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Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Muhammad Adeei 

Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Sultan Shah, Superintendent for 

the respondents present.

The execution petition No. 56/2018 previously filed 

vide order dated 12.04.2019 was got restored on 

27.05.2021 through application dated 06.01.2021. The 

main reason as given in the application for restoration 

was that the back benefits of the appellant/petitioner has 

not yet been granted by the respondents. Needless to 

say that the respondents vide order dated 11.02.2019 

reinstated the petitioner into service w.e.f. 03.09.2012 

i.e. the date of his removal from service with all back 

benefits subject to final decision of CPLA already filed in 

the Apex Court. The main relief of reinstatement has 

been granted but subject to the decision of CPLA. The 

order dated 11.02.2019 includes the remedy of back 

benefits but let the petitioner wait for decision of CPLA. If . 

the judgment of this Tribunal is maintained by August 

Supreme Court of Pakistan; and the back benefits are not 

paid to the petitioner voluntarily by the department, he 

would be at liberty to approach this Tribunal for 

execution of the reinstatement order as far as back 

benefits are concerned. For the time-being, this petition 

is consigned to the record room.

21.09.2021
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Petitioner alongwith his counsel present. Mr. 

Sultan Shah, Superintendent alongwith Mr. Muhammad 

Rasheed, Deputy District Attorney for the- respondents 

present.

26.08.2021

Learned counsel for the petitioner sought time for 

arguments. Adjourned. To come up for arguments 

before the S.B on 21.09.2021.

K

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (J)
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Petitioner alongwith his counsel and Mr. Riaz Ahmad 

Paindakheil, Assistant Advocate General alongwith Mr. Zar 

Muhammad, Assistaritfor the respondents present.
Learned Assistant Advocate General requested for 

submission of reply. Adjourned. To come up for reply on 

27.05.2021 before S.B.

22.03.2021

■

(SALAH-UD-DIN) 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)

Counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Noor Zaman 

Khattak, District.,Attorney alongwith Hussainullah, Legal 
Representative for the,respondents present.

Instant application is for restoration of Execution 

Petition No. 56/2018 filed on 12.04.2019. Respondents 

have not furnish reply,to the application. Learned District 
Attorney has raised no objection on restoration of the 

execution petition No. 56/2018
The application is, therefore, allowed and 

Execution Petition No.; 56/2018 is restored to its original 
number. To come up. for further proceedings on 

14.07.2021 before S.B. .

27.05.2021

Chairman

Counsel for the Petitioner and Mr. Muhammad Adeel 
Butt, Addl. AG alongwith Sultan Shah, Assistant for the 

respondents present.
Representative

comments on behalf of respondents No. 1 to 4. 
handed over to learned counsel for the petitioner, He 

seeks time to go through the same. To come up for 
further proceedings on 26.08.2021 before S.B.

14.07.2021

has furnished Joint parawise
Copy
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET
Court of

Restoration Application /2021

Order or other proceedings with signature of judge or MagistrateDate of order 
proceedings

S.No.

321

r The Restoration Application submitted by Mr. Saif Ur Rehman 

through Mr. Kamran Jamal Khan Advocate maytoe entered in the relevant 

Register and put up to the Court for proper orderplease. •

06.01.2021
1-

REGISTRA^^

This Restoration Application be put up before S Bench2-

on..

CHAI 4AN

r.. Kamran Jamal Khan, Advocate, for petitioner is 

Notices be issued to the respondents for 

entation report for 22.03.2021 before S.B.

29.01.2J21
present.
implem

(MUHAMMADlAMAL KHAI^ 
MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
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i! s*E.P 56/18

Petitioner with counsel and Addl. AG for the':i2.04.2019

respondents present.

Learned counsel for the petitioner states that a

conditional reinstatement order has been issued in

favour of petitioner, therefore, at present he does not

want to proceed further with the execution of

judgment. The execution is, therefore, consigned to

record. The petitioner may have the proceedings

restored in case any portion of his grievance remained

un-redressed.

V

Chair^ n



Counsel for the petitioner and Addl. AG alongwith 

Nahid Gul, Assistant for the respondents present.

25.1.2019

Representative of the respondents states that the case 

for reinstatement of petitioner was put up to Secretary 

Administration Department on 24.01.2019 which would

cornplete its process in few days.

Adjourned to 12.2.2019 for 'submission of 

implementation report before S.B.

Chairman
Learned counsel for the petitioner present. Sultan Shah Assistant 

representative of the respondent department present and submitted 

conditional reinstatement order of the petitioner which is placed on file. 

Adjourn. To come up for further proceedings on 07.03.2019 before

12.02.2019

S.B.

Member

Petitioner in person present. Mr. Kabirulah Khattak 

learned Additional Advocate General for the respondents 

present. Petitioner request for adjournment as his counsel 

is not 'attendance. Adjourned. To come up for further 

proceeding on 12.04.2019 before S.B.

07.03.2019

7
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi 

Member



}•fE.P No. 56/2018

Petitioner alongwith his counsel present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. 

Muhammad Anwar, Section Officer for the respondents 

present. Implementation report not submitted. 

Representative of the department requested for further 

time. Last chance is granted to the respondents for filing of 

implementation report. Adjourned. To . come up for 

implementation report on 22.01.2019 before S.B.

13.12.2018

Muhammad Amini<han Kundi 
Member

Learned counsel for the petitioner and Mr. Kabir Ullah 

Khattak learned Additional Advocate General alongwith 

Sultan Shah Assistant present. Implementation report not 

submitted. Representative of the respondent department seeks 

adjournment to furnish implementation report. Granted. To 

come up for further proceedings/implementation report on 

25.01.2019 before S.B.

22.01.2019

Member
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Petitioner Mr. Saif Ur Rehman, in person alongwith his 

counsel Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, Advocate present. Mr. Sultan 

Shah, Supdt alongwith Mr. Kabiraullah Khattak, Addl: AG for 

respondents present. The latter made a request for adjournment 

on the ground that CPLA has been filed in the august Supreme 

Court of Pakistan, however, no stay or restraining order has 

been passed. As such, the respondents are directed to submit 

implementation report on 06.09.2018 before S.B.

31.07.2018

/

Chairman

Petitioner alongwith his counsel present. Mr. 

Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG alongwith Mr. Sultan 

Shah, Assistant for the respondents present. 

Implementation report not submitted. Learned Additional 

AG 'requested for further adjournment. Adjourned. To 

come up for implementation report on 26.10.2018 before 

D.B.

06.09.2018

(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 
Member

Due to retirement of Hon’ble Chairman, the 

tribunal is defunct. Therefore, the case is adjourned, 

fo come up on 13.12.2018.

26.10.2018

*
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET

56/2018Execution Petition No.

S.No. Date of order 
Proceedings

Order or other proceedings with signature of Judge

1 2 3

The Execution Petition of Mr. Saif-ur-Rehman submitted to-day by 

^S'yed Noman Ali Shah Advocate may be ente^ejjn the relevant Register 

and put up to the Court for proper order please.

1 27.02.2018

REGISTRAR .
2- This Execution Petition be put up before S. Bench

\1.lozilg. .
on-

:hairman

.earned counsel for tlg^^ petitic^er present. Notice of the 
^ent execution petitioij/to^e respondent department for 

D5.2018

12.03.:^018 •
pre

and; to come up for implementation 
repbrt/parawise comments on the date fixed.
09.

I

(Muhammad Hamid Mughal) 

Member

« '

\

09.05.2018 • 'The 'rribunal is non fiinclional due to retirement of the

lonorable Chairman, ’fherefore, the case is adjourned. To come up for 

he same on 37.^>7.2^*y^^bcforc S.JT
-T-'
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Executi^i^gJPetition No.
In Service Appeal No.613/2013

.5'^%
/2018

Ts-3»«»'VService

Sail-Ur-Rehman S/o Muhammad Farid, 
R/o Quarter no P6, Irrigation Colony, 
Warsak Road, Peshawar.

HJiary No.

xu^
PETITIONE]^

VERSUS

1. The Govt: of Kdiyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Civil 
Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The Govt: of Khyber PakJrtunkhwa through Secretary 
Administration Peshawar.

3. Deputy Secretary (ADMN) Administration Department Peshawar. 
Section Officer (ADhfN) Administration Deptt: Peshawar.4.

RESPONDENTS

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE 
RESPONDENTS TO 
JUDGMENT DATED:

IMPLEMENT THE 
28.11.2017 OF THIS 

HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND 
SPIRIT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWFI H:

1. That the applicant/appellant filed Service Appeal No. 613/2013 in 
this august Tribunal against the order dated 03.09.2012 and 
01.03.2013 whereby the appellant has been removed from the 
service.

2. That the said appeal , was finally heard by the Honorable Tribunal 
on 28.11.2017 and the Honorable Tribunal was kind enough to 
accept the appciv^-^and reinstated the appellant into service. (Copy 
of judgment is attached as Annexure-A).

That the appellant also submitted arrival report for implementation 
of judgment but respondents were totally failed in taking any 
action regarded the Hon’able Tribunal Judgment dated 28.11.2017.
(Copy of arrival report is attached as Annexure-B)

3.
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4. That in-action and not fulfilling formal requirements by the 
respondent after passing the judgment of this august Tribunal, is 
totally illegal amount to disobedience and Contempt of Court.

5. That the judgment is still in the field and has not been suspended 
or set aside by the Supreme Court of Pakistan, therefore, the 
respondents are legally bound to pass formal appropriate order.

6. That the petitioner has having no other remedy to file this 
Execution Petition.

%

It is, tJi|refore, most humbly prayed that the respondents 
may be directed to obey the judgment dated 28.11.2017 of this 
august Tribunal in letter and spirit and reinstated the appellant into 
service with all back and consequential benefits. Any other 
remedy, which this august Tribunal deems fit and appropriate that, 
may also be awarded in favor of applicant/petitioner.

APPLICANT/PETTIONER
Saif-Ur-Rehman

THROUGH:
•\

(SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI) 
ADVOCATE, PESHAWAR.

AFFIDAVIT:

It is affirmed and declared that the contents of the above 
Execution Petition are true and correct to the best of my knowledge 
and belief and nothing has been concealed from the Hon’able 
Tribunal.

■ rmstt-

ATTE^ED deponent
Oaft' " ■; 

Zaftool 
OisU:

2 5
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL. PESHAWAR

Appeal No. 613/2013
^ ;•

Date of Institution ... 08.04.2013

Date of Decision 28.11.2017

Saif-Ur-Rehman S/o Muhammad Farid, R/0 Quarter no 
Warsak Road, Peshawar.

P6 Irrigation Colony 
... (Appellant)

VERSUS

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Secretariat 
Peshawar and 3 others.

(Respondents)

MR. RIZWAN ULLAH,. ' 
Advocate

For appellant

MR. MUHAMMAD JAN, 
Deputy District Attorney, For respondents.

MR^ NIAZ MUHAMMAD KHAN, 
MR. AHMAD HASSAN,

CHAIRMAN
MEMBER

JUDGMENT

NIAZ MUIHAMMAD KHAN. CHAIRMAN.- Arguments . of the

learned counsel for the parties heard and record perused.

p;-,“w/iawar
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Mf FACTS
m

The appellant was awarded major penalty of removal from service on 

03.9.2012 and according to the appellant he received the same on 07.Q2.2013

09.02.2013 which was rejected,on

2.

against which he filed departmental appeal on

01.03.2013.

ARGUMENTS,

The learned counsel for the appellant argued that the period of absence as 

alleged by the department i.e 09.06.2011 to 06.08.2dll fell in the period when the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Removal from Service (Special Powers) 

Ordinance-2000 was in vogue but the impugned order has been passed under the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency arid Discipline) Rules 

2011.: That the whole proceedings are therefore, without authority and coram non- 

judice. In this regard he relied upon the judgment reported as 2007 SCMR 229. He 

further argued that no limitation shall run in such order which are void being coram 

non-Judice. He further argued that the appellant was awarded major penalty but no

conducted. He next contended that the charge against the 

accused was not of the nature which warranted the imposition of penalty.

3.

proper enquiry was

■ Sis

li
On the other hand,- the learned Deputy District Attorney argued that the 

(^partmental appeal
A

was time barred, therefore, the present service appeal is also 

trine barred. That no application for condonation of delay has been submitted by the 

appellant before the departmental appellate authority. That the proceedings were in 

accordanee with law. That the department has rightly invoked rule-9: of the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011.

a8»
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CONCLUSION.• m

Admittedly the period of absence fell in the era when the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Removal from Service (Special Powers) ^din^nce-

5.

2000 was in vogue but the impugned order has been passed under the Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Government Servant (Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011. The

whole proceedings are without any authority and are void. No limitation shall run in

such situation.
;

Secondly^ no proceedings under rule-9 were completed as there is no proof6.

of advertisement in the news paper which is requirement of rule-9 except prototype

copy meant for publication in the news paper.

As a sequel to the above discussion, the appeal is accepted and the appellant7.

is reinstated in service. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to

the record room.

'sJj
- r;

Ce (NIA MAD KHAN)
f.[ CHAIRMAN

HASSAN)
MEMBER

Date of o?

5^
ANNOUNCED ___ rxi 

______
^ -m? 

In '

Numbel' of'vv<i5ds28.11.2017
Copying Fee

Urgent-------

Total______
i

' Name of

Date of cf Copy.
Date of Delivery cf Ct ; .y___

y
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To,
The Section Officer (General], 
Administration Department, KPK

1
j

I
4 Subject: ARRIVAL REPORT.

Dear Sir,

in compliance with Service Tribunal Judgment I Mr. Saif-uf- 

Rehman S/o Muhammad Farid is hereby sumbit my arrival report for duty 

today on04-12-2017F.N.

yj
Saif-ur-Rehman

Naib Qasid

i

-I

.i.
•7

.4^
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VAKALAT NAMA

A
NO. /20(?

l^ct^jRjuD, /e.syWvjgt-IN THE COURT OF k

fjallr -hr.. Pnkrr^s^ (Appellant)
(Petitioner)
(Plaintiff)

VERSUS

I^C‘ Po <(l <sJ^
(Respondent)
(Defendant)

imr-jfilA Peh^ihu^ /^phx iuJ- 1
■ /)/.

O
Do hereby appoint and constitute Syed Noman AH Bukhari Advocate Peshawar, to 
appear, piead, act, compromise, withdraw or refer to arbitration for me/us as my/our 
Counsei/Advocate in the above noted matter, without any liabiiity for his defauit and 
with the authority to engage/appoint any other Advocate/Counsei on my/our costs.

I/We authorize the said Advocate to deposit, withdraw and receive on my/our behaif aii 
sums and amounts payabie or deposited on my/our account in the above noted matter. 
The Advocate/Counsei is also at iiberty to ieave my/our case at any stage of the 
proceedings, if his any fee ieft unpaid or is outstanding against me/us.

/ ■Dated J1Q)2
(CLIENT)

ACCEPTED

SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI 
Advocate yPeshawar,

Cell: (0335-8390122)

L
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GOVERNMENT OF KH^BER PAKHTUNKHWA 
' ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar the 11-62-2019 )

ORDER. i
1

No.E&A(AD)02(598)20Q9. In persuance of Judgment dated 28-11-2017 of 
Khyber Pakthunkhwa Service Tribunal in Service Appeal No.613 / 13 titled Mr,
Saifur Rehman, Naib Qasid, versus Govt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa read-with 

subsequent order sheet dated 13-12-2018 in Execution Petition No.56/2018, the 

competent authority has been pleased to re-instate Mr. Saifur Rehman, Naib 

Qasid, into the service w.e.f 03-09-2012 i.e from the date of removal-from-service 

with all back benefits subject to final decision of CPLA already filed in Apex Court.

DEPUTY SECRETARY (ADMN)

ENST OF EVEN NO & DATE.

A copy is forwarded to

Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Registerar Service Tribunal. Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Estate Officer, Administration Department.
Superintendent (Accounts) Administration Department.
PS to Secretary Administration Department 
PS to Add; Secretary (Admn^l) Administration Department. 
PA to Deputy Secretary (Admn) Admn Deptt;
Officials concerned 
Personal files.

1)
2)
3)
4)
5)
6)
7)
8)
9)

SECTfeN-OFFfeEK (AE3MN)

E:\Usman ,.2018 [ Office full aata]\Order Matters\General Orders 2018-19.doc-

. Vk'
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BEFOl^ THE KJ?iK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
i'

Kxccutw,*>Pctition No.
In Service Appeal No.613/2013

/2018

> »• \ L. .13; ;=i Saif-Ur-Rehman S/o Muhammad Farid, 
R/o Quarter no P6, Irrigation Colony, 
Warsak Road, Peshawdr.

p-i...',.

:2.\

V,

PETITIONER:

\\
VERSUS!

1:1The Govt; i-PKlhybpr Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Civil 
Secretariat ^Pi^^.war.
The Govt: of'Rhyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary 
Administration; Peshawar.
Deputy Secretary (ADMN) Administration Department Peshawar. 
Section Officer (ADMN) Administration Deptt: Peshawar.

2.1;

3.
4.li

RESPONDENTS

EXECUTKpN PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE 
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE 
JUDGMENT DATED: 28.11.2017 OF THIS 
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND 
SPIRIT. ;

1
I

:
:

E.PNo. 56/2018
V

13.12.2018 Petitioner alongwith his counsel 
Kabirullah Khattak, Additional AG alongwith 

Muhammad Anwar, Section Officer for the respondents 

Implementation

present. Mr.
-z 3I ifVs Mr.Cl u

r> c-so r: 1O-'i

'n
<:■rt 2 present. submitted.

Representative of the department requested for further
report not, i

■<

r.

C. time. Last chance is granted to the respondents for filing of 

impicmeniaiion report. Adjourned. To come

on 22.01.2019 before S B

t Muhammad Amin1<han Kundi 
Member

\:::n
o

up Ibrr. ;

I

f
\

Orf f
^ 4
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!5F.1-0RE toe KH^^^RR PAKHTUNRHWA SERVICE TRIBUAL. PgSHAW.A£

Appeal No. ,613/201-3. •

OS.04.2013'Dale of Ifisiiiuiion ...

28.11.2017Dale of Decision

Sail L'i'Rchman S/o Muhammad Farid,' R/0 Quarter no P6 Irrigation Colony 
Road, Peshawar.'' ... (Appellant)

VERvSUS

Government of Khyber Pakhiunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Secretariat 
Fv;>r»avvar and 3 others.

(Respondents)

For appellant■viiv. ULLAH,.

MR. MUHAMMAD JAN, 
Ocj;uiy District Attorney. ... For respondents.

Mi<. NIAZ MUHAMMAD fCHAN, 
MR. AMMAD HASSAN,

CHAIRMAN. 
MEMBER .

JUDGMENT

NlAZ NaJli-lAMNLAD RHAKh q-IAIRMAN.- 

learned counsel for the parties heard anid record perused.

Arguments . of the

AT""'' ■'r
•,r6-

KjyA.,:;.. 
■ ••

i

■"'■■‘rrrsar,.
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i.

i.-

FACTS
penalty of removal from service on

07.02.2013

09.02.2013 ‘.vhich was.fojected.on

'Ihe appellant was awarded inajor

03^t:0!2 and according to

: which bo filed depanmcntal iippcal

the appellant he-received^ the same, on

on

L)!.03 2013.

AUGllMENTS.

learned counsel for the appellant argued that the period of absence as 

i.e 09.06.2011 to 06.08.2011 fell in the period when the 

Removal' from Service (Special Powers)

The% 1

ezed by the department i.c
11

IKhNtvcr Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants

-nce-:000 was in vogue but thi jmpugned'order has been passed under the

Servants (Efficiency and - Discipline) Rules

4^

J
Khvber Pakhtunkhwa Government

whole proceedings arcftherefore, without authority-and coram non-
2011. Thai the

this regard he relied upon i-ic judgment reported as 2007- SCMR 229. He
\

limitation shall Pin in such order which are void being coramnrgued that no

:judice. He further argued that appellant was awarded major,penalty but no 

conducted. He next contended that the. charge against the

no/

proper enquiry was 

accused was not of the nature which warranted the imposition of penalty.

On the other hand, the Deputy District Attorney.'arguca inal the

i^;i:pan:ncniai appeal was time barret. Overerbre, the present service appeal is also 

rTinc b^^red Thai no apnlicadon for condonacion of delay has been submitted by theo '
appHlan^^fcrc the depanmemal ncfeUaie authority. That the proceedings were in 

accordance wiih law. Thoi the depr'Jteem has rightly invoked rule-9 of the Khyber 

Pakinunkhwa Government Serv'anu'(Efnciency and Discipline) Rules 2011.

X. \

-i

;
!
\

i'

I
(4^

i;
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rt,is.c:LUSior^

when the Khyberof ;ibsence fell in the era

Service (Special Powers) (?rdinance-
Admincdly the period

Civil Servanis Removal from

N

Pakhiunkhwa
2000 was in vogue bu; ihe impugned order has been passed^under the Khyber

(Efficiency and Discipline) Rules 2011., The

wiihoui any authority and ^re void. No limitation shall run in

Pakhiunkhwa Government Servant

'.vholc proceedings arc

i.iUcUion 1

!;

rule-9 were completed as there is no proofSecondly, no proceedings under

aivcnisemeni in the news paper •.viuch is requirement of rule-9 except prototype ^

for publication m ihc--nev^pa^)-er.cop .• :m:un;

[he above discussion, the appeal is accepted and the appellant 

. Parties are leit to bear their own costs. File be consigned to

.\s a sequel to

rcinsiaied in service , 1IS

il'.c :\'corJ room.-
\

/'
V

(NlK'^Wi-fAT^MAD KH/^,N) 
CHA;R.V;AN. ,C .• /

/

■^(Ariiv’Aa'HASSAi:-
isiEMBIiR

copy
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aNIiOLTnCFD
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUANAL
PESHAWAR.

PETITION NO.18/21 IN EXECUTION PETITION NO.56/2018EXECUTION
IN SERVICE APPEAL NO;613/2013S

(Petitioner)Mr. Saif-Ur-Rehman, Naib Qasid

Versus
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Chief Secretary, Civil Secretariat,
Peshawar.
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through 
Secretary Administration, Civil Secretariat, 
Peshawar.
Deputy Secretary (Admn) Administration, 
Civil: Secretariat, Peshawar.
Section Officer (Admn), Administration 
Department, Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

............................................. (Respondents)

1.

2.

3 .

4 .

JOINT PARAWISE COMMENTS 
ON BEHALF OF THE RESPONDENT NO.l to 4

Respectfully Sheweth,

PRELIMINARY OBJECTIONS.

of action and locus standiThe petitioner has got no cause 
The petition is not maintainable in the present form.- As 
such this Honorable Tribunal has no jurisdiction to

1)
2)

entertain the instant petition.
The petition is not based on facts.
The petitioner has not come 
hands.
The petition is bad for mis-joinder and non-joinder of 
necessary parties.

-The petitioner has concealed material facts from this 
Honorable Tribunal.
That
the instant appeal.

3)
to the Tribunal with clean4)

5)

6)

the petitioner is estopped by his own conduct to file• 7)

•• 1

f-S'. -1. 1
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RESPECTFiULLYSUBMITTED:

Pertains to record. No comments.1:
P0^t.ains to court. No comments.2:

has been conditionally re-instated into
benefits subjected to outcome of CPLA) 

Annex-I) in pursuance of 
Accordingly, a

The petitioner, 
service (i.e back 

on 22-01-2019 (copy annexed as 

the Judgment of
taken up

. 3:

the Learned Tribunal.
with AG Office, which released thecase was

without entertainingsalary of the petitioner 

claim for back benefits / arrears.
current

It is worth re- 

Service
his

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
-2017 has been challenged

that theiterating here 

■pj^lhunal's judgment dated 28-11
Court of Pakistan,in CPLA before the honorable Supreme

which is still sub-judice. Moreover, the respondents are
give respect to order(s) oflegally and morally bound to 

the Hon'ble Tribunal.

PRAYER: respectfully prayed that instant Petition 

graciously be dismissed with costs.
therefore,It is,

being devoid of. merits may

S NO. 2respondent no. 1

4■rE^ONDENTS no . 3

2
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BEFOIiE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

CM No. /2021
K'ii^ l»^r •*s*l4hMik?nvMf'v. v.t *

N.. ^ ^

In £*a(c<l

Execution Petition no. 56/2018 

In Service Appeal No. 613/2013

Saif-Ur-Rehman Versus Government and others

APPLICATION FOR AND ON BEHAT.F OF 

APPEIJANT/PETTTTONF.R FOR THE
RESTORATION OF THE EXECUTION
PETITION NO. ^6/2018

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the present petition was instituted on 27.02.2018 

which was later on sine die by the Order of this Hon’ble 

Tribunal dated 12.04.2019.

2. That the petitioner/appellant wants to restore the titled 

execution petition as according to the order of this 

Hon’ble Tribunal dated 12.04.2019 the appellant was 

allowed to restore his execution proceedings. The
V‘
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relevant portion of the judgment dated 12.04.2019 of 

this Hon’ble Tribunal is reproduced as under;

“The petitioner may have the 

proceedings restored in case any portion
of his grievance remained un-redressed”

(Copy of Order dated 12.04.2019 is annexed).

3. That the back benefits of the appellant have not yet been 

granted by the respondents, hence appellant wants to 

restore the above execution petition.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the titled 

execution petition may kindly be restored, in the 

interest of justice.

Appellant

Through

Kamran Jamal Khan

'Ayesha Khan
Advocates, High Court.

Dated: 06.01.2021

0 6 JA:! 
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iBEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.
i

Execut^?^4Petition No.
In Service Appeal No.613/2013 -

/2018 1I•p

'MK:5iv¥'*--5' iiiV.

M
MSaif-Ur-Rehman S/o Muhammad Farid, 

R/o, Quarter no P6, Irrigation Colony, 
Warsak Road, Peshawar.

D'iP--.-' 1.
i
(i

mM. PETITIONER

iVERSUS

The Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary, Civil 
Secretariat,.Peshawar.

2.The Govt: of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa through Secretary 
Administration Peshawar.
Deputy Secretary (ADMN) Administration Department Peshawar. 
Section Officer (ADh4N) Administration Deptt: Peshawar.

•1.
M
&

131
3. mm.
4. im

¥i
iSRESPONDENTS
i;i■"•if;

i
MMi'EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE 

RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE 
JUDGMENT DATED: 28.11.2017 OF THIS 
HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND 
SPIRIT.

m
iImm
i
i
1E.P 56/18 i

Petitioner with counsel and Addl. AG for theT2.04.2019 ii
e n 5; ^ respondents present.- ff I %0f?

f% % ■ f
Learned counsel for the petitioner states that a

0.-3
f 2 I

r.’ ,v s
conditional reinstatement order has been issued in>

favour of petitioner, therefore, at present he does nott-.

t - i

want to proceed further with the execution of I
i

judgment. The execution is, therefore, consigned to h

record. The petitioner may have the proceedings V!.e
rJ ■

restored in case any portion.of his grievance remained

un-redressed.
L 'y : ^

is

ChairfSi'n\ s:.,;
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 

TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR

mCM No. 2021

“6?O -

In

Execution Petition no. 56/2018 

In Service Appeal No. 613/2013

Saif-Ur-Rehman Versus Government and others

APPLICATION FOR AND ON BEHALF OF
APPELLANT/PETITTONER FOR THK 

RESTORATION OF THE EXECUTION
PETITION NO. ^6/2018

!

Respectfully Sheweth:

1. That the present petition was instituted on 27.02.2018 

which was later on sine die by the Order of this Hon’ble 

Tribunal dated 12.04.2019.

2. That the petitioner/appellant wants to restore the titled 

execution petition as according to the order of this 

Hon’ble Tribunal dated 12.04.2019 the appellant was 

flowed to restore his execution proceedings. The

a
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relevant portion of the judgment dated 12.04.2019 of 

this Hon’ble Tribunal is reproduced as under:

“The petitioner may have the 

proceedings restored in case any portion 

of his grievance remained un-redressed”

(Copy of Order dated 12.04.2019 is annexed).
»<1.

3. That the back benefits of the appellant have not yet been 

granted by the respondents, hence appellant wants to 

restore the above execution petition. \

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the titled 

execution petition may kindly be restored, in the 

interest of justice.

Appellant
l/i Through

I/'' Kamran Jamal Khan

(U/) Wyesha Khan
Advocates, High Court.CP

Dated: 06.01.2021
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