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15.07.2022 Petitioner alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Muhammad

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate General for the respondents

present.

i.Jn pursuance of judgement of Service Tribunal delivered02.

in main service appeal No. 816/2017 titled Khalid Khan on

21.03.2018, the respondent department complied with the said

Judgement and issued order bearing No. 4035/E dated 06.03.2019.

However, learned counsel for the petitioner had observations on

the said order which was subsequently modified/amended vide

order No. 18075/E, dated 10.09.2021. As such grievances of the

petitioner have been redressed and the Service Tribunal iudgement

in question stands implemented. Consign.

Pronounced in open court at Peshawar and given under my 

hands and seal of the Tribunal this 15^*^ of July, 20,

03.
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(Mian Muhammad) 
Member (E)
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Learned'counsel for the’petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Add!: AG alongwith Mr. Hikmat, H.C for respondents 

present.

/ 26.04.2022

Observations raised pertaining to the-\provisional order 
issued by the respondents on 06.03.2019, are reflected in order 
sheet dated 05.07.2021. However, the respondent-department 
did not take corrective measures despite lapse of about lo 

months. Learned AAG is obligated to contact the department and 

submit a final and comprehensive implementation report on 

15.07.2022 before S.B being an old execution petition of 2018.

(MIAN MUHAMMAD) 
MEMBER(E)

i).
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Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad 

Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate Genera! for the respondents 

present and sought some time for submission of implementation 

report as directions issued vide order dated 05.07.2021 passed 

by this Tribunal. Adjourned. To come up for submission of 

implementation report before the S.B on 06.01.2022.

18,11.2021

c

IT
(Salah-Ud-Din) 
Member (J)

.»

Clerk of counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Addl. AG for the respondents present.

Perusal of record would reveal that the present 

petitioner was provisionally reinstated in service with 

immediate effect till decision of the apex court in CPLA. 

An order in 'this respect has already been produced 

before the Tribunal and placed on file. Lawyers on 

general strike today, therefore, learned counsel for the- 

petitioner is not in attendance. In this view of the matter, 

case is adjourned to 21.02.2022 for further proceedings 

before S.B.

06.01.2022

(Rozina Rehman) 
Member (J)

Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the 

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 

26.04.2022 for the same as before.

21.02.2022
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Counsel for the petitioner and IMr. Muhammad Adeel 
Butt, AddL AG alongwith Khawas Khan, S.I (Legal) for 
the respondents present.

Representative of the respondents has not submitted 

implementation report. Respondents are directed to 

submit proper implementation report on the next date in 

the light of order dated 05.07.2021 of this Tribunal. Case 

to come up on 20.10.2021 before S.B.

17.08.2021
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20.10.2021. Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Muhammad Adeel 
Butt, Addl. AG for the respondents present.

Learned AAG seeks time to contact the respondents. 
Learned AAG is required to take the concerned authority 

on board to implement the judgment submit compliance 

report on 18.11.2021 before S.B.

cy
ChaTirnaTf i
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Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak, 
Additional Advocate General for the respondents present and 

heard.

05.07.2021

After having gone through the conditional order passed in 

compliance of the judgment dated 21.03.2018 of this Tribunal, it is 

observed that the said order on the following grounds is not a 

proper order to reflect the compliance of the judgment in its letter 

and spirit:-
!1. The judgment was due for compliance when it was 

passed on 21.03.2018 while the reinstatement has been 

made on 06.03.2019 with immediate effect. So the said 

order needs correction for the date of reinstatement.

'X- n-
2. The operative part of the judgment reveals that the 

penalty of dismissal from service was converted into 

minor penalty i.e stoppage of withholding of two 

increments for three years and treating the absence 

period as well as intervening period as leave without 
pay. The implementation order is silent above this part 

of the judgment.

In view of the above, it is directed the office order 

dated 06.03.2019 be corrected through corrigendum or be 

substituted to make it compatible with the judgment dated 

21.03.2018 in letter and spirit. To come up for implementation 

report on 17.08.2021 before S.B.

Cf^man
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Aslam Khan Khattak, Advocate, for petitioner is 

present. Mr. Noor Zaman Khattak, District Attorney, for the 

respondents is aiso present.
Learned counsel for petitioner contends that petitioner is 

not receiving the entire amount of his salary, in this regard 

learned District Attorney submitted that statement reflecting the 

amount of pay with effect from the month of June 2006 up to 

July 2019 however, information regarding the intervening period 

with effect from November .2007 to April 2019 has, not been 

provided. Respondents are directed to furnish complete record 

with respect to salary of petitioner up to 08.05.2017 when the

Mr.13.01.2021

impugned order was passed. Time sought for the same, time is
of District •Respondents be noticed through good offigiven.

Attorney for 11.03.2021 before S.B. --r

(MUHAMMAD
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

11.03.2021 Petitioner with counsel present. Addl: AG alongwith 

Mr. Khawas Khan, SI for respondents present.

Representative of the respondents submitted 

Implementation report in the instant execution petition which is 

placed on file. A copy of the same is also handed over to the 

learned counsel for the petitioner. Learned counsel for the 

appellant seeks time to go through the said implementation 

report.

Adjourned to 18.05.2021 before S.B.

V A

(Mian Muhammad)
Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman, thMiiiribein^)is 

non-functional, therefore, case is adjourned to 
05.07.2021 for the same as before.

18.05.2021

Reader
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Counsel for the petitioner and Addl. AG alongwith 

Khawas Khan, S.I (Legal) for the respondents present.

13.08.2020

Former requests for time to provide written objectionSin 

respect of salary statement provided by the respondents and 

noted in the order dated 03.10.2019.

May positively do so on or before next date of hearing. 

Adjourned to 30.09.2020 before S.B. n
\

Chairman

30.09.2020 Counsel for the petitioner and Addl. AG for the 

respondents present.

Former submitted written objections, in the shape of 
application for grant of pay of Rs. 41,213/-^jjt^the salary 

statements provided by the respondents on 03.10.2019. To 

come up for arguments on 24.11.2020 before S.B.

Chairman

Counsel for petitioner is present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, 

Additional Advocate General for the respondents is also present.

Learned counsel for petitioner is seeking adjournment. 

Adjourned to 13.01.2021 on which date file to pme up for 

arguments before S.B.

24.11.2020

(MUHAMMAD JA
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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Petitioner in person and Addl. AG alongwith 

Muhammad Ishaq, H.C for the respondent.
Requests for adjournment due to non-availability of ■ 

his learned counsel. Adjourned to 25.02.2020 for further 

proceedings before S.B.

14.01.2020

Chairman

25.02.2020 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak learned Additional AG alongwith Mr. 

Khawas Khan Inspector for the respondents present. Learned 

counsel for the petitioner requested for adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come up for further proceedings on . 

06.04.2020 before S.B. , r*

(Hussain Shah) 
Member

A .

Due to public holiday on account of COVID-IO, the case 

is adjourned to 29.06.2020 for the same. To come up for 

the same as before S.B.

06.04.2020

29.06.2020 The Worthy Chairman is on leave, therefore, the 

case is adjourned. To come up on 13.08.2020 before 

S.B.

Reader
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Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional

alongwith Mr. Mir Faraz, DSP (Legal) for the respondents present.

Learned counsel requests for time to submit written objections in 

', ,pgspect of salary statements provided by the respondents. Adjourned to
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Counsel for the petitioner and Addl. AG alongwith Mir ,.. 

Faraz Khan, DSP (Legal) for the respondents present.
e-n ;

Leared counsel requires further time to seeks instructions 

from petitioner regarding submission of objection to salary 

statement provided by the respondents.

i . .

I
■»

j

- ...
•} t

> t.'

V., - V-''’ pf,.-

r\Adjourned to 03.12.2019 before S.B.: A A
1

iiA"'Chairman* • .4'.» %
.-, ■ y_ .V

■ .

*• •-» «. ■ •. «

'/ivOSilZ.ZOlO*
• vV- ■ '

' iv ' '■'■A/
. ;:|. ■>■.!;'rv ■
-■S' ■ **'■'•‘O'-I:'
‘L ; ' requested for adjournment on the ground that his counsel is

■

'5t
n ‘

;■

A’‘

* ■ *

-V' i'^'h

■

> •.»

t * ♦•

vl* tr
i

51'^
4/.. 7V

Petitioner in person present. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak 

learned Additional Advocate General alongwith Mr. Ishaq 

Head Constable for the respondents present. Petitioner

not available today. Adjourned. To come up for further 

proceedings on 14.01.220 before S.B.i. V
n 1.4
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(M. Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member
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Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Usman Ghahi/ 
District Attorney alongwith Mr. Mir Faraz Khan, DSP (Legal) 
for respondents present.

30.07.2019

Learned counsel for the petitioner's submitted an
application wherein It is noted that after reinstatement the
petitioner has been paid, the salary of Rs.30000/- per
month while he is entitled to receive his pay of Rs. 40000/-
per month or above. The application is placed on record.
The respondent-department shall submit its reply on next

be.-date of hearing where the matter would also^argued by 

both the parties.

Adjourned to 05.09.2019 before S.B.

^ ■

Chairman ■

Counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Usman Ghani, 

District Attorney alongwith Mr. Mir Faraz Khan, DSP (Legal) 

for respondents present.

As order sheet dated 30.07.2019, representative of The 

respondents produced statements indicating details of payment 

of salary made to the petitioner from July 20()6 to July 2019 

and the same is placed on record. A copy of the same was also 

handed over to the learned counsel for the petitioner. To come 

up for further proceedings on 03.10.2019 before S.B.

05.09.2019

. ;

(Ahmara Hassan) 
Member

‘\
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, 27.03.2019 Learned counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned 

Additional Advocate General alongwith Mir Faraz DSP present.

■ Representative of the respondent department furnished copy of order of 

provisional reinstatement in service of the petitioner till the decision of august 

Supreme Court of Pakistan in the relevant CPLA. Learned counsel for the 

petitioner seeks adjournment. Adjourn. To come up for further proceedings on 

17.05.2019 before S.B

Member
i

Learned counsel for the appellant present. Mr. Usman 

Ghani learned District Attorney alongwith Mir Faraz DSP 

Legal present. Adjournment requested. Adjourn. To come up 

for further proceedings on 20.06.2019 before S.B.

17.05.2019

Member

Petitioner alongwith his counsel and Mr. Kabirullah 

Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Mir Faraz, DSP (Legal) 

for the respondents present. Learned counsel for the petitioner 

requested for adjournment. Adjourned to 30.07.2019 for further 

proceedings before S.B.

20.06.2019

f ■

(MuhammadA.min Khan Kundi) 
Member



;
%

*V

t• '-r

19.12.2018 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Mr. Kabirullah 
Khattak learned AAG alongwith Khawas Khan Inspector for the 
respondents present and stated that the respondent department has 
filed CPLA against the judgment under implementation. 
Respondent department tis directed to furnish conditional 
implementation report or proper order regarding suspension of the 
operation of judgment under implementation. Adjourn. To come 
up on 14.01.2019 for further proceedings before S.B

Member

!

. 14.1.2019 Counsel for the petitioner and Addl. AG 

alongwith Khawas Khan, S.I (Legal) for-.the, respondents 

present.

f :

i

The representative of respondents requests for 

further time to do the needful as noted in the order dated 

19.12.2018. Adjourned to 14.02.2019 for submission of 

implementation report.

- I

J
i

I

Chairman

Clerk to counsel for the petidoner present. Mirfaraz DSP 

representative of the respondents present and submitted 

reply/comments. Adjourn. To come up for further 

proceedings on 27.03.2019 before S.B.

14.02.2019

L- .
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Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

247/2018Execution Petition No.

Date of order 
proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

1 2 ' 3

09.08.2018 The execution petition of Mr. Khaled Khan submitted by Mr. 

Aslam Khan Khattak Advocate may be entered in the relevant register
«• f-:

and put up to the Court for proper order p\ease.

1

REGISTRAR^^^ ^ J

This execution petition be put before S. Bench on2-

cmirVian

Petitioner alongwith his counsel present. Notice b(: 

issued to the respondents for implementation report fo - 

01.11.2018 before S.B. .

19.09.2018

{Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi 
Member

Due to retirement of Hon'ble Chairman, the Tribunal 

is cefunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned. To come up

02.: 1.2018

19.12.2018. \on

Rl-ADllR

■ •\
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,KPK PESHAWAR

2018CoC:

Khalid Khan, Ex Constable No 15 /RR ....Appellant

VERSUS

RespondentsInspector General of Police KPK Peshawar & Others

INDEX

!

Page No'sAnnexureDescription of Documents
Memo of CoC

S#
1

Judgment dated 21/03/20182 ■5—-iT-------. _„4
Wakalatnama3

Dated: £708/2018

Petitioner

Through

Aslam Khan Khattak
Advocate, Peshawar
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BEFORE THE SERVICE TRIBUNAL,KPK PESHAWAR
fs \

n<.3t>beir Pakhtukb-vva 
Soi'vic* 'I- 'nJunaS

2018CoC: Diin'y No.

IDattKl

Khalid Khan, Ex Constable No. 15/RR, R/o Shantala, Tehsil Samar Bagh,

District Lower Dir

Petitioner

VERSUS

1) Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar

2) Deputy inspector General of Police, Malakand Region, Saidu Sharif Swat.

3) District Police Officer Swat

Respondents

APPLICATION FOR EXECUTION OF JUDGMENT DATED

21/03/2018 AND INTIATION OF CONTEMPT OF

COURT PROCEEDING AGAINST THE RESPONDENTS

UNDER THE CONTEMPT OF COURT ACT 1976.

Respectfully Sheweth,

1) That the Petitioner had approached this Hon'ble Tribunal with appeal

No 816/2017. The said appeal was finally adjudicated upon the

judgment and order was passed on 21/03/2018. (Copy of the

Judgment is at annexure 'A').

2) That the certified copy of the judgment mentioned above has already

been sent to the respondents for its implementation.

>-
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3) That the respondents have so far not implemented the aforesaid

judgment of this Hon'ble Tribunal which amounts to contempt on

their parts. They are, therefore, liable to be prosecuted and punished

under the contempt of court act 1976.

It is, therefore, prayed that the respondents may be directed

to implement the aforesaid judgment dated 21/03/2018 

possible and necessary contempt proceeding may also be initiated 

against.them, under the Contempt:of Court Act 1976.

as soon as

Dated: ^08/2018
(jKpjiiP
Petitioner

Through

Aslam Khan Kbattak
Advocate, Peshawar

/
;V
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API’EALNO. S16/2017

\
31.07.20n
21.03.201S

Qiiic or insiiuuion 
Dale ot'juclgmcm

. 15 RR 1^0 Sluiiuahi.
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(Appellant)
\

VERSUS

1, inspccior Mal;,ka R^ion Soitlu Shant Swai.
2 Deputy Inspector Gc
3'. District Police Officer Swat./

(Respontients) '
I

v:i-iYRER'I'l-IEI 01:
rTiPin’i Sl-E\ lOi- -—pA-n-n QS n>.20ll r

AMO ALSO
OA’Din _06,0L2M2- 

WAS JiLL- iArin-.AL
Ifor appellant.

Eor rcspontlcnis.Mr Aslam Khan Rhattak. Advocate
‘ ‘ i. District .Aitornc>Mr. Usman Ghani

•'1 member (JUDICIAL) 
member (JUDICIAL)
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iTTnGA^>n:

\ Our this judgment

Appeal No. sn/20n liUcJ llaijer 

;uul Appeal

General of Police. K-l'K 

involved in all the

; VIA whan KUNDLMEMM^. 

as well as
M’ n.iAVlVt.M) A

■ i disposed of present Appealshall also

Zaman Versus Inspector 

No. SIS/2U17 tilled Anwar Sadaat

Gwncriil 111- I'^IRa:. KI’K IVslwiAur iinJ I'vo olhwrs
r..

Versus Versus Inspector
I

.mmmrn .|,,cslio.i of hm nnJ I'acls urc
lA'shawar and two others as

, M*

appeals.
Mr. Usman Ghani, Dlstriel 

iK'ard and record perused.
for the appellant present

pondentsalso present. Armiments

w Learned counsel.. I. • 2.

for the resAtlornev

.v?

■L ■
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Brief facts of the appeals arc that the appellants were inducted in police 

service and while serving so ilie uppellaiu Khalid Khan allegedly absented 

himself for 23 days, appellant Haider Zaman allegedly absented himself for 74 

days and appellant Anwar Saddai allegedly absented himself for 12 days and as 

such they were diseharged from service under Kule 12.21 of Police Rules vide 

order dated 15.1 1.2U07. Aggrieved Irom the saitl orders ihev preferred

: m >

It

‘ # \
'V service

appeals liefore ibis Tribun;il whieh were allowed side JiKlgineiU dated 

26.03.2015, and their cases were remanded to the appellate authority for

impugned order dated 01.07.2015consideration and decision. VideI

communicated to the appellants on 27.07.2015 their appeals were rejected. They 

again tiled service appeals which were partially accepted and the appellants 

were reinstated into service, however, respondent-department was directed to 

conduct dc-novo inquiry in the mode and manner prescribed by rules within a 

period oVlwo months from the date ol’receipt ol’the iudgmenl vide detailed

^4'

1

I

• I

I

i judgment dated 09.11.2016. Thai after conducting dc-novo inquiry the 

appellants were again dismissed from service vide order dated 08.05.2017. That
' •;

;
i

'V

the appellants again filed department appeal on 12.05.2017 but the same was 

rejected on 06.07.2017 hence, the present service appeals on 31.07.2017.

Learned counsel for the appellants tonicndcd that as per available record 

the. appellant Khalid Khan allegedly absented himself for 23 days, appellant 

Haider Zaman allegedly alisenled himself for 7-1 dass and appelhiiit Anwar 

.Saddal allegedly absented himself for 12 days ihcivfore. their dismissal from 

very liarsli. lhat the other colleagues of the appellants were also 

tcm.iinc(.l absent irom iluly btii the lespoiulenl-deparlmenl lia\’e reiii.slaleil them 

therefore, the appellants were discriminated and contended that the impugned 

order i.s illegal and liable to be .set-aside.

^Le other hand, learned District Aiiorncy lor the respondents opposed 

''^q^c^J^ention of learned counsel for the appellant and contended that the

y'
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appcllnnis wiilfully rcnuiincd nbscnl from duly, ii was iiii-lhcr coiilcndcd dial 

they could not justify their absence from duty. It was further contended that ail

the coda! formalities were iulfiiled and the appellant were rightly dismissed 

from service.

/

:>m
■M

f
. 1

!' ®
t6. i crusai ol tlic record rewals ihal as per ihis I'ribiinal judgment dated 

09.11.2016 the appellant Khalid Khan allegedly absented himself for 23 days, 

appellant Haider Zaman allegedly absented himsell' for 74 days and appellant 

Anwar Saddal allegedly ahsenleJ himsell' I'or 12 days and ihe 

authority imposed major penalty of removal from .service on the basis of alleged 

absent. Therefore, the penally of their dismissal from 

commensurate with the charge and the penalty appear to be very harsh. The 

record also reveals that the other employees who also remained absent from 

service, had been reinstated by the respondent-department and their absence

.*■:
'I

-'i
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eompeleni
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service arc not inf

■ aii
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period was also treated as leave without pay by Deputy Inspector General of 

Police vide order dated 30.1 1.2010. .Meaning ihercb> that the appellants 

discriminated therefore

! ■*

I\s'ere

\s’e partially accept the appeals, set-aside the impugned 

Oiders and icinstalc the aj)j)c!!ants into ser\'ice. 1 lowcver the penalty of 

dismissal from scr\'icc is converted into minor penalty of stoppage of 

withholding of their two increments for three years and their absence period as 

well as intervening period are treated as leave without pay. Parties are left to 

bear their own costs. Pile be consigned to the record

ANNOlJNCI-.n
21.03.2018
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m THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN 
v T (Appellate jurisdiction)X*'

i
f

;i'.

72018CPLA NO.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar & Others

—--PETITIONERS

i VERSUS

.RESPONDENTKhalid Klian

CONCISE STATEMENT

Service Matter/ Re-Instatement into 
Service

Subject matter and the law1-

Government / petitionersWhich side has filed this petition2-

Who filed it and with whatDate ofCourt /Forum
a) Institution , result
b) Decision

Respondent filed service appeal
which has been accepted

a) 31-07-2017
b) 21/3/2018

KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar

Treatment of points in the impugned judgmentPoints noted in the impugned
Judgment

Perusal of the record reveals that as i per thisfor theLearned counsel 

respondents contended that as 

available record

tribunal judgment dated 09/ll/201o the 

pondent Khalid Khan allegedly absentedi the resper
himself for. 23 days/respondent Haider Zaman 

absented himself for 74 days and
KlianKhalid. respondent 

allegedly absented himself for 23 

days, respondent Haider Zaman

allegedly
pondent Anwar Saddat allegedly absented 

himself for 12 days and the competent authority
res

allegedly absented himself for 74
imposed major penalty; of removal from

the basis of alleged absent. Therefore the

service is not in

service
days and respondent Anwar

absentedSaddat allegedly on
penalty of their dismissal from 

commensurate with the charge and the penalty
himself for 12days therefore, 

their dismissal from service

harsh. That the' other

are
appears to be very harsh. The record also reveals

who also remained
very
colleagues of the respondents that the other employees 

absent from service had been reinstated by thealso remained absent fromwere
petitioner petitioner department and their absencebut theduty

b



department have reinstated them

therefore the respondents were
• •• • 1 ......

discrimmated. and contended • 

that the impugned order is illegal 

and liable to be set aside.

was also treated as leave without pay by Deputy 

Inspector General of Police vide order dated 

30/11/2010. Meaning thereby that the 

respondents were discriminated therefore, we , 

partially accept the appeals, set aside the 

impugned orders and reinstate the respondents: 

into service. However the penalty ph dismissal 

form service is converted into minor penalty of 

stoppage of witliliolding of their two increments 

for three years and their absence period as well 

as intervening period is treated as leave without

;

..

pay..
LAW/RULING ON THE SUBTECT

FOR
1- CONSTITUTION OF PAKISTAN, 1973
2- Police E&D Rules, 1975 

CERTIFICATE:
Certify that I myself prepared the above concise statement which is correct.

(Mia!n^ aadullah Jandoli) 
Advocate-on-Record 
Suprerhe Court, of Pakistan 
For Government

r

!
;

i
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72018CPLANO. ,■

F--

Inspector General of Police (Now.) Provincial Police Officer, Kliyber 
''"■ Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar _ . .,

Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif
Swat

' District Police Officer, Swat

'2. .

3.
.-PETITIONERS

VERSUS

Ex-Constable No.15 RR R/o Shuntnla, TGlisilKhalid Khan,
Samar Bagh DisUlct Lower Dir

respondent

CIVIL PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL UNDER 

ARTICLES 212(3) OF THE CONSTITUTION OF 

ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OP PAKISTAN, 1973 AGAINST

IMPUGNED judgment/ ORDER OF

khyber pakhtunkhwa service
the
LEARNED
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR DATED 21/3/2018 IN

SERVICE APPEAL NO.816/2017

RESPECTFni.T.Y SHEWETH

and grounds,substantial questions of law of general public importance
hich falls for determination of this august Clourt are as under:-

• The
inter alia, w

and order of. the Hon'ble Khyber 

suffers from material illegality,
Whether the impugned judgment 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar 

factually incorrect and require interference by this august Court?

1.



■-v4

Whether the Hdn'ble I^yber Pakhmnkhwa S Tribunal, Peshawar has

properly and' legally exercised its jurisdiction in the matter in hand?
J ■

Whether impugned judgment and order of the Hon'ble-Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, Peshawar is in utter violation of E&D Rules, 1975?
: 3.

Whether the respondent has . committed gross misconduct by . .>y^llfully 

absenting himself from duty without obtaining a proper leave or permission 

from competent authority and the respondent could not prove himself to

efficient?.

4.

r...

be

\

Whether a proper show cause notice with statement of allegation was issued to 

the respondent which was not satisfactorily replied by the respondent?
5.

Whether the ITon’ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has not 

■ pointed out any deficiency in the enquiry proceeding?

Whether the respondent could not justify his willful absence from duty duiing 

enquiry proceeding and the enquiry 

respondent for major punishment?

6.

i

7.
officer rightly recommended the

Whether the punishinent awarded to the respondent is commensurate with the 

charge leveled and proved against the respondent?
8.

misconduct and entails major9 Whether willful absence from duty is gross 

punishment of dismissal from service?

Service Tribunal, Peshawar has
minor

Wlicthcr the Hon’blc Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
traveled beyond its jurisdiction by converting major punislrment into 

penalty? \

Whether the respondent retention in police force being a disciplinary force's 

detrimental to the.good order and discipline of police force?

TO.
1

sIt

legal judgment having no good groundWhether the impugned judgment is a 

d discussion in the matter impugned?
12.

an



(I)
Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service tribunal, Peshawar has 

illegally exercised its jurisdiction by modifying the penalty of dismissal into 

rhinor penalty on the grounds of discrimination?

13.
J ^

/

Wliether. the respondent was treated discriminately and the learned tribunal 

has rightly dealt with the question of discrimination?
• 14.

FACTS
Facts relevant to the above points of law, inter alia, are as under.-: II-

That the respondent was serving in Police Department and posted in .Distinct 

Police Swat as Constable.

That the respondent absented himself from duty without obtaining proper . 

leave from the competent authority an
2.

d remained absent from duty for 12 days.

notice with statement ofissued a show causeThat the respondent 
allegation which was not satisfactorily replied by the respondent.

was■ 3.

initiated wherein the respondent could not justify

officer recommended the
That a proper enquiry was 

his .absence from duty, therefore the enquiry
4.

ppndent for major punishment?res

the light of the enquiry proceeding the respondent was awarded .major 

punishment of dismissal from service vide order dated 15/11/2007. ^

That th'e-respondent filed service appeal before the Hon'ble 

which was accepted and the 

reconsideration 

19/11/2016.

That in5.

Service Tribunal
6. forremanded to the petitioners

and. order dated
case was

and denovo enquiry vide judgment
I -
r

initiated throughThat in the light of the remand order the denovo enquiry was
ecommended the respondent for major punishment and

7.
enquiry officer who r 

final show cause notice was
also issued to the respondent wherein the

pondent could not justify his willful absence from duty.res

posed major penalty of dismissal from serviceThat the competent authority i

the respondent yide order dated 8/5/2017

im8.

on



9. ^ That the fespondeht filed departmental appeal which too was. dismissed vide 

order dated 6/7,/2017.

That the, respondent then again approached tliroUgh sewice appeal No 

816/2017 before Hon'ble Service Tribunal, Peshawar whereiri comments were 

called from'the petitioners,which was filed accordingly.

: 10. ;

That the Hon'ble Kiiyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar accepted 

the appeal of respondent by converting the punishment of dismissal into 

stoppage of two increments for tlaree years vide judgment and order dated 

21/3/2018.

11.

■

That the petitioners being aggrieved from the impugned judgment/order of the 

Honble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 21/3/2018 in 

Service Appeal No.816/2017 prefer this CPLA before this august Court.

. 12.

That the petitioners seek, leave to appeal against the impugned judgment and 

order of the Honble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 

21/3/2018 in Service Appeal No.816/2017. ,

13.

!

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this petition, leave to 

appeal against the impugned judgment and order of the Honble Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 21/3/2018 in Service Appeal 

No.816/2017 may graciously be granted.

(Miin SaaduUah Jandoli) 
AdvocatG-on-Record
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government

Advocate General, KPK/ Addl. AG /State Counsel shall appear at the time of

hearing of this petition.
ADDRESS
Office of the
9210119, Fax No.091-9210270) n^UrPoHHnn,
PERTIFICATE Certified that no such petition has earher been filed by
Government against tire impugned judgment mentioned above. /P^

■i

Advocate General, KPK, High Court Budding, Peshawar, (Jelephone No.091-

Ativocatc-On-Record

V. •

lb
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHUJNKHWA SERVICE IRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No.247/18

Khalid Khan Ex-Constable N0.15/RR RYO Shantala, Tehsil Samar Bagh, District 
Lower Dir.

\

Petitioner

VS

1. Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region at Saidii Sharif, Swat.

3. District Police Officer Swat. ;

Respondents

Reply by Respondent No.03

Respectfully Shewith:

1. That the judgment dated 21/03/2018 passed in service appeal No.816/17 by the

honorable Service Tribunal has been challenged before Apex Supreme Court of
!

Pakistan vide CPLA No.497/18 tilted Govt: of KPK & others VS: Khalid Khan

copy enclosed as Annexure “A”.

2. That an early hearing application and suspension of impugned judgment through

Advocate on record Supreme Court of Pakistan Govt: Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,

Peshawar has been filed but no dale'of hearing has been fixed so far.

3. That the respondents will-implement the judgment of honorable Tribunal after the 

directions of Apex Suprme Court in Civil Petition filed by the department through 

Advocate on Record.



>
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4. That the respondents have not committed any contempt under the Contempt of

Court-1976.

Prayer;

Keeping in view the above facts and circumstance it is humbly prayed that the

proceeding on the implementation application may kindly be adjourned till the final

outcome of early hearing application or at least for three months.

l\

District Police Officer Swat 
(Respondent,No.03)V
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN
(Appellate Jurisdiction)

4^7-^ /2Q18CPLA NO.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar & Others

PETITIONERS

VERSUS
V

Khalid Klian ------RESPONDENT

CONCISE STATEMENT

Service Matter/ Re-Instatement into 
Service

1- , Subject matter and the law

Government / petitioners2- Which side has filed this petition

Who filed it and with what
result

Date ofCourt /Forum
a) Institution
b) Decision

Respondent filed service appeal
which has been accepted

a) 31-07-2017
b) 21/3/2018

KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar

Treatment of points in the impugned judgmentPoints noted in the impugned 
Judgment

Perusal of the record reveals that as per thistheLearned counsel for 

respondents contended that as 

per available record 

respondent 

allegedly absented himself for 23 

days, respondent Haider Zaman 

allegedly absented himself for 74 

days and respondent Anwar 

Saddat allegedly absented 

himself for 12days therefore.

tribunal judgment dated 09/11/2016 the 

respondent Khalid Khan allegedly absented 

himself for 23 days, respondent Haider Zaman 

allegedly absented himself for 74 days and 

respondent Anwar Saddat allegedly absented 

himself for 12 days and the competent authority

service

the

KhanKhalid

I-

] imposed major penalty of removal from

the basis of alleged absent. Therefore the 

penalty of their dismissal from service is not in 

commensurate with the charge and the penalty 

appears to be very harsh. The record also reveals 

that the other employees who also remained 

absent from service had been reinstated by the 

petitioner department and their absence period

on;

their dismissal from service are
1

That the' othervery harsh, 

colleagues of the respondents 

also remained absent from

f

were
but the petitionerduty



department have reinstated them

therefore the respondents were 

discriminated and contended 

that the impugned order is. illegal 

and liable to be set aside.

was also treated as leave without pay by Deputy 

Inspector General of Police vide order dated 

30/11/2010. Meaning thereby that the 

respondents were discriminated therefore, 'we 

partially accept the appeals, set aside the 

impugned orders and reinstate the respondents 

into service. However the penalty of dismissal 

form service is converted into minor penalty of 

stoppage of withholding of their two increments 

for three years and their absence period as well 

as intervening period is treated as leave without

/

pay.
LAW/RULING ON THE SUBJECT

FOR
1- CONSTITUTION OF PAKISTAN, 1973
2- Police E&D Rules, 1975 

CERTIFICATE:

Certify that I myself prepared the above concise statement which is correct.

(Mi^ oaadullah Jandoli) 
Advocate-on-Record 
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government

%

i
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN

(Appellatejurisdiction)
/ '■
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72018CPLA NO.

Inspector General of Police (Now) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif 

. Swat 
District Police Officer, Swat

'2.

PETITIONERS

VERSUS

Khalid Khan, Ex-Constable No.l5 RR R/o Shantala, Tehsil 

Samar Bagh District Lower Dir

; RESPONDENT

CIVIL PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL UNDER 

ARTICLES 212(3) OF THE CONSTITUTION OF 

ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN, 1973 AGAINST 

THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT/ ORDER OF 

LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE' 

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR DATED 21/3/2018 IN 

SERVICE APPEAL NO.816/2017
!

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH

The substantial questions of law of general public importance and grounds, 
inter alia, which falls for determination of this august Court are as under:-

Whether the impugned judgment and order of the Hon'ble Khyber 

Service Tribunal, Peshawar suffers from material illegality, 

factually incorrect and require interference by this august Court?

1.
Pakhtunkhwa



.

(i)
i ■

Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

properly and legally exercised its jurisdiction in the matter in hand?

2. .

Whether impugned judgment and order of the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, Peshawar is in utter violation of E&D Rules, 1975?

3.

Whether the respondent has committed gross misconduct by willfully 

absenting himself from duty without obtaining a proper leave or permission 

from competent authority and the respondent could not prove himself to be 

efficient?

4.

Whether a proper show cause notice with statement of allegation was issued to 

the respondent which was not satisfactorily replied by the respondent?

5.

Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has not 

pointed out any deficiency in the enquiry proceeding?

6.

Whether the respondent could not justify his willful absence from duty during 

enquiry proceeding and the enquiry officer rightly recommended the 

respondent for major punishment?

7.

Whether the purushment awarded to the respondent is commensurate with the 

charge leveled and proved against the respondent?

8.

Whether willful absence from duty is gross misconduct and entails major 

punishment of dismissal from service?
9.

Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

traveled beyond its jurisdiction by converting major punishment into minor 

penalty?

70.

Whether the respondent retention in police force being a disciplinary force is - 

detrimental to the good order and discipline of police force?
11.

Whether the impugned judgment is a legal judgment having no good ground 

and discussion in the matter impugned?

12.



&
'

13. \ Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar has 

illegally exercised its jurisdiction by modifying the penalty of dismissal into 

. minor penalty on the grounds of discrimination?

\
TTf,

h.y.

i ■

, 14. Wliether the respondent was treated discriminately and the learned tribunal 
has rightly dealt with the question of discrimination?r':

r FACTS

Facts relevant to the above points of law, inter alia, are as under:-II-

That the respondent was serving in Police Department and posted in District 

Police Swat as Constable.

1.

,
j

That the respondent absented himself from duty without obtaining proper 

leave from the competent authority and remained absent from duty for 12 days.
2.'

That the respondent was issued a show cause notice with statement of 

allegation which was not satisfactorily replied by the respondent.
3.

That a proper enquiry was initiated wherein the respondent could not justify 

his ,absence from duty, therefore the enquiry officer reconunended the 

respondent for major punishment?

: 4.

That in the light of the enquiry proceeding the respondent was awarded major 

punishment of dismissal from service vide order dated 15/11/2007.
5.

That the respondent filed service appeal before the Hon'ble Service Tribunal
remanded to the petitioners for 

and denovo enquiry vide judgment and order dated

6.
which was accepted and the 

reconsideration

case was

19/11/2016.
1

r That in the light of the remand order the denovo enquiry was initiated through 

enquiry officer who recommended the respondent for major punishment and 

final show cause notice was also issued to the respondent wherein the 

pondent could not justify his willful absence from duty.

7.

res

j

That the competent authority imposed major penalty of dismissal from service 

the respondent vide order dated 8/5/2017.
8,

I

on



V.

>

Wl - 9. That the respondent filed departmental appeal which-too was dismissed vide 

order dated 6/7/2017.i.

10. That the respondent then again approached through service appeal No 

816/2017 before Hon'ble Service Tribunal, Peshawar wherein comments were 

called from the petitioners which was filed accordingly.

That the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar accepted 

the appeal of respondent by converting the punishment of dismissal into 

stoppage of two increments for three years vide judgment and order dated 

21/3/2018.

11.

I' 12. That the petitioners being aggrieved from the impugned judgment/order of the 

ITonble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 21/3/2018 in 

. Service Appeal No.816/2017 prefer this CPLA before this august Court.

r

That the petitioners seek leave to appeal against the impugned judgment and 

order of the Honble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 

21/3/2018 in Service Appeal No.816/2017.

13.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this petition, leave to 

appeal against the impugned judgment and order of the Honble Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 21/3/2018 in Service Appeal 

No.816/2017 may graciously be granted.

I
(Mian ^adullah Jandoli) 
Advocate-on-Rccord 
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government

NOTE;
Learned Advocate General, KPK/ Addl. AG /State Counsel shall appear at the time of 
hearing of this petition.
ADDRESS
Office of the Advocate General, KPK, High Court Building, Peshawar. (Telephone No.091- 
9210119, Fax No.091-9210270)
CERTIFICATE Certified that no such petition has earlier been filed by Petitiongj?«7 
Government against the impugned judgment mentioned above. ; /iLy^i

!

Aavocate-On-Record

>.

!
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72018CPLA NO.
r''

Inspector General of Police (Now) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif 
Swat
District Police Officer, Swat

1.

'2.

3./-
PETITIONERS

VERSUS

Khalid Khan, Ex-Constable No.l5 RR R/o Shantala, Tehsil 
Samar Bagh District Lower Dir

RESPONDENT

CIVIL PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL UNDER 

ARTICLES 212(3) OF THE CONSTITUTION OF 

ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN, 1973 AGAINST 

THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT/ ORDER OF 

LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR DATED 21/3/2018 IN 

SERVICE APPEAL NO.816/2017

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH

The substantial questions of law of general public importance and grounds, 
inter alia, which falls for determination of this august Court are as under:-

Whether the impugned judgment and order of the Hon'ble Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar suffers from material illegality, ' ■ 
factually incorrect and require interference by this august Court?

1.



Whether the Hon'ble Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

properly and legally exercised its jurisdiction in the matter in hand?

Whether impugned judgment and order of the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, Peshawar is in utter violation of E&D Rules, 1975?

3.

Whether the respondent has committed gross misconduct by willfully 

absenting himself from duty without obtaining a proper leave or permission 

from competent authority and the respondent could not prove Mmself to be 

efficient?

4.

Whether a proper show cause notice with statement of allegation was issued to 

the respondent which was not satisfactorily replied by the respondent?

5.

Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has not 

pointed out any deficiency in the enquiry proceeding?
6.

Whether the respondent could not justify his willful absence from duty during 

enquiry proceeding and the enquiry officer rightly recommended the 

respondent for major punishment?

7.

Whether the punishment awarded to the respondent is commensurate with the 

charge leveled and proved against the respondent?
8.

Whether willful absence from duty is gross misconduct and entails major 

punishment of dismissal from service?
9.

the 1 ion'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

traveled beyond its jurisdiction by converting major punishment into minor 

penalty?

Whether70.

Whether the respondent retention in police force being a disciplinary force is 

detrimental to the good order and discipline of police force?
11.

Whether the impugned judgment is a legal judgment having no good ground 

and discussion in the matter impugned?

12.



(U
13. Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

illegally exercised its jurisdiction by modifying the penalty of dismissal into 

minor penalty on the grounds of discrimination?

14. Whether the respondent was treated discriminately and the learned tribunal 

has rightly dealt with the question of discrimination?

FACTS
Facts relevant to the above points of law, iriter alia, are as under:-11-

That the respondent was serving in Police Department and posted in District 

Police Swat as Constable.
1.

the respondent absented himself from duty without obtaining proper 

leave from the competent authority and remained absent from duty for 12 days.
That2.

issued a show cause notice with statemeiat ofThat the respondent 

allegation which was

was
not satisfactorily replied by the respondent.

3.

initiated wherein the respondent could not justify
officer recommended the

wasThat a proper enquiry 

his ,absence from duty, therefore the enquiry
4.

pondent for major punishment?res

light of the enquiry proceeding the respondent was awarded major 

punishment of dismissal from service vide order dated 15/11/2007.

pondent filed service appeal before the Hon'ble Service Tribunal
remanded to the petitioners for

and order dated . ,

That in the5.

That the res 

which was accepted and the 

reconsideration 

19/11/2016.

6.
case was

and denovo enquiry vide judgment

That in the light of the remand order the denovo enquiry was initiated through 

enquiry officer who recommended the respondent for major punishment and ' ^

also issued to the respondent wherein the ^

7.

final show cause notice was
pondent could not justify his willful absence from duty.res

posed major penalty of dismissal from service ^That the competent authority im
the respondent vide order dated 8/5/2017.

8.

on
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That the respondent filed departmental appeal which too was dismissed vide 

order dated ^jljlSSVl.

9.

That the respondent then again approached through service appeal No 

816/2017 before Hon'ble Service Tribunal Peshawar wherein cpmments were 

called from the petitioners which was filed accordingly.

10.
\

11 That the Hon'ble Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar accepted 

the appeal of respondent by converting the purushment of dismissal into 

of two increments for three years vide judgment and order dated ‘ I

stoppage 

21/3/2018.

12. That the petitioners being aggrieved from the impugned judgment/order of the 

Honble Khybor Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 21/3/2018 in 

Service Appeal No.816/2017 prefer this CPLA before tills august Court. 1

ppeal against the impugned judgment andThat the petitioners seek leave 
order of the Honble Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dat^d ■

to a13.\
\"

21/3/2018 in Service Appeal No.816/2017. ,
■ j 1

«

acceptance of this petition, leave to ’ 

and order of the Honble Khyber ■ .
It is, therefore, prayed that

appeal against the impugned judgment 
Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 21/3/2018 in Service Appeal J: ^

on
\ •
I

I ,. «
I No.816/2017 may graciously be granted.

\
i* \ 'I •iM:.

(Miin SaaduUah Jandoli) 
Advocatc-on-Rccord
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government

1

I
I J 1

1! t 1'' INOTE:
Learned Advocate General, KPK/ Addl.;AG 
hearing of this petition.

Advocate General, KPK, High Court Building, Peshawar. (Telephone N0.99I- :

9210119, Fax No.091-9210270) ; • c-i a u
rF.RTTFICATE Certified that no such petition has earher b^en filed by 

gainst tlie impugned judgment mentioned above.

/State Counsel shall ap^earjat the tinie of I
: ! It

, t

h

I

I

Government a t
1 t

i i' tt !•' «, * t
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BKKORK rilK KUYBKR PAKilTUNKlIWA SKRVICK TRlliUNAl. FlCSllAWAU

r^xcculion Petition No.247/18

Khalid IChan Bx-Consiabit: N0.15/RR R/0 Shantala, Tehsil Samar Bagh, Dislrici 

Lower Dir.

Petitioner

VS

1. Inspecior General oi' Police, Khybcr Pakhlunkhwa, Peshawar.

2. i^epuly Inspeelur General ol Poliee, Malakand Region al Saidu ShariT, Swal.

3. Distriel Police OHicer Swai.

Respondents

Reply by Respondent No.03

Respectfully Shewith:

1. Thai ihe jLidgmeni daied 21/03/2018 passed in service appeal No.816/17 by ihe

honorable Service Tribunal has been challenged belbre Apex Supreme Couri oT

Pakistan vide CPLA No.497/18 liked Govi: .of K.PK & others VS: Khalid Khan

copy enclosed as Annexure “A”.

2. That an early hearing application and suspension of hnpugned judgment through 

Advocate on record Supreme Court of Pakistan Govi: Khyber Pakhlunkhwa,
I

\I t

Peshawar has been filed bui no dale of hearirVg has been.’fixed so far. ' >■ ■ ;
. i f

i r 4
!■ I .

I• 1
■ 4

3. That the respondents .will implemenrthe judgment of honorabll; 'fribunal after the’’
' ■ ■: ■ • ' ' ' • L • ll ■ rt

t

direclions of Apex Suprme Coiirl in Civil Peiiiiop lilccl by the!.depariihtMil ihrough
♦. I ^ I » ' ' . 1 * I ’ * * • » . *

• ' I f

Advocate on Record.'
.' I !I I :) 1I ' ;1 i • • 11 .

I i •I ,
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4. 'fhal the respondents have not committed any contempt under the Contempt ol'

Court-1976.

Prayer:

K-ceping in view the above Tacts and circumstance it is humbly prayed that the

proceeding on the irnplemenialion application may kindly be adjourned till the final

outcome oTearly hearing application or at least Tor three months.

A

District Police Otficl/Swal 
(Rcspoiulent No.03)i

I
I I
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN-V.
(Appellate Jurisdiction)

/2Q18CPLA NO.

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar & Others

PETITIONERS

VERSUS

Khalid Khan RESPONDENT

CONCISE STATEMENT

Service Matter/ Re-lnstatement into 
Service

Subject matter and the law1-

Government / petitionersWhich side has filed this petition2-

Who filed it and with what 
result

Date ofCourt /Forum
a) liistitution
b) Decision

Respondent filed service appeal
which has been accepted

a) 31-07-2017
b) 21/3/2018

KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar

Treatment of points in the impugned judgmentPoints noted in the impugned 
Judgment

Perusal of the record reveals that as per this

tribunal judgment dated 09/11/2016 the 

respondent Khalid Khan allegedly absented

for' theLearned counsel

respondents contended that as 

per available record the 

Khalid Khan himself for 23 days, respondent Haider Zaman 

allegedly absented himself for 74' days and 

respondent, Anwar Saddat .allegedly absented 

himself for 12 days and the competent authority

service

respondent 

allegedly absented himself for 23 

days, respondent Haider;Zaman 

allegedly absented himself for 74 

days and respondent Anwar imposed major perialty of temoval from

the basis! of alleged. absent. !Therefore the ; 

penjiltyt of,their, disihissal jfrom isep'ice is nof in 

coihrnensurate withlhe charge and'the:penalty

Saddat allegedly absented 

himself for 12days; therefore, 

their dismissal from service are 

harsh. That the' other

on

1 ■

appears to be’very harsh. The record also reveals 

that the other employees^ who,'.also,: remained ■ 

absent from service,had!been reinstated by the 

petitioner department arjid;; their; absence period

very

colleagues of the respondents 

were also remained absent from

duty but the ; petitioner

Ii I • ’ I
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, I /
-Jf department have reinstated them 

therefore the respondents were 

discriminated and contended 

that the impugned order is illegal 

and liable to be set aside.

was. also treated as leave without pay by Deputy 

Inspector General of Police vide order dated 

30/11/2010. Meaning thereby that the 

respondents were discriminated therefore, we 

partially accept the appeals, set aside the 

impugned orders and reinstate the respondents 

into service. However the penalty of dismissal 

form service is converted into minor penalty of 

stoppage of withholding of their two increments 

for three years and their absence period as well 

as intervening period is treated as leave without

t

I

1

i
I

I

!:
I

pay.
LAW/RULING ON THE SUBTECT1

I
FOR

V CONS'riTUl’lON OP PAKlS'l’AN, 1973
2- Police E&D Rules, 1975 

CERTIFICATE:

I

I;

Certify that 1 myself prepared the above concise statement which is correct.

(Miafn ^aadullah Jandoli) 
Advocate-on-Record 
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTANJ
(Appellate Jurisdiction)

\t0^"

( '

72018 .CPLA NO.

1. Inspector General of Police (Now) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber 
’ Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

7. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharif 
Swat

3./- District Police Officer, Swat
PETITIONERS

VERSUS

Khalid Khan, Ex-Constable No.15 RR R/o Shantala, Tehsil 

Samar Bagh District Lower Dir

RESPONDENT

CIVIL PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL UNDER 

ARTICLES 212(3) OF THE CONSTITUTION OF 

ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN, 1973 AGAINST 

THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT/ ORDER OF 

LEARNED KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR DATED 21/3/2018 IN 

SERVICE APPEAL NO.816/2017

1

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH
■ i

The substantial questions of law of general public importance.and pounds, 
inter alia, which fails for determination of this august Court are as under:- ■

!I
I

I1

Whether the impugned judgment, and order, of the Hon'ble Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, fjeshawar ‘ suffep from material illegality,
factually incorrect and, require interfererice by this august Court?, ,

1.

1
I ‘! ;1“

1I I
ItI i I

p

r
I1 !

< I
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I 2, Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

properly and legally exercised its jurisdiction in the matter in hand?

Whether impugned judgment and order of the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, Peshawar is in utter violation of E&D Rules, 1975?

3.

Whether the respondent has committed gross misconduct by willfully 

absenting himself from duty without obtaining a proper leave or permission 

from competent authority and the respondent could not prove himself to be 

efficient?

4.
!

i

i

Whether a proper show cause notice with statement of allegation was issued to 

the respondent which was not satisfactorily replied by the respondent?

5.

Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has not 

pointed out any deficiency in the enquiry proceeding?

6.

Whether the respondent could not justify his willful absence from duty during 

enquiry proceeding and the enquiry officer rightly recommended the 

respondent for major punishment?

7.

Whether the punishment awarded to the respondent is commensurate with the 

charge leveled and proved against the respondent?

8.

Whether willful absence from duty is gross misconduct and entails major 

punishment of dismissal from service?
9.

Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

traveled beyond its jurisdiction by converting major punishment into,minor 

penalty?

70.

t, i (
*f

> ;1

Whether the respondent retention in police force being a, disciplmary force^ is 

detrimental to the good order and discipline of police forcei;

11.
i

;
I|:

1
‘ I:

Whether the impugned judgment is a legal judgrdenthqving no-good ground
■ • ' I ' :̂ ■'lld ' •'

, and discussion in the matter impugned?;

12.
: t < I t ;I

};
] ;

f

I

':'
I ;
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f

I
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13. Whether the Hon'ble Kliyber; Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

illegally exercised its jurisdiction by modifying the penalty of dismissal into 

minor penalty on the grounds of discrimination? '

Whether the respondent was treated discriminately and the learned tribunal 

has rightly dealt with the question of discrimination?

14.

FACTS

Facts relevant to the above points of law, inter alia, are as under:-11-

That the respondent was serving in Police Department and posted in District 

Police Swat as Constable,

1.

That the respondent absented himself from duty without obtaining proper 

leave from the competent authority and remained absent from duty for 12 days.

2.

That the respondent was issued a show cause notice with statement of 

allegation which was not satisfactorily replied by the respondent.
3.

That a proper enquiry was initiated wherein the respondent could not justify 

his .absence from duty, therefore the enquiry officer recommended the 

respondent for major punishment?

4.

That in the light of the enquiry proceeding the respondent was awarded major 

punishment of dismissal from service vide order dated 15/11/2007.
5.

That the respondent filed service appeal before the Hon'ble Service Tribunal

remanded to the petitioners for
6.

which was accepted and the 

reconsideration and denovo enquiry vide. judgment and order dated

case was

I

; 19/11/2016. ' ;i
}’, ; .1\ tI i

iI

1

the light of the rernand order'the denovo,enquiry was initiated through 

enquiry officer who recommended the respondent for majqr punishment and ;

That in7.

' \ 1
5

final show cause notice/was also; issued to the respondent•:wherein the
■ T ' . ' . ' ; ' i • I

pondent could not justify his willful absenc^Trom duty.|, I:res I

! i
i)

: j

That the competent authority imposed major penalty! of; dismissal froiii service 

oh the respondent vide^order dated 8/5/20'p.i:
8.

/

;

li ^ ii I,1'. :I I ■ M
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9. That the respondent filed departmental appeal which too was dismissed vide 

order dated 6/7/2017.
i :

10. That the respondent then again approached through service appeal No 

816/2017 before Hon'ble Service Tribunal, Peshawar wherein comments were 

called from the petitioners which was filed accordingly.

That the Hon'ble Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar accepted 

the appeal of respondent by converting the punishment of dismissal into 

stoppage of two increments for three years vide judgment and order dated 

21/3/2018.

11.

That the petitioners being aggrieved from the impugned judgment/order of the 

ITonble Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 21/3/2018 in 

Service Appeal No.816/2017 prefer this CPLA before this august Court.

12.

That the petitioners seek leave to appeal against the impugned judgment and 

order of the Honble Khyber Pakhtuiikhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 

21/3/2018 inService Appeal No.816/2017.

13.

It is, therefore, prayed that on acceptance of this petition, leave to 

appeal against the impugned judgment and order of the Honble Khyber 

Pakhtuiikhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar dated 21/3/2018 in Service Appeal 

No.816/2017 may graciously be granted.
■ i

/ (Mian Saaduliah Jandoli) 
Advocatc-on-Record 

■ V Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government

NOTE: I

Learned Advocate General, KPK/ Addl. AG /State Counsel shall appear at the time of 
hearing of this petition.
ADDRESS
Office of the Advocate General, KPK, High Court Building, Peshawar. (Telephone No.091- 
9210119, Fax No.091-9210270) ; ' ; : ■ '
CERTIFICATE Certified that no such petition has earlier been filed,by PetLtion^!r«7^ 
Government against the impugned judgment mentioned above. •, i ’ !^
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In coiirplinncc n|- the Honorable Service Tribunal, Khybcr'Pakhtimlchwn.::
Pesliawar jndgnicnl elated ■2^03-201 8 in Sendee Appeals Nos'.S16,817,81 8/2017 and Order i : 

Sheet dated ld-01-2019 iij!Excchticin Petitions' Nos.245,246,247/2018 fallowed by CPO,! i i
Peshawar Memo; No.908/ligal, dated 22-02-2^19; the following appellants 

re-instated in seiwiccwiih iniipediatc effect till decision of the Apex Supreme CoiiH of Pakistan 

in CPLA Nos.497,'198 and ■ 499-9/2018 lodged by the department against the ijudgment of: '; 

Service Tribuilal, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. Peshawar;
. i ,

: . ■ . 1

Ex-Constahles Haidar Zaman No.l2/MRR .

2. Hx-Cons(ahlc Anwar Sadat No.31/MRR 

j. Ex-Constablc KhaliH K.han No.l5/MRR

In case the judgment of Service Tribunal is set aside by the Apex Court, 
the aforesaid appellants shall.be bound to leave the job^thouTa^y hesTpPI^ 

submit affidavit duly attested by Notary Public to this eif^t.

uare provtsionally. 1
i

\1:
•h

02.

They shall

ids'

---

(SYEO ASHFAQ ANWAR) 
District Police Officer 

Swat nV
OB No.

Dated. /20I9.
*************

No. /13; dated Saidu Sharif the, 0<5 —0''\ /2019.

Copy to Worthy Inspector Genera! of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

for f/o information ^v/r to CPO, Peshawar Memo: No.908/Legal, dated 22-02-2019 piease.

District Police Officer 
Swat

■ Ph: 0946-9240393 "
Fax: 0946-9240402 
Email; dposwaf^Ttcmail.com

• L

J

/



r.
,4

\J

BEFORE THK KHYBER PAKH'l IJINKHWA SKRVICE IRIBUNAL PKSIlAWAk

Execution Fetition No.245/18

Haider Zaman Ex-Cpnslable N().26/RR R/0 Shaniaia, Tehsil Samar Bagh. 

Dislricl l.ovver Dir.

AppeUunt

VS

1. Inspector General ofj^olico, Rhyber Rakhiunkhwa, Peshawar.,

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police, Malakand Region at Saidu Sharij’, Swat.

3. District Police Ofiicer Swat.

Respondents

Reply by Respondent No.03

Respectfully Shewith:

1. That the judgment dated 21/03/2018 passed in service appeal No,817/17 by the 

. honorable Service Tribunal has been challenged before Apex Supreme Court oi' 

Pakistan vide CPLA No.498/18 tilled Govt: of RPK & others VS: Anwar'sadat 

copy enclosed as Annexure ''A”.

2,, Thai an early hearing application and suspension of impugned Judgment througl 

Advocate on .record iSuprenJe, Coprt of Pakistan GoW; Kihyber Pakhtunkhwa 

: ; Peshawar has been filed but np date of hearing has been fixed so far. p

1.

I

,11 r

!
j i

\

3. Thai the respondents will iinplernenldhe judgment pf.honorabte Tribunal after the

directions of Apex Supreme A:ourt nr CiviC Petition lilcd! by the deparlmcni
' , ■ '

• through AdvocatcTin Record..: j

. j

i
I! II

1 i

»
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I

f
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4. That the respondents have not comniilled any contempt under the Contempt of

Court-1976.

Prayer;

Keeping in view the above lads and circumstance it is humbly prayed that the 

proceeding on the implemeriiaiion application may kindly be adjourned till the final

outcome of early hearing application or at least ibr three months.

/'V
(/

'{
I

V/
District Police OlTicer 

(/. (Respondent No.03)

I

;

Ii1

i !
1

! .j

f;)5
‘ :

i
i

i

r I ‘f
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I \
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1 - I
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF PAKISTAN 

(Appellate Jurisdiction)

CPLA NO. y2018

Provincial Police Officer, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 
Peshawar & Others

PETITIONERS

VERSUS

. Maicler Zanian RESPONDENT

CONCISE STATEMENT

Subject matter and the law Service Matter/ Re-Instatement into 
Service

2- Which side has filed this petition Government / petitioners

Court /Forum Date of Who filed it and with what result
a) Institution
b) Decision

KPK Service Tribunal 
Peshawar

a) 31-07-2017
b) 21/3/2018

Respondent filed service appeal 
which has been accepted

Points noted in the impugned 
Judgment

Treatment of points in the impugned judgment

Learned counsel for the

respondents contended that as

per available record the

respondent Khalid Khan

allegedly absented himself for

23 days, respondent liaider 
: : ■ ■ . 1. '

Zaman ; allegedly absented

himself for 74'. days, and 

respondent Anwar - Saddat 

allegedly absented himself | for 

12days ; , therefore, ■' ;j their

dismissal from service; ai;e yery 

harsh. That the other colleagues
1- ’ !■ i:

of the respondents were also, 

remained absent from duty;buti

Perusal of the record reveals that as per this 

tribunal judgment dated 09/11/2016

respondent Khalid Khan . allegedly absented 

himself for 23 days, respondent ITaider Zaman 

allegedly absented himself for. 74 days ^and
V. , ■■ -v'- r ;----------------------------------- ^

respondent Anwar Saddat/allegedly : absented
T"* —•—-jJ •' —  

himself for 12|daysiand' the!competent, authority 

imposed major penalty of removal from service on 

the basis of alleged absent.' rpherefore the penalty 

of, theiry dismissal , froirv.''service is not. in. ^ 

commensurate ■ with the charge and'the .penalty., 

appears to be very harsh. ;The record also reveals 

that jthei'other employees:\who^ also/remained;' 

absent from:service had .been; reinstated by-the; 

petittonei\ department ,and \theiiv absence period

the

■■ I j; ; i: I



the petitioner department, have 

reinstated them there.fure tlie 

respondents 

discriminated and contended 

that ti\e impugned order is 

illegal and liable to be set aside.

was also treated as leave without pay by Deputy 

Inspector General of Police vide order dated 

Meaning thereby that the 

respondents were discriminated therefore, we 

partially accept the appeals, set aside the 

impugned orders and reinstate the respondents 

into service. However the penalty of dismissal 

form service is converted into minor penalty of 

stoppage of withholding of their two increments 

for three years and their absence period as well as 

intervening period is treated as leave without pay. 
L A W/K U tfiN G^Ol^THiTs [Tb IECT !

;

30/11/2U10.were;
i

I

FOR
1- CONSTITUTION OF PAKISTAN, 1973
2- Police E&D Rules, 1975 

CERTIFICATE:

;
I

Certify that I myself prepared the above concise statement which is correct.

A (M'ian'^'iadullah Jandoli)
(_ Advocate-on-Record

Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Govermnent

( '
{; 5

;

f
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j
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HE S U P R E ME CO U R T O F P A K I S 1' A N 

(Appellate Jurisdiction)

-J / JcTvy^-fed on c
«<1I^

^^^h£piFesbuwafy
CPLA NO. 72018

1. .Jnspector General of Police (Now) Provincial Police Officer, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar : *--------------’
Dtiputy Inspector General of,Police,.Malakand Region Saidu Sharif 
SwaL'

-^District Police Officer, Swat ’

v_

2.
I

3.
PETITIONERS

VERSUS

Haider Zaman, Ex-Constable No.26 RR R/o Mohallah Garhi 
Chakdara, Tehsil Adenzai District Lower Dir

I

I

!

RESPONDENT

CIVIL PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL UNDER 

ARTICLES 212(3) OF THE CONSTITUTION OF 

ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF PAKISTAN, 1973 AGAINST 

THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT/ , ORDER OF 

LEARNED KHYBER PAKFITUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR DATED, 21/3/2018 IN 

SERVICE APPEAL NO.817/2017

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH ^

i

The,substantial questions oj law of general public irnportance; and grounds, ■
j . ‘ ' '■ j- '

inter alia, which falls for determination of .this august .Court ar,e as under:*
t (

i

\ . :
Whether the impugned judgment and order of , the Hon'ble . Khyber •

:, : ' 'I • ' ^ h ■ i; •,;; I I : i*
Pakhtunkhwa Service; Tribunal, Peshawar suffers, Hrom'material, illegality,'. 

factually incon-ect and require interference by ’this august Qourt?; Ti

1.

t

I A

• \
.!■

' ■; •
! ■ '♦T ■i

■;: iI ’
' 1;

•i .fu i [.:■ I ; ■ • iHl'h;: Ii *. .iJt* ■
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^ :

2. Whether the HoiVble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunak Peshawar has 

properly and legally exercised its jurisdiction in the matter in hand?

3. Whether impugned judgment and order of the Hon’ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Service Tribunal, Peshawar is in utter violation of E&D Rules, 1975?

4. Whether the respondent has committed gross misconduct by willfully 
absenting himself from duty without obtaining a proper leave or permission 

. from competent authority and the respondent could not prove himself to be
efficient?

5. Whether a proper show cause notice with statement of allegation was issued to 

the respondent which was not satisfactorily replied by the respondent?

6. Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has not

pointed,out any deficiency in the enquiry proceeding?

7. Whether the respondent could not justify his willful absence from duty d 

enquiry proceeding and the enquiry officer rightly 

respondent for major punishment?

uring 

recommended the

8. Whether tire punishment awarded to the respondent is commensurate with the

charge leveled and proved against the respondent? ■ , -

9. Whether willful absence from duty is gross misconduct and entails major 

punishment of dismissal from service?

10. Whether the Plon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, .Peshawar has

tiaveled beyond its jurisdiction by converting major punishment into minor b 

penalty? ; , ;; : T! , : ’ ' , • : b

I

. ri. Whether the respondent retention in police.force being a'disciplinary fo 

detrimental to the good order ;and discipline of police force?
: , ; :■ I.

Whether the impugned judgment is'a legal judgment having no'good ground ' 

and discussion in the matter impugned?

rce is

12.

■ 11

•I

I ' • -I ii 11 111' ii' I. ■I.



\J 13. Whether the Hon'ble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Peshawar has 

illegally exercised its jurisdiction by modifying the fjenaity of dismissal 

minor penalty on the grounds of discrimination?
into

U. Whether the respondent was 

has lightly dealt with the question of discrimination?
treated discriminately and the learned tribunal

FACTS
■f

11- Facts lelevant to the above points.of law, inter alia, are as under:-

1. That the respondent was 

Police Swat as Constable.
serving in Police Department and posted in District

2, lhat the respondent absented himself from duty without obtaining 

leave from the competent authority and remained absent from duty for 12 days.
. proper

j . 3. That the respondent was issued a show cause notice with statement of 
allegation which was not satisfactorily replied by the respondent

5

I
J

4. That a proper enquiry was initiated wherein the respondent could not justify 

his absence from duty, therefore the enquiry officer recommended the 

respondent for major punishment?

5. That in the light of the enquiry proceeding the respondent was awarded major 

punishment of dismissal from service vide order dated 15/11/2007.

6. That the respondent filed service appeal before the Hon'ble Service Tribunal ' ■ 

which was accepted and the case was remanded to the petitioners. for ^ 

reconsideration and denqvo enquiry .vide judgmentand/order dated'/ 

.19/11/2016. i)
i

i >

That in the light of the remand order the denovo;enquiry was initiated through'': 

, enquiry officer who recommended the: respondent for major punishment and. ': 

final show cause notice was al^o issued .toilhe respondent wherein ■ the' 

respondent could not justify his .willful absence from duty.'/

1 -7.

:

■I

;

s
i

' That the competent authority imposed major penalty ,of dismissal from service ; 

. on the respondent vide order dated ,8/5/2017,
i I • I . ' ' '

8.

:!i, • 1

;
i, •!

11 < I; 0 ? .'IL
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\J 9. That the respondent tiled departmental appeal which 

order dated 6/7/2017. • ,
too was dismissed vide

10. That the respondent then again approached thi'ough service appeal No 
817/2017 before Hon'ble Service Tribunal. Peshawar wherein

comments were
called from the petitioners which was filed accordingly.

i:i. That the Hon'ble Khybcr Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Peshawar accepted
the appeal of respondent by converting the punisfunent of dismissal

into
years vide judgment and order datedstoppage of two increments for three 

21/3/2018,

12. That the petitioners being aggrieved from the i 

Honble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, '

Service Appeal No.817/2017 prefer this CPLA before this august Court

impugned judgment/order of the

Peshawar dated 21/3/2018 in

13. That the petitioners seek leave to appeal against the impugned judgment and 
order of the Honble Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribu 

21/3/2018 in Service Appeal No.817/2017.
nal, Peshawar dated

It is, therefore, prayed that 

appeal against the impugned judgment 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, ' 

No.817/2017 may grciciously be granted.

acceptance of this petition, leave toon

and order of the Honble Khyber 

Peshawar dated 21/3/2018 in Service Appeal

k
(Mian SaaduIIah Jnndoli)
Advocate-on~Record
Supreme Court of Pakistan 
k.or Government ’NOTli: !

address
appear at the time of

Otlice of the Advocate General, KPK 
9210119, Fax No.091-9210270) 
GERfriHCATi^Certified that 
Government against the i

High Court Building, Peshawar. (Telephone No.091- :

irnn ““ ‘^'"‘^h filed’by ■Petitioners/
irnpugiyed judgmept menhoned .above.' ' ' ''

7 /) k*' J

Advocaf^-On-Kecord
;■

i ,

I ; \ \ I
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before the KHYBER PATCHTrTNvmv. tfttttttt i t ^
PESHAWAR -

■ \

i,-' i •'
■ I I

't .•■ I 'r.1 iS' . ,-.i;
tvl -• ■!

■ Execution Petition No; 247/18
• I

\ ••
Haider. Zaman Constable^ ^ , No. 26/RR R/o
\bhamtala, Tehsil Samar Bagh, District Lower Dir

;
■ I(

. ^ .•I< Petitioner
\ ■ Versus

Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar & Others

Ml • .• :i1 ' i .
. 5.

■? > . i
:t

i
< '

\ .
i

j

application for grant or pav
. RS. 40.000/-

. including ARRFarc

1

\ , OF OR AROVF\•:
A . -■-V •■ (, . -I

'■ -I'V \>

s

I

s
* i *

Respectfully Sheweth;- V

/
The petitioner respectfully submits as under:- 

.1:. That the Petitioner due to 74 days absence from the d 

dismissed 'from service and he filed 

, H - Jribunal Peshawar which was accepted.
2.- Jhat\ the. respondents have filed CPLA in 

Court, of Pakistan

i

uty was 

an appeal before this
■n' 1

August Supreme
V

■ ^

against the judgment of this Hon’ble 

- Tnbunal and which has so far not been fixed for hearing.
■ 3. That the Petitioner has filed

»•
•?

■I)

an execution petition before this 

: . : Hon’ble Tribunal for implementation of the judgment of this
Hon’ble Tribunal.

c V

• *
. ,, 4. That the Respondents have now reinstated the Petitioner in

f* .

■ , Service provisionally on a pay of Rs. 30,000/- P.M which is 

^ the pay of npw inductees and the Petitioner’s was initially 

now his

i

■ appointed as'' Constable on 11/05/2006 and \

f

J-✓



D

N
V

reinstatement would mean to reinstate, re-establish or restore 

person or thing to its former state or condition and so he is 

entitled to get pay worth of Rs. 40,000/- or above including 

arrears.- ’ ■ " .

V* •

V/ ■

it:

It is, therefore, prayed that the Petitioner may 

I be paid his monthly pay for about .Rs. 40,000/- or 

■ above from the date of his provisional reinstatement 
including arrears.

f'

~3-
■1

I

Dated: ^/06/2019

Appellant
i

*

Through

Aslam Khan Khattak
Advocate, Peshawar

I

t. \
■i

Affidavit
T, Haider Zaman, Constable No, 26/RR, do hereby solemnly 

affirm and state on oath that all contents of application are true

. and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing 

‘ wrong has been stated by me in the matter.

7/^ oli-^
Deponent
CMC:

\ \I

s

Identified By: I

i!
I

Aslam Khan Khattak
Advocate, Peshawar.

A
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V

jjrom: The District Police Officer 
Swat

The Provincial Police officer 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

To:

Dated Saidu Sharif the R /^( /20I9No. ~3i'iS /Legal,

EXECUTION PETITION NO.245/2018 IN SERVICE APPEALSubject:
NO.817/2017 HATDER ZAMAN EX-CONSTABLE VS INSPECTOR 

OF POLICE. KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.GENERAL
PESFIAWAR AND OTHERS

Memorandum:

It is submitted that appellant Haider Zaman Ex-Constable No.26/RR has 

filed the subject Execution Petition for implementation of the Judgment dated 21/03/2018 

of Service Tribunal Khyber PakhtunkJ-iwa, Peshawar. The Judgment of the Service 

Tribunal has been approved for lodging of CPLA by Scrutiny Committee. Relevant 

documents have already been submitted to the office of Advocate on record Peshawai 

and CPLA No.498-P/2018 is pending before the Apex Supreme Court of Pakistan.

It is therefore requested that Advocate General on record may kindly be 

approached to file early heai'ing application with suspension of the impugned order of the 

Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunldiwa, Peshawar so that progress could be produced 

before Service Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunldiwa Peshawar on 14/01/2018, please.

1.

2.

District Kolicc Officer 
Swat

\J
/Legal
Copy to the Regional Police Officer at Saidu Sharif Swat for information,. - 

please.

No V

/

i

District Police Officer 
I Swat 
;Ph. 0946-9240393 
Fx. No. 0946-9240402

F.mail:dnosvvnt@,email.coni



BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHW/V SERVICE t RIBCNAL, PESHAWAR

• -Execution Petition No.247/2018 
Khalid Khan VS Police

1:
f

i

SA1.ARY STATEMENT OF C:ONSTABLE KHALID KHAN

Pay Personal Number:

Date of appointment as Constable: 

Date of dismissal from service: 

Date of re instatemcai in service:

309654

11/05/2006 1

12/11/2007

06/03/2019
I Sr. No. Month/YearSalary

4823 JUNE 20061

JULY 200648282

AUGUST 20064828

SEPTEMBER 20064828■ 4

4828 OCTOBER 20065

4828 NOVEMBER 20066

4960 DECEMBER 2006' 7

4960 JANUARY 20078

i 9 4960 FEBRUARY 2007

10 4960 MARCH 2007I 'i
496011 APRIL 2007

MAY 2007496012

4960 JUNE 200713

544914 JULY 2007
i ■■

AUGUST 200715 5449

16 5449 SEP I EMBER 2007

544917 GC I’OBER 2007

1.8 5449 NOVEMBER 2007

19 29978 ^J^RIL 2019ill I
20 29978 MAY 2019

21 29978 JUNE 2019
34. 22 31077 JULY 2019

V'V

A
Pay Officer, f ir

Uiitnet Puiice Onicer, S
4 ■J--

11'T:-;



ft . II

00309654 KHALID KHAN 
P:^ M E N T S 

0001 Basic Pay 
1000 House Rent Allowance 
1210 Convey Allowance 20 
1300 Medical Allowance 
1547 Ration Allowance 
1567 Washing Allowance 
1646 Constabilary R Allow
1901 Risk Allowance (Poli
1902 Special Incentive Al
1911 Gompen Allow 20% {1- 1,000.00
1933 Special Risk Allowan 
2148 15%Adhoc Relief All 
2168 Fixed Daily Allowanc 2,730.00 
2199 Adhoc Relief Allow @
2211Adhoc Relief All 201

N; 2224 Adhoc Relief All 201 
2247 Adhoc Relief All 201 

I /'"^^^A'dju^ment HouseT^erT"
5011 Adj Conveyance Allow
5012 Adjustment Medical A 
5054 Adj Ration Allowance 
5070 Adj Washing Allowanc 
5079 Adj C.R.A Allowanc

. 5309 Adj. 15% Adhoc Allow
5322 Adj Adhoc Relief All 
5801 Adj Basic Pay
5878 Adj Spl Incentive Al
5879 Adj Risk Alowance(Po
5886 Adj Comp Allowance 2 
5891 Adj.SpeciarRlsk All 2,129.00
5945 Adj. Fixed Daily All 1,937.00
5964 Adj Adhoc Relief All 
5975 Adj Adhoc Relief All 
5990 Adj Adhoc Relief All

(80244516) Grade: 07 NTN: 
LOAN/FUND

CNIC: 1520154663312 
AMOUNT DEDUCTIONS 

10,990.00

Desig: CONSTABLE 
AMOUNT

Buckle No.: 15 Gazetted/Non-Gazetted: N 
PRINCIPAL REPAID BALANCE

1,589.00
1,932.00

1,500.00
681.0041 150.00
300.00

3,530.00
775.00

3,000.00
270.00

174.00
859.00 

1,099.00 
1,09.9..00_

I^TTtSo 3007 GPF Subscription-Rs 
1,371.00 4200 Professional Tax 
1,064.00 4004 R. Benefits & Death C 
483.00 
106.00 

212.00 
191.00 

779.00 
7,799.00 

550.00 
2,505.00 

709.00

1,010.00-
100.00-

690.00-

GPF#: 1,010.00

n
%

123.00
609.00
779.00

PAYMENTS 
Branch Code:

54,151.00 DEDUCTIONS 1,800.00-
Payment through DDO

52,351.00 01.04.2019 30.04.2019NET PAY
Accnt.No:

i\



*»

)309654 KHA^KhAN 

PAYM ENTS
Buckle No.: 15 Gazetted/Non-Gazetted: N 

BALANCE
(80244516) Grade: 07 NTN:CNIC: 1520154663312 Desig: CONSTABLE 

AMOUNT DEDUCTIONS AMOUNT LOAN/FUND PRINCIPAL REPAID

10,990.00 3007 GPF Subscription - Rs
1,589.00 4004 R. Benefits &. Death C 
1,932.00 

1,500.00 
681.00 

150.00 
300.00 

3,530.00 
775.00 

1,000.00 
3,000.00 

270.00 
2,730.00 

174.00 
859.00

4,040.00)01 Basic Pay 
)00 House Rent Allowance 
ilO Convey Allowance 20 
ibO Medical Allowance 
>47 Ration Allowance 
>67 Washing Allowance 
>46 Constabilary R Allow 
)01 Risk Allowance (Poll 
)02 Special Incentive Al 
)11 Compen Allow 20% (1- 
)33 Special Risk Allowan 
L4815% Adhoc Relief All 
L68 Fixed Daily Allowanc 
L99 Adhoc Relief Allow @ 
ai Adhoc Relief Ail 201

1,010.00-
690.00-

GPF#:

>24 Adhoc Relief All 201 1,099.00
>47 Adhoc Relief AH 201 
>64 Adhoc Relief Ail 201

1,099.00
1,099.00

■ f
31,077.00 01.07.2019 31.07.2019PAYMENTS 

anch Code:
32,777.00 DEDUCTIONS 

Payment through DDO
1,700.00- NET PAY

AccnEHSI



T«

0039^54 KHALID KHAN

p’a4ments
CNIC: 1520154663312 Desig: CONSTABLE (80244516) Grade: 07 NTN:

AMOUNT LOAN/FUND
Buckle No.: 15 Gazetted/N6n-Gazetted: N 

PRINCIPAL REPAID BALANCEAMOUNT DEDUCTIONS

0001 Basic Pay 10,990.00 3007 GPF Subscription - Rs.
1000 House Rent Allowance 
1210 Convey Allowance 20 
1300 Medical Allowance 
1547 Ration Allowance 
1567 Washing Allowance 
1646 Constabilary R Allow
1901 Risk Allowance (Poll
1902 Special Incentive Al 
1911 Compen Allow 20% (1- 
1933 Special Risk Allowan 
2148 15% Adhoc Relief All

, 2168 Fixed Daily Allowanc 
2199 Adhoc Relief Allow @
2211 Adhoc Relief All 201 
2224 Adhoc Relief All 201 
2247 Adhoc Relief All 201

3,030.001,010,00- GPF#:
1,589.00 4004 R. Benefits & Death C 

1,932.00 
1,500.00 
681:00 

150.00 
300.00

690.00-

3,530.00
775.00

1,000.00
3,000.00

270.00
2,730.00

174.00
859.00

1,099.00
1,099.00

1,700.00- 29,978.00 01.06.2019 30.06.2019PAYMENTS 
Branch Code:

31,678.00 DEDUCTIONS 
Payment through 000

NET PAY
Accnt.No:^^



Accounts Office SUAT 
PAVROLL REGISTER 

for the month o-f October ,200© f'Sge..;. 
Date : ..23.ODO : • Si-.MOs? , ■ S. P i1. R. R. SWAT (FulICt PROPER)

-S. -TfeO. 00
Payroll Section ; 003 Section'3 ‘

254.00“
PAYHENTS 

•Srarich Code; DEDUCTIONSII NET PAY 4>S28' 00 ' 01. 10. 2006 31 
Accnt. No:. '

Payment through DDO

JfO Pers Mo:
’ AMOUNT

fl ;>03r;9A54 KHALID KHAH

^ ^ 000.1 Sasic fay

tOOO House Rent Allowavice 
^ t30<5 Me'iical Allowance

1528 Unattractive Ar€“. *A 
154? Ration Aiio^ijance 
i567 Washing Ailo'i/ance 
1646 Constabiiary K AUcu? 
1R64 Oearros Ailouance (2

—^—Oesig: CONSTABLE
deductions <00000394) Grade; 05 NTN:

LOAN/FUND
'Huckle No. 6aletted/Non-Gaiet' 

BALANcL'
AMOUNT PRINCIPAL REPAID

2. 41?,. 00 
724. 00 
42S. 00 
75. 00 

6SX. 00 
iOO.00 

%?00. 00 
^-12. 00

•-■^005 GPF Subscription - Rs 
U604 Group Insurance

210. 00- 
44. 00“ GFF»:pf.]LSU30S5/CS3 420. 00

/

Payments
■■<7-ar»ch Code;

5, 0S2. 00 DEDUCTIONS
Payment through DDO

254. 00“ NET PAY 4, 028. 00
■Accnt. No;

01.10.2006 31.

00309655 AYA? ROKHAH 
P A Y 11 E N T S

Prev Pars !‘‘o; Desig: CONSTABLE (00000394) Grade; 05 NTN;
i-OAN.-TUHD

AMOUNT Ruckle No.; 
PRINCIPAL

D f D U C T T 0 H SC- G-aistted/Non-Ga zett 
BALANCE

AMOUNT i.
repaid0001. Basic Pay 

1000 House Rent Aliouaiice 
1200 Me*fical AUooanc? 
15'28 Unattractive Area A 
154/ Ration Ai.’owance 
1567 Washing Ai.iatya?ice 
1646 Constabiiary R AJ ioiu 
1S64 Cenrr.es AUoci/ance (?

2. 415. 00 
724. 00 
425. 00 

/5. 00 
621.00 
ioo 00
300 00 
36:? Or)

3005 ijPF Subscription - Rs 
6604 Group Insurance

210.00- 
44. OC*- 0PF4'^LSU3097/CSSC 420. 00

«

O

PAYi'iEHTS 
Bra.^ch Cod;?:

\5.0^2. 00 DEDUCTIONS
Payment through ODO

254. 00- NET PAY% 4.G28. 00 01. 10. 2006 3.1,:
Accnt.No:a ■

00:5o9656 MASAL. kHaN 
PAYMENTS

Prev Pars No; 
AMO U N r Desig: CONSTABLEV (00000594) Grade; 05 NTH;

LGAN/FUND
Buckle No.; 
PRINCtPAL

D I 0 u err 0 n s Gazected/Nou-Gazsttf* 
BALANCE -

A M 0 U N T • repaid)001 Basic Pay 
1000 House Re^t Alloii^ance 
ISO*.) Med}cal Aliouance 
1528 Unattractive Area A 
1.54/ Ration Ailou^jnce 
l567 Washing Ailoiuarice
1646 rrin«:t.4fi-f i .•‘Ml C*

2«4iS 00 
•24 00 
425. 00 

75. 00 
621. 00 
too 00

3005 GpF Subscription - Rs 
360-'} Group Insurance

i 210. 00 - 
44. 00“ 'GPFH:PULSU3096/CSS 420. 00

1> ..-I



(80244516) Grade: 07 NTN: Buckle No.: 15 * Gazetted/Non-Gazetted: N
PRINCIPAL REPAID BALANCE

CNIC: 1520154663312 Desig: CONSTABLE 
AMOUNT DEDUCTIONS AMOUNT LOAN/FUND

00309654 KHALID KHAN 
PAYMENTS

Accounts Office SWAT 
PAYROLL REGISTER 

For the,month of April ,2019
Page: 346

Date: 29.(M,2019

Payroll Section : 002 Payroll 2DDO : SW4042 Law and Order Swat

0001 Basic Pay 10,990.00
1000 House Rent Allowance 1,589.00

1,932.00 
1,500.00 ■ 
681.00 

150.00 
300.00 

3,530.00 
775.00 

1,000.00

1210 Convey Allowance 20 
1300 Medical Allowance 
1547 Ration Allowance 
1567 Washing Allowance 
1646 Constabilary R Allow
1901 Risk Allowance (Poll
1902 Special Incentive Al
1911 Compen Allow 20% (1- 
1933 Special Risk Allowan ’ 3,000.00

270.00 
2,730.00 

174.00
2211 Adhoc Relief All 201 859.00
2224 Adhoc Relief All 201 1,099.00 ,
2247 Adhoc Relief All 201 1,099.00
5002 Adjustment House Ren
5011 AdJ Conveyance Allow
5012 Adjustment Medical A
5054 Adj Ration Allowance 
5070 Adj Washing Allowanc 
5079 Adj C.R.A Allowanc ' 212.00
5309 Adj. 15% Adhoc Allow 191.00

1

2148 15% Adhoc Relief All 
2168 Fixed Daily Allowanc 
2199 Adhoc Relief Allow @ -

i

1,010.001,127.00 3007 GPF Subscription - Rs 
1,371.00 4200 Professional Tax 
1,064.00 4004 R.' Benefits & Death C

GPF#:1,010.00-
100.00-.

690.00-
483.00
106.00

V'
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»

•• ■*

' SS'S^.dj Adhoc Relief All 

5801 Adj Basic Pay
5878 Adj Spl Incentive Ai
5879 Adj Risk Alowance(Po 
5886 Adj Comp Allowance 2 
5891 AdJ.Special Risk All 
5945 Adj. Fixed Daily All 
5964 Adj Adhoc Relief All 
5975 Adj Adhoc Relief All 
5990 Adj Adhoc Relief All

779.00
7,799.00

550.00
2,505.00

709.00
2,129.00
1,937.00

123.00
609.00
779.00

52,351.00 01.04.2019 30.04.2019NET PAY1,800.00-DEDUCTIONS 
Payment through DDO

54,151.00PAYMENTS 
Branch Code: Accnt.No:

■v*.f-
..■•i

, i'
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL
PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No: 247/18

Khalid Khan Constable No. 15/RR R/o Shamtala, 
Tehsil Samar Bagh, District Lower Dir

Petitioner
Versus

Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar & Others

APPLICATION FOR GRANT OF PAY
OF RS. 40,000/- OR ABOVE
INCLUDING ARREARS

Respectfully Sheweth:-

The petitioner respectfully submits as under

1. That the Petitioner due to 23 days absence from the duty was 

dismissed from service and he filed an appeal before this 

Hon’ble Tribunal Peshawar which was accepted.

2. That the respondents have filed CPLA in August Supreme 

Court of Pakistan against the judgment of this Hon’ble 

Tribunal and which has so far not been fixed for hearing.

3. That the Petitioner has filed an execution petition before this 

Hon’ble Tribunal for implementation of the judgment of this 

Hon’ble Tribunal.

4. That the Respondents have now reinstated the Petitioner in 

Service provisionally on a pay of Rs. 30,000/- P.M which is 

the pay of now inductees and the Petitioner’s was initially 

appointed as Constable on 11/05/2006 and now his



reinstatement would mean to reinstate, re-establish or restore 

person or thing to its former state or condition and so he is 

entitled to get pay worth of Rs. 40,000/- or above including 

arrears.

It is, therefore, prayed that the Petitioner may 

be paid his monthly pay for about Rs. 40,000/- or 

above from the date of his provisional reinstatement 

including arrears.

Dated: ?.£>/06/20 19

Appellant

Through

Aslam Khan Khattak
Advocate, Peshawar

Affidavit
I, Khulid Khan, Constable No: 15/RR^ do hereby solemnly 

affirm and state on oath that all contents of application are true 

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

wrong has been stated by me in the matter.

Deponent
CNIC: ^

Identified By:

Aslam Khan Khattak
Advocate, Peshawar.



From: The District Police Officer 
Swat

To: The Provincial Police officer 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

No. .3^ ? /Legal, Dated Saidu Sharif the ^ j ( /20

Subject: execution petition ivn747/7nt« IN SERVICF, APPEAI 

VS INSPECTOR 

KHYBER PAKTITIJNKH W a

NOJI6/2017 KHALID KHAN r T
GENERAL OF POTirF

PESHAWAR AND Othttps

Memorandum:

-1. It is submitted that appellant Klialid Khan Ex-Constable 

filed the subject Execution Petition for rmplementation of the Judgment dated 21/03/2018 

of Service Tribunal

Tiibunal has been approved for

No.l5/RR.has

ICIiyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar. Tlie Judgment

lodging of CPLA by Scrutiny Committee. Relevant 

to the office of Advocate on record Peshawar 

and CPLA No.497-P/2018 is pending before the Apex Supreme Court of Pakistan.

of the Service

documents have already been submitted

2. It is therefore requested that Advocate General 

approached to file early hearing application with 

Service

record may kindly be 

suspension of the impugned order of the

on

Tribunal Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar so that progress could be produced 

before Service Tribunal Kiiyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar on 14/01/2018:

District Police Ofticer 
SwatNo. 01 h/Legal

Copy to the Regional Police 

please.
Officer at Saidu Sharif Swat for information.

n 1^, District ™ic\^Officcr 
J L ,, Swat

Ph. 0946-9240393 
Fx. No. 0946-9240403 

K ina i i: dpo»;wat@gmail. com
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKTTWA s:FPVTi-Tr TRIBUNAT- /
PESHAWAR!

. ; •
• 'V

. Execution Petition No: 247/18
. V • > '

>•0

r 1

»•
, i" 1 ••. : i-

■ Khalid Khan Constable No. 15/RR R/o Shamtala, 
'.Tehsil Samar Bagh, District Lower Dir

Versus

Inspector General of Police KPK Peshawar & 0th
1“ '''' V-. ■

<
' V \I

: I;
' \ \ ■

PetitionerI.:
: I
i

■

ers
y . • V.

4

:i
APPLICATION FOR GRANT OF PAY 

r VL ' OF RS. 40.000/- OR 

INCLUDING ARREARS

i' \

ABOVE

; •.
pL

•i. 1 I

• j JResi)ectfully Sheweth;-

. The petitioner respectfully submits as under:-
-w

:ivv-
That the Petitioner due to 23 days absence from the duty I

was
, dismissed from service and he filed an appeal before this

I

t

., 'v ■' Hon’ble Tribunal Peshawar which was accepted. 

2, That,, the respondents have filed CPLA in August Supreme 

: Court .of Pakistan against the judgment of this Hon’bies

' Tribunal and which has so far not been fixed for hearing.

; 3. That the Petitioner has filed an execution petition before this 

• ■-Hpn’ble Tribunal for'implementation of the judgment of this

./Hon'bleTribunal.
i

.V'v'-*.
; -v ■ II ,

1

4. That the Respondents have now reinstated the Petitioner in 

• ~ ; Service provisionally on a pay of Rs. 30,000/- P.M which is 

■ ; ■ .the pay of rthw inductees and the Petitioner’s was initially 

appointed as Constable on 11/05/2006 and

I

t

t i-
tnow his y. 1

Sc-'-

fe'.
v* . .

:
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V

reinstatement would mean to- reinstate, re-establish or restore 

r'.persomor thing to its former state or condition and so he is 

■ Entitled to get pay worth of Rs. 40,000/- or above including
1.

arrears.
I

1

It is, therefore, prayed that, the Petitioner may 

; ■ be paid his monthly pay for about Rs. 40,000/- or 

above from the date of his provisional reinstatement 
- , . including arrears.

>I

\

I

::/

Dated:'2.^’/06/2019

Appellant
; \

j%
0

. Through;
VV- T

Aslam Khan Khattak 
Advocate, Peshawar •J;

, ^Affidavit
I, Khalid Khan, Constable No: 15/RR, do hereby solemnly 

■ t affirm and state on oath that all contents of application are true
and coirect to the best of my knowledge and belief and nothing

•, i

wrong has been stated by me in the matter.
i

Deponent
CNIC:

I

Identified By:

Aslam Khan Khattak 
Advocate, Peshawar.

/

i,
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BEFORE THE HON’BLE SERVICE TRIBUNAL KHYBER

PAKHTUNKHWA PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No- 247/2018

Khalid Khan, Constable No. 15/RR, R/o Shamtala, Tehsil 

Samarbagh, District Lower Dir.

Versus

Inspector General of Police, KPK, Peshawar and Others

APPLICATION FOR GRANT OF PAY OF RS. 41.213 OR
ABOVE INCLUDING ALL BACK BENEFITS.

RespectfuUv Sheweth.

The Petitioner respectfully submits as under:-

1. That the date of appointment of petitioner and constable 
Muhammad Zaman is one and the same which is 11/05/2006 vide 
annexure “A”.

2. That the pay of constable Muhammad Zaman is Rs. 41213.00/- 
and the petitioner’s pay is Rs. 31077.00/- which is incorrect and 
needs correction.

3. That the petitioner was dismissed from service on 24/10/2007 and 
now he has been reinstated on 06/03/2019 and the term 
reinstatement would mean to reinstate, re-establish or restore 
person or thing to its former state or condition and only the minor 
penalty of stoppage of two increments for 3 years has been 
imposed upon him. SO the petitioner is entitled to the pay of alike 
Muhammad Zaman of Rs. 41213/- including all back benefits and 
only the amount of penalty of 2 increments for 3 years may be 
deducted from him.

It is, therefore prayed that the petitioner may be allowed to 
pay alike Muhammad Zaman, constable including all back 
benefits and only the amount of two increments for 3 years may be 
deducted from him.

Dated: 03/11/2019

Appellant

Aslam Khan Khattak
Through

Advocate, Peshawar.

L
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«Government of K hybo- Pakhiunkhwa 
Aocountont Genial Khybo Pakhlui^hwa, Pe^awar 
*, MonOtly Salary Stateirtcnt (March*2D19)

i.

Pffsonal Infvmatlanof Mr MOHAMMAD ZAMAN dyW^of RAHAMANUL LAH

Po-sOfirni Number; 003D9661 CNIC: 1570230035073 
Doled Birth; 08.011988 Entry into Govt Service: 11.05.2006

• NTN:
Length of Service: l2Ve:-rsl0Monihs022 Days!

EmploymcnlCatcg^: AaivcPermansit
Derlgnaion; CONSTABLE
DDO Code PR5120-DiG/Co(rmand3il Elite ForceNWPP 
Pe/roll ScEllori; 006 
GPF A/C No: POL
Vendor Nurrte; -;

Pay and Allowances:

800a4043-GOVEnNMENTOF KHYBER PAKH

I

Cash Caller:GPF Seciion: Q08 
imcitsst Appiiol: Ves GPF Qdondc; 77.Q90;0U

Pa/ iaPay ScJleType: Civil BPS; 07Pa/ode BPS For-2017

tittle type ' Ainount ■ Amount________  Wage type
.Mousy Rent Ailcr.vnivy

■ ■;

lOCgl
—------ *------------1

i.6uC‘-:w .]

• 15d}lC! ‘

17.090.000001 BasiePwy >i Tilt1210 Conve/ Alldy-’i^tijcg 2005
1547 .Hah(y>Allov.vimp.*________
1040 .Consijjbiii3v l-V ^liowatce

p,M —„l I II ■ > .... ....................................■!■■■■■■

1902 Epedd lpa;iMiv>;AlLwnce 
.1933 St.'i&ud Rid'.
2l4BTVs-l^ Mii^T^’(id Ari:2m3 
2199 Atlitoi.: (ii 1
2^24 AUir..c n-11«' is'r 2017 un 
5'-M6 All} f iiCM.'-.;^iOyVi-ince

Dolucticns- Gtw-'i.i

MsJiCj'.Allovvano.'1,93100
Wa:hin.n Ally.yjiue15^/68l.0t)i

1501 lUsk AllcwoncefPollojJ.300.00
! iT.-DDD i-'O-1923 UAA-QTHER20^-(M51775.00

10^8 3:ra) onEllti' Fctfce Allwisice'a 000.00 !
2106 rixt.iij Daly Allo.vsna;387.00 *r» ;
22\\ Adixy:HdiefAll’:-‘01610\ . ___ .'iUlOO
2247 >•AdhocRdlrf All 20T8l0^b r,70:-ioo1..7a9,00

4.175.00
i

rv
Wagotypo •

3S30lpdi(»vwl:r»/dBS-1 to 18
Amminl_ _______ ■ w lypg

300/1 GPF Butitcf luion - nsl'OlQ
3609l!ncaireTas.

AmounT.
-1.010.00 -34200 i

; ••83.00 •1004 R BcTK<tK& Deah.Corrp: • -690.00

• (
Ocductims* LdiUis.rvid Arjvon'cqs

..^1
•VLoan Dcgcripilon ft-jndpa! amount Deduct!cv) !Dolmice

6505 GPF Lo->v Piincipal in-td ■ 80,000,00 •4.000 GO 56.000,01.1 >•
]D tidudlons -1 u corns T

Pffyji)le l.noo.D.ij . Hecnveol oil MAR-2019: 752.00

GrossPay(Rs); 47.33S.00

PayaiNanie MOMAMIMD ZAMAN 
Accounl isiufntttj; 59>9-l
Bank Dessila NATIONAL BANK OF PAKISTAN. 231323WARI. DiR UR’ER WAHt, DIR UPPER.. D'lR UPPER 

OpaiiPi; Belance

E.xr*npttii: 0.22- Rcuy/ciabie 248.22 !

Deductions (Rs): -6.125,00 yNaPay:(R&): 41,213.00 1
I

. I
!

Leaves Avdied: Earnai: Balaice

Parrenait Addreox 
City; DIR LOWAR 
Temp. AdifrtiK

Dorriole - HcJUiJng Status NoOlfild

City. Errdl: mihsmmBdzamanSoBS^^rs^J.com

• Erram & a^issims
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l^xcciUion Petition No.247/2018 
Khalid Khan VS Police

Ol' ( ONSrAPLK KJIAi.ri>

II ■■
, PKSHAWai?

1.
i

i
S'

SALARY s rATEMt. N r !
I -•!•

ff Pay Personal Number;

Date or appointment as Constable; 

■ Date ol dismissal I'rom ,

Date of re instaiemcau in service;

Mli • 309654 MI ■

H/05/2006

12/11/2007.

06/03/2019

'7. service;
-

1Sr, No. Salary Montlt/Year
A,:-m1 4823 JUNl;i2006 

JULY 2006 

^AUGUST 2006 

_SL1»4'HMBLR 2006 

OCTOBBR 2006 ~ 

NOVHMBHR 2006 

OKCKMBKR 2006 

JANUARY 2007 

r'HBRUARY 2007 

MARCM 2007 

APRIL 2007 

may 2007

P'2 4828

■ i\?3 4828
M4 4828 ft.

5 4828 mm6 p-4828

7^7 4960
Pt-’8 4960

9 4960

10 4'960!•

% 11 4960

li12 4960 • tiMl13 4960 JUNH2007 ■■'-mm
14 5449 JULY 2007 

AUGUST 2007' 

SLP'1'LMBLR2007 

OCTOBLR 2007 

NOVTMBLR2007 

APRIL 2019 

May 2019 

JUNL 2019

. V -iik
15 5449 M16 • 5449 4

717 5449 '118 .5449
■■ 'Is19 29978

20 29978

21 29978
m. >;22 31077 JULY 2019 •s

4

■ i

l m4 5.'"7 i

-

f#’

Pay OlTicor, for 
Distmi Police OrikeV, Swat
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KTTYBIlR rAKH rUNKIIWA SI:RVICIvTR1BUNAL, PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No.247/2018 
Khalid Khan VS Poiicc

SALARY S TA'l'EMENH' OF CONSTABLE KllALIO KHAN

Pay Personal Niiinbcr:

Dale ot appointment as Constable: 

Dale of dismissal Irom service: 

Date of re instaiemeii( in service:

309654 .

11/05/2006 . 

. 12/11/2007.

06/03/2019

Sr. No. S<i/or] Muntii/year

4823 J.UNP 2006

2 4828 JULY 2006
t.

3 4828 AUGUST 2006

4828 • SEPTEMBER,2006 * •
T

5 OCTOBER-20064828 .

6 • NOVEMBER 20064828,

7 4960 DI':CEMi3ER2006

8 4960 JANUARY 2007

9 4960 1-EBRUARY 2007

10 ; 4960 MARCH 2007

11 4960 APRIL 2007 •

12 4960 MAY 2007

13 4960 JUNE 2007

14 54^ 9i JULY 2007

15 54-9 AUGUST 2007
'• 16 54|9 SEPTEMBER 2007

17 5449 yCTOBER 2007 

NOVEMBER.2007'18 544.9
19 29978

29978
APRIL 2019 

may 2Q19 . 

J UNE 2019 

JULY 2019

20
‘i ■

21 29978.

22 . 31077 , •
' :

Pay OlTieer, lor 
District Police Olfieer, Swat


