©© 28.07.2022 * Nemo for petitioner.

-Muhammad - Riaz  Khan P;indakheil, learned -

Assistant Advocate General alongw‘ffh Fazal Subhan HC for

o respondents present.
N -
T At the very outset order dated 09.05.2022 of District
Police Officer, Swabi was produced vide which major
punishment of dismissal from service was converted into
compulsory retirement w.e.f the date of his dismissal from
service subject to decision of CPLA by the auguét Supreme

Court of Pakistan.

. As the grievance of the petitioner has been
redressed, therefore, instant execution proceedings stand

filed being fully satisfied.

Announced.
28.07.2022 .
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T

15.03.2022 ' Due to retirement of'the Worthy Chairman, the |
' Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to

1(@6 2022. 101 the same as betore

Reader.

14™ June, 2022 - Clerk of counsel for the petiﬁoner present. Mr.

Naseerud Din Shah, Asstt. AG for the respondents present

Counsel are on strike.

Learned' AAG seeks further time to submit

implementation report. Request is accépted but as a last

——

\ before S.B. /M Wﬁ W
R e,

(Kalim Arshad Khan)
Chairman

chance To come up for implementation rlefort on 28.07. 2022

A




22.12.2021 Counéel for the petitioner and Mr. Muhammad Adeel K
Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Fahim Khan, Inspector (Legal) \ |

-for the respondents present., " . \

Representative of the respondents states that CPLA

has been filed against the judgment under implementation.

If the CPLA has been filed and the judgment has not been
suspended, the respondents are under obligation to
implement the judgment, subject to decision of CPLA by the
august Supreme Court of Pakistan, on producﬁon of
affidavit by the petitioner to the effect that in case the
judgment of this Tribunal is set aside by the augusf
Supreme Court of Pakistan, he shall be liable to refund t_h-e
benefits received on strength of  conditional ‘order.
Adjourned to 26.01.2022 before S.B. ‘ -

| ,' Ch%

L]

26.01.2022 Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak,
© Addl: AG alongwith Mr. Fazal Subhan, HC for respondents

present.

Implementation report not submitted. Learned AAG
requested for a short adjournment on the 'grr'auhd that the
implemqntation/;ilf.?i:?‘; execution is under process and will be
submitted on the next date. Request is acceded to but as a last
chance. To come up for further proceedings on 15.83,2022

before S.B.

(Mian Muhamniad)
~ Member(E)



I

Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of
Case No.-__ M % /2021
S.No. Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
" proceedings -
1 2 3
1 28/09/2021 The E)fcutlon petition | of Mr. Muzamil shah presented today by
Mr. Taimur ali khan Advocate may be entered in the Institution Register and
put up to the Worthy Chairman for proper order ple se.
REGISTRAR
2. This case is entrusted to S. Bench at Peshawar for preliminary
- hearing to be put up there on \?/! W) % '
12.11.2021 Counsel for the pet|t1oner present

Notlces be issued to the respondents for the date

fixed. To cor,he up for implementation réport on

22.12.2021 before S.B. .




s - BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
: o PESHAWAR. '

o
Execution Petition N%O], ‘B /2021
In Service Appeal No.1523/2019

Muzamil Shah, Ex- Constable No0.879, B
District Police Officer, Swabi.

PETITIONER

- VERSUS

1. The Provincial Police officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Mardan Region, Mardan.
3. The District Police Officer, Swabi. |
| RESPONDENTS

...................

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE
JUDGMENT DATED 30.07.2021 OF THIS
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND
SPIRIT. :

.................

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

‘1. That the petitioner has filed service appeal No.1523/2019 against the
- order dated 20.06.2019, whereby the penalty of dismissal from service
was imposed upon the petitioner and against the order dated .
30.09.2019, whereby the departmental appeal of the petitioner has
been rejected. -

2. The said appeal was finally heard by this Honourable Sérvice Tribunal
on 30.07.2021. The Honourable Service Tribunal converied the
penalty of dismissal from service into compulsory retirement w.e.f the
date of dismissal from service i.e 20.06.2019 (Copy of judgment
dated 22.06.2021 is attached as Annexure-A)




! That the penalty of dismissal from service of the petitioner was
| converted into compulsory retirement by this Honourable Tribunal in
its judgment dated 30.07.2021, however, the respondents did not

covert the penalty of dismissal from service of the petitioner into
compulsory retirement till date as per judgment dated 30.07.2021 of
this Honourable Tribunal. |

4. That in-action and not fulfilling formal requirements by the
respondents after passing the judgment of this Honeurable Service
Tribunal, is totally illegal amount to disobedience and Contempt of
Court.

5. 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 30.07.2021 of this
Honourable Service Tribunal in letter and spirit.

6. That the petitioner has having no other remedy except to file this
- execution petition for implementation of judgment dated 30.07.2021
of this Honourable Tribunal.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents may
kindly be directed to implement the judgment dated 30.07.2021 of
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.

ol s’
PETITIONER
Muzamil S

THROUGH:

(TAIMU KHAN)
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

AFFIDAVIT:

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of the execution petition are true
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

ola po”

DEPONENT
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f . BEFORE THE KHVBER PAKHTUI [KHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
L B PESHAV/AR.
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Service Appeal No. S A3 /2019 Biary N, Lioj o

Muzamil Shah, Ex-Ccnstable No. 879,
District Police Officer; Swabi.

VERSUS

1. The Provinc:al Police officer, k. hybe
2. The Regionzl Police Officer Mardan Region, Mardan.
3. The District Police Officer Swebi.

RESPONDENTS

trevvErrar e iieaas

APPEAL UNDER SECTIGN-4 OF THE KHYBER

- PAKHTUNKHWA; SERVIC? TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974
 AGAINST THE ORDER DAZED 21.06.2019 WHEREBY
THE PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WAS
IMPOSED tTJPON THE APFELLANT AND AGAINST
THE ORDFR DATED. 30.)9.2019 WHEREBY THE
DEPARTMENTAL APPEAI. OF APPELLANT WAS
REJECTED FOR NO GOOD ;ROUNDS.

................

E?A'B’”ﬂ’ﬁﬁy

G, 2o
R @ g ast trar

Soal) \Qr\ ‘% PRAYER

| , THAT ON_ACCEPTANCE JF THIS APPEAL, THE
] ORDER DATED 21.06:201¢ AND 30.09.2019 MAY
GRACIOUSL.Y BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT °
Re-sulmitied to -day MAY BE “REINSTATED V/ITH ALL BACK AND
R '~ CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS OR KEEPING IN VIEW
THE HARDSHIP THE SAME PENALTY MAY BE
MODIFED INTQO COMPULS ORY RETIRMENT. ANY
OTHER REMEDY, WHICH [HIS TRIBUNAL DEEMS
FIT AND APFROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE
AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF ; PPELLANT.

'\ ATTESTED

rd

P

MINDR
EKhy b( 1 Pak <hfukhwgy
Ser ‘vice Tribunag

! -
; Peshawar .
%J




- Date 'of'j.'nstltutlon
i-Dqte of Decision

Muzamil ShahExC onstable 11.879, District Police Officer,

. Sywabi..
| (Appellant)
I VERSU¢

‘ ‘The. Provmcua! %Pohce Ofﬂfer, i yber Pakhtunkhwa Pef hawii

and twor other<

- (Respondents)
'.Talmur Ah Kh n, , o
Advocate - - ... Forappellant.
K_abir Ullah K ;Etak, , |
Additional Advocate General ... For respondents.
'AHMAD SULTAN TARZEN .. CHAIRMAN

~ROZINA REHMAN " . 'MEMBER (J)

JUDGM'"NT

'!

ROZINA REHMA'»J, MEMBER (J): ppelldnt was a Constable in the

Police D'eparfmerr‘é He was dismissad from service vide order dated

20. 06 2019 It |s 1he I"f;ahfy and va idity of this order wiiich has beer,

?t

chailen‘ggd by .hn-'g in the present ervice appeal filed U/S 4 of the

Khyber Pakhtunk! wa Sérvi{ce' Tribun l Act, 1974.

L [T RY A i"nithln\dnvw
Service i Bunal
‘3b‘xi|j)sw 'y g

'q,gf: ’ ’
LR




2. “:-.Brief facts-‘of :t'he'-fcase{a-r“e..that appellant:remained absent from -
\ tduty being l|| and- lvas havmg no ottier famlly member to inform the
'Department As such he was char;e sheeted under Pollce Rules,
1975 Charge shect and statement Gf allegatlons were |ssued to the
appellant and an’ nquu y Officer was appornted to conduct mqur.,.
“After the recommenda |on, of Inqurr; Officer, ﬁnai show cause not'ce
was ‘served _upon appellan't which was replied and ‘lastly’.he was.
 disrhissed from’ se:r'vlCe":‘on,2'1.06.2015. He preferred depa’rfmental'.
: a_ppeal, but the "same was also rejested, hence, the instant service

| appeatld | ?

: R ' % :

3. :,Lear.ned-co{;:n'sel for appelliant argued thfat the impugned order

s agalnst law and racts as inquiry wes not conducted according to law
rand that the entne proceedings were camed oct in the. absence of

appellant. He contended that the zppellant was not afforded any

opportun‘ity of-per};Onal, h’earing and r.e was condemned unheard and

_serVice of almost 18/19 years and that he would have no objection if
major penalty in shape of dismissei from -service is converted into

major penalty in shiape of compulsor retirement.

|
Il
L

4, - Converéely@_,j Iea‘rned AA.G argued that appellant | being a
member of ‘discl-plil‘ned force, was suoposed to' follow the 'ru‘les and it
was his responsibil:i'flty' to apply for Ieave but he absented himself from
duty,“'- therefore,. rfl:e,'was served witl. charge sheet and statement of

allegations and 'lproper departmer:tal proceedings were:. initiated




'\%

agamst him in ac:tordance wrth law, He submrtted that desprte proper
service, appeilant farled to Jorn inquiry proceedmgs WhICh shows hiS

disinterest - in h1< job,. hence he was recommended for maJor-

; !

ponishment by tha Inguiry Officer. Lastly, he, submrtted that he was' -
also served"wit'h‘ffinal"show ‘cause notice buthis reply was found“
' u~n"satisfa;ctor§{ anc the appellant deliberately a:bsented despi,t_e.service'

up‘on him 'befo_re' r'assin‘g final order, therefore, he was dismis'sed from: -

service,

5. Perusal of ;iecoi'd"‘i'.ifvouid reveal that appellant was enlisted as

& “
H \x

Constable in the Poho: Departmernit. On account of absence from

duty, he :was" dis:'missed from -service but Regional Police Officer

~ Mardan reinstatec_ him in service vide order! dated 03.04.2019. He
reporte_d his arri\/f';;rf--on 05.04.2019 tut again.absented himself from
duty w.e.f 07. -'1,;2-;;0'19"?'tiil the date when he was served with charge-

- sheet and statemr nt of allegatron bearing endorsement No. 22/CC/PA

dated 22.04.2019. D. S.P Topi was appomted as Inquiry Officer to

conduct departmental inquiry against the appellant. The Inguiry

Officer conducted inquiry, recorded statement of ali concerned and

“ submitted his re|:1ort,fff\'?v.herein, he found the appellant guilty of-
. . , b 5 A;f, . . : ,
misconduct and retonuménded him 1ar major plrishment. Final show

cause notice was’ then issued to th: appellant and he submitted his

reply. to the fing show cause nc Ei_ce, wherein, he admitted his

absence from Polir.fe Lines, Swabi. D :spite proper service, he failed to

appear for perscnal hearing. His ser ice record shows that his service |




“ .
i1t
ety
~ '

Roll is blo_tted;:wi’th-.i réé:l-lnk_.ﬁ@l—lis service 'record .is replete with 23 bacl

'{e‘ntries as 'ag‘am ,t no good entry He was also awarded pumshment cf

‘censure, 5 day CExtra’ Dnll twice minor. punishment. and major

, punishment of Cismissal from service. He also remained absent from

g

Aduty"fO'r,‘S:OS days. This shows his least interest in his job. However,

keeping in view the last request 0" learned counsel for appellant, and

W|thout touchmq other merits of the case, :we are of the view that

since the appellant has put in co; srderable regular service, it woull

‘-be appropnate keeplng in view the circumstances of the case to

convert the maior penc,lty awarded in the shape of dismissal from

. service into _tha'r--of compulsory relirement from service. As such, we

.l.

,con\'/ertfthe saic penalty into that of compulsory retirement w.e.f the

date of his dismissal from service i.e. 20.06.2019. Parties are left to

bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room.

ANNOUNCED.
- 30.07.2021

| e/ &/
_Date of Presentation of Agnientioheb==rl— o
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'Date_ of C Order or other proceedrngs wh srgnature of Judge or Magrstratﬂ
order/ . and that. 01 partres where-neczssary. :
Jproceedings RS g

2 T 5
1
-~ 130.07.2021 | Present:
Taimur Al l<han | , R
'Advocate R . For Appellant
. Kabir Ulla Khattak, .
Additional Advocate General ’ For respondents
i
|
o S _ A S :
e - » Vide cur detailed judgment of today of this Tribunal placed

o:_j file, we are of the view that since the appellant has put in

consideratle régular service, it would be appropriate, keeping in

f}vrew the errcunsﬁsfcrnces' of th2 case to eonvert the major penaity
awarded _'h the shape of dismissal from service into that of
cbmpuls‘or',r; retirement fron service."As such, we convert the
said penalf’t\.:/ into that of cprrrpu!sery retire_ment w.e.f the date of
his dismissal from service i.¢. 20.06.2019. Parties are left to bear

their oWn:'Costs. File be consigned to the record room.

1| | ANNOUNCED.
30.07.2021

Chaifmizn
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWXSERVICE TRIBUNAL,:' o
' PESHAWAR.

2%
‘Execution Petition No. =~ .~ /2021
In Service Appeal No.1523/2019

oy

Muzamil Shah, Ex- Constable N'o.879,'
District Police Ofﬁcer? Swabi. '

PETITIONER

VERSUS
1. The Provincial Police ofﬁcer Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawa1
2. The Regional Police Ofﬁcer Mardan Reglon Mardan.
3. The District Police Officer, Swabi. : :
| | RESPONDENTS °

...................

: EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE
~ RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT  THE :

£ \JUDGMENT DATED 30.07.2021 OF THIS

" HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND !

SPIRIT. | 1
RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the petitioner has filed service appeal No.1523/2019 against the
order d'ated' 20.06.2019, whereby the penalty of dismissal from service
was impbsed upon the petitioner, and against the order - dated
30.09.2019, whereby the departmental appeal of the petltloner has-
been rejected

2. The said appeal was finally heard by this Honourable Service Tribunal -
on 30.07.2021. The -Honourable Service Tribunal converied the
penalty of dismissal from service into compulsory retirement w.e.f the- '
date of dismissal from service i.e 20 06. 2019 (Copy of Judgment,
dated 22 06. 2021 lS attached as Annexure—A)




3. That the penalty of dlsrmssal from sérvice . ol the petmoner was'ﬁ“_

| corverted into compulsory rétirement by this Honourable Tribunal in ™™ = .
' “its judgment. dated "30.07:2021, however the respondents did- not"'f B

~\ covert the penalty of dismissal from service of the. petitioner into

compulsory retirement till date as per Judgment\ dated 30 07. ’7021 of
th1s Honourable Tribunal. :

4. That in-action and not fulfilling formal }equ1rements by the
respondents after. passing the judgment of this. Honourable Service

~ Tribunal, is totally illegal amou int to dlsobechence and Contempt of
Court

5. 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 30.07.2021 of this
Honourable Service-Tribunal in letter and spirit. - | ’

X v 6. That the petiti'oner has having no other remedy excepf to file this
exesuticn petition for implementation of judgment dated 30.07.2021

of this Honourable Tribunal. |

v

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents m
kindly be directed to implement the Judgment dated 30.07.2021
this Honourable Service Tribunal in letter and spirit. -Any ot

: remedy, which this august Service Tribuhal deems fit
appropriate that, may also be 1warded in favour of petmoner

0 (//f
PETITIONER
THROUGH:

ADVOCATE HIG
AFFIDAVIT:

‘ It is affirmed and declared that the contents of the exeovuttion p
and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. 4




BEF ORE THE KH YBLR PAKHTUT fKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
-PESHAWAR.
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‘Service Appeal No. 1§ AR 2019 . Lj:cgf)

Muzamil Shah, Ex-Ccnstable No. 879,
District Police Officer; Swabi.

,,,,,

N S E
1. The Provinc:al Police officer, K. hybeRP4K} tunkhw;@.aPeshawal
X o \s"‘\ £

’ o2 The Region:i Police Officer Mardan Reglon Mardan.

3. The District Police Officer Swebi.

RESPONDENTS

...................

APPEAL UNDER SECTIGN-4 OF. THE KHYBER
PAKHTUNKHWA; SERVICE _TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974
AGAINST THY. ORDER DATED 21.06.2019 WHEREBY
THE PENALTY OF DISMISSAL FROM SERVICE WAS
IMPOSED VJPON THE APFELLANT AND AGAINST
THE ORDER DATED 30.19.2019 WHEREBY THE
- DEPARTMENTAL APPEAI. OF APPELLANT WAS
'REJECTED FOR NO GOOD $ROUNDS.

.................

.ir?\‘,,ﬁ ’E"@—-ﬂﬁ?
Q\P - -3 u/
e g TSy al

5oal w\\% PRAYER

" THAT ON_ ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL. THE
- ORDER _DATED. 21.06.2016_ AND _30.09.2019 -MAY
) ~ GRACIOUSLY BE SET ASIDE AND THE APPELLANT :
f;ﬁ;;;a ~»» t-dav MAY BE REINSTATED WITH ALL BACK AND  °
N CONSEQUENTIAL BENEFITS OR KEEPING IN VIEW L
THE HARDSHIP THE SAME PENALTY MAY BE
ch o, MODIFED INTQ COMPULS ORY RETIRMENT. ANY
E } 2 /f’ OTHER REMEDY, WHICH_{HIS TRIBUNAL DEEMS
- FIT _AND APFROPRIATE THAT MAY ALSO BE
AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF ;;PPELLANT. |

L ATTESTED | | :

nn'ﬂrsz
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and two others..

elwce Appeal Nc 152’)/2019

o Date of .nsﬂtutnon » .7 29.10. 7019\ e S
: - Date of becision Sl e 30.07.2021 \\ 5

Muzamn Shah Ex Cnnstabie |:5.?8;7;:;§J:‘_('._District Police . Officer,

R
(Appellarit)

VERSU: . @ Bt

The Provincial.:Police Officer, .ilwyber. Pakhtunkhwa, Peshavsa

(Respondtiznts} .
“Taimur Ali Kh;z n, o
Advocate - : ... For appeliant.

Kabir Ullah K attak,

- Additional Advocate General For respondentsl.'

1
i

AHMAD SULTAN TARZEN .. CHAIRMAN |
ROZINA REHMAN .. MEMBER (J) i

JUDGM NT |

ROZINA REHMAiJ, MEMBER (J): i\ppe!lanf was a Constab!ef&rz

challenged by hir1 in the present .ervice appeal filed U/S {P;of‘ Fh

Khyber Pakhtunkl wa Service Tribunl Act, 1974.

Police Departmen”. He was dismiss:d from service vide order dated

120.06.2019. 1t is the l2gality and va idity of this order wiftich haLs beer

i

(8]
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2. Brnef facts of the case are that appellant remamed absent from

‘duty being rll and Nas havmg no other famr!y member to |nform the'

/# *Department.‘A.s _strch, he was charje ‘sheeted under Police Rules_, :

1975. Charﬂgev- sheet and-statement of ailegatio'ns were issued to the

appellant and an inquiry -Officer was appornted to conduct. lnquu.

"After the recommendatlon of Inguiry Offlcer fna. show cause nut e

was served- upon appelfant which was replred and lastly he was

~ dismissed from service. on 21.06. 2019, He preferred departmental :
. appeal but.the same was also rejected,hence, the instant seryrce

_ appeal.

3. :-Learned counsel for appelfant arg.ued_ that the impugned'prder |

is agamst law and: racts as |an|ry wes not conducted accordrng to lavv R

" '.,~and that the entne proceedings were carrred out in the absence of

appe!lant He cori: ended that the appellant was not afforded arwy"_l'

opportunlty of perc;onal ne-aring and re was condemned unheard and.

Iastly, he submltted t .at appeliant he: put in conséderabie"pensici)r;able N
service of almost ! 8/19 years and that he would have no ob]ectron |f .

major penalty in ,hape ‘of dlsmlssu from service is converted into . -

~major penalty in shape of compulsorj-;,-‘ retiremen‘t.

RS

4. Conversely, learned A.A.G argded that appellant being a-
member of disciplined force, was supposed to follow the rules and it
was his responsibifiity to apply for leave but.he absented himsgIf from

duty, therefore, he was served witl: charge sheet and statement of

' . allegations and ‘proper departmental proceedings V\'rere initiated

ATT':E STED : '

’9 h'nl Ty 58
e N hu,"" 24
Prontnieny: Ly




C3.

i
unsatisfactory. anc the appellant del: aerately absented desplte servrce

service.
.

5. Perusal of reco‘rd':‘"i‘fvould reveal that appellant was enllsted 5s

k -duty, he was drmlssed from - service but Regional Pollce Ofﬂcer
_ Mardan relnstatet hfm in service vide order dated 03 04. 2019 He

reported h;s arnv.sl on 05.04.2019 but again: absented hlmself from

l

duty w.e.f 07.04 2019 tiil the date when he was served with chargev

_ sheet and statemF nt of allegation baaring endorsement No. 22/CC/PA

dated 22.04.2019. D.S.P Topl was appomted as Inquiry Ofﬁcer to

conduct departrnental inquiry against the appeliant. The Ipquiry

Off_|cer conducted inquiry, recorded statement of all concernetl and

- submitted his report, whereln he found the appellant gurlt«,o‘ ‘

mlsconduct and re "on. erded him or maJor purishment. Fmal show

i 7 ‘ cause notlce was herr rssued to th appellant and he submltted hns

absence from Polu L:nes Swabr Dn ;pnte prOper service, he falled to

appear for perscnc.l hear ag. His ser ice record ‘'shows that his service

bl e ATTRS TR

FTIN i1z
AL LT e i

S <
g QJ“ t""uua%
51 LT LIS

: agamst h|m |n- aCtordance with law, He submitted that despzte proper
serwce appellant falled to }om mqurry proceedmgs which shows his'
disinterest in _hl§~- job, hence, he was recom‘mended A‘fo_lr grnajor "
pdnishment'byﬁthe Inquir‘y éfficer.‘ l.astly', he suibmitted that:'he was‘

also . served w1th final - show cause notice but' hrs reply was: found 'A

4, upon him before.rassm‘g final order, therefore, he was dlsmlssed from |

Constable in the Police}'lbepartment. On'account of absence from .

7/ reP'Y to the flna show cause ne llce whereln he admﬁ:ted hls_‘.f



RoII is b|otted with red ink. HIS service record |s replete wrth 23 ba'i

. {

:entries as again t no good entry He was a!so awarded pumshment c.

i

censure S days Extra Drill, tw;{:e m’inor,'punishment and majo.:',

da

.‘ pumshment of crsmwsat from ser~ ice. He also remained absent frorr .

[

.duty for 305 da;s This shows hic Ieast mterest in his ]Ob Howeven

"

e Tl

,keep;ng m vrew the Iast request o Iearned counse! for appeiiant anj';'

- wrthout touchrnq other merlts of the case we are of the vrew rhct-vf

Lo . ) .::‘.c_‘

since the appeliant has put in co. srderable regular servrce rt wouH

o . T

be" appropnate keeplng in view the orcumstances of the case t) |

R LR

convert the md;or beng lty awarded in the shape of dlsmrssm from

“service into that of compulsory redirement from service. As such, w2
‘ . " . .

[

convert the saic penalty into that of compulsory retirement viv.e.f th=

date of his disniissal from service i.e. 20.06.2019. Parties ar,e-!eft to.

bear their own costs. File be consigned to the record room

ANNOUNCED
30.07.2021
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Servrce Appeal No 1523/7019

Date of
. -] order/
-l proceedings

Order or other proceedmgs with signature of Judge or Megrqtrat 3

|and that of parties where necessary.

> |

138.07.2021

Present

Talmur Ali (han : :
Advocate ... - For Appellant

| Kabir Ullak: Khattak, . . 4
Additional Advocate General o For respondents -

\

the cur detailed Judgnﬂnt of today of thls Trrbuna! pla"f

1 on flle we: are of the view that since the appellant has put in

consuderarie regu!ar service, rt would be ‘appropriate, keeprng in ']‘

. awarded %n the'shape ‘of a‘iismissai 'from service into mat- of'

chpuEsor/ retrrement fron servrce As such we convert tlei

" “."  said penalty mto that of corrpulsory retlrement w.e.f the date. of‘

| his drsmls)al fm.n service i.€. 20 06 2019 Parties are Ieft to be ar

their own costs. F_rie be cons.igned to the record room. .

| ANNOUNCED.

30.07.2021
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To,

Subject:

KHYBER PAKHTUNKWA All communications should be

addressed to the Registrar

SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR KPK Service Tribunal and not

any official by name.

- | Ph:- 091-9212281
No: 214 '%/ST Dated: 24 /01 /2022 Fax:- 091-9213262

PROVINCIAL POLICE OFFICER, KHYBER PAKTUNKHWA

PESHAWAR. _
REGIONAL POLICE OFFICER, MARDAN REGION, DISTRICT

MARDAN
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER, DISTRICT SWABI

PERSONAL APPEARANCE IN EXECUTION PETITION NO.

205/21 IN CASE TITLE MUZAMIL SHAH VS POLICE

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Order dated

14.06.2022 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Encl: As Above.

& N

(WASEEM AKHTAR)
. REGISTRAR

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA -

SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR




ORDER

In'compliance of judgment dated 30.07.2021 passed in Service

Appeal No. 1523/20 19, order dated 22. 12.2021 passed in Execution Petition

No. 205/2021 by the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Service Tribunal Peshawar and

_in the light of directions vide CPO Memo: No. 2134 /Legal, dated 22.04.2022,
the major punishment of dismissal from service vide this office OB No. 503

dated 20.06.2019 awarded to appellant Ex-Constable Muzamil No. 879 is

converted into compulsory retirement with offect from the date of his

dismissal from service subject to the decision of CPLA by the -August
Supreme Court of Pakistan. ‘

OB No %ﬁz

Dated Jj)g’——a /2022.

MUHAMMAD SHOAIB KHAN (PSP)

District Police Officer,
B‘VSwabi

No. 35U~ ) D/ EC, dated Swabi the ;2// oy 12022

Copy of above is forwarded for information to the:

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar w/r to
above quoted letter, please. _

2. Regional Police Officer, Mardan w/r to his office Endst: No. 1010/ES,
dated 03.02.2022, please. B

3. Registrar, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Services Tribunal, Peshawar w/r to

order dated 22.12.2021 passed in Execution Petition No. 205/2021.

District Account Officer, Swabi.

DSP/HQrs, Swabi, -~ '

Inspector Legal Swabi.

Pay Officer. ' ,

Establishment Clerk/OHC.

Official concerned.

4.
S.
6.
7.
8.
9.




