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Execution Petition No. 366/2022

Date of order
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with sighature of judge

2

23.06.2022

oS- 070222

14" Nov 2

)22 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. M

Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for respondents

The execution petition of Mr. Shahid Hussain Shah submitted today by
Mr. Muhammad Aslam Tanoli Advocate may bg entered in the relevant register

and put up to the Court for proper order please

REGISTRAR "W

This execution petition be put up before touring Single Bench at A.Abad

on &‘1‘ o8 2 Original file be req‘uisi‘tio'ned‘ AAG has noted the
next date. The respondents- be  issued  notices  to s'ubmit

compliance/implementation report on the date fi

CHAIRMAN

present.

Implementation report not submitted. Respondents arg

directed through learned AAG to submit implementatior]

report on the next date positively. To come up for

implementation report on 12.12.2022 before S.B at camf
court Abbottabad.

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
- Chairman
Camp Court Abbottabad




BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE
TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
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Execution Petition No... Zéé /Wy

Shahid Hussain Shah S/O Safdar Hussain Shah (Constable No. ,
471 District Police Haripur) R/O village Bagra No.1, Tehsil and

District HAMDUT .. e ——— (Petitioner)
Versus
1. Provincial Police Officer, KPK Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer Haripur.

(Respondents)

EXECUTION PETITION IN SERVICE APPEAL NO.2090/2019.

_ INDEX - ,
§/No | Description of Document Ann- Page
' exure | No.
1. Execution Petition. 01-04
2. Service Appeadl dated “"A" 105-09
3. KPK Service Tribunal Decision 28-01-2022 “B"  |Jp- 1§
4. | Duty Report 26-04-2022 “"C" L6
5. Copy of Notice for CPLA dated Nll “D” 47
6. | Wakalathama

i MW

Through M MJ/

(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli)
Advocate High Court
Dated 23-06-2022 at Haripur
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Execution petition No,@éﬁg/%zz/
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' BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Shahid Hussain Shah S/O Safdar Hussain Shah (Cons’roble No.

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

471 District Police Haripur) R/O village Bagra No.1, Tehsil and
District HArpur.....ocooiiiien, (Petitioner)

W~

Provincial Police Officer, KPK Peshawar. -
Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abboﬁobod
District Police Officer Haripur.

(Respondents)

EXECUTION PETITON IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 2090/19 FOR

IMPLEMENTATION OF JUDGMENT/DECISION DATED 28-01-2022
OF THIS HONOURABLE SERVICE TRAIBUNAL.

PRAYER: ON_ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT EXECUTION PETITION

THE RESPODENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE DIRECTED TO ALLOW

PETITIONER TO JOIN HIS DUTIES IN THE LIGHT OF JUDGMENT

DATED 28-01-2022 OF THIS HONOURABLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL.

Respectfully Sheweth:

That petitioner/appeliant filed subject tifled service
oppeoli before this Honorable Service Tribunal
against the orders of Respondents whereby
petitioner/appellant was dismissed from service and
his depor’rrhen’rol 'oppeoyl was rejected in flagrant
violation and negation of IQW, departmental rules
and regulations and denied the appellant's
reinstatement in service. (Copy of the service

appeal is attached as Annex-“A").



That this Honorable Service Tribunal on acceptance

of subject service appeal issued judgment/decision

dated 28-01-2022 that “instant appeal is partially

accepted. The penalty of removal from service is

converted into _minor penalty of sfdpooqe of

increments for two vears and the intervening period

is freated as leave without pay. Respondents

however, at liberty to _conduct inquiry, if they so

desire”. (Copy of judgment/order dated 28-01 -2022

is attached as Annex-“B").

That on receipt of attested copy of the
judgment/decision dated 28-01-2022, the appellant
reported for duty on 26-04-2022. (Copy of duty report

is attached as Annexure-“C").

That Respondents instead of Tokihg petitioner on
duty issued an un-dated and un-signed Notice that
Respondents were filing CPLA with stay application
against the judgment of Honorable KPK Service
Trbunal Peshawar dated 28-01-2022 before the
Supreme Court of Pakistan in its Branch Registry at
Peshawar. (Copy of the Notice is altached as

Annexure “D").

That despite peﬁ’rioner’s'incessont approaches to
: respondén’rs he has not been allowed to join his
duties. Appellant is jobless since his dismissal from
service. 'Appellon’r alongwith his fomily is facing

financial distresses due to his unemployment.




6. - That there is no stay order from the Apex Supreme

Court of Pakistan against the order/judgment dated

28-01-2022 of this Honourable 'Service Tribunal and in

such a condition respondents are legally bound to

implement the orders/judgment of this Honourable

Service Tribunal. Hence this Execuﬁon Petition on the

follov‘ving:

GROUNDS:

A)-

B)

C)

That as this. Honorable Service Tribunal in its
judgment dated 28-01-2022 has ordered that

“instant_appeal is partially accepted. The

penalty of removal from service is converted

info _minor _penalty of stoppage . of

increments for two years and the intervening

period is treated as leave without pay.

Respondents however, at liberty to ‘conduct |

inquiry, if they so desire". Hence,respvonden’fs

are legally bound to allow the appellant to

join his duty.

That there is no stay order from the Apex
Supreme Court of Pakistan ogdinsﬂL the
judgment and order dated 28-01-2022 of this
Honourable Service .Tribunol while order -
dafed 28-01-2022 is in field. Respondents

must comply with the said order.

That departmental authorities/respondents -

are reluctant to pay heed to the decision

dated 28-01-2022 of this Honorable Tribunal,

hence ihsfon’r éxééufion petition.




D)  That petitioner alongwith his family is facing

S~

financial distresses due to his unemploymen’f
and deserves to be allowed to jom his duty in
the light of decision dated 28-01-2022 of this

Honorable Service Tribunal.

E) Tho’r.ins’ro-nf execution petition is well within
time and this Honourable Service Tribundl
has got every jurisdiction to entertain and

adjudicate upon the same.

PRAYER:

It s, ’rhefeforé, hu:rﬁbl\/‘ prayed that this Honorable Service
Tribunal may graciously be p,'leosed to accept this Execution
pefiion ‘and issue necessary orders/directions - to be
respondents to allow the pe’riﬁonér to join his duties in the light
of judgment/decision dated 28-01-2022 of this Honourable

Service Tribunal.

PETITIONER

MOHAMMAD ASLAM TANOLI
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
AT PESHAWAR

Dated:  23-06-2022

AFFIDAVIT

l, Shahid Hussain Shah §/O Safdar Hussain Shah petitioner do

hereby undertake/solemnly affirm that the contents of fore-
- going petition are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and belief and nothing has been conceoled or

ressed from this. ble cour’f
suppress ‘,??r:?o&g
Dated: 23-06-2022

HROUGH - . A W
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B BEFORE HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
f ~ SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Appeadl No..................

Shahid Hussain Shah $/O Safdar Hussain Shah (Ex-Constable No.

471 District Police Haripur) resident of Village Bagra No.1, Teh:sil
and District Haripur.

_ Appellant
VERSUS

1. Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Region, Abbottabad.
3. District Police Officer, Haripur

Resgondents'

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL
ACT 1974 AGAINST ORDER DATED 10-05-2017 OF THE DISTRICT
POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR WHEREBY APPELLANT HAS BEEN
DISMISSED FROM SERVICE AND THE REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER
HAZARA REGION ABBOTTABAD ORDER DATED 13-12-2019
WHEREBY APPELLANT'S DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS BEEN
REJECTED.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE APPEAL BOTH
THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 10-05-2017 AND 13-12-2019 OF
THE RESPONDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE
APPELLANT BE RE-INSTATED IN HIS SERVICE FROM THE DATE OF
DISMISSAL WITH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

Respectfully sheweth,

1.  That while appellant posted at Police Station
Kotndjibullah (District Haripur) and performing his official
~duties on 03-03-2017 to the bad of luck he suffered with
acute back-ach and was taken to the Doctor by his
colleagues whg_ei he was _gxgmined by the Doctor,

who prescribed.sémAé medicines with bed rest advice.

ST
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That appellant submitted a written application to the
Police Station Kd’mojibulloh through his brother for grant

of leave on medical grounds and also telephonically

informed the then moharrir the Police Station about his

ailing condition. (Copy of application dated 10-03-2017

is atached as Annexure “A").

That despite regular medical treatment from different
doctors the appellant's health could not be recovered
and the illness ’rook recourse to lengthy sufferings.
However, the oppelloh’r continuously contacted and
intfimated his officers through written applications as
well as telephonically about his illness and medical
treatment. (Copy of application dated 07-04-2017 is
attached as Annexure-“B").

That when the agppellant got recovered his health, he
personally approached office of the DPO Haripur for his
duty, in the beginning he was put off on one or the
other pretext but ultimately he was verbally told that his

services had been dismissed on 10-05-2017.

That due to the reason.the appellant submitted a
written opplicoﬁon dated 16-04-2019 to the worthy
District Police Officer Haripur for issuance of the order
dated 10-05-2017 through which the appellant had
been dismissed from service. Thereafter the appellant
wds issued his dismissal order dated 10-05-2017. (Copies
of - application dated 16-4-19 and Order 10-5-17 are

attached as Annexure-“C & D").




That as the appellant throughout his entire service

always performed his assigned duties with devotion
and honesty to the entire satisfaction of his worthy
officers and never provided them a chance of
reprimand. Appellant has excellent service record af
his credit. Applicant's absence was not deliberate
rather due his prolonged illness and circumstances
beyond his conirol. Appellant is jobless and the only
bread earner of his large family. (Copies of medical

treatment's documents are attached as Annexure-“E").

That without conducting any proper departmental
enquiry, issuing of Charge Sheet, Show Cause Notice
and providing enquiry findings,‘ if any, and even
affording opportunity  of personal hearing, fthe
appellant had been awarded the exireme punishment
of dismissed from service by the District Police Officer

Haripur vide order dated 10-05-2017.

That appellant was never communicated about
rejection of his medical leave despite his repeated
requests for its sanction. Time and again the Office of
District Police Officer Haripur was approached for grant
of leave but he was kept in darkness on one pretext or
the other. |

That appellant aggrieved of the order dated 10-05-
2017 df the District Police Officer Haripur preferred a
departmental Gppedl dated 09-05-2019 before the
Regional Police officer Hazara Region Abbottabad |

wherein he agitated all the facts and circumstances of

S

the matter by denying the allegations Ieveléd against




.

him. (Copy of the deparimental appeal dated 09-05-

2019 is attached as Annexure-“F").

That the Regional Police officer, Hazara Region,

~ Abbottabad without taking into consideration the

appellant’s stance taken in memo of appeal rejected
Thé same vide order dated 13-12-2019. (Copy of the
order dated 13-12-2019 is attached as annex-“G").
Hence instant service appeal, inter alia, on the

following amongst others:-

GROUNDS:

q)

b)

That both the impugned orders dated 10-05-2017
and 13-12-2019 of respondents are illegal, unlawful
against the facts and circumstances of the matter

he_nce are liable to be set aside.

That no proper departmental inquiry was
'con'duc’red. No Show Cause Notice was issued to
the appellant. Even appellant was not heard in
person. Instant impugned order is liable to be set

aside on this score alone.’

That the responden’rs. have not tfreated the appellant
in accordance with law, departmental rules &
regulations and policy oh the subject and have
acted in violation of Article-4 of the constitution of
Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973 and unlawfully
issued imp_ugned orders, which are unjust, unfair

hence not sustdindble in‘the €yes of law.

B i i
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d)  That the appellate authority has also failed to abide
by the law and even did not take into consideration
the grounds taken in the memo of appeal. Thus the
impugned order of respondent is contrary to the law
as laid down in the KPK Police Rules 1934, other
departmental rules regulations read with section 24-
A of General Clause Act 1897 read with Article 10A

of Constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 1973.

e] That applicant's absence was not deliberate rather
due his prolonged llness and circumstances beyond
his control. Appellant has applied for medical
treatment well in time and with supporting
documents but his request for grant of medical was

not treated in accordance with rules & réguloﬁons.

f) That instant appeal is well within time and this
honorable Service Tribunal has got every jurisdiction

to entertain and adjudication upon the same.

PRAYER:

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of
instant Service Appeal both the orders dated 10-05-2017
and 13-12-2019 of respondents may graciously be set
aside and appellant be re-instated in his service from the
date of dismissal with oII consequenhol service back
benefits.

Appellant
Through:
(Mohammad Aslam Tanoli)
~ Advocate High Court
Dated 24-12-2019 At Haripur

VERIFICATION
it is verified that the contents of instant Service Appeai are
true and correct to the best of my knowledge and behef

and nothing has been concealed thereof.
Dated 24-12-2019 Appellan




- j RVICE TR' UNAL PESHAWAR Aoy !'akhtuk.!
' . Sc.i PRI NI “":.3“"
Appeal NO io f)// ’ . Nw‘:r No.

" . Lc/}g

Shahid Hussain Shah $/O Safdar Hussain Shah (Ex-Constable
No 471 District Police Haripur) resident of Vllloge Bagra
NMo.1, Tehsil  and District Hcmpur

Appellant
'yERSUS

1. Prdvinciol Police Officer, Khyber Paktunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Regional Police Officer, Hazara Regson Abbotiabad.
3. District Police Officer, Haripur

Respondents |

SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KPK__SERVICE
TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST DORDER_DATED 'IO 05-2017 OF
THE DISTRICT. POLICE OFFICER HARIPUR WHERERY APPELLANTV
HAS BEEN DISMISSED FROM SERV!CE AND THE REGIONAL
POLICE OFFICER HAZARA REGION ABBOTTABAD DRDER
DATED 13-12-2019 WHEREBY APPEI.I.ANTS DEPARTMENTAL
APPEAL HAS BEEN REJECTED.

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE. APPEAL
BOTH THE IMPUGNED ORDERS DATED 10-05-2017 AND 13-12-
2019 OF THE RESPONDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE
AND THE APPELLANT BE:RE:INSTATED IN HIS SERVICE FROM

- THE DATE OF DISMISSAL:WITH ALL CONSEQUENTIAL SERVICE. -
BACK BENEFITS.  « *

™

k\q Respec’rfu{iy shewe’rh

K Fll?dﬂ q....;]

/
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7“"\\ \) . . .
'Strar | That while appellont. posted at Police Statfion

Kotnajibullah " {District ‘Heyipur) and performing his |
official duties'on 03-03-2017 to the bad. of luck he |

suffered wuth cacute rack-ach and'was. icxken to the

Doctor by h|s colledgues where he was -examined
A’! TESTED




' Date of Institution

Date of Decision

Shahid Hussaln Shah S/o Safdar Hussam Shah (Ex-Constable No. 471 Drstrlct' .

Service Appeal N?. 2090/2019

24.12.2019 A g
28.01.2022 At

. shopwdl

Polrce Hanpur) resident of Village Bagra No. 1, Tehsil and District Haripur,

VERSUS

(Appellant)

~ Provincial Poluce Officer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and others

(Respondents)

Mohammad Aslam Tanoll
Advocate

Muhammad Adeel Butt,
Additional Advocate General

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN

For Appellant

For respondents

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER (EXECUTIVE)

ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR ...,

- - “ -

JUDGMENT o
Brief facts of the
case are that the appellant wh:le servrng as Constable in Police Department Wasl.‘f' |
- proceeded agalnst on the: charges of absence from duty and was ultrmately
B dismissed from service | wde order dated 10-05- 2017, agamst which the .
_ appellant filed departmental appeal dated 09-05-2019, which was rejected on
13-12-2019, hence the mstant service appeal with prayers that the |mpugned
orders dated 10-05- 2017 and 13 12-2019 may be set aside and the appellant

may be re-instated in service wnth all back beneﬁts.

02. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that both the

impugned orders are against law facts and ndrms of natural Justlce therefore

ATTESTED

b u lch!ut\hwa
:»J“\’?Zfﬁ; vibunal
B Mtbmr .
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not tenable and liable to be set aslde; that departmental proceedings vvere 'not
conducted as per mandate of Iaw hence the appellant was deprlved of his right
to defend hls cause, that the appellant has not been treated in accordance with ’
law, hence his rights secured under the Constltutlon has badly been wolated
that the appellate authority has also failed to appreciate the. lssues presented
before him; that absence of the appellant was not wallful but due to his serious
illness, whrch stance has already been taken by the appellant in his |

departmental appeal, which however was not taken into consideration.

03. Learned counsel for the respondents has contended that the ‘appellant

absented himself from lawful duty with effect from 03-03-2017 to 10-05-2017

- without permission of the competent authority; that acts and omission of the

appellant amounts to misconduct "under the rules, hence the appellant was

sen/ecl with charge sheet/statement of allegation; that proper inquiry was

' conducted but the appellant - d!d not partrcnpate in dlscuplrnary proceedings,

" hence ex-parte action was taken and the appellant was proceeded in absentia

and warded with major penalty of dlsmlssal from service,

We have heard learned COUnsel for the parties and have perused the

record.

05. | Placed on record are. two appllcations dated 10- 03-2017 and 04-07-2017
in respect of illness of. the appellant who had requested for leave on medical
grounds as he was feellng acute paln in Spinal Cord, but record is salent as to
whether such leave was processed or not but the appellant after resumption of
duty found he has been dlsmlssed lrom service, which would show that his
appllcatlons for grant of Ieave on medrcal grounds had not been taken into

consideration.- Placed on recorcl IS medlcal prescription in respect of the

appeilant which would show that the appellant remamed under treatment

“durung the period in question. The appellant has taken the same stance in his




Z

departmental appeal, which however was not taken into consicleratron at any
forum. The respondents however were required to take a sympathetlc view of
the srtuatlon as lt is a well settled legal proposntlon that absence on medical
grounds even without permission of competent authority does not constrtute
~gross mlsconduct entailing major penalty of dismissal from service., The
appellant in his departmental appeal has also.:snbmltted his medical prescription "
that his absence was nejther intentional.nor willful, but he was eeverelyf ill. His
thorough stance regardrng his |llness hold force as the respondent.s did not
oppose such contention of the appellant in their comments nor his medrcal
prescriptions were termed as fake, thus it can easrly be inferred that there is an -
element of truth in stance of the appellant, which was requ;red to be considered
by the respondents. The inquiry officer was required to verify the genuineness
of the medical prescriptions to reach to a just conclusion, but the inquiry officer -'
wrthout knowing truthfulness of h|s stance held him guilty .in an arbitrary
manner, which is agamst legal norms and against principle of natural }ustrce

Reliance Mrﬁaa on PL) 2017 Tr c (Serv:ces) 51..

o \/\M On the other hand; 't'he'."appellant was not treated in accordance with
. law, as impugned lnqmry report’ﬁ" ubmltted to the cornpetent authonty woulcl

reveaI that the competent auth

as dlsmlssed from- servrce w;thout lssumg him proper showcause notlce, thu.r e

n the face of lnqurry report has remarked f o N

sktpped a mandatory step qas_‘;prescrlbed in- law The appellant ‘Was notg-‘?l o

4 X,
associated W|th proceedmgs of the rnqurry and ex-parte action was mrtrated

against him in hrs absence In such a srtuatron the respondents were requured :
to lnvoke the Jurrsdlctron of Rule 9 of E&D Rules, 2011 by sending such notice
through registered mail at hus-:fhome address and |n case of no response the
same notice was requ:red to be pdhlrshed in two leading newspapers and after
fulfilling all such formalrtles, could take ex-parte action, but the respondents

hastily unrtlated dlscrpllnary proceedlngs ‘and wrthout observmg the legal

I SRS 7 X o
'.‘ Kh\bu l’akh!ukhwu
T Kerwvice e 1hunwﬁ :
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formalities, the appellant was dismissed, which was not warranted. Impugned
order of dismissal would reveal that the same has been ordered with

retrospective effect, Supreme Court of Pakistan in series of judgment have held

. that service could not be terminated with retrospective effect, unless competent

authority was ‘expressly empowered in such regard by some statute or ru‘les
made thereunder. Reliance is placed on 2012 PLC (CS) 701. We are also mindful
of the question of limitation as the appellant- had submitted his departmental
appeal with some delay, but since the impu_gned order was passed in violation
of mandatory provisions of law, henr:e no limitation would ran for challenging

such order. Reliance is placed on 2007_'_SCMR 834.

07.  The appellant wasnot’_"'.'_c';i_lllly of charges of_gros_'s misconduct or

corruption, therefore extreme-penalry‘of dismissal from service for the charge of

absence is on hlgher srde henc'.:.'quantum of the punishment needs to be

reduced Rehance IS plac" d;, 2006‘ SCMR 1120. Charge agalnst the appellant
was not so- grave as to f‘plopose penalty of removal from service, such penaity

appears’ to be harsh whlch-.doe tcommensurate wuth' nature of the charge.

he appellant has admat:ted hrs abgence but such absence was not w:llful which

does not. constltute gross mlscanduct entalhng major penalty of removal from

service. Competent authonty-‘ d rrsdtctlon to award any of the pumshmenl:s '

mentioned in law to the government employee but for the purpose of safe

commensurate with the .magnltude*of the guilt, Otherwise the law dealing with

the subject would lose its efﬁcaey. .?hellance is placed on 2006 SCMR 1120

08. In vrew of the foregorng discussion, the mstant appeal is partially
accepted The penalty of removal from service is converted into minor penaity
of stoppage of mcrements for two years and the intervening period is treated as

leave without pay. Respondents however are at liberty to conduct’ mqurry, if

ATHESTED

TSes q 'I‘ribuuuﬂ
Trv iy v
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- IN THE‘SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN.
\' | (Ap_pellate Jurisdiction) »
CPLA No. _ /2022

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, -
‘Peshawar & others A

............... PETITIONERS
.VERSUS
Shahid Hussain Shah ......RESPONDENT
(TN RN N
““!“QGLS 18 97360 5 dﬁﬂ){:{.‘tg»i?’:'wl;h; ,}:_th\
. ﬁ"u;’mmt! ‘ik’fﬂ ?’ f-}ft é!nkhWﬂ
¢ NOTICE G of Kineer PR
(. . - . ; Pashdans

Shahid Hussain Shah S/ o Safdar Hussain Shah (Ex-Constable No.471

District Police haripur) R/o Village Bagra No.1, Tehsil and District
- Haripur : o '
P

- Please take notice Registered A/D post to the effect that I am filing
CPLA with stay application in the above titled case against the judgment of
the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated
28/01 /2022 in Service Appeal No0.2090/2019 before the qureﬁxe Court of
Pakistan in its Branch Registry at Peshawar. ‘

- 1 (Fasid Ullah Kundi)

: "' Advocate-on-Record
A/W Supreme Court of Pakistan
éi‘/ , For Govemment N

T
S
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’ ) ' . ) GS&Pb KP~1 621/4-RST-6,000 Forms-05.07.17/P4(Z)/F/PHC Jos/Form A&B éar. Tribunal

B “A”"

KHYBER PAKHX‘UNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
- JUDICIAL COMPLEX (OLD), KHYBER ROAD,

- | | .PESHAWAR o S'g o "7~ 
APPEAL No ..... F; f) Ncgéé .......... of20 )
.................................. g 1,\0;“4.....44&‘,‘5,“,, @a;, ]

Apellant/P_etltloner .
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. Take notxce that your appeal has been fixed for Prelnmnary hearmg, U
rephcatlon, affldawt/counter affldawt/recordjarguments/order before this Trlbunal .
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You may, therefore, appear before the Tribunal on the said date and at the said
place eitper personally or through an advocate for presentation of your case, failing -
whicl;"your appeal shall be liable tobe :_disx_m’sszad in default. ‘
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