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Orrior or other proceedings with signature of judge
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13.01.2023 The execution petition of Mr. Zeeshab Ahmad 

submitted today by Roeeda Khan Advocate. It is fixed for 

implementation- report before touring' Single Bench at

Original file be 

requisitioned. AAG has noted the next date. The 

respondents ■ be issued notices to submit 

compliance/implementation report on the date fixed.

By the order of Chairman

■ '1

A.Abad on

tl'GlSTRAR



Before TBTF
^^^LNyASERVTrFTRTPTTNM.: t

I
Execution Petition No 33^ 7

In Service Appeal: 864/2019 

Zeeshan Ahmad Junior Clerk Sub Jail. Dassu. Kohistah.

*. Appellant
VERSUS

■ (1)

(3) The Superintendent Sub jail Dassu,

> •

Kohistan.

RespondentsINDEX
\ .

Copy of petition
\

Copy of Judgment

Annexure Pa^^c.1.

1-X2.
A

3.- Wakalat Nama

■ ^
^-2

Appellant 

Through

Rooeda Khan
Advocate High Court, 

. Peshawar

\
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49Execution Petition No,k ^^^623

In Service Appeal: 864/2019'Si

Zeeshan Ahmad Junior Cl
erk Su|b Jail, Dassu, Kohistan.

Appellant
■VERSTIS

(2) Department 

Peshaw. of Pnsons, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
(3) The Supenntendent Sub jail Dassu. Kohistan. ■ ’

Respondents

gXECUTrON PFTTTTnjsi

ResDectfnllyAih..,,,^^.
'.y

E. That the aiappellant/Petitioners 

before this Hon' able Tribu
filed Service Appeal No. 

nal which has b
864/2019

accepted by this Hon'

graent dated 16/11/2022. (Copy of Judgment is

een
able Tribunal vide Jud 

annexed as ,Annexure-A).



^ ■

That the Petitioner after getting of the attested popy approached the 

respondents several times for implementation of the above mention 

Judgment. And properly submitted an application to; respondent

Department for the implementation however they using delaying and

reluctant to implement the Judgment of this Hon' able Tribunal.

1;

3. That the Petitioner has no other option but to file the instmit petition 

for implementation of the Judgment of this. Hon' able Tribunal.

4. That the respondent Department is legally bound to obey the order of 

this Hon’ able Tribunal by implementing the said Judgment.

It is therefore requested that on acceptance of this Petition

the respondents may kindly be directed to implement the 

Judgment of this Hon' able Tribunal letter and spirit. .

Appellaht/Petitioner
Through

Rooeda^Oian
Advocate High Court Peshawar

AFRDAVIT
■i

I, Zeeshan Ahmad Junior Clerk Sub Jail, D^su, Kohistan. 40 here by 

solemnly affirm and declare on oath that all the.contents of the above 

petition are true and Correct to the besf of my knowledge and belief

and nothing has been misstated or concealed from this Hon' able 

Tribunal.
‘ DEPONENT

i ■
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bALAH UDDIN -f MEMBER (Executive)

Service Appeal No.864/2()J9

^ /
r <r :

Zecshan Ahmed, Junior Clerk, Sub Jai{,DassuUohi
istan.

........ {Appellant)
I
f iVersus 1

Pakhfimkhwn,7eshatar ^ Depaiiment.

i :s=:£sr'"-“"
I ■ •

Khyber

wa, Peshawar.t

istan .5 '•?
I ■•■(Respondents)" i
1

• Present: I

Mr. Arshad Khan Tanoli, 
Advocate.......

Muhammad Adeel Butt,
Addiijoiiat Advocate General

:e
I
5;--For appellant.
fl
I

por respondents.
• \!

2

Date of Institution: 
Dates of Hearing.. 
Date of Decision.'.,

. ! 01.07.2019
16.11:2022. 
16.11.2022

I
i

SERVICE tribunal act 1974 AcIm^T
ORDER DATED 04 11 2015 VI^p IMPUGNED
the major PENALtToe WHEREBY.
STAGE IN A time scale pnp X ™ ^ LOWER ‘

p».oro",. SpVsSo™
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of order dated 04:11.2015, •,. >yhereby m^or. pinaIty ;of reduction 

Jowerstagein.a time scale foraperiodoftlve Lr ' ' ^
to a .

pars was imposed upon
him and the period of liis absence from 0i:02!2015

to 15.03.2015 (43 ;I
?

days) had been I reated a.s leave without pay. 1
i !

i

2. According to the appeal- the ^pellan^ 

Clerk in the. Prison Depaitment and 

that because of his involvement i

from duty for 43 days, because of which he 

of reduction

and his absence period

h-; •
was serving as Junior •

l j

in S|b-Jail Dassu, Kohistan;was
s

m a criminal pse. He remained absent
5

!
was awarded major penalty

lower stage in ato a time scale fpr a period of five

was treated as leave without pay vide impugned ■

order dated 04 1 i 2015- tbat n ■'1.2UI5. that the appellant was acquitted from the

charge by ihc learned Additional & Sessiins 

19.02.2019 and he filed departmental

years

lodge, Lahore on.!
i

appeal which was not responded
i:Within the statutory period, hence this appeal, i

i

1Onj. leceipi of the appeal and iIts admission to full hearing, .the 

tespondents- were summoned, who, on putting ^pearance. contested the

? ■appeal by fifing written mply raising therein ntinemus legal and' factual
.i

. o^ecions. The defence setup was a total denial of the claim, of the?

appellant. AsJ
t

■i
t
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I ■r h,dwJ Fr^y" ""'^"■“'■''S Kalim
r. ■l‘-<iicial. U,ytH:r.PukhmMm-a Trih.wol. Camp(S\ !..* •< K4.: We have _heard learned counsel for thi appeUam and learned

/
Additional, Advocate General fbr'the/ - '

respondents.
0 {• •

i

appellant Reiterated the. facts and
5, The learned counsel ..for the 

grounds detailed in the 

learned Additional Advocate General 

supporting the impugned order.

!
memo and grounds the appeal while the 

controverted the same byt
, 2

i=i ■?

•.!1'

t
•t
16. The first moot point for determination bkore us was question of 

settled videjthe admitting note dated

t

limitation bin that had already b 

'*’•■07-^021 in the.following manner;-

een
! .1
I

;{

^sssstsMsss.mLjntnosecL_ma,or penalty ofiredurUn. i.
in a time 

mtfs. Amrt from thp
wai ak„ ,...

km^lhout oa,. Tl„

'—----L„^^g time of commpnrPM^^,
Iimmlinss. iind on_acc^it of ^deviation Jf J1

mmmononmnor penalty mfUcated in th. .iZZ.

mtificarion by the res^ond^tsFl Thus, ihpr^ r\ 

Imiitation mil have any bearing ^

iower s//iP/> ii period of fh„> 
major pennltv thf.

r.

i
,7. The only question remained: , befo[e this Tribunal for' ' 

heterm,nation ,s whether the impugned c.der |of .ductioh to a. lower 

Stage m a time scale for a period of five 1
\

years, it is in this respect, 

appellant in the 

remamedjabsent from duty w.e:f

X

•■ observed that the very and^ only charge agai'Lt thern.
i<D

DCi

statement of allegation was that he

\
hi

* {
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43 days and 'period of absence of .43 ''

i ■ OlWI_Ahh,>!!r,h:,J

01.02.2G15 to 15,03.201-5 that is

days was treated asJeave without-pay.3he competent authority had thus 

.■itself regular,zed the absence of the appellantfby treathrg the 

leave witliout

/

same as
pay, therefore, there existed n[> legal'justification for 

awarding the impugned penalty 

this appeal and
to the appellant. 'We, therefore, allow

■set aside the impugned order .’dated 04.11.2015. Costs

shall follow the event. Consign.
■ i

f, ■5
Ss-18. Pronounced i*

u, open Court at AbboUalAd and given under our , 

on this}.! 6“' day'of November,

\
hands and the seal of the Tribunal

■i■ 2022.
'
;
i

KALJM ARSHAD KliAN
Chairman

Camp court Abbottabad
i
\
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9
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I
SALAH UD DINf

- Member (Judicial!'
Camp court Abbottabad
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