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: Order or other proceedings v-/ilh signature of judgeDate of order 

proceedings
S.No.

I
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The execution petition of Mr. Muha'mrhad Sheraz22.03.20231 ■
; X

submitted today by !Vir.'’'S’aadullah Kliah 'Marwat

Advocate, it is fixed for implementation report before 

Single Bench at Peshawar on
t •.

. Original

file be requisitioned. AAG has noted the next date. The

respondents be issued notices: to submit 

compliance/impiementation report on the date fixed.

By thtz&order of Chairman

V,
REGISTRAR
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BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWARi

/2023Misc Pett: No.
IN

S.Ac Np. 936 / 2020

1
Superintendent & OthersMuhammad Sheraz versus1

i.

I N D E X

PageAnnexDescription of DocumentsS.#
^ 1-3Memo of Misc Petition1.

"A" . 4-7Copy of Appeal dated 31-01-20202.
■

"B" 8-11Copy of Judgment dated 14-07-20223.i

* 19LReinstatement order dated 09-01-20234.

Implementation Petition 13-01-20235.

15“v\Order dated 24-02-20236.
1

Applicant
/h Through

i(Saadullah Kha'n Mprwat) 
Advocate . ' ,
21-A Naeir Mension, 
Shoba B^zar, Peshawar. 
Ph: 03q0-587267q

!■ •

Dated: 21-03-2023

•V
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before the kpk SERvrrF tribunal, peshawap

Misc Pett; No. /2023
IN

S.A. No, 936/2020
/

Muhammad Sheraz 

S/0 Muhammad Sabir 

R/0 Utmanzai Charsadda. 

Constable No. 2355,

FRP, Peshawar ... .
Appellant

Versus

1. Superintendent of Police, 

FRP, Peshawar Range, 
Peshawar.

I I

2. Commandant FRP, KP, 
Peshawar. ■ ■

Provincial Poilce Officer, 

KP, Peshawar. . .

1

3.,

Respondents

APPLiCArio/v Fnf?

JUDGMENT DATED 14~07-7n->7 

tribunal, PESHAy\/AD.

implementa tion OF THE

OF THE HON'BIE
i

RespectfuMv Shf^wAi-h-

1. That on 31-01-2020, 
hon'

applicant filed Service.Appeal before 
ble Tribunal for reinstatement in service with ail back benefits 

(Copy as annex''A")

this:

2. •I hat the said appeal came up for hearing 

the hon'ble Tribunal
on 25-05-2022 and then

was pleased to hold that:-

/.



1.1 •
2

"The penalty, imposed upon the appellant is unwarranted 

and on acceptance of this appeal, the impugned prders 

set aside. The appellant is reinstated In service, holwever 

the intervening period shall be treated as leave of the kind 

due". (Copy as annex "B")

That applicant as well as Registrar of the hon'^ble Service Tribunal 

remitted the judgment to respondents for compliance but the 

was not honored in letter and spirit till date.

are

3.

same

4. That , on 09-01-2023, R. No. 01 issued officer order wherein
applicant was reinstated in service, however his intervening period 

was treated as leave of kind due if any in his credit. (Copy as
annex "C") t,

5. That on 13-01-2023, applicant filed Implementation Petition for
compliance of the judgment which came up for hearing on 24-02- 

2023 and then the same was filed. (Copy as annex "D" &"E")

That in the order of reinstatement dated 09-01-2023 period from

10-01-2018 to 11-10-2019 was counted as half pay, while period

from 12-10-2019 to 17-11-2022 was treated as extra ordinary 

leave without pay. ■ ' ■

6.

7. That in the judgment it was held that appellant is reinstated in 
service, however, the intervening period shall be counted as leave
of the kind due, so the dates given in the preceding para was not

mentioned in the judgment.

8. That till date no penny was paid to the applicant by the 

respondents and the judgment of the hon'ble Tribunal was' not 
implemented in letter and spirit.

If is, therefore, most humbly requested that tlje judgment 
dated 14-07-2022 of the hon'ble Tribunal be 

forthwith.
complied with Hence

OR
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■

In the alternate, respondents be proceeded for Contempt of 
Court and they be punished In accordance with Law. i

i

Applicant-:

Through

Saaduiiah Khan Marwat

Arbab Saif-ul-Kamal
t

ArroBtrTJaroz
AdvocatesDated; 21-03-2023;

i
V

/•
•i
’

AFFIDAVIT

f

I, M^uhammad Sheraz S/0 Muhammad Sabir R/0 '.Utmanzai

Charsadda, Constable !Mo. 2355, FRP, Peshawar (Applicant), do 

■ hereby solemnly affirm and declare that ofcontents
Implementation Petition are true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge and belief.

DEPONE NT

CERTIFICATE:

As per instructions of my client, Implementation Petition bas'earlier 

been filed by the appellant before this Hon'ble Tribunal. <

L
ADVOCATE ,
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RFFORE kPK SERVICE.TRlfiUNAL PESHAWAR .I i

fi.A Nd. 72020
. .

,

Muhammad Sheraz 
L S/O Muhammad Sabir', ■

;■ ;R/o Utmanzai Charsadda, ■; 
, Ex-Constable No. 2355 

‘ ■ '. FRP Range Peshawar. . . .

i

■ !

/
\ .. . ■. Appellant•

/ ;
IVersus

.ii

■ "1. , ■ Superintendent of Pol'iceV ‘

. :FRP, Peshawar Range 

• Peshawar.

;
I

■ ! i

i

:2. , Commandant FRP, KP, 

. Peshawar. . r •
Provincial Police Officer, 

KP, Peshawar............
;(

Respondents 1

‘ !'A/
.<,•7'.) < = >.«'< = > «■< = > '<io-< = > «'

APPEAL U/S 4. .OF.-SERVICE TRIBUNAL. ACT. 1974

, AGAINST OFFICE ORDER NO. 26--28 / PA DATED ilO- '
VI

r.\
01-20l8v"OF R. NO. 01, WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS

REMOVED FROM SERVICE AND PERIOD OF ABSENCE

WAS TREATED AS ABSENCE FROM DUTY OR OFFICE

ORDER NO. 5552-53 / EC DATED 04-07-2019 OP R,

NO. 02 WHEREBY iREPRESENTATIQN OF APPELLANT

WAS REJECTED or: OFFICE ORDER NO. 3:^2-38 720
DATED 07-01-2020 QF^ .R. NO. 03 . -WHERl^BY

REVISION PETITION OF APPELLANT WAS RpECTED:
C.->< = >(?;><=:><>>< 5= >«< 5S

; ATTE
•'.'to bs tf- ^

r
• I

• ‘ :• *»
i
X

\

STED . s
V

I\
y: !..opy•i

:
I

i
1.

I • ■■
.. V

/;!
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:

1
-I: n^ci^&tfciHy :Shewet:Ki- V
I

c
en^tecl^ln service aS Conktatsl'e'tin 27-|l2-2;010 .. .,

of r£mnv3i from sei]vi\-e.-.
Th^ appellant was 

■ , -^nb served the departrhent till the date
-i:’

\V, I • -,f- -r ^
appellantwas going-to attend the funeral of-his

Tanveer pwn'er of the ,;; that on 03-08-2017,
fribnd m^rna! mother and got lift from one

■ ; vehicle to reach Takhtbhali ■ , • .1ut

the-sald date,'the said Vehlcie^as Wcepted Byithedocal

Station .Takhtbhal and-FIR No. 1222 dated ,03-08-, ■
•i.3.' ■- That on- 

' police of Police
■ . .2dl7 U/S 419,420/468/431/15AA .was

'C
registered. .(Copy -ps annex

:

.?A") .
4. :Trhat to make^dut'a cade^agaihstVappeilaht as well^ as^thejowner of ■

;. -the vehicle namely'.Tanveer, 30 bore pistohwas attributed to ,h^ .
attributed to appellant, despite'the facl:; that the .

license dated
and the'vehicle was 
said 30 bore pistol was at'the name of appellant as per iice|

11-11-2014. (Copy as annex "B")
! ■

served'With-Charge Stieet'Which r " ■ j -- 
.(Copy as anneX'"C") :

■ 5: '' That on .21-08-2017,"appellant was
not replied due to-missing of the said one.was

conducted as-per th^-mandate ' ■ , ^
15-09-2017 to the .

That inquiry into the matter was not
yet 51 Altaf Khan submitted his report on

authority for onward action. (Copy as annex "D")

6.
...'of law

•ri

91-09-2017,''appellant was'served ..':flTai: on lS-09-2017, received on.2_
Show'Cause'-No'tice .which .wos 'replied by denying the

. with Final 
allegation. (Copies as annex "E" & "F") ■

;'
1
I

removed from ,service; by R. No. 
absence from duty..'(Copy as

10-01-2018, appellant wasThat on
01 and absence period,was treated as

• 8.

i
annex "G") j

i
!

That in the meanwhile, trial into the'Criminal case .'was concluded,by ■ .

Trial Court and appellant with co-accused'wap acquitted, from .
: the baseless-charges^vide judgment dated 30''05'2019| (Copy ag

' annex "H")

.-i • r
• 9. ..

•the

.-'Ai TEsrpH'- 
bstri!eri~‘~

•1'

■ i!opy • V

0 I; 'i>- r
. I



•j•; •,•:
I ^

I

■■■■.

\. . . i . . -

5

••

............. - .. ■ .,;.■ ■^■piUriV^'iibmitted^d'epBrtrti^
ir!:s.™ce,«=.> „„ 0«7-

.*
> »

?

I
.4 .NO. 02 for r ;•;•

I. ■ :..annex "I") -'•,2(j)i9. (Copy 3S'
appellant submitted'.Revision':Petition .bdfo^ R-^ ^ ; ;

01'-Z020..(Copies"asannex ,] & K } ;

I ' on the.folldwlng'grdunds:- .y |

,li.-■ Tbcjt 

• -.was rejected on''07-
!

rtehce 'this appeal', Inter 'aliar .:
I

• ■■■.(i ft C) N b Si ;■ . ■

,s.,„IMd:M>e,vtee:=s;C0«6W:».di-n,eath.

the vehicle was attributed tp him,

■'1,' that -appei'snt was
.^departmenttU\ the date

;
of removal from service

f
5

■■ ■ ■■'2:

'driver 

. • at the name:
... rof appellant While

the mandate of 

recorded inipressnce ol ^ 

■■examination.

t conducted'-as per
That'enpuiry into the matter'was

statemenf .'of 'any, concerhed was

afforded pppprtuhity' Pf cross

no
!*' law '35 no 

cippeilant nor he
i-y.was
1, !

not at the name'of appellant j-

That the vehicle was

; :and when absence' period was treated .absence !

service of appellant ■ was 

him from service. —■

1

• 4.
from duty, then ■'

was' ho need to ■• That asir
.. j. regulaiizeci and- there

the
(remove

acpuitted' frdm 'the baseless"charges . ■

wab- no-’pe^h to
and when :appellant:'was" 

court of law on
46.■ That as

merit, then.:there
the competent

him from service.
. oy

• remove
against'-' app'el'ant 'hy 'keeping in . .

of the casej is on
, .'of the' respondents 

aforesaid fa'cts and circumstances

I

■7, 'That the-action 

■ view the 

• • malafide.

:
4

V

1:
. r*

-■ATT
ony*-

■to rr:’ue- 0^1,*e n

•' • i
1

;- i'

•1
;

f
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A,'k ;'• t I ... I ••• 1

'OTSCcSiitare'P
„a 07-01-2020'rf to*

: with a"

,1

St'humblYPtavedthat
^ 04-07-2019

and appelant

mo■ it is,'therefor^ 

dated -
I

10-01-^0^®orders
■ ..-respondents

andbe set aside 

with such other relief as 

of the case.
.’back benefits, 
just In

J
c '*

i. •nrcumstances;
•‘i \

■ I;
t

" I •'C^'
.cil I

1
I/\ppellant *
I

‘ t

dui'lah Khan'Marwat

,!.;
Through1 V 1

'l■

Saa •1r-n: ‘ •

■■■

Artiab Salful Kamal
.;

;.
;

■: I

/ 1•{ \v'’*. I't • . •r:■

■: (■ ..-: i' .gfrijfd Nawaz 
..Advocates

;;
j.; i

i
Dated ■29-01-2020 I !i :

I

.[

. •
•;

Ii' HIj
I

f... ■• -n( ..1

i

;
I.i

V
■

i

; i
■i

■ •;

■t
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i-
!';

I:■
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!

t
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is'r.ru\ 4paKHTUNKHV--^ gn’t?\Mrir.TRiEUNAk, V. % 
X>\VA\\A\\'MX ...............KHVBER

-M:. '■■

Sen'ice Appii-al No. 936/2020

Bl-l'URE: IVIR. KALIM AKSI-IAO.KHAN
•' MISS FAREEHA RAUL

1' i
CI-TAIUMAN
MEMBER(E) :• i

■'^l
i0 • f*?i.tm-' .\VO L!tiiiuhy.iU

... {AiJpalfioiO
• •-1'

Versus ■

I S..|a.finU.ndi‘nl ..I' Police, FRI’ Pesl»nvm- R>me>=
- (■inn.iiimtlonl PRP, Kliybcr \>aUhtvinkhw;i, I csbvnyai.
V p. „vi..d-.,l Police Omcoi-,- KhVbcr Pakl.tonUl.vvu, 1 cal.-,.

■ 1 1peshawur. ‘
t\

...{Rcsjuntilch '.N)

i

Mr Arhub Sailiil Kumiii

Mr. Muliuniniud Rtishced lUiun 
Ubipuiy Districl Attorney ; :

< Date of Institution.............
Date d!’Hearing....... ........
Date of Decision..............

uinnRMEN'r

lAir iipp'i iIll'll

i, ,!
\Pur rcspniiden'.'-
KA-/.........31.01.2020

..........25.05.2022

........  14.07.2022
I 5

'A:,:
M !.u

•i
;!

nrxKCirf'lV'.U: SorviE;e App-:*! >"

4 ur the KhyBer Hi.ihiiU.ni-l- 

urdcr dntad 10.01'.l'O i -t 

remiived t-i-ani,service uiul peritid 

absence iTCun duty' uguir.sc oi'nce nrder d^iU'd 

whereby reprcscnuiiion of vhc uppclhint

eluted 07.01,:;020 ul' UespuHii.-it

;VAK'l’.r.HA PADL. member

instituted .'under Secupn
i. ■M vVi

Iiii.id h;is been

ofiieeTrihnrud Aci, 1974 aguin.KiService

Kcspiiiidcnl Nu. I, whereby eppflient 

i.if absence wns ircated us 

()•! U7.2019 of Respondent No, 2.

7:'!ii

I
I

was

,1

71 •::1
•1 •d

^7;

17il; fir..
jcclcd and against nviiee orderwas re; •:A!

wl,e,-hv revision petitim-, of the appellant wes rpieeted.':A
.7^ '1 ■IA:) ■ V'l’sw-' / ..‘.-ADe ^ 7i• \

M::fr ■ Tt -I- .1.- ■- • ....•.«*
, .-t.: ^•\ if■t

.'t sit!

I

■■i

.]
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i

ihai thememoi-andum of Eppcai, »rc

27.12,2010. Oh 03.08.2017.

atet-nul inothe'* iintl I'ut 

.Ach Talditbhai. The vehicle 

7'akhtbhai nnti TIU No. ,

Brief fncis of tlie case.,as per

nlistcd in service ns constable on
'2. ■ 1—

1
appellaiU

he was y,nins to
,U-,IVom on. T.ve.r, owner ot-th. vehicle, to re.

i,Werl by local police or .dice Srntlon

U/a 419M20/4MM71/15AA wns r.eystereJ. .A d _

aurlbnted to rbc owner of bre vebiCe Tnnveer n.^

attributed to the appellant, despite the tact that the said dO.hore ,

11.11.2014. The 'Aipnclh““ 

the basis of whielvii final 

denied tlie allegations, hut Hie .

was e r:V
attend-the funeral of Ns friend 5 m /^■)x

I

I 1222 dated 03.08.2017
L
! bore pistol

i
iwas

vehicle vVns 

was

aurved with ehariic 

' ;-,lio\v cause notice

• appiiilaiu

•meanwhile, trial oferiinlnal case was

uceusecl was uc 

dated 3U.U5.2Uiy. The appella 

04.07.2010. His 

; heisee the sei'vice appeal.

licLMvse datedof the appellant as per u .■r-I pi.sint
sheet dated 21.08.2017, on

! was
2 wiis issued. Thoug.h he

dated U1.UI.2I11X. In ihe ■ A,ccnremoved from .service vide order3 • Wits•1 -kI.'CA-concluded and die appellant iiluni-wiLh 

asainsc them vide ;|udy,ment^

was

■li (7 \1 •
quitted from the charges leveled

nt submitted departmental appeal, whicli1
J

t

1/
also I'ciccletl on

revision pe ti ti on was
■'1 rciccicd on21?M
I' cU7.111.2020

u. full hcarinL;., the rcspumiculs

. q'hey submltial their }tiin! 
''

Wc have heard

• '-■.if '• •iV.rcccipl ufappeal and its admission"1: I t,)nn
h

,Uca n, .submit writLcn rcply/commcnts

„nd rebutted the dt.im of the nppelinnt.
3 were ii:

:i■1 ^ pni-iiwisc cammenls iii'
UisinciM' and learned Deputy

flic widi eonnecmtl

'1m-learned counsel fur the appellant
arguintMiis

'-•ilj;- L

'respondents and perused the case
for the 

minutely and thoroujibly.dueOjpents
i

■>1i
1 1 suhmitted liiat the appcUam

leveled ae.atm;!

'.vav
unsel for the appellant. Learned cui .*‘.1

.K

■y ;iilp2y
i

•I ^..Involved in a cruninalense.wherein baseless allegutious were
y

\
j
:ti

1■ 1

!
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1

7^16

i; •5

*.p,....r.»
ultribuiecl Vo Hum.

him.1

driver
llanl whtii'i^tis the vehicle was

ihc name o!' the tvppe

„.'„a by the court oF ucmipc-tuul jurisdiction Ft,
t.-e

was in
and uil'imuici.v vide 

criminal enuru.e. 'I'hii

ppellant under suspension ttnd tViiited 

jTjmnvcd irnm

Ji--1-1 e was V 0dated :t0.05,2019, acquitted IVora' thei;
;
id

jud^tmeni 

respnnclcnis aliould have placed the a

r criminal proceedings bui instead He was

a\‘ cross esaminatam. hlc
'ii - idr ila: uulcoine o
•ii -ivlng Him any opportunity 

ippeal may be accepted as prayed tor.
li \y/ilhOUtsbrvice

:•
0. i-c-iucstecl that the ii
I; ■ rebutting the argumcnls

il contended that uriminul proceedinu.s -.mtl

line! cuitU! nil-, 

initiated against die

him and he was righlly 

cost.

Icnrned Deputy District Attorney while
The4.:

.d' lenrned counsel for the ttppellanl

ad,i:irinie.nlal iiroceedmgs 

.;„,uUuneousiy. Wruper depurtmentul proceedings

uppL-liant, wherein allegeiiuns

He requ

(*
dilTcrent in naturewere-''if

•were
fS “

ivCOb ;
were proved agamsc 

csted far dismissal olThe appeal with ci
' /.; .

Iremoved !fom service. /

removed troiii 

criminu! case vide hill Wo.

record that the appellant wass iVcim the11 appears 

service only on the

5.
ground of involvement in u

.■t i i;)/4n()/4(ii;/47 H' 15-A A police SUilion '! ahlu ^
/'

Lhe court ul' cnmpolenl 

clau:il.

■’.■'2 diUed (n.S.7tH7 U/li

Mardan. The appellant

1.
tried hy

criminal charge vide judgnumi <

was
lihai. iVistnel

uitied IVom theiurisilicdon and was ticq

11,0x2019. In the’meantime he was

that departmental

,cmovud Irtnn survicu vide order du.ud

can runand criminal proceeding;-

involvement oFthu tippelU.m

y^'P ,

'^5

Xr, <J
--U-’j

m.I.ZOia. u is true
.inrultuneously but it is equally true that except

. no other ullcvution or charge auainar him iVom
j ,,.inV,nal case,-there wa.s no

n^hily awarded the punish.m^^t
.. i: :could infer that the appcitani was

Avhiel". Nve

<

)

i
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i
, •

;
criminal case was lujiservice.-Mere involvement. In nof rcmovLil lTomi

of punishment aiiainsc the appellant anti

yet conclutlecl
ooh ground to pass any order 

when the

Cll'i

criminal proceeding’s had not }.i ihiir ton in u case
1 ^ ,ea,.-e .ud, .nnclusion. doi.. wh. appropri.l. instead oi' doln. ..

.spdndenu ,.ighr h.vcpu^ him under ...pension tiii the outeenn n.- his

of convivicing, proof ol

rF'\ D ■■
i

I'hc

in the court of law. In, the absencecriminal case
i

is notmtide against the appeiianl, order of removal from se.-viop■:

. ulicg.aiions
■:

sustainable.

I the appcllanl i?iof above, die penally imposed upon

of this appeal, the impujined orders :
<1. in view

are set-1 warranted and on acccplance 

aside. The appellant is

shall he treated ns leave of the kind due.

un
is reinstalccUn service, however, the inlervenintt periml

Parties are lea to bear their m.'n
. ST"*"

:i

costs. Coiisiiin. (.cot*

:}i^i^shawar aniJ imckr our hand:!■I
cowi ot 
r/^M•/4'" c/c/vq/Vu/J^ ^022.

I’ronounced in opan 
utul xcal oj the: Trihunat
7.

on
■

\:V'i
■MMM (KALIM ARSflADlCHAN) 

Chairman/ :Ci!/
'm ; •

4;l
✓

.....
Membcrdls)"* f r

--  --
• .pi 1* ...

/S>^ ^___

tCisyi'' •*
. iter-tcc ■rriv>’iui.'.

PsitCClv-U-.' ■

.:i

.3
;!

■M -
■ ::v.

T-

m
« ■

, ra --------- ^ — \ .
.-.li

-..w-

/?
•-•i.i'ir

,-------- ?r..' iA..! r-ft • r
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i BEFORE THE KPK SERVfci TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR ;

/2023Misc Pett: No.
IN i

S.A. No. 936/2G20

!
Muhammad Sheraz 

S/0 Muhammad Sabir 

R/0 Utmanzai Charsadda. 

Constable No. 2355, .

FRP, Peshawar............. ..

;

Appellant

veesus

i.1. Supslintendentcif Police 

PRP, Peshawar Range, 
Peshawar.

f.

1

■;

■;

Commandant FRP, KP, 

Peshawar.
2.

• I
•i

Provincial Police Officer, 

KP, Peshawar.................
3.

Respondents

APPLICATION FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
t

JUDGMENT DATED 14-07-2022 OF THE HON'BLE 'r

\
TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR:

]
I

i
Respectfully Sheweth; /

That on 31-01-2020, applicant filed Service .Appeal before this 

hon'ble Tribunal for reinstatement in service with ail back benefits. 

(Copy as annex "A")

1.
ii

■;

2.1 That the said appeal came up for hearing on 25-05-2022 and then 

the hon^ble Tribunal was pleased to hold that:-
i

1



\

:■' <*

IK;
S

"The penalty, imposed upon the appellant is'unwarranted 

and on acceptance of this appeal, the Impugned orders 

set aside. The appellant is reinstated in service, however 

the intervening period shall be treated as leave of the kind 

due". (Copy as annex "B")

3. That applicant as well as Registrar of the hon'ble Service Tribunal 

. remitted the judgment to respondents for compliance but the 

was not honored in letter and spirit till date.

are
!
(
i

}

same
i

4. That on' 09-01-2023, R. No. 01 issued officer order wherein
applicant was reinstated; in service, however his intervening period 

was treated as leave of kind due if any in his credit, (Copy as
!annex "C") (
i

5. That till date no penny was paid to the applicant by the 

respondents and the judgment of the hon'ble Trlbunai was not .
Implemahtid in letter and spirit C

i

li: Is, therefore, most humbly requested that the judgment 
dated 14-07-2022 of the hon'ble Tribunal be 

forthwith.
complied with hence0 t

OR
In the alternate, respondents be proceeded for Contempt of 

Court and they be punished in accordance with Law. ■ '

■

Applicant i

Through

Saaduilah Khan Marwat
w

C7 i

v\
ArbabSalf-ul-KampI ;

I
i ;
j

'Amjad Nawaz 
AdvocatesDated; 13-01-2023

i

I

i

■

I.
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rosci\l> jArhab Sailul KumiiL AtlvouaU'. Icir ihc 

lixeL-iilinn I^cliliun. llic

1

24”* 1-\:1^. 20r.
t'

•.Aloimwilh Ihc

py nl-nnicc- order No. ^4./l-;C. dated 09.01.2023 vide which, in the 

liiibi ol‘ iudgnicnl ol' this ‘fribiinal/ihc inlcrvcning r.crtod in respect 

die pciiiioiier has liccn rci’idari/ed. 'hhe judi^menl ol the Iribunal 

st.mds implemented. I.earned counsel lor the petitioner is .saiislicd.

eo
;

(
I

of
i

file peliliun is consiuned.

t
Oronoii.iced in open Court' of Peshnwnr and Riven under 

hand anil the seal ol' the 'rribunal on this 24(h day n! Vmy

l-'ebruary, 2023.

N5(
(|‘AUT HA PAIJI^

d Mcmber(lC)
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