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M:FOR[: HONOURABLE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Execution Petition No

Khalid Mehtnood S/O Muhammad Ayub (Patwari District Haripur} 
R/O Village phamba Find, Tehsil & District Haripur.

(Petitioner)

VERSUS

1. Senior Member Board of Revenue Govt of KPK Peshawar.
2. Commissioner, Hazara Division Abbottabad.
3. Deputy Commissioner, Haripur. (Respondents)

EXECUTION PETITION IN SERVICE APPEAL NO. 17Q2/2Q19 FOR
PROVISIONAL 
J.UDGMENT/DECISION DATED 18-05-2022 OF THIS HQNQIIRARIF
SERVICE TRIBUNAL

AND CONDITIONAL IMPLEMENTATION OF

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT EXECUTION PETITION THE
REPONDENTS MAY GRACIOUSLY BE DIRECTED TO IMPLEMENT THF
JUDGMENT/DECISION DATED 18-05-2022 OF THIS HONOURABLE
SERVICE TRIBUNAL PROVISIONALY/CONDITIONAI Y
OUTCOME OF CPLA BEING FILED BY THE RESPONDENT?;

SUBJECT TO .

Respectfully Sheweth:

That petitioner/appellant filed subject 

appeal before this Honorable Service Tribunal against the 

orders of Respondents whereby petitioner/appellant 

dismissed from service and his departmental 

rejected in tiagrant violation and 

departmental rules and regulations 

appellant's reinstatement In service. (Copy of the service 

appeal is attached as Annex “A")

1. titled service

was

appeal was 

negation of law,

and denied the
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2. That this Honorable Tribunal on acceptance subject 
service appeal issued judgment/decision dated ,18-Q5- 

2022 that "we hold that the nlleaafinm
j

were not
subsfonfiafed by onv documentary prnnf 

document was produced before the Tribunal- to incfifv 

impugned order. The Lipshot of the above' ciisrn^.inn k 

fhgtwe allow this apbeol and set aside the impugned ■ 

orders original as well as appelfafe ond

consequence, we d/recf rp/n-;fnfemen/ of the goneZ/nrit in 

the service with all consmuential back benefits" (Cnpy of 

judgmenf/decision dated 18-05-2022 is attached as
t

Annexure-“B").

as no such

a resultant

3. That receipt

judgment/decision dated 18-05-2022 of this 

Tribunal, the appellant reported for duty on 30-05-2022

(Copy of duty report Is attached as Annexure “C"),

of attestedon copy of the 

Honorable

4. That .despite petitioner’s incessant approaches to

respondents he has not been allowed to join his duties. 

Petitioner is jobless since his dismissal from service.
Petitioner aiongwith his family is facing financiai distresses 

due to his unemployment.

5. That the respondents instead of taking petitioner 

issued

Respondents

on duty 

unsigned Notice thaton un-dated and

were filing CPLA wifh stay application 

against the jydgment/dedsion of Honorable KPK Service

Supreme Court of 
its Branch Registry at Peshawar. (Copy of the 

Notice is attached as Annexure-"D").

Tribunal dated 18-05-2022 before the

Pakistan in
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6. That there is no stay order from the Apex Supreme Court 

of Pakistan against the-judgment/decision dated 18-Q5- 

2022, of this Honorable Tribunal is in field and in such a 

position respondents are legally bound to implement the 

said judgment/decision in its letter and spirit. Hence this 

Execution Petition on the following: ;

GROUNDS

A) That as this Honorable Service Tribunal in 

judgment/decision dated 18-05-2022 has decided 

_hold that the alleoafion.<;

its

that were not
substantiated bv any documentnA^ proof as no sugh 

document was produced before the Trihimnl M

justify the impugned order. The upshot of the ahov^ 

discussion is that we ollow this ODoeal ond set asido 

the impugned orders oriainol as well as npp^llni^ 

ond os a resultant consequence, we direrf 

^.statement of the opnellant in the sen/iee u.vh 

conseouential back benefit".

B) That there is no stay order from the Apex Supreme 

Court of Pakistan against the Judgment/decision 

dated 18-05-2022 of this Honorable Tribunal and the 

same is in rield. Respondents are legally bound to 

comply with the said judgment/decision.

C) That departmental authorities/respondents 

reluctant fo pay any heed to the judgment/decision 

dated 18-05-2022 of this Honorable 

instant execution petition.

are

Tribunal hence
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D) That petitioner is facing financial distresses due to 

non-implementation of judgment/ decision of this 

Honorable Tribunal.

(

E) That instant Execution Petition is well within time and 

this Honorable Tritpunql has got ever jurisdiction to 

entertain and adjudicate upon the same.
:•

PRAYER:

it is, therefore, humbly prayed that this Honorable Tribunal

graciously be pleased to accept this Execution Petition 

issue

may 

and

respondents to 

18-05-2022 of this

necessary orders/directions to the 

implement the judgment/decislon dated 

Honorable Tribunal in its true letter and spirit.

PETfflONER
THROUGH

(MUHAMMAD ASLAM TANOLI) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT 

AT PESHAWARDated: 15-02-2023

AFFIDAVIT

i. Khalid Mehmood petitioner do hereby undertake/solemnly
affirm that the contents of foregoing

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief 

has been

petition are true and

and nothing 

suppressed from this Honorableconcealed or
Tribunal.

BDated 15-02-2023
deponent

<'/ 'y.-ry ' i'

. V•i'’*

•a !. • ^ f /V' '..s;
'si
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BEFORE
• E^aybcr rKklitiilOi^B .

■ ... ;'S«rvt':e-Trlli..,',nl '
4

^ M. ■ • .. %
njA' 7 ■/ t*'

! *
'''t. • RVini-y ."o..[lM7:r. L

Appeal No I.• •

-Palwaii"Ghci|i,Hanpijr)'
• . :• :.'ADDellanl..• Khdid Mehmoocl s/O.Mohammad 'Ayub.lEx

R/O Chamba Find, Tehsil S. Distnct Haiipur. ..

^ VERSUS
i.'

Vft'
I

V'

■

'<r,v

r
r.

, senior Men^ber Board o< -^---ptlobod 
2 coi”missioner, Hazard Divisron, Abbotlabad.-

3. Deputy Commissioner, Hanpur.

, ^

ReSpgnv-- I

;;

■ nFPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS

.

r-nf\/^/\/\lSS[ONER
nAXm 98-11-2019 WHlREBYjilS

RFFM nl5;MISS£D. . ' ■

sssiiSiSiiiS y'
“ -- AiTT^rhNR^EQ'UENTIAl -

2019 OE THE
AC|pp AKin THE APPELLAJiE

ThtE nATF OF.DISMISSAL WITH,
SET
from_____
rj-p\f]r^ rack BENEPITL .*•

• !.
■ i

■«Respectfully.shewelh,
Thot the appellont-wos appointed as- Pdiwari inMh'e. , 
respondents deparlrrienl on -199i ihus ha^penderecf .

about 23 years service.

1. k

w" U c t 

It

A '■>')' y.

*.
-J

Palwari Halqa Ashr'oli. UnionThat while oppeliont posted os 
council Bail Gali, Tehsil Ghazi, Dislricl Harlpurwas suspended ' ^ ■

order dated 21-0l'20i9
order clated.21-01-2015 is attached annex-'‘.rt":) ^

'2.%

[Copy .of ■ ; _;
vide(rom service

suspension - H'.t.

jv-ti.

f

; A’‘rrESTED
..1^. 4

-ri:iunyCai 
iowor

i

rICU

!■

--—*• *"• .».i, - .ii py,* ' ' I. . *■
•1
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Xhpt Ihe appellanl wg^.issued 

^Deputy Commissioner Haripur on

following allegqiions: ...

a Charge. ,^heet ;;by Ihe 

2?-01-2dl9 with IheV 7 3.

7 1

o; *.
I.I4

Thaf you prepared fake, bogus and fqVicafedJouche?
compensafion of acquired fond, amoup /ng to 

Rs 8575 890/- in favour, of Mr. Kororofi Nazokor s/0 
Nazakat Hussain under fhe fake signafure Depufy 

Gommiss/oner, Hgripur. . :

f/ij ■ Thaf you commtfiBd forgery to transfer Goyf:nioney info 
your personal Account No.00025509J691 United Bank 
Ltd ■ Sqrai \Godai Branch " Haripur - titled .yd5- '‘‘Kholid 

■ Mehmood", '
: fCopy of Charge SheeHs Annexed-.I'B ).

■ . "A - w
A ' of

•<

i'A i

. I

17 •. 
7 \ \

I

■

Thai the aforementioned Charge Sheet was duly .replied on.04
' • ' ' ' . • •*.4.

02-2019-explaining all fads in detail by denying ihe allegations 

fobricGled and baseless against Ihe Qppelloni..

dated 04-02-2019. to the Charge-..Sheet is .

Ias false,

(Copy of . reply 

attached as Annexure- "C").

'I

t;
That thereafter the appellant was served upon wilhka Show , , 

Cause Notice dated 28-02-2019 alongwith inquiiy: report

delivered on 15-037019 with the. allegations as before..

(Copies of inquiry'repor.t and Show Cause Nqtice/ddffa 28-02 

20li9 are attached as Annexure.'‘D 8. E"). j-j

5.

.

;
■ d

r '■

Thqt the above mentioned Show Cause Notice was, replied 

16-03-20-1,9.explaining all fqcfs anp the allegations were denied. 

(Copy of reply'dated 16-ga-2gi9 to Ihe Show.CagsetNolice is

att6chedas“F7 ' ;

on6: •

That without taking into consideration reply submiliqd to the 

' Charge Sheet &. Show Causq Notice, the Deputy Co.nimisdgner _ ^

, " ■ , Haripur vide Order dated 26-03-2019 impQsed major.penalty^qf-

Di^missai from.'Seryice" upon appellant without any proof grid .

Opportunity of personal hearirig wgs/also poi |>rovided. ■

TCopy.of order-dated 26-03-2019 is attached as Anpq4|jre-'‘G’'.).i

•7;

\ 4

•i
'V'll

reason.
«.

I•:
1. 1 • •I

'■i
* ’ t

I:

liivw

1

y.•KJ
Sevvioc Ti-ll»uiu«f
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Voucher is concerned,n ^ any "Kn"'™"

. c .ppe„an,. p^nerwise ihe charge was
■ Nnzakel s/c Nqzakaf Hussa . , ,p,pber. .

P,PO„on 3how ■ ,

in the Impugned Order

3.

as no speambiguous.
n^eniioned

dole.-land etc was n

as well as
. The charge . 

ailegalion.Cause Notice 

V . was false:
. ,ab.cated and „ „prthy

™,eddi,rg " .“""‘^S^rowords

denied
based, on

', otiicer by persons
appellant. Hen'ce allegations

fabricated and baseless.
had been w

being false, B

intop, bonsfr. of governmeni money | ^
Uniied Bon. Ud Sora-e-Gaddi BranchThat the allegation- of 

personal account

and baseless.

9. ,
at; was. opened fPr.G.PF

. Alleged account

.had applied'
15-01-2019 as 

and UBL .Serai •_
• also false* »'■

onWhich , dpp-e'lanl be

■ education had be.en .

Godof Branch was nearerdoh,sh^a.^ to which e«PPf '

Advance
■ amounfrequired

sanclioned■■ but since 

application had also been

Bank statement, Applicalion

d application for release

3pb^i,tedbydppe»arrt.(CaP>oy°' 

,a, GPF Advance. GPF Balance
--

e are attached
of GPF Advanc

Sheet an 

as"H,
-i without going 

of acquired land 

d thal.too by

to ho'w a person •„ ■ i
not understood os

cribed, process of payment
rnmenfmoney tote account an
I voucher through a third person. The,

■ That it is
ihrough-the pres

• to.

transfer gove. can 
only preparing '.a fake : one. The waya non-senseway may b^ government money os has ,

' ' - -and ridiculous one and is ■.

p^deni mind.-however, iha oppeiiOh. ■■

dismissed from service without any

•person.trying in sue .
' ■ and manner, ofJrdud for'POCKi

very .strange c

>

• alleged is a

roach of a
been, 

beyond app

I •

**'
has been penaliied and

and proof. ATI'ESTED' .■ reason ,
, .

l; h 111'V1
Kt't

> ,

..T.
-r:

y 1

[.
•A- : j > ji-T* vjivr •••
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.
w ducted against 

to cross

.
artmental inquiry was con

V ■. Thol no proper, depa
ppellonl. Neither was he

examine the .witness, if' any, T 

hearing

videdthe opportunily.1 n.. • of personqithe a opportunity
condemned unheard. ^

Even\
"•■'I

>'7’ .i. . He v/aswasprovidedtohim•-i
■I •

: . *»
■y; .

- That the inquiry findings ^"^Twilhout any reason

_ surmises, coniocturos

and proof and nothing a . leveled, unnecessaty,.

^ 'against me.appellant, mquw ^ .,ga being baseless .

I

•• n \2..

on

I. t

t

■ oilegations ago:
V'

and false. The.app

• and has no
thlysalary^during'suspension.:i

•^71.mon
4

Dep'uty_26-03-2019 of the...
rbeoppetioni preferred a depart^^^

before the Commissioner,. Hazo ^

r„ he agitated oii me focts ond 

allegations leveled

datedThat against; order

Commissioner.Haripur,

oppeal daled 28-03-20.19

Division. Abbotlabad wherein . .

agoinsi him, [Ccpy of the. dep

2019 1s attached as annex

13.

•|

the
dated-21-01-

ft

-■■I").

he.ed to the app ^ ■ ^,i^rT,i,;5ed the same ■
rsonal hearing dismissed

of .the order dated 20

“M 8. N").

14.-
. ;■

giving any
•' providing opportunity of pe

LMsorderldoted.^tt^otwCCoP-

' 11-2019 and 28-11^2019 are
annexure- 1.

re attache as

the following
appeal, .inter olio, on! .

Hence instapt sen/ice- 
amongst others.-15-.

» y

. rGROUNPii
i

:'-::::nofmemqt.erhen=edre,iobieto.besetqside.
a). •

)'
>

1 . .

T

<1-
fc-^iJjuUuA 

. . I'cfiliavvCF-
Kliyr 
- Servic

< .'j

r-.-r ”;i;r• -•■vyir.-- '.n'y« -I ‘fa.
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conducted. The so-■ wasrtmental inquirv

in a '
depa flimsY cihb whimsical marine

of the

That r^o proper
■ called.Inquiry Officer

■ He conducled inquiry, ; . dispensation oi justice at
procedure set forth by 1 e a ^ ^^prse " oh deparlmenlal

,He preliminaty stages .during
ioauirles, hence panotty oworded 

through orders impugne

to)

of such inquiry

to be set asid6.d herein is liable

ofppoduced in presence
nor was .appellant .

if any. Xiret-

documentary- ,

single witness was
so-called Inquir/ Officer 

lo cross examine such-wiiness,.

With

That neither a si _ 

oppellant before the
c)

If X

provided a chance 
was

confrontednever
any, produced against him.

« •
the appellant

evidence

the appellant c 

and

;n
dents have , not Irealed''

• That the respon rules 8.,regulations
violation of Ar!icle-4 of

1973 and •

d) With .law, deparlmental

acted in vie
accordance wun.

-"-°""-“"WWrWpubiicoi,Pods,an
constitution of ^ Islamic. P .cohere

■■ ■■ unlawfully issued the impugned,, ord^ , .

' hence not sustoinoble in ihe eyes of tow. p

!

unjust, unfoir • ■■:

the

„ : Thof .he

aonfrohriothelawajj^Wara, rules regufotions read wiih

Act 1897 read with Article 

1973.

r ■ K-

• Rules 2011. other aer
24-A of Genera! Clause

lOA

. section- ic Republics of Pakistan
Constitution of Islamicof the

^ ,ho no..provided opportunity of persono, 

a-vrardingpenoify Which was mqndofory under 

condemned unheard.

>
That appellant was

■ hearing before ay
law thus,he has been

ft

\-
this honorableis well- within time and

inn to entertain and ^That instant appeal i
Tribunal has got.every junsdiclion. gl

.'Service 
adiudicatipn upon the same....

3 - -j^TlrESTED

f
iNr.Rli'S.

. Kl Zy'l'-jU
I' _ •

.’j -■’r'-. hi ; •'.......... ' , ,
.1

• n
j*-. ..Sir•atv-

r—•
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PRAYIEI

and
of ■28-11-2019

-.ellant be 

bock benef1l5.

(it in

•ordersAppeal both the ■

ndents No,.2

set .aside and .appbe3 may graciously
'«,h all consequential sap/,ce

Honouroble Tribunal nnay deenr

inted.

&
respo
re-instated in his service 

relief which

1

ifKxxi other
circumstances'

it'
of the ins ^Jc'

■ .r~>
/// ...^ .

ApP?"on\ / /'

■ (Mihammad Aslom Tapoli)
‘Advocale High court ■

Attlahpur

I. ;
' ■ ^Through':.

■

i

i- • t

I ;
Dated^-'2-20i9

1 \
:\I -

i

. vERlFlCAIiOH 're true and. 

and nothing has..
„,3rr,s of instant Senrice Appeal are 

and belief

' *
r

It b verified that the co
. .correct to the best, qf my

tcnowledge
•■J
j •

• /Pp ■oncealed thereof. t -been c

t

Dated /-12-2019
I

j

cop^
■'J^ :S,/

■ •;;t . * qej-T'jc
. I-

•. ,1 .
i *'

«-
*■ *1 ««

• .3
• rBiU«orPr.0.wnfi?flon i>rApD!fc.af3o.n_. •

"I ■

•-. ■ NHn|wrofvyi»r<b-- 

^l)n'C.S!u-r^-----------

■ • Nii-nt: o3' Ctipyio:.t.-;-~——---- -
'Jl'Copy—

Batep4'^eUvso\«ff-'«|J.y—^---- r

. •
■ ,• *. .. : ..

-2-d.
I !

.
i * / *2^2_-...' %*. -* .

'hi, f* .a
i

■ '"h '
■.; -► 1%

- •»-<
.

■*. •• • »4

V-:t , .r
V&V. • « • ' ' ..

;
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BE'Fore kmyber pakhtumkhv^
^ F R \y;] r F T R1BII hi A y ~P ES H AWAR

■¥ ■
■' J<

' 0 .' ^r^
■ Trtbii.uil?:

■ .# ■■' ■ ■ 

- Ip''M':M ^ ■■■ 
*■■■

■ .1

7-Appeqi No...(^^^h B>ii.ry Vi>.
7-7-C?

') ’ t)>7
/7:;/j2v ■'■

• V ■

Kholid Mehmood S/O.Mohammad Ayub .(Ex-Patwari, Ghazi HanpOr) 
R/OChambaPind.Tehsil &DisIncIHaripur. . Appejicnt^

VERSUS .

1M'-
y-

■/

m ■

i.
.As-RpsPonfe'tlls'^

1 ■;

1. Senior Member Board of Revenue, Govi of ICPK. Peshawar.
2. Commissioner, l-lazaro Division, Abboitabad.
3. Deputy Commissioner, Horipur.

\\
\

¥X>' ■I.

!'
SECTlON-4 OF KPK SERVICESERVIC'E APPEAL UNDER

TRIBUNAL ACT 1974 AGAINST THE ORDER DATED 26-03-2019
_________DEPUTY COMMISSIONER HARIPUR WHEREBY THE
appellant. HAS BEEN DISMISSED FROM SERVICE AND THE 
COMMISSIONER HAZARA DIVISION ABBOTTAEAD. ORDER 
DATED 98-11-2019 WHEREBY HIS DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL HAS

11, OF THEm'iiMI-
BEEN DISMISSED.

M ,

PRAYER: ON ACCEPTANCE OF INSTANT SERVICE; APPEAL 
BOTH'tHE; IMPUGNED ORDERS'DATED 26-03-201?, AND 28-11- 
9019 OF THE RESPONDENTS NO. 2&3 MAY GRACIOUSLY BE 

• A9inF amdOhf appellant be RE-INSTATED. IN SERVICE , 
FROM THE date OF, DISMISSAL WITH ALLnOONS-EOUENTIAL 

SERVICE BACK BENEFITS.

IIS
I:
i ■7

5

i:-
• ■ !: •

I'i

, Respectfully-sheweth, • ■ i-

, That the appellant' was appoinied as- Pdiwqri jn . the 

• respondents department on -1996 thus hasj.rendere^ ■

obout 23 years service.

i. •t

m'-''P i; ed *
1.

1'

j-31 •i;i ................ . •m

' That while appellant posted as Palwari Halqd AstSrah. Union'.

•. ' council Bait Gall Tehsil Ghazi Disirict Hgripur was suspended
vide order dated 21-01-2019. ..'(Copy .of ' • *

■ ■ •. i' ■-

suspension order dated 21-017201.9 Is attached annex- A ), •

2.1

«;
l-
i from service3• . \
I

1
*s

ri

r.*
If ■;

■

w1 i -.
.attested 'k

i- •*
't i; :

[fiivyair
■ -M- IWyl.cn

ICU
.i

• ;m ...
f ,*-r *



7

t

/
I

A

/

t

}

\

•f



! .
m&i1

i!- %\
h• ' .QF.1WTCE ^rtEQRE thf kHYBER PAKHTUNKHm

---------- . , r AMP CQUBT ABBOTTABAD.
% . . . ■•». «P

Sei-vice Appeal No.^n02/2019

KALIM ARSHAD KHAN — 
FAREEHAPAUL ; ; —

CI-IAIRMAN
MEM'DER(E)BEFORE:

i:* i
1

. Kl.aliil Mehraoocl S/0 Molia.m.wi^ Ayub (Ex-ratwailr Ghax. ' 
R/0 Chamba Pind, tehsil & D.stt.ct har.pbr.haripu)

• .*'
I\ ;.

VERSUS
, Govt: of Khyboi- -Pak!-,uiiikh\vLi•*

• , 1. Senior Member B.ofirci ol-Revennue 
Peshovvnr.

2. Comimissioner,
• 3. Depuly Commissioner, Hnripur.

Plazara Division, Abbouabad., \ "V*.

* {Rei-ponilciiiis)

Present:
MOHAMMAD ASLAM KHAN FANQU.

For Appi-’llanl-
Aclvocate .!
MUHAMAMD RIAZ IO-IAN PAlND/aa-lEK 
Assi^laiu Advocate General • ; For respondents.

i

...06.12.2019 
...17.05.2022 •'
,:..18.05.2022-, -

Date of Institution......
Date of Hearing..........
Date of Decision.........I

\ Jt inGEMENT.
\ *;
) - ■ ARSHAT> KlIAN. CIIAIRMANi, The service appeal,

inslituted undar 3ectioa-4; of the Khybe^ Pakhtookhwa

of the
-has been I
Sei-v ce Tribu-nal Act 1974 against the order dated 26.03.2019

Commissioner-Haripur.whbreby 'the appellant has -been

Hazara ^ Division

. <
' Deputy

dismissed from service and the qommissioner
t

Abbottabad order dated 28.11.2019 whereby bis departmental appeal

... t

has been dismissed; .

ATTESTED
that: the appellant was appointed as 

respondent-department; that the appellant while posted 

Patwari halqa Ashrah, union Council Bait ,Gali, district Haripur was ■ ■

02. • Brief facts, of,the case are
5

Patwari in the
. PbsI»ovv«-

as
•f-'

<■> im• .2 'mmmu * .
. . .•*. <l*>.

4





/f 2^
.1• >-c~. ^

■" suspended from service vide order dated 21.01.2019. Tltereafter the 

appellant was issued a charge sheet by Deputy Cominissioner Haripur, 

29 01 2019. The said qharce slieet was duly replied with by the 

appellant.on 04.02.2019 and denied all the allegations leveled against 

himl' Thereafter a show-cause notice was served upon the appellant on 

28.02.2019 alongwith inquiry report delivered on 15.03.2019 which 

also replied by the appellant on 16.03.2019; ihul- vide impugned 

orde'r dated 26.03.2019 imposed major,penalty of dismissal from

• serv. ce on lire appellant. Feeling aggrieved of the iinpugned prJer, the
! ■ . ' ‘T '

appellant preferred departmental appeal^.on 28.03 2019.whidi was ,

dismissed on 28.11.2019, therealler the instant service appeal lias been 

Hied in this Tribunal on 06.12.2019. 1.

on

I -
%

'
,

'
was

..

Notices were issued to the parties wlio siibinil'led wrilleii 

.. replies/commenls on .contents ol' the appeal. We have heard learned

03.

.1 * \ \ p , (
A f Y"- ‘^f^i'iisel for the appellant and Assistant Advocate General and perused 
\ Ia . ■ h V

j
\-v i

■ the case file with connected documents thoroughly.I

2

There were two allegations against the- appellant in the
' • '> . • I *

charge sheet one that you prepared fake, bogus and fabricated voucher
• . • *

of compensation of the acquired land amounting to Rs. 8,575,8-90/- in

04.

•Z
;

t

I

favour of Mr. Kamran Nazakat S/o Nazakat Hussain under the fake 4
I

signature of Deputy Commissioner: Haripur and second he committed 

•forgery to, traiisller Government money into yeur persona! account Mo.

■ 000255091691 United bank Ltd Sarai Gadai Branch haripur,titled as
I

•ft<,[ialid Mehmood". After departmental proceedings,and enquiry, the
' ' ' ' • * '

appellant was dismissed Irom service by Deputy Commission, Haripur
.• .

order Mo. ■3708-l4-l{J)HCRyDC(IT) dated ,26.Q3,.2p],9 against

■4
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iurned down 'by tbe ; 

order

ted Abbottabad '2S.1 U2;p l|'- ,

seel the enquiry mport annexed wuh0»»p...

was

filed departmental appeal-which vyas 

Division
which, he■■n

No.bearingvideHazara .Commissioner,

l/HVC/AC^^yCHD/3588-90 da
Appea

We have peru05.
h-v officer; the appellant

fabricated voucher ot
the findings of the enquiry -

ins fake, bogus and-
According to

found guilty of preparing
Rs. 8575890/- inof the. acquired land amounting to

compensation 

■ ■ favodr of Mr. Kamraii Nazakat
S/0 Nazakat Hussain under the

of the'Bnpuly Commissioner, Haripm;;^nth the

ersonal account No.

S

fictitious signature

transfer the said money in his p
contention to!
OOOy^OPtdqt, united Benh_Limited, Semi Qedei BmnOh, Heripor

. Regarding djiie above.
pccffically -opened for tlVis purposewhich was s

' !
allegations and it was 

nndqr the Kdiyber Pakthimkhwa Governm

Discipline) Rules, 2011

of the penalty provided 

ent Servants (Eftlciency and •

&'r recommended that any

ight be imposed on the appellant
nu

•r when welearned counsel for the appellan^,;

Advocate General represent^^^^ _____
After hearing the lea06.

the
con lT.onte.d the learned Assistant

show the Tribunal evenj__cop>^of a ^; a voucher'\vhici\h5s _
respondents to

d fabricated bearing signature ofbeeiralleged to^g take and'.forged an
learned AAXi as well as 

' such voucher on the file or d"

■the. Deputy Commissio^Hatipur bu^'

respondents could neither place any 
. . 11 « »

conclusion of the argumenls
such voucher could be produce^wham

■“-J

talk of its ■■
t ■The^respondents ..Imve not. ■

;................
' governmerit %on^:4 ■'ililK®'

' h*'*

iris
■ ^ V'ffi.'V

Deputy Commissioner by

document to-'show

ft,V.

'^TKn annexed, any , .
. nu—run, personu. ueecunt^y^uppeliunt. Theomspondents
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' . ■■■ s-.have annexed witli'the' reply -a' photocopy of account staiemeni ol 

account t^o. 000255091691, United Bank Limited, Serai, Gadai 

Branch, Haripur in the name of one Khalid Mehmood which sho’-v:; 

that the opening and closing balance was zero.

, .
i- r

t ■ ■ ■
i I

r
P'

hold that die allegations were notTherefore,- we. 07.
i:

substantiati d by any documentary proof as no such document w-as 
* ' ' . - ' 
produced before ilie Tribunal to justify the, impugned order. The

upshot of the above discussion, is that we allow this, appeal and set

aside I the inpugned orders original as well as appellate and as a

resultant co\isequence, we direct reinstatement of the appellant in the
h ■ . -

seiwice wit i all consequential back benefits. Costs shall follow ilie

'

I
••

event. Consign.

'onounced in open court in. Camp Court Abboitabad and 
our hands and seal of the Tribunal this 18'^ day of May,

08. P
given under 
2022.
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■ (KALIM ARSHAD KAHN) , 
CHAIRMAN .

CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD
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(FMLEEHA PAUL) • 
MEMBER(E)

CAMP COURT ABBOTTABAD

i

ofT*i esciVrn'non.^ppMcAiwi
I

Oipyiag Jicc----- -
Urgu'sit-

■Niiiiu' tU'C'wnylusl.
ytiif ‘jfCtnniffwIiwii ul'Oipy. 

- feafe!!«il‘J3ttUv*ryiifCinjy—r—

4'am ’I tnie* ■rfo-beifa
ff

- !CIi
T

■ B .'UvJr-Ts^

ar

'I

i«

‘i .
-•m ' .!• '/ t' • •

- '"i-
■

.t I .'
1

! * i



•*

I

1

*

•I

1

\



.s

To

The Deputy Commissioner, 
Hariour.

i

I ft

Subject:- DUTY REPORL

Sir,
With respect it is submitted:- i

That I was dismissed from service vide the then 
Deputy Commissioner Haripur order dated 26-03- 
2019 and my departmental appeal was also 

vide Commissioner Abbottabad order

1.

rejected 
28-11-2019.

]

against the aforementioned departmental 
orders 1 preferred a Service Appeal before the 
honorable KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar which 

accepted vide judgment/decision dated 18- 

05-2022 and the appellant has been re-instated in 

^emce with back benefits. (Copy of the decision

That2.

was

dated 18-05-2022 is attached herewith).

That as per judgment/decision dated 18-05-2022, 
have become entitled to be taken on duty.^ I 
therefore -report for duty in the light of said 

judgment/decision of the honorable KPK Service 

Tribunal Peshawar.

3.

;
It is, therefore, requested that 1 may very kindly be allowed to 

■ join my duties in pursuance of KPK Service Tribunal Peshawar 
judgment/decision dated 18-05-2022 and obliged.

Yours Obediently

(KK^cf1*^hmood)
Patwari Halqa Ashrah 

Haripur.\.
Dated: 30-05-2022'
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OFTAKISTAK
(Appellalo Jurisdiction)

9 /2022CPLA NO.

4

Seitior Member Board of Revenite, Goverament 
of Kltyber Pa]<htunkhwa, Peshavar & others • •PETITIONERS

\ERSUS
•RESPONDENTKItaiid Mehmood

.NOTICE
A--

I.
; •: 'I*

To

Khalid Mehmood S/o Mohammad Ayub.{Ex*Patwari, Ghazi 
Haripm-) R/ o Qiamba Pbd, Tehsil & District Haripur (

V-
//

Please rake notice Registered A/D 'post to the effect that I am filing 

CPLA with stay application in Ihe above titled case against the judgment of 
the Hon'ble Kliyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal, Camp Court, 

Abbottabad dated 18/05/2022 in Service Appeal No.1702/2019 before the 

Supreme Court of Pakistan in its Branch Registry at Peshawar.

I

• 1

(Farid UUah Kundi) 
Advocate-on-Record 

Supreme Court of Pakistan 
For Government

< .
*

f

«

c; .*

*

'I !

I

tu

t

*
V

'.V-- .
• U-' • ,

I t

I

»

■

A '.*
\



i '■ 'i!

■;

;

«

.

;

r



V-

■'/

I r
■

/
-.r'

i/1 *'•I.

•t-
i

K ji" ■ iJ a
-4-j

■S'

k ^ ^0/1 i’'f(^^ffir/“?ippf/"^ji(d''2*3‘

^^^«p/f''f''/(--=’ir(-7f/py4p/j^(ph^-7?r^jif/'/,^>f^j^^

ij''*

•<

Itr^r'^^I^C

:

>n ^7 /^--^ .1 oCs u !ypirJ '
4 1*^/

<J-:f^f'^ . n
• U

« • waw S
i'.
i-
it»
i‘

(IJ
J

V

1
V̂

*9y

V'. • g

V

*



%

'A.


