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1 12.04.2023 The execution petition of Syed Nasir Hussain
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is fixed for implementation report before Single Bench at

Peshawar on . Original file be
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}_T' The execution petition Syed Nasir Hussain IHC No. 309 Di'st:rict Police Hangu
raceived today i.e. 6.4.2023 is incomplete on the.following. scores which is

returned to the counsel for the applicant for completion and resubmission within

10 days.

1- Copy of Judgment is not attached with the petition.

@ Annexures of the petition are unattested.

3- Approved file covers is not used.

No. /,/m’; /ST,

ot.@?//oé, /2023,

‘S.Noman Ali Bukhari Adv.
High Court Peshawar.
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Syed Nasir Hussain - VS o poljce
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR.

Execution Petition No. 7? L/\S /2023 .
In Service Appeal N0.862/2017 Khyber Paghtukhwa

W manak

Sorvice
o O
. Binry Na.
Mr. Syed Nasir Hussain, IHC No.309 | —é—l—“%/—gﬁ’ 2%
District Police, Hangu. Dated
PETITIONER
VERSUS .
1. The the superintendent of police investigation Hangu.
2. The Regional Police Officer, Kohat, Region, Kohat.
3. District Police Officer Hangu.
4. The Secretary Finance KP Peshawar.
RESPONDENTS

EXECUTION PETITION FOR DIRECTING THE
" RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEMENT THE JUDGMENT
DATED: 21.01.2022 OF THIS HONOURABLE
TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND SPIRIT.

RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the applicant/Petitioner filed Service Appeal
No0.862/20170 for Back benefits.

2. That the said appeal was finally heard by the Honorable
Tribunal on 21.01.2022. The Honorable Tribunal is kind
enough to accept the appeal as prayed for. (Copy of
judgment is attached as Annexure-A).

3. That the respondents were totally failed in taking any action -
- regarded the Hon'able Tribunal Judgment dated 21.01.2022.

4. That in-action and not fulfilling formal requirements by ihe
respondent after passing the judgment of this august

Tribunal, is totally illegal amount to disobedience and
Contempt of Court.
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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 filed
Execution Petition No: 323/2022, during the execution
petition the department produced the order dated
26/07/2022 whereby conditionally awarded back benefits to
appellant. In response to which the execution petition was
consigned to record room vide order dated 23/09/2022.

Copy of order and tribunal order is attached as annexure-B
&C.

7. That the appellant filed application for compliance of the
order produced before this Hon’able Tribunal in response to
which bill was prepared but in hanging position between the
two Offices i.e DPO Hangu & SP Investigation Hangu and till

. date compliance was not made practically but to the extent

of peace of paper. Copy of the application and documents
are attached as annexure-D & E.

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

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed  that the
respondents may be directed to obey the judgment dated
21.01.2022 of this august Tribunal in letter.and spirit and the
respondent may be directed to release the arrear of the
appellant. Any other remedy, which this august Tribunal
deems fit and appropriate that, may also be awarded in favor

of applicant/appellant.
PETmI;;(gR

Syed Nasir Hussain

THROUGH:

-
(SYED NOMAN AMHARI)

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT.
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.




' Q " BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKH\NA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR
: py .

o ("h | - Service Appeal No. ‘862/2017
Py : L ‘
Date of Institution -.. 18.08.2Q17-

Date of Decision. ... 21.01.2022

Syed Nasir Hussain, IHC No. 309, District Police Hangu. ) TR
‘ ' ‘ . (Appellant) ]

VERSUS
The Provincial Police Ofﬁeer,'Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and three others.
(Respondents)

Syed Noman Ali Bukhari, ) '

Advocate For Appellant

Asif Masood Ali Shah, :

Deputy District Attorney ... For respondents

AHMAD SULTAN TAREEN CHAIRMAN ‘ :
- ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) gt

| ﬂwm%@--  Brief facts of the
case are that the appeliant joined Police Department in the year 1998, During the
course of his’ service, the appeilant was charged in FIR U/Ss 9- C CNSA/13.
AO/411 Dated 13- 05-2008. The appeliant was proceeded against departmentally .
on the same very charges and was ult:mately removed from service vxde order
.dared 24 09-2008. In the meanwhile, the appellant was acquitted of the criminal - |
charges vide Judgment dated 26- 03 2010. The appellant filed departmental
appeal, which was re]ected vide order dated 04-06-2010. The appellant filed

service appeal No. 1266/2010 which was decuded vide judgment: dated 30-03- .

2016 and the appe!lant was re-instated in service with dlrectlon to {thej




l‘ﬁ ' respondents to conduct de-novo inguiry. As @ result of de -nove proceedmgs the
LN appelfant was re- mstated in service vide order dated 13-04- 2016 and the
respondents issued another order dated 27-04-2016 that the appellant spent one

year, eleven months and thirteen days in detention, out of ciétention period with
effect from 13-05-2008 to 24-09-2008 were considered as on full pay, while the
remaining detent‘ren period with effect from 25-09-2008 to entailment of his. leave
credit were counted as leave of the kihdvdue and the remaining period of absence
from duty was considered as in service but rrot on duty and was not entitled for
salary The appeilant filed departmental appeal dated 02-09- 2016 against the
order 'dated 27-04-2016, whsch was rejected vide order dated 24 01-2017. The
appettant filed revision pet:tlon dated 31-01-2017, which was also re}ected vide .
order dated 01-08-2017, hence the instant service appeal with prayers that the
impugned orders dated 01-08-2017, 24-01-2017 and 27-04-2016 may be set
aside and the_appellant;may be granted monetary benefits in shape of salaries for

the remainipg period of absence from duty, which was considered as in service

butAfot on duty.

02.. Learned counsel for the appellant has contended that the impugned
brders .are against law, fact and norms of natural justice and maferial on record,
therefore not tenable and liable to be set aside; that the .appellant remained un-
paid emb!oyee for period from removal from ;ervice till re-instatement into
service and in this respect, the appellant furnished affidavit to this effect, but the
respondents ldid not take it into consideration; that the appellant was acquitted of
the criminal charges, hence there remains no ground to deprive the appellant of
his salaries; that the appellant has not been treated in accordance with law and
has been deprived of his legal right of sa!aries for the remaining period, which is

against the norms of natura! justice and fair play.

03. Learned Depubiz District Attorney for respondents has contended that the

appellant was arrested in narcotics case and an FIR to this effect was, registered
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against him' that the appellant was proceeded against on the same eharges and |

. was removed from service vide order dated 24-09- -2008; that in pursuance of
“judgment of this tribunal, the appellant was re~|nstated in servxce and his
detention period was considered as on pay but rest of hiS period was treated as in

s'e'rvi,ce but without pay on the established principle of no work no pay.

04. We have heard learned counsel for the parties and have perused the'

record.

. 05. Record reveals that the appellant while servmg was involved in FIR, based
on which the appellant was proceeded - departmentally and was ultimately
removed from service. Being involved in a criminal case, the reSpondents were

requifed to suspend the appellants from service under. sectlon 16:19 of Pollce

Rules, 1934, which speciﬁcélly provides for cases 'of the nature. Provisions of Civit
Service Re /gul/ ations-194-A also sdpports the same stance, hence the respondents
‘ 4 uired to wait for the conclusion of the criminal case, but the respondents
\AMstiiy initiated departmental proceedings against the appeliants and dismissed
him from service before conclusion of the criminal case. It i-s'a settled law that
dismissal of civil servant fronn service due to pendency of criminal case against
him would be bad unless such official was fdund guilty by"competent court of law.
Contents of FIR would remain unsubstantiated allegations, and based on the .

same, maximum penalty could not be imposed upon a civil servant. Reliance is

placed on PLJ] 20;5. Tr.C. (Services) 197, PLJ 2015 Tr.C. (Services) 208 and PLJ

2015 Tr.C. (Services) 152. -

06. The appellant was exonerated of the criminal charges by the competent

court of law vide judgment dated 26-03-2010. Tt is a settied law that if a cvil

servant is dismissed from service on account ‘of his involvement in criminal case,
PN ' e e '
I'Enthen he would have been well within his right to claim fe-instatement in service
Niftei PO fter acquittal from that case. Reliance is ptaced on 2017 PLC (CS) 1076. On the -

‘s o
Ny ' w
"“ul -..u 'Sme very ground, the appeilant was re-instated in service by judgment dated
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30-03-2016 of this Tribunal. In 2012 PLC (CS) 502,.it has been held that if a -

_person is aequitted of a charge, the presumption would be that he was innocent. .
‘Moreover, after acquittal of the appellant in the crlmmal case, there was no -
material available with the authontzes to take actlon and umpose penatty Relzance .

is placed on 2003 SCMR 207 and 2002 SCMR 57, 1993 PLC. (CS) 460.

07. In view of the’ sntuatlon, we are of the consideréo opinion that the
appellant was exonerated of the criminal charges by the competent court of law,
which means that he was innocent. Moreover, he was e~ mstated in setvice by
this tribunal and he was again proceeded against in de novo proceedmgs where
‘he was dedared innocent and was re- Linstated. In a situation, grant of back
henefits to an emplo‘t/ee who was re-instated in service by a court/T ribunal or the
denartment was a rule and denial of such beneﬁts was an exception. Reliance is
placed on 2015 PLC (CS) 366. The appellant was entatled to back benefits, as it .. |
was the police department which on the basis of a wrong opinion kept him away
from performance of hIS duty. In such curcumstances, depriving him of his salaries
would not bein accordance with law, particularly when nothing |s avatlable on
record that the appellant had remained gainfully employed in any service during |

the period of his absence from duty.

08. In view of the foregoing discussion, the instant appeal is accepted as
prayed for. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to record

room.

ANNOUNCED
21.01.2022

(AHMAT SULTAN TAREEN)  Tzrtifieq l ) e tre ATIQ-UR-REHMAN WAZIR)
CHAIRMAN SHYC LUy MEMBER (E)
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. DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
/ : HANGU

Emall dpohanguB@gmall com

OFFICE OF THE o‘.}«

;Tel: No. 0925 623878 & Fax No. 0925-620135

ORDER.
In the hght of Court Judgment announced by the
vionourable Sorvice l‘ubunal Peshawar dated -21. 01 .’2022 IHC Syed

Nusir Hussain No. 41, is heIeby condltllonally & provisionally
awarded with back benefits subject to outcome of CPLA vide the SP,
lourls & Litigation, K}beel Pakhtunkhwd, CPO, Peshawar office

Mema: No. 3314/Legal, dated 13.07.2022 with immediate effect.
D Mo, RN
Dated _3&/ Z /2022,

DISTRICT POLI&E OFFICER,
- HANGU

DFEFICEOFT _DJSI_BI_C]'_P_QLI;CE_D_F_EIQE& _ﬂANﬁ.U.I

42_ ?:If'ZZ/EC datci‘{ezwu, the 26 [0-7* /‘70
Copy: of above is submitted to the SP Courts &,

Litigation, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, CPO, Pcshawaxj for f_gypm of
informalion, please. |

5
o

2. Pay Officer, SRC, ReadeI;' & ‘QASI for 'ncgqgsary

action.

DISTRICT P” LICE OFFICER,
» HANGU )

......


mailto:angu8@gmail.com

BEFORE THE KPK SERVICE TRIBUNAL/ ESHAW

‘ APPEAL NO % /2017
Tty has Palelny g:ich;wm
Sorvied Yk

Sy.ed?\aS{rIiIussam, IHC No.309, . | : -y Ig ,9.20/7

District Police Hangu.

VERSUS
1. The Provincial Police Officer, KPK, Peshawar.

2. The Regional Police Officer Kohat Region, Kohat. .
3. The District Police Officer, Hangu.

4. The Secretary Finance KPK Peshawar.

APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE IKPK SERVICE

TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE .ODER DATED

01.08.2017, WHEREBY THE REVISION OF APPELLANT .
UNDER RULE 11-A OF THE POLICE RULES 1975 AGAINST
THE ORDER DATED 24.01.2017 OF RPO KCHAT REGION

HAS BEEN REJECTED - WHEREIN THE RPC KOHAT

REGION UPHELD THE ORDER DATED 27.04.2016 GF THE

DPO HANGU.

PRAYER:

THAT ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THIS APPEAL. THE -
ORDER DATED 01.08.2017, 24.01.2017 AND. 217.04, 2016 MIAY
BE SET ASIDE AND RESPONDENTS MAY RE EDIRECYED TO
GRANT MONETARY BACK BENEFITS iN THE SHAPE OF

- SALARIES TO THE APPELLANT FOR THE REAMINING
PERIOD OF ABSENCE FROM DUTY WHICH WAS
'CONSIDERED IN SERVICE BUT NOT ON DUTY BY THE
RESPONDENTS. ANY OTHER REMEDY, WHICH TS
AUGUST TRIBUNAL DEEMS FIT AND APPROPRIATE °
THAT, MAY ALSO BE. AWARDED IN FAVOUR OF
APPELLANT. , o s




Mr. Syed Nasir Hussain, IHC No.309
District Police, Hangu.

(1)

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA |
SERVICE TRIBUNAL, PESHAWAR, || **

Execution Petition No. 5 Zlg /2022
In Service Appeal No.862/2017

PETITIONER

VERSUS

The I}Jspecto;”(}energl'f'()‘f Po.ljée, KPK, PCSI}QW"QI;.
Ihc Kegional Police Officer, Kohit, Region, Kéhat. |
:Distri‘k';t Police Ofﬁcer Hangu.

The Secretary Fi 1n<m 3 KP Peshawal

e 4 A s T ey gy - -
e . e #“ESPONDENTS
e ¢ . "
“:“\“:_ h e s T it .. \ L T
~ PRI AL T -
A |

EXECUTION PETITION $(1 DIRECTING THE
RESPONDENTS TO IMPLEVIENT THE
JUDGMENT DATED: 21.01.2022 OF THIS
HONCGURABLE TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND

SPIRIT. o

.................

RESPECTFU LLY SAHEWETH :

1.

That the a{spllcant/Petitloner filed Service Appeal No. 862/?0170
for Wackb nefits. o

-That the said appeal was finally-heard by the }Ionorlab}.e.T‘L'ibunal

on 21.01.2022. The Honorable Tribunal is kind enough to accept
the appeal as prayed for. (Copy of judgment lS attached as
An“mwure -A).

That the respondents were totally failed in taking any action

regarded ibe Hon’able Tribunal Judgment dated 21.01.2022. %




Execution Petition No. 323/2022 A v

Date of institution .. 03.06.2022

Syed Nasir Hussain, THC No. 309, District Police, Hangu,
VERSUS

“The Inspector General of Police, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar and -
three others.

23.09.2022
Ms. Uzma Syed, Advocate, for the petitioneri bresent’. Mr. Asif
Masood Ali Shah, Deputy District Attorney for the respondents

present.

!earned counsel for the petltloner stated at the bar that vide

S

previous order sheet ated  10.08. 2022, the riesp‘andéht”s‘"“h'éﬁe

submitted office order dated 26:07.2022, vide which the pet|t|oner has

been cond:tnonahy & prov:stonally awarded back benkefits subject to

- outcome of CPLA, therefore, the. execqtion petitioni in hand may be

filed.

In view of the above, theAExecution Petition in hand stands filed
being implemented. Parties are left to bear their own costs. File be

consigned to the recerd room.,

"~ ANNOUNCED ' ‘

Date of Preséntation of Applicaﬁon / D/ . 'L/%
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- PAYROLL SYSTEM } - /‘}7
o ETTON /3l
OFFICE OF THE SUPDTT: INVESTIGATION HANGU

FOR THE MONTH OF MARCH /2022

Gt

ooocede [H]| G ] 41 o | 1 ]1]Descriptionl

S.P. INVESTIGATION HANGU | —
{Cost Center)
Employce "GENERAL DATE CHANGE CHANGE'IN PAYRENTS/DEDUCTIONS Stop | Eftective
mployee Number Name Info Ficld | New-Contents | Wage Sat: Date REMARKS
. Type D Type [Rupces Paisa
)] 2[1]0]2] 6] 2]SYEDNASIR HUSSAIN | i i 1
3 ~ ' LH.C. ' - ~ - i v
. I T =10 ol _ IREEIEE THE PAY OF THE
. = : = - CONCERNED OFFICIALS
r fraf A N 1) T M7 O e ot
n . randl PREVIOUSLY, COURT
. ' A_ - Lt’k MA .| 5012]4) 81400 . DECESION IS ATTACHED
o~ : CON:ALL 5011)+) | 114504 —~ [ 1 ' : "FOR VERIAICAION
T il L B AR 15% 2013 «7| 5911}(+) | 77 29580 ~f _ ' PLEASE, .
- Al | C — AR 15% -2015 53091+ | 7. 14540 577
\}“t‘\ Y L ' AR 10 % 2010 | 7, 21180 : ﬁ«'-d-é P
- C V[ O F / : AR 10 % 2011 ~ ) | { 40464 c3 /;
i £ (\B ‘\ SRA. IR 6430 ‘i ‘
TeFT | DA FIXED ] {+} __68250. 27
Y \3\\"’7 RATION ALLO ) 50394 ) /2 C’//é~
washing All 5026}(+) 7400 : "'/ /
) Dress Allowance | 5070{(«) 7400 " '
— . : RIS ALLOWANC 1+) 244480
SLA. . {+) 57350 -~ _
oA ) 31680 o] A CIOTTS O:L:’"_
p . . ] ) C.RA. 33400 {""\.F-D TG ]
: TOTAL ' 1593373 % {
- ,’7{:/’ r:.:/:/é?‘/ I I ‘1”} ‘h-\"i 17'] et ‘
7 R - () N/
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_ 7 OF PAY AND ALLOWANCES IN RESPECT OF MR. SYED NASIR HUSSAIN

—

P.NO 00210262

ISRA.

RIOD |PAY A01202 {A 01217 |AD1203 |A01207 [AD1208 [RISK |AR 50% JAR AR 10% [A91244] DAILY [RATION [SIA DEARNES TOTAL
- H.R.A. |MEDICA |CONV: |WASH: |pALL |aLLow [2010 15% 12013. |AR FIXED' |ALLOWA ALLO’ [CRA
" JLALL )ALt ALL 2011 | 10% - : WA
2005 2015 —_—fe— .
GE TY([,0001%-:[,01000-:;:{,1300 > [|1210~ -[1567° [1615- . R B 2148 [2199 v e (IS
2014 {10600: |1059 1200 1932 100 100 3820 0 843 870 0 2730 681 775 40S |500 |2s61s
2015 [10600 [1059 1200 1932 100 100 3820 0 843 870 0 2730 681 775 405  ]500  |2s615
2015 [10600 {1058 1200 1932 100 100 3820 0 843 870 0 12730 681 775 405 [500  )2561s
.2015 [10600 [1059 1200 1932 100 100 3820 0 843 870 0 2730 681 775 405 |500  |25815
.2015 [10600 [1059 1200 1932 100 100 3820 0 . 633 (870 0 2730 681 . 775 405 {500 [2561%
.-2015 [10600 [1059 1200 1932 100 100 3820 0 843 870 0 2730 681 - 775 405 [500 {25615
- 22015 |10600 [1059 1200 1932 100 100 3820 0 843 870 0 2730 681 775 405 |00 [2ss1s
;'-2015./ 13715.# |1059 1500 1932 100 100 3820 0 0 870 1494 |2730 681 775 405 |500  |25581
1-2015 113715 [1059 1500 1932 100 100 3820 0 0 870 1494 2730 681 775 405 [500 |29881
3-2D015 {13715  ]1059 1500 1932 100 100 3820 0 0 870 1494 12730 681 775 405 |500 [z29681
i )-2015 [43715 1059 1500 11932 100 . |100 3820 0 0 870. |1493 |2730 681 775 405 [500 29681
1-2015 (13715 [1059 1500 1932 100 100 3820 0 0 870 1494 2730 681 775 405 [500 |29881
2-2015./]141307  [1059 1500 1932 100 100 3820 0 0 870 1494 12730 681 775 405 |SO0  |3o0s6
1-2016 [14130 [1059 1500 1932 100 100 3820. [0 0 870 1494 2730 681 775 405 |sS00 [3o00%6
2-2016 [14130 [1059 1500 1932 100 100 3820 |0 0 870 1494 [2730 681 775 405 [500 [aooss
3.2016 [14130 [1059 1500 1932 100 100 3820 {0 0 870 1494 (2730 681 775 405 |00 {30096
1-2016 (14130 |1059 1500 1932 100 100 3820 0 0 870 1494 (2730 681 775 405 500 [3o0s6
)TAL:- [706605 [78366 81400 [114504 [7400 7400 |244480 |21180 |40364 |29580 |14940 |68250 50394 57350 6480 (31680 133400 [159387;
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N OFFICE OF THE. : .‘ —
. . s : ) e Tele: -623887 .
})© SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE | gimeron  oosser2esy
/ ___IN.YEST]G ATION, H AN‘GU Emailsplavestizationhangu@yshoo.com

The District Police Officer, 113
Hangu. :
No. -'y:._gfﬂ_/luv: dated Hrmg:; the . /3 J 02 /2023
Subject: ARREAR PAY IN R/O THC SYED NASIR HUSSAIN.

Memorandum:

, Kindly refer to the subject cited above.
o ) . s . N
P . It is submitted that THC Nasir Hussain. preferred an application

requesting thercin for the grant of pay etc/arrear of the intervening period in the light

of judgment passed by the KP Service Tribunal vide judgment dated 21.01.2022.

IHC Nasir Hussain was recruited on 24.11.1998 in. FRP KP
Peshawar i'md,~ transferred té) District Hangu on 30.09.2004 vide CPO Peshawar Order
No. 17904-10 dated 30.09.2004 who was digmisspd from his service by your good office
vide OB No. 660 dated. 24.09.2008 zluc to ln,\fd!\"ém'cnt in Case FiR No. 352 dated
13052008 U/S 9C-CNSA/I3AO/411 PPC PS Bhana Manri Peshawar. He was
reinstated in service by Service Tribunal Peshawar vide order déi{:d .30.Q3:20ﬁ1‘6 vide
Registrar Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Ng:_Sl‘)}S’l‘_.datAé_d 01.04.2016 and
departmental proceeding of De-Novo enquiry was started against him vidc your good
office OB No. 241 dated 08.04.2016, | |

After De-Novo enquiry a;;diﬁst above mentioned 'iHC, ygiﬁr ;good
office issucd the order vide OB No. 305 dated 27.04.201.6 t'ha; “01 year, 11 'ménths and
13 days in detention, out of the detention period w.c from 13.03.2008 to 24.09.2008 may
be considered as full pay while the réniaining detention period w.c from.2§;09.'2_0'08 lo
cntailment of his leave credits may be.counted as leave of kind due and the ;@;ﬁxé@i{}ing
period from absence from duty be considered In service but not on duty, l;!c_ ;_i:my not be

entitled for salary of the remaining period.”

The appeal was againvsubmiflucl by the IHC S)jéd_ Nasir Hussain in
Service Tribunal Peshawar, against the order vide OB Nao. 305 ;1‘1_19{1'427.04.'2016, his.
appeal was accepted by the Service Tribunal l’cshnlwar on di“,t‘d 21012022, ‘b'.lst'rict
Police Hangu submitted a CPLA agaiust the onder of Service Tribunal Peshayar which
is still pending in Court. He was conditionally and pr,ovisig,mux awarded bﬂ?k:bc‘nc fits
subject toithe outcome of CPLA vide the SP Courts & Litigation, Khyber p&k!u:'unkh“l.a’
CPO Peshawar office Memo: No. 3314/ Legal dated 13.07.2022 vide your good office
OB No.252 dated 26.07.2022.
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/ The above mentioned:THC Has: remamed Q pcrmanent cmployee of
Operahon Staff District Hangu before and after the-dismissal.

v

He was-transferred/posted to this-Wing. vide RPO Kohat order
Endst: No. 11961-62/ EC dated 16.08.2032.
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The dlsmxssal pcnod i.e. 2010 to 2016 and: after reinstatement in
service i.e. 2016.to 2022, he‘performed his-official duty under.your kind command.

It is; therefore, the arrear pay case of. IHC Syed-Nasir Hussam is
sent herewith for favour of further kind consideration, please. '

\ % |
Superintendent of Police,
stigation, Hangu.
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OFFICE E
DISTRICT POLICE OFFICER,
HANGU

Tel No. 0925623878 & Fax No. 0925-62013%
Emall: dpohangu&@gmlll com

Dated. _ 13-/ b L /2023.

To: The Superintendent, of Police,
Investigation, Hangu,

Subject:- ARREAR PAY TN R/O THC SYED NASIR HUSSAIN,
Memorandum:

| Plcase\-.'_nc.fc\i' to your office Memo: No.398/Inv: dated
13.02.2023 on subject cited above.

| The service record along-with arrear pay case of
IHC Syed Nasiir'HUSsain_,;rccfc'ivcd.undcr-_.yoﬁr-.abo'-',c quoted reference
‘is returned herewith ‘with the remarks that the individual is already
serving under: ;your command and also drawing -his ‘pay from
Investigation unit Hangu. Therefore, the case may be .procceded at

your end, please.

DISTRICT POLICE omcsm
: HANGU

@ CamScanner - :
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VAKALAT NAMA

NO. /20 |

INTHE COURTOF __ KP  Soviice  Luih

‘g(}%d MQ&iV MUSSG\:M , | Appellant

. Petitioner
. Plaintiff
VERSUS i

' |
PO( fe Qepte - Respondent (s)

- Defendants (s)

I < f\j A : 3("\)3&,&'.;4 do hereby appoint
and constitute the SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI Advocate Htgh Court for the
aforesaid Appellant(s), Petitioner(S), Plaintiff(s) / Respondent(s), Defendant(s),

Opposite Party to commence and prosecute / to appear and defe!nd this action /
appeal / petition / reference on my / our behalf and al procecdlngs that may be
taken in respect of any application connected with the same 1ncludmg proceeding,
in taxation and application for review, to draw and deposit money, to file and take
documents, to accept the process of the court, to appoint and msl!luct council, to
represent the aforesaid Appellant, Petitioner(S), Plaintiff(s) / RCSpOl’ldCﬂl(%)

Defendant(s), Opposite Party agree(s) ratify all the acts done by the afmesald

DATE 120 N ﬂ’
‘“ iNg
(CL *Nﬁ)

ACCEPTED

. MQ&.D
A
SYED NOMAN ALI BUKHARI

ADVOCATE HIGH COURT
BC-15-5643




