppellnr'il on 

duly hos i^oi 1(14:1 o loil'er doied 16-12-2021 Ihcd Ihey

ri

ore 'going hy file rig,a ogoinsl' I'he judgment o( 

l--lonorcil;)le KPK Serviro: '^|■|l:)unal Peshowor doled 14- 

10-2021 belv^re Ihe Pupt'erne Coui't ot Pakision.

(Copy of the letter is attached as Annexure "D”).

Thoi there is no sloy older trom tlie Apex Supreme 

Courl of Pr:)kistan Isiornobod in this respect. Peiilioner 

is jobless sincie his dismissal frorn service i.e. 12-02- 

2020 and hgs nci soiirce of iiicr)me to live on; 

11'soretrire, ni'Ipelkmi rinri tiis' family rnernksers 

bnnily si illerii ig finnnr:inlly.
Oi'e

iS Thcil despikp pelitioner's incessant approaches to

respondents, :l:he has not been allowed to join his
i:k

duties as decided by this Honoroble Tribunal even on

conditional ond provisional basis' subject to out 

come of CPUA (if any) tiled by Respondents/Police 

Deportment tagainst Ihe petitioner.

Execution Peljlion on ttue following:

Hence this

GROUND.S:

A. Ttmii CIS this l-lonr^iicfble 

doted 14-10-2021 ftcid ordered Itsat'

ei-vlc.e Tribuncil in ils juclgmenl 

btr .ppr//a//x.gdpw /h e

s )

'S.'

■V

'i;
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I ^ )r/\ y

t;^/2^2e'lo/l/:5.c://5m^^;Glli7:om ^e/Vfc 

QGjiolly_QL^..y^IlllbojdioyL .^qLJhc _for threes years

'■'Ybbo.L'!.......................................£.onseayenfj'\/^_lhe_/o:].^

fJiiyy^l'QLl..No,3 _/;o relnsfoj'e hjni Inin
■I ......... ............. ............................... ............

^N-/N'ce w3/;)_G/[bac^,3)Pne/(fo directed that [he
.! ...... ......................... .................................................................................................................................................................................... ...... .................................................."■■

rf3^NOoden[ ^/a3 g/\/e..e^^^^ above oien/;/pr)er /

/Oonp//p.i:/r!c/e/_r/(.je course3

I

I
'm

III 3
3
4<i

It P) Ihoi there- is no stoyoider iTotri the Apex Supreme Court 

of Pokisloi'i ogciinsl i'he ji "■ iginent and order doted M- iO-
r

.2021 of 11-Os l-tonorotpte Service 'fubunat oru:! its ordei' is in 

liie fietd. Responderjts musi comply with the said order.

e-v

I
I

iim C)i That resporsdenis are retuctani to pay any heed to 

decision doted lAjjl0-2021. of this Honorabte Tribunal, 

hence instant execi/tion petition.

im
wSi

m

11

ct 0) Tt-v:rl petitioner olofig wilt-i his fr..rnily is facing tinonciot

distresses due to hisdjnemployi-nent from 12-02-2020 ond
■ !'

deserves lo be otlqwed to join Isis duty in the tiqht of 

decision doted t -3| l 0-2021 of I tils Honorobte Service 

Tribunoi. •

y;
ft

j '

d P

1
■d
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li i
Thai insirint execijlidin petition-is well within time and this

j'

l ie.nornhie Service Tribiji'H.il hejs got every jurisdiction to
. i .

entertain ond odindipote upots the same

ii

PRAYlvR:•
e
■; 1

iv irnit-'lv jcmvcci I'hril ilus l-lonorable Service 

rritsunol ixwsiy grf.jcicnjsly dp plenised io occeinl Ihis l“xr>culian 

issue necsemuy orders/rlirerhions ks be 

respondents Io oHov/ tlse'petitioner to join his dulies in Ihe lighi 

of its dec:inon doted MdO-2021

1! itv->rxhc'-

S:' c-21'

id
0

SI.

ErrnoNER;p
/.!■

4. li-
2-;

uk'Oi.iGi-i

t MOHAMMAD ASLAM TAMOIJ
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 

AT HAR'IPUR
I

I AFFIDAVIT
••

I, N/tudassor Hu.ssain Alnljoi petitioner rJo I'lereley solemnly otfirm
1 ,

il'iot the conlents of tore-going petllion ore.true and correct, io 

tlse Inest ot niy knowledge and beliet and nothing has been 

coriceoled trons Ihis horKcrobte coi.irt.

/■'\// \ 'DEPONENTDoted; Vd-01-2022

r f

! •

:s
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.) ..J' »

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

^:xcc.! tlicv' Mo

;!Ml l|•u■,^Tln'lrx•i Alif (ConstnlDlo M'6, 35V, IVistncJ Police l-lariouO R/O Mohollals
(PeMlioner)Aliiron, Mecir Bl-IU Sikonciorpur, Teh.sil A Dislric.t l-lciripiir

Versus

Provincial Police Officer. KPK l^eshowar.
Recjionol Police Officer, l-iozora Region, Abboltabad 
Oislrici Police Officerll-loripur..................................... '

2.
(Respondents)A 3.

r FXFCIITION PETITON IN SIERVICE APPEAL MO, 6042/2020 FOR 

iMPltEMFMTATIOM OF JUDGMrfNT/DECiSION DATED 14-10-2021 

or THIS HONOURABLE ArVICE TRAIBUNAl ON CONDITIONAL 

AND PROVISIONAI.. Ba5s Till OUTCO.VtE OF CFLA (IF AMYj 

FLED BY RFSPOMDENTS/POUCE DEPARTMENT AGAINST

■¥
■A

1 PETiTIONF.R.

r
3i Respectfully Sheweth: ii i

i
a That peiitioner./cippellant filed subject titled service

appeal No. 6d|42/2020 before this Honorable Service

Trihunol nnoinvl the orders of Respondents whereby ii
optoellont wrrs disnnissed frorr-i service , In flogront 

violation and neciation of low, deportmental rijles

SI
> ■

■><*

A

C:

I!Sr
A ;!

C



/
^r^T'

and regulolions- (Copy o! the service appeal is 

attached as Annex;f"A ).

That this Honorable Service Tribunal while accepting

appeal Mo. 6042/-2020 issued the 

14-10-2021 that

i*) a /n d and_the

subjeci service
wei u d cj iTi e n t / cl e c i s i o Hi d o \ e d

pgrtiol[Y__: !n

subsldided__wi/h_minor_j:)en^ ..^'■on2__j;e/:yrc_e_, c

\Ayilhholc!!n(2_,oLjpC!YYneryLlQL^.^^

2

c u m Ida tiv^___effeci Cons:^idenfjd^„die_Jmjaygn^. 

orcler_of aaeellonild.dismi^lMQdS^yiceJs^et^as^^

d(recjicDn_
with nil bock benefits. lUiJudhGr

tb-c
with

h iilLjn j'o_5eivLc_e
direcLed thpl.fesporidept No._3_jhplLQiy^^Il^^ 

me' ntinni=d substituted penalty under
d

In the obove 

due course". (CoiSy of judgment/order dated 14-10-
i;

2021 is attached qs Annex-‘'B").

of theaitesied copy 

doted 14d0-2021, the appeliant
receipt cdThat on3.

j u d CJ m e ri t / d e c i si o n 

reported for duty: on 0?d 2:2021 end subsequently on 

24-d 2-202d tl^rough registered post. (Copies of duty
>
y.

report X, registry receipt are as Annexure-“C").T-r

,
•■r

/ ■

1' !'
Pt

iV.

;

y-
ti'

•u:
>f ■



mSIm
-s’;I

r» /.-r^^
. ***''''pjW^

lha1 Respondenis instead of tokinc^ appellant on

duty has issued'j a letter dated l'6-l 2-2021 thot they 
:|

ore going to file CPI..A against the judgment of 

1-lonorable KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar dated 1 4-
I ■

10-2021 before ' tfie Supreme Court of Pakistan.

(Copy of the letter is atlaclied as Annexure “D”).

. 4.

Sw
ra

That ffiere is no! slay order from the Apex Supreme 

Court of Pak,istr:in Islamabad in Ihis lespect. Petilioner 

is jobless since his oisi'nisso! from service i.e. 12-02- 

2020 and has ■ no source of income to live,'on; 

theretore. oppellont and his fomily members are 

badly suffering finonciolly.

r:O.

¥

C:
;■

That despite pietitioner's incessant approaches to6,
respondents. h:P has notnbeen allowed to join his

iji I T
duties as decided by this Honorable Tribunal even on 

conditional ancj provisional basis subject to out 

'come of CPLA.tfif any) filed by Respondents/Police 

Oeprirlmenf dgainst the petitioner. Hence this 

Execution Pelilion on the following;

a
§i
i

3
J-

if

GROUNDS:

■V

That as this Hoiioroble Service Tribunal in its judgment
i|

dated 1 4-10-2021 hd;d ordered that "we oorfiolly ollow ihe

A.

. ■ I
1'-.,

i

r
ii
,i

•f.
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QQ.QeoL!!L._hQnd._c.;^nd'fhe /mpuqned moior penoltv of

d.l2t2^lQr]l.^s^>smisso!Ji^i^ is suhsfIfufecJ with-minor

^oL,,.jncremenf^..tor f/iree...^/eor'S

..ydtod/Qi'yyL-y^[yc,(.__.C^i5eC|fuenf;/y,_.lhe_/n^P'.'''I/^‘'dd

order of oppellaiir.fl clismlssolJroni ser\^CR_i^s^_n

^il'2.2llQ.O d.) I he re s id o n d en I N o .3' to reiiisfote him jn to

22>yice_wiih oil back henefils. If Is further directed that the 

respondent No.3 shall give effect to the above mentioned 

substituted pe no I Ixjjnd c-? r due c o urse
1

B) That there is eo slc.iy order from the Apex Supreme Court 

of Pakistan onoinsl Jhe judqmenf and order doted 14-10-
i

Ion !o'ble Service Tribunal and its order is in
i

the field. Respond(?nls must comply with the said order. '
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2021 of thisI
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Ii that resporv'^-'i'U ' Iq rioi poy any heed to decision doted 

;s;! Honorable Tribunal, hence instant14-10-2021 .. I

ilexecution [::)olition. n
i .
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That petitiopra oldhg with his family is facing financial

his unemployment and deserves to be 

allowed to i^''n his duty in the light of decision doted 14- 

10-2021 of I his t-loriorable Service Tribunal.

D)
:{ distresses di..v r■i

4-

B) That instanl ' ■u''''c;ion petition is well within time and this 

Honorable .'4'-Tribunal has got every jurisdiction to

u licoie ijpon the some.'
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1'^. iherefore, humbly j^royed tho'f 

Tribuuol

peiiliun

m this Honorable Service 

■occept this Execulion 

to be 

in ihe light

itmm a
rii.ay graciously he pleosed to 

ond

ii
:is.surs liK^cessary orders/directions

i-espondents to ollow the petilioner to join his duties i 

ot its decision doled M-'ll0-2021

!■

conditionally ond 

C-PI.A (it any) filed by respondents.
provisisnnally
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E petitioner
sI* IlkYIIJGl-l I\

■T
advocate high court

AT HARIPUR
I AI A AFfJPAVIT■jV

Ii
8**« affirm that the 

are true and correct to the best 

has been concealed

contents of fore-going petition 

of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

from this honorable coi.iri.

Doted:'f j -01-202?
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^'X'-r.i il,ini-| r'(.-:i:ihni I No. lf)/20-’/

06.01..202^ Leai-ned counsevfor the petitioner present.^0

The petitioner through thl.s Execution Petition has brought the 

Judgivient ot tiiis Tribunal for execution wliicli was passed in his favor 

oi‘i l-T.1.0.2023., in seivice appeal Mo. 604.3/2020. The findings in the 

judgment were followed by the operative part as copied below:-

it
I®

m "For lA/hdl' hos been discussed ebove, we perdoHy allow the

apjjea! at hand and die impugned major peurjlfy oh appellant's 
\

dismissal from service is substituted with the minm penalty of 

withholding of increment for three years vnthnut cumulative 

effect Conseoudatly, the ' impugned order of appellant's 

dismissal Irani service is set aside with direction to the 

respondent No. 3 to re-instate him into .service with all back 

benefits. .!!: is further directed that the respondent No. 3 shall 

give effect to above mentioned substituted penalty under due
I

course." \
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The petitioner lias submitted that.the judgment is still in field 

and has not been suspended or set aside by tlic august Supreme Court 

of Pakistan, Thei'efpre, the respondents ai’G legally bound to pass 

forrnsi reinstatement ..order and.he prayed for implementation of tlie 

judgment at his credit in letter and spirit.
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Needle:' to .say ilvat the respondents rare at liberty to challenge 

I'ho )i idgiirient nf croriit of fhe [letifinner l;)efnre t.lse auriust .Ouiu'eme 

CoLii't of l-'akistan, if'so advised; howeveis filing of IPs |.)etitioi'i aejainst 

ttie judgiTient bcfni-'e august fd.ipreme Couii: of Paki.stan does not 

absolve the respondents froni their obligation from impiementation of 

tiie judgiTieiit of this Tribunal in letter and spii'it ui'iless the same is 

.su.spended by a specific order of the august Supreme Court of 

Pakistan. If the respondents are not in pos.session of aisy such order, 

they ai'e supposed'to implement the judgment at credit of the 

L^ietitioner but witlj liberty to get an affidavit from Idm for
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rei:ui'n/''Psi:or;;ii:ion of i:he benefits, if the judgment of this-Tribunal al: 

his credit i3 set aside by the august Supreme Court of Pakistan. Copy 

of hyecution Petition alongwith copy of this order be sent to 

Respondent No. 3 ibor implementation report on or before'the date 

fixed. Notice of txecution Petition be given to other respondents.

To come ujmfor implementation report on. 17.0.1.2022 before
5.B.
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