
statement of Mr. Taimur Ali Khan Advocate counsel for petitioner, 
on oath:

\* ■

Stated that as per instructions of my client, order of this 

Tribunal has been fully satisfied. I, therefore, request that the 

: same may be filed as per law.

;

/
f

R.O&A.C

Dated: 10.12.2020
5

Mr. Tamur AliKhan Advocate
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Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional Advocate General for 

the respondents is present.

Since the Members of the High Court as well as of the 

District Bar Association Peshawar are observing strike today, 

therefore, the case is adjourned to 10.12.2020 on^which date 

to come up for further proceedings before S.B.,

22.10.2020

r

(Muharfrmadjamal Khan 
Member (Judicial)

10.12.2020 Taimur AN Khan Advocate present on behalf of petitioner.

Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate General 

respondents present.

At the very outset this Tribunal was informed that orders 

passed in favor of the present petitioner has been fully 

satisfied, he, therefore, made a request that the execution 

proceedings may be filed.

To this effect, statement of learned counsel was recorded 

and his signature was obtained thereon.

In view of the above, the present execution proceedings

stand filed being fully satisfied. File be consigned to the record

room.

Announced.
10.12.2021

; ■
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09.07.2020 Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Usman Ghani, 
District Attorney for respondents present.

This is an ap^

Petition No. 50/2020.

The record shows that on 30.01.2020 the matter 

was adjourned sine-die with the permission to parties 

for submission of application for restoration as and 

when required.

The application is allowed and the proceedings are 

restored to original number. To come up for further 

/ proceedings on 08.09.2020 before S.B.

n for restoration of Execution

I

Chain

08.09.2020 Counsel for the petitioner and Addl. AG present.

Learned counsel for petitioner requests for time to seek 

fresh instructions from his client. Adjourned to 22.10.2020. The 

respondents shall also be given notice for the next date to 

apprise this Tribunal regarding progress, if any, made towards 

implementation of the judgment.

Chairma



Form-A%

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

if'? /2020Restoration Application No.

Date of 
order
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of judgeS.No.

2 31

The application for restoration of Execution Petition No. 

173/2019 submitted by Mr. Taimur Ali Khan Advocate may be 

entered in the relevant register and put up to the Court for 

proper order please.

12.02.20201

REGISTRAR ‘
2 This restoration application is entrusted to S. Bench to be 

put up there on ^

CHAI

06.03.2020 Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Notice be 

issued to the respondents for reply on 14.04.2020 before 

S.B.

(Hussain Shah) 
Member

Due to public holiday on account of COVID-IQ, the :ase 

is adjourned to 09.07.2020 for the same. To come u\) for 

t le same as before S.B.

14.04.2C 20
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V

Nemo for the petitioner. On the previous date too, the petitioner 

was absent. Mr. Kabir Ullah Khattak learned Additional Advocate

30.01.2020

v'

General present.

Copy of office order dated 24.10.2019 is available on file and 

perusal of the same would show that the petitioner has been 

reinstated in service while the issue of back benefits will be 

decided/settled after the outcome of de-novo inquiry.

. •:

In view of above, the present execution petition is adjourned 

sine die. File of the present execution petition may be kept dormant 

in the record room till further orders. Either party may apply for 

restoration/revival of the instant execution petition.

Member

;



29.10.2019 Mr. ^ Kablx Ullah, Khattak learned Additional 

Advocate. General alongwith representative Anwar Khan 

SDFO present. Representative submitted copy of Notification 

dated 24.10.2019 in relation to the implementation of 

judgment of this Tribunal and judgment of Apex Court. 

.Lawyers community is on strike on the call of Khyber 

Pal'Chtunkhwa Bar Council. Adjourn. To come up for further 

proceedings on 03.12.2019 before S.B. Petitioner be put to 

notice for the date fixed.

Member

Petitioner alongwith counsel and Addl. AG alongwith 

Muhammad Anwar, SDFO for the respondents present.

13;11.2019

Learned counsel for petitioner requests for time to 

submit written objections in respect of notification dated 

24.10.2019.

Adjourned to 17.12.2019 before S.B.
r\

Chairman

-17.12.2019 Nemo for petitioner. Addl. AG alongwith Iltaf Qureshi, 
SDFO for the respondents present.

To come up for further proceedings on 30.01.2020 

before S.B.

Chairman



^3E.PNo. 173/2019

Petitioner in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Anwar Khan, SDFO for the respondents 

present. I

23;09.2019

Representative of the department produced copy of letter dated 

19.09.2019 whereby the case for, implementation of judgment in favour of 

the petitioner has been set in motion. He requests for further time for 

subnnls® of implementation report. Adjoumeff"it^l7.10.2019 on which 

date implementation report shall positively be submitted. Else, punitive 

action would be initiated against the concerned respondents under the law.

V

CHAIRMAN

Petitioner alongwith counsel and Addl. AG alongwith 

Muhammad Anwar, SDFO for the respondents present. 

The representatiNi'e of respondents states that the

competent authority had approved the reinstatement of
>'■ 1

petitioner, however, a' formal notification in that regard is 

yet to be issued. H|e therefore, requests for a short 

adjournment.
Adjourned to 29.jl0.2019 on which date the copy of

1
requisite notification/implementation report 

positively be produced before the Tribunal. Else, the 

defaulting respondent shall be proceeded against in 

accordance with law.

17.10.2019

shall

Chairman



■A

05.07.2019 Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Ziauilah, DDA*^
v

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Anwar, SDFO for respondents 

present.

Representative of the respondents produced a copy of an 

application moved by Advocate on record, Supreme Court of 

Pakistan for early hearing of CPLA no. 168-P/2019 in the 

Supreme Court of Pakistan and the same is placed on record. 

As per practice invogue, respondents are directed to either get 

the judgment of this Tribunal date d 17.12.2018 suspended 

from the Supreme Court of Pakistan or produce provisional 

implementation order. Case to come up for further proceedings 

on 15.08.2019 before S.B.

(Ahmad Hassan) 

Member

26.08.2019 Petitioner in person and Addl. AG alongwith M/S Faizullah, DFO 

and Muhammad Anwar Khan, SDFO for the respondents present.

The representative of the respondents states that CPLA 

submitted against the judgment under implementation stands 

dismissed by the Apex Court on 25.07.2019. Thereafter opinion of 

the S.O (Litigation) has been sought regarding implementation of 

the judgment of the Tribunal.

This Tribunal has no concern with the interna! correspondence of 

the respondents. As a matter of fact the judgment under 

implementation has attained finality and warrants its execution in 

letter & spirit in accordance with law. The respondents 

therefore, required to submit an implementation report on next date 

of hearing, failing which punitive action would be taken against the 

concerned respondents under the law.

are.

Adjourned to 23.09.2019 before S.B.

Chairman

i)



Form- A

FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Execution Petition No. 173/2019

Date of order 
proceedings

S.No. Order or other proceedings wjth signature of judge

1 2 3

04.4.2019 The execution petition of Mr. Naseb Khan submitted today by 

Mr. Taimur Ali Khan Advocate may be entered in the relevant register 

and put up to the Court for proper order pl^se.

1

-—f—^

REGISTRAR

This execution petition be put up before S. Bench on2-

V.

CHAIRMAN

06.0;i.2019 Counsel for the petitioner present. Notice be issued to the 

respondents for implementation report for 14.06.2019 before S.B.

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDl) 
MEMBER

?etitioner in person and Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional A 3 

alongwith Mr. Muhammad Anwar Khan, SDFO for the responden:s 

present. Implementation report not submitted. Representative of tl e 

department is directed to furnish implementation report on the ne ct 

date positively. Adjourned to 05.07.2019 for implantation report 

before S.B.

14.0(i.2019

r
(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUND ) 

MEMBER

I i
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Execution Petition No. /2019
In Service Appeal No.926/2015

Naseeb Khan son of Said Ameer, Caste Shamat Khail, 
Resident of Dassu, Tehsil Dassu,
District Kohistan, Ex-Forest Gurad.

PETITIONER

VERSUS

1. The Chief Minster Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.
2. Divisional Forest Officer, Upper Kohistan.
3. Conservator of Forest, Upper Hazara.

RESPONDENTS

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE 
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE 
JUDGMENT DATED 17.12.2018 OF THIS 
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND 
SPIRIT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH: •?

That the petitioner has filed service appeal No.926/2015 against the 
order dated 02.04.2015, whereby the major penalty of dismissal from 
service was imposed upon the petitioner and against not taking action 
on the review petition of the petitioner within the stipulated period of 
ninety days.

1.

The said appeal was finally heard by this august Service Tribunal on 
17.12.2018 and the august Service Tribunal set aside Impugned order 
dated 02.04.2015 and the petitioner was reinstated into service. 
Respondents were directed to conduct de-novo inquiry strictly in 
accordance with law and rules within a period of 90 days from the 
date of the receipt of the judgment. The issue of back benefits shall 
be subject to the outcome of the denovo inquiry. (Copy of judgment 
dated 17.12.2018 is attached as Annexure-A)

2.
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That since the announcement of the judgment, the petitioner waited 
for more than 90 days to implement judgment dated 17.12.2018 of 
this Honourable Service Tribunal, but the respondents neither 

reinstated petitioner nor conducted denovo inquiry within the 
stipulated period of 90 days according to the judgment of this 
Honourable Tribunal. The petitioner also submitted his arrival report 
but no action has been taken on his arrival report by the respondent 
department.

3.

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

4.

That the judgment is still in the field and has not been suspended or 
set aside by the Supreme Court of Pakistan, therefore, the department 
is legally bound to obey the judgment dated 17.12.2018 of this 
Honourable Service Tribunal in letter and spirit.

5.

That the petitioner has having no other remedy except to file this 
execution petition.

6.

‘ It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the respondents may 
be directed to implement the judgment dated 17.12.2018 of this 
august Service Tribunal in letter and spirit. Any other remedy, 
which this august Service Tribunal deems fit and appropriate that, 
may also be awarded in favour of petitione:

m
TITIONEI^

THROUGH:

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

&

(ASAD MAHMOOD) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

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

DEPONENT



BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL,
PESHAWAR.

Execution Petition No.
In Service Appeal No.926/2015

/2019

VSNaseeb Khan Forest Deptt;

APPLICATION FOR RESTRAINING THE RESPONDENTS 
TO CONDUCT DENOVO INQUIRY AFTER THE LAPSE 
OF STIPULATED PERIOD 90 DAYS GIVEN IN THE 
JUDGMENT DATED 17.12.2018.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

That the applicant/petitioner has filed service appeal No.626/2015 
against the order dated 02.04.2015, whereby the major penalty of 
dismissal from service was imposed upon the applicant/petitioner and 
against not taking action on the review petition of the 
applicant/petitioner within the stipulated period of ninety days.

1.

That the said appeal was finally heard by this august Service Tribunal 
on 17.12.2018 and the august Service Tribunal set aside Impugned 
order dated 02.04.2015 and the applicant/petitioner was reinstated into 
service. Respondents were directed to conduct de-novo inquiry strictly 
in accordance with law and rules within a period of 90 days from the 
date of the receipt of the judgment. The issue of back benefits shall be 
subject to the outcome of the denovo inquiry.

. 2.

That Registrar of this august Service Tribunal has sent the judgment 
to the respondents through the letter dated 31.12.2018 and after lapse 
of stipulated period of 90 days given in the judgment dated 
17.12.2018, the respondents did not conduct inquiry against the 
appellant within the stipulated period of 90 days. (Copy of letter 
dated 31.12.2018 is attached as Annexure-R-1)

3.
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It is therefore most humbly prayed that on the acceptance of 
this application,.the respondents may kindly be directed to reinstate 
the applicant/petitioner into service and restrain them to conduct 
denovo inquiry against the applicant/petitioner after the lapse of 
stipulated period 90 days given in the judgment dated 17.12.2018.

:

'

!

APPLICANT/PETITIONER

THROUGH:
•i

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

&

(ASAD MAHMOOD) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

■;

AFFIDAVIT:
It is affirmed and declared that the contents of the application are true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge and belief

DEPONENT

V
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. ‘ K.P.K, PESHAWAR ‘ ‘
**—**•*-—"■ ̂  I I  Ti I I I  • -•• 
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i.

l;_ Y\A>- I 1m-'

.<u/I

,. Abdul Manaii. Forester, Upper Koliistan. 
Forest 
Kohi.staa

Divisioir, Dassu, .District,"
Appellant

IChylfer pakhiiuh'j iv!;. 
' Service T.rJbu«>»tl

\ .r

imiu.ll>h»(i-y''iNv.

Versm'

Chief Minister, K.P.K. Peshawar.^
ICiyber

Paldituhldiwa :"through Secretai^' 
Fin'est, K.jp.K. Peshawai'. . . 
Divisional ’ forest Officer, ■ Upper 

Kphistan Forest, Division;r Kohist'an 
at. Dassu;

(J)
. 2) Government •. ' of

3)

Respondents

A;}PFiW.r UHBER SECTION 4 AGriAINSI^ 
THE ORDER ©F^MESljQNDEHt'"^Q.' 3. 

?micH. ^ toE‘CaI>pellant has
■BEEH.. -HKtIREP . COMPULSORY- iFRt)lV[

;: ’^er^ace And:-was- ALSO Biids'cTEB
' ; TO' FAY 'RS, 1897,900/--:BY WAY OF

■ : "FAY. , .

, - ; FR^sTOR: >'
.M

On Acceptance-of appeal the impu.gned 
' compulso;ry. retirement may 

’ : i kin.dly l;te set aside and tire: appellant: may 
Itindly be re-instatedhn service.

; :■ Resp'ectfally, sheweth!

-•y

I V

The ■ b'rief facts training the back 
■ gihuird of the instant appeal are aiTayed 

follows; - ATTESTED
ic. iv)

■[SX/tri^lNER
Khy-^CT iw.t;

Service TiibuiKvD
Vc-<\iri':jrtr

■' ■' 'Cra?-
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.BEF6RE::MEjfeYBER.i?^AKHTUTfe^'W^^^S€KA7IGl£Tl(lBTJAL^
^,i■■ CAMP COURT ABBDTTXlgAD. :

i Sen'ice Appeal No. 1244/20] 6

13.12,2016 .
. '17,12.2018 ■ ■

;

;

..s5«!S3s%.^ /m .''A'iK" \ "i}'
G-' •Date of Institution ... .ijl& V. \\

Date of Decision

yVbdulManan Forester, Upper Kohistan Forest-bivision, 'Dassu,,District Kohistnii':"''''^"
■1 '

'V

. :• ’(Appellaxit)

1VERSUS
i

Chief Minister, KhybefPakhtunjclrwa, Peshawar and two' others.. ;
.. ' (Respondents)',.

1

. ■■MR..StIAD:MUHAMAMDKHAN 
’Advocate'

5

. <v-
. : ■ ,MR, A:|DUTo'SABOOR'ICI-IAN:' 

' .Advocate . . For appellant.
f. I

■ ^''Di.strict Attorney. ■

: ■ [\4R. •Ab'MAD'.HASSAN,' 
;MR.iAivLTD FAROOQ DURRANI

' For respondents

■M]2MBER(ExeciU.ive)
CHAIRMAN

.:dubgm:emt ;
;;•.C "7';”C yC;.' - -..: .-■.iAHMA.D'liASgAN, MEMBER:-- j

;
iThis';.judgment shall:dispose of the instant-service appeal as well as connected 

^seiTicAappe'ai no;.--927/2015 titled Jamair Rhaii, appeal no. 926/2015’ titled Naseeb Khan, 

appear[n'oi il24'7'/;2016,’-'ti;tled,Asghar Khan,- appeal.no; 1246/2016-titled Umar Khan 'and

V ,/' ■

/seiwicd appleal ho. .795/20l:5.titlecl -Mohammad Tariq- Klian as.sinh.lar question o.l: law:and
?

' .facts afe;'involved therein. .
. ■ 'xN' V'--'-

:--.jAi;gmnents,o;fthe.learned-counsel for the parties heard and.record perused.
•.v'

'/.TRACTS ':

jThemdef 1hcts are that the appellant was serving as Forester in Foi'esi Division 

Kolflstah. On. the- allegations of invoNement in corrupt: praedees an enquiry ‘was 

' .conducted and upon ciilniihation major penalty- of compulsory retirement was imposed on
V



. 2
1

r ;V.

I'ini-.vicib'jimpugned order dated 

' iippenf (ill • 15-08.201'6, which w

30.06.20,r6. Feeling aggrieved he' tiled depnrtmen al 

was not responded, Jience, the instant service- appeal In

i

i

!3.12.20il6. : '
I I

. ■A.jRGtMENTS
r •I ;

L«^arned counsel for the. appellant ai'gued that hc was proceeded departmenlaliy 

and upon: winding up of proceedings, niajor-penalty* of compulsory

4..-

retirement whs(
■ihijDOsed;pn, him. Enquiry was not conducted hi accordance with the spirit of E&D Rulb '

1
i

2(11,1. The apjDellant and others tln-ough.an application submittedd a list of witnesses to tie
t

■; .,' J.iairmap'Enqmry Gommitlee for examina,tion; but nO' heed was paid to i.i;. He furth jr

. .argued that the appellant submitted an applicalion to the Chairman Enquiry Committic 

i.h;it;«t} hjlv. ,Shah Wazir Khan. Member Enquiry Committee liad personal grudge agaiiipt 

tiim and was hell bent to punish tiie appellant, A .request'was made to depute 

■jnember'for condiicliiig ilie enquiry. This fact

I
I

sonic olhe.r

was also higlilighted in;para-9 of the reply. 

, .loMhe show cause notice but was not considered by..ihe competent authority. By nit

,, :-onsiderihf ;his requests, 'die mquiry report appeared to:be biasbd and against tt,e nornjs
- :

.■;it'TdiiTid.s/justice, - . ' ' ■/ ■

I ).
■ ..'i J. , Le.ai-.ned District Attorney, at the very ■ .oiits.ct raised objection t on the

V Miaintainability .of the appeiil-in hand:-He stated tha.t tliei impugned order 
' • . ■” i

■-^0;0d:20;i6 wJ^i^^,depaxtmeptal■■appealy^as■fi.led;oI^4^;08.20^ gs .departmental appeal 

‘•vas not filed; ^vitliin the given,.deadline,; so .-the‘S,anie;- w,as barred He hirther

was j:)assed on

rgued that even on merits all the-codal formalities 

■ ■ 'mpagued ordbr.' : . '

\yerc--observed -before passing the
. i

I

;

CONCLtJSTQN-/ ■
\

I

1■:V■
I

So: far-as the issue of ipaintainabillty of the present' appeal ip coheerned,

'■'■rder dated 30.06..2016 was received.by the appeilant on.q3.08.20r6. as i.s evident (fomia
, r . - . ■

■:opy ot the impugned order containing endorsenicias. to the

I V

impugned

C|iiartets co-ncciricd and
I

■ -N'

k

K -*
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I.

f • \

:I

-provide4by felfcnmeci counsel:fortteapjifelkfcBefbre touclnns; the ments of the case;
I
1

. we ciec4 it ^^.propriate to touch'the important issue of objections raised by the appellant ■V

Oil-Mr. Shah Wozir, Member Enquiry Committee, but were not considered by.-the

competent authority. It was also reiterated in reply to the sho^^' cause notice. He had\

given sojid proofshowing bias/prejudice of the above member towards the appellant and 

had-made up. his nlijid to'punish liini

request-, ^houlcl have been considered for tlie

■ The principle of natural justice demanded that his
\.

purpose of fair/transparent inquiry and to 

meet the ends of justice; By,ignoring his requesfitlie enquiry report had not only become

..disputedibut smacked of malafide, malice and distrust
ist on tlie part of the said Mei nbei-. On 

case for de-novo enquiry. In these 

in the inquiry l eport.

■tl).is scorje alone, it is a valid, wortlt consideration 

crrcumst|mces We would hot like other dilate on other deficiencies i

I.
•I"7: Aji‘-a .sequel to■ above, the impugned order dated. 30.06.2016 i 

■;ajipellanis ^Abdul: Malian,-Umer Khan# and Asghar Klian,
- m respect of 

order dated 02.04.2015 in 

.12.03.2015 in respect of appellants
V

iCspect.cjf-.appeilant'Naseeb Khan and order dated
r

.larnair I<3ian and Muhammad Tariq Id 
■ 1 . . 

sciwice. ihe iesjDondents are directed to conduct de-novo
aie set aside and the appellajils are reinstated in 

enquiry strictly in accordance

lan

1:
. with lawi^ndi rules within a period of 90 days from tlie date of receipt of this Judgm.• I ent.

!:
Ihe.issue of-back benefits-shall; be subject to the outcome of the de-novo enquirv. The:* ' ' * *1 ...

;■ appeal, 1^:, disposed of accordingly. Parties' are; left to bear their 

■consigned-to the record room ■

■ own costs. File be

f
/-

(AHMAD HASSAM) 
Member

Camp Court AbboUabacl.

i •

1 .
• \ ^

. ,(HA.M1D-FAROQQDUMVvN1) • 
Chairman

I

ha f,.!

' ATSTNOukcFln' ' 
' 1-7.12.2018 ■, ■

'liw.I

i
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KHYRER PAKHTUNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

44 ^A/st Dated 3 / /12/ 2018No.j:

To
The Secretary Forest Department,, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkliwa, 
Peshawar.

■HiPGMENT IN a\PPEA1 . NO. 1244/2016. MR. ABDUL MANAN OTHERS.Subject: -

1 am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
17.12.2018 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance.

Enel: As above
3^

REGISTllAR^
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR. ,

-i
A
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
FORESTRY, ENVIRONMENT & WILDLIFE DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar the, 24*^ October, 2019

NOTIFICATION

In compliance with judgment datedNo.SOrEstt^FE&WD/l“50f69y2019/PFi
17.12.2018 of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal in service appeal No.926/2015 
and decision dated 25^'' July, 2019 of Supreme Court of Pakistan in Civil Petition 
No.l68-P .to 173-P of 2019, the competent authority is pleased to withdraw this 
department earlier Notification No.SO(Estt)FE&.WD/l'8/Tariq DFO/2014/2817-20 
dated 12.03.2015 imposing thereby the major penalty of "Dismissal from Service and 
Recovery of Rs. 6,50,300/- from Mr. Nasib Khan, Forest Guard (BS-07) Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa Forest Department with immediate effect.

Consequent upon above, the competent authority is further pleased to 
reinstate in service Mr. Nasib Khan, Forest Guard (BS-07), Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Forest Department with immediate effect. The issue of back benefits will be 
decided/settled after the outcome of the de novo inquiry.

CHIEF MINISTER 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA

Dated Pesh 24^*^ October. 2019Endst; No: SO fEsttlFE&WD/l-50f691/2019/PF;

Copy is forwarded to:-
1) Chief Conservator of Forests, Central Southern Forest Circle, Peshawar.
2) Chief Conservator of Forests, Northern Forest Region-II, Abbottabad.
3) Director, Budget and Accounts Cell, FE&W department.
4) PS to Secretary, FE&W Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.
5) Mr. Nasib Khan, Forest Guard, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Forest Department C/o CCF-I, 

Peshawar.
6) Master file.
7) Office order file.

(Zia-ur-Rahman) 
SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
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k BEFORE THE KPK, SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Execution Petition No. 173/2019

'■'/ce Tn'S

NaseebKhan V/S Forest Deptt:

APPLICATION FOR RESTORATION OF APPLICATION WHICH WAS
ADJOURNED SINE DIE 30.01.2020.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:
1. That the petitioner has filed the instant Execution Petition in this august 

Service Tribunal to implement the judgment dated 17.12.2018 of this 
Honourable Tribunal in letter and spirit.

2. That instant petition was fixed on 30.01.2020, however due to strike the 
counsel for the petitioner could not appear before the Tribunal and the 
Honourable Tribunal has adjourned sine die the instant execution petition 
on the date fixed. (Copy of order sheet dated 30.01.2020 is attached)

3. That the judgment dated 17.12.2018 was not fully implemented by the 
respondents as after the lapse about more than one year the respondent 
department did not conduct inquiry against the petitioner as per direction of 
the august service Tribunal due to which the issue of back benefits is not 
decide till date, therefore the petitioner wants to restore the instant 
execution petition for implementation of judgment dated 17.12.2018 in 
letter and spirit.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that on acceptance of this 
application, the appeal may kindly be restored which was adjourned sine 
die on 30.01.2020. Any other remedy which this august Tribunal deems fit 
and appropriate that may also be awarded in favour of the appellant.

PETITIO
THROUGH:

(TAIMUR ALI KHAN) 
ADVOCATE HIGH COURT

<’.f'
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Execution Petition No. /20iq

In Service Appeal No.926/2015
•.-k'

Naseeb Khan son of Said Ameer, Caste Shamat Khail 
Resident of Dassu, Tehsil Dassu, ^
District Kohistan, Ex-Forest Gurad.

PETITTONFR1

.1'.

VERSUS

1. The Chief Minster Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
2. Divisional Forest Officer, Upper Kohistan.
3. Conservator of Forest, Upper, Hazara.

1

i!
•| RESPQNDF.NTS

•'T

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING 
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT 
JUDGMENT DATED 17.12.2018 
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN 
SPIRIT.

THE
THEi '■

OF THIS 
LETTER AND

'.1

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH^
1. That the, petitioner has filed

0,d.„ « 02,04.20,5. *
service was imposed upon the petitioner and against not taking action 
nhiety day Petition of the petitioner within the stipulated period of

.•n

"'4

, [

2. r' Service Tribunal on

o...oo2..4?o,r.:i^"xr4i^
Respondents were directed to conduct de-novo inquliy strictly in

® from, theATTI^X^^ u judgment. The issue of back benefits shall
( / ^‘^,2“^“°^0“teo«’eofthedenovoinquiiy.(Copyof
\* j ^ 17.12.2018 IS attached as Annexure-A)
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. J . 30.01.2020 Nemo for the petitioner, 
was absent. Mr.

General present.

On the previous date
Kabir Ullali Kliattalc lem-ned Additional Advocate

too, the petitionerIs;i

Copy of office order dated 24.10.2019 is available on file and 

perusal of the same would show that the 

reinstated in seiwice while the i
petitioner has been 

issue of back benefits 
decided/settled after the outcome of de-novo i will be

inquiry.

In view of above, the
present execution petition is adjourned

sine die. File of the present 

in the record
execution petition may be kept donnant

room till further orders. Either paily may apply for 
execution petition.restoration/revival of the instant

, 1. •
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Date r.f Prcccntjf i •
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